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The simultaneous emission of two photons by an atom in a resonant radiation field (a “dressed”
atom) is analyzed. Calculations are carried out for a two-level system in the resonant approxima-
tion incorporating intensity effects. The time-varying regime (in which the observation time # is
shorter than the lifetime of the excited level,  ~') and the steady-state regime (£>y ') are ana-
lyzed. Calculations are carried out to find the probabilities (under the condition >y~ ') and the
spectral correlation functions of the fields and the numbers of photons (in the steady state) for the
coherent simultaneous emission of two photons by a dressed atom. The frequencies of the emitted
photons, w, ,, are shown to be symmetric with respect to the frequency of the pump field, . The
probabilities and correlation functions have peaks as functions of w, , near the frequencies @ and
o + 2, where 2 is the frequency at which the atom oscillates in the field. The peak widths are
calculated for the steady state and found to be equal to the widths for resonant fluorescence. The
heights of the peaks are expressed in terms of their widths and in terms of the steady-state
populations of the levels of the dressed atom. The relationship between the coherent two-photon
emission at a dressed atom and parametric effects in the medium is determined. Probabilities for
the incoherent emission of two photons are also derived. These probabilities are shown to have a
two-peak structure. The frequencies of the emitted photons are related by v, + w, = 20w F 2 for
transitions involving the excitation and the decay, respectively, of the atom. The scattering of

photons by a dressed atom is also studied.

1. INTRODUCTION

The parametric effects which occur as intense optical
radiation (the pump field) propagates through a medium
have been the object of extensive research for the past 20 yr.
The results of this research have been summarized in some
well-known monographs." The elementary events underly-
ing these parametric effects-events in which the pump
field interacts with the individual atoms of the medium-have
not been studied adequately (more on this below).

In this paper we consider all possible processes in which
one, two, or three pump photons are converted into two oth-
er photons in an interaction with a two-level atom. The
pump field is assumed to be intense and is taken in the reso-
nant approximation. The field of the other photons is weak.

In Sections 2 and 3 we examine these processes at times
t>y~!, where ¥~ ! is the time for the spontaneous decay of
the excited state of the atom. This time interval is of much
practical interest because of the development of experimen-
tal techniques with picosecond and subpicosecond pump
pulses. The problem is solved in the representation of sta-
tionary states of the composite system consisting of the atom
and the photons of the pump field (the “dressed” atom). The
interaction of a dressed atom with the weak radiation field
causes transitions between the states of the dressed atom.
These transitions result in a conversion of the photons of the
pump field into photons at other frequencies. Over short
time intervals these transitions can be treated by perturba-
tion theory. Processes which are of first order in the weak
radiation field have been studied quite thoroughly (see Refs.
4 and 17, for example). In the present paper we are dealing
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instead with second-order processes, which determine the
parametric effects in a medium. These are processes involv-
ing the simultaneous emission (or absorption) of two photons
by a dressed atom and processes involving the scattering of
the weak radiation field by a dressed atom. In Section 2 we
examine the coherent emission and scattering, while in Sec-
tion 3 we consider the incoherent processes. In Section 4 we
derive the relationship between these elementary processes
and parametric effects.

In Sections 5-7 the problem is solved for times >y~
(the steady state) by a density-matrix method in the represen-
tation in terms of quasienergy states of the composite system
consisting of the atom and the classical pump field. In the
steady state, it is not sufficient to analyze the processes
which are second order in the weak field by perturbation
theory; it becomes necessary to consider the many-photon
spontaneous emission and absorption in transitions between
quasienergy states in all orders of a perturbation theory in
the weak radiation field. These processes, like the spontane-
ous widths of the atomic levels, can be taken into account
most comprehensively for a strong field by calculating the
correlation functions® of the radiation field scattered by the
atom." In Section 5 we derive general expressions for the
spectral correlation functions of the field amplitudes and the
numbers of photons. In Section 6 we derive a correlation
function for the radiation fields for a two-level system for the
case in which the frequency of the oscillations of an atomic
electron in the strong field, £2, is considerably higher than
the width of the atomic transition (2<y). In Section 7 we
calculate the correlation function for the photon numbers in
the same case.

1
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2. COHERENT PROCESSES

We denote by u, , the coordinate part of the wave func-
tions of a two-level atom in its ground state (with energy E,)
and in its excited state (E,), respectively (the “‘bare” atom). In
a quantized pump field (in photons of frequency w; n>1)
which is nearly at resonance with the frequency of the atom-
ic transition, w, = (E, — E,)/# (i.e., under the condition
that the frequency deviation from the resonance,
4 =wy,— w, is small: |4 |<€w), dressed-atom states form.
These dressed-atom states have been used by many investi-
gators (see, for example, Refs. 10, 4, 11, and 17). We denote
these states by |@, ,(n)). The corresponding energies are

h
E\.(n)=E,,;tnho = - (A—-9Q), (2.1)

where 2 = (4 ? + 4|V |?)"/2, while
V=—i(ed) (2non/hv)""=—i(ed/h) (25l/c)"

in the frequency of the interaction of the atom with the pump
field (e is the polarization vector of the pump photon,
d = (u,|d|u,) is the matrix element of the dipole moment of
the atomic transition, v is the normalization volume, and
I = cnfiw/v is the intensity of the pump field). If the pump
field is turned off adiabatically (V—0), states |® , , (n) con-
vert (if 4 > 0) into the states u,|n) and u,|n), respectively.
The term (4 — (2 )/2 in expressions (2.1), which determines
the “binding energy” between the atom and the pump field,
also vanishes.

The interaction of the dressed atom with the radiation
field causes iransitions between the states of the composite
system consisting of the dressed atom and the radiation
field.? We denote these states by
|P 12 () {3 =|P 12 ()| (), where
|{n;})=|n,)|n,)..., and n, is the number of photons of fre-
quency w; in the radiation field (n;=n, , ). The energies of
the states |®,,(n,{n;})) are obviously equal to E,,(n)
+ 2 fiw;n;.

The coherent emission of two photons of frequencies w,
and w, occurs when a transition from a state |®; (n,n,,n,,...))
tostate |@;(n — 2,n, + 1,n, + 1,...)) (i = 1,2) takes place as
a result of an interaction with weak radiation field. A calcu-
lation in second-order perturbation theory leads to the fol-
lowing expression for the probability per unit time of the
spontaneous (n, = n, = 0) emission of two photons in this
transition:

3 3
dWJZ)em = % do, do; dw, I eip.eZQ.an(ml) Iz,

Ctpa (1) 2.2)

w5 Tt bt ]

=drd, Q 2nid (@0—0) + W;—optie B 0;—o,—ig 4’
where e, , are the polarization vectors of the emitted pho-
tons, wpr = w + {2, p and q are vector indices, and the fre-
quency of the second emitted photon is determined by ener-
gy conservation: w, = 2w — w,. The infinitesimal imaginary
increments in the denominators in (2.2) result from the adia-
batic switching on of the interaction with the weak radiation
field at #— — oo . The contribution of the poles in expression
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(2.2) for the tensor a,,, (w,) corresponds to stepped two-pho-
ton processes, i.e., processes such that energy conservation
also holds in intermediate states. In this case the probability
for the process can be broken up into the product of probabi-
lities for two first-order processes (with a factor ¢ ). This con-
tribution, however, is considerably smaller than the prob-
ability for the first-order processes at the same frequencies,
o, ® + {2, because of the condition W V«1.

Expression (2.2) obviously depends nonlinearly on the
pump field intensity. If |V |<|4 |, an expansion of these ex-
pressions in the parameter |V |/4 | is equivalent to a pertur-
bation theory in the pump field.> The opposite limit,
|V |>|4 |, corresponds to a saturation effect.

Working from (2.2) in the usual way, we can go over to
equations for stimulated-stimulated (n, %0, n,70), or spon-
taneous-stimulated (n, #0, n,50) emission of two photons.
The stimulated-stimulated emission is accompanied by an
absorption process with the same probability. The emission
of two photons is thus primarily a spontaneous-stimulated
emission, for which the probability is

87 (20—w,)° %
W)= 22200 g1ay e a2 (1)

3h’c
X[ 1 1 ]2
W — O

W;—Wp
where I, = cfiw,n,/v is the intensity of the weak stimulat-
ing field at the frequency w,. Expression (2.3) is written for
regions far from the poles; i.e., it ignores stepwise processes.

Exactly the same result can be derived by using a semi-
classical method to calculate the emission of a photon w,
caused by two fields, E, and E, (Section 4).

Coherent (unshifted) scattering of photons occurs in the
transitions |®;(n,n,,0,...))—|®P;(n,n, — 1,1, ,...)) (i=1,2);
a photon of frequency w, is absorbed, a photon of frequency
®, = w, is emitted, and the number of photons of the pump
field remains unchanged. The probability for this process is

(2.3)

® 3
awy, sc (0)1)= _3—'14 dozlm.leipezq'ﬁpq(ﬁ)i) |2,
hic

VI _ (e

qu((m)—dpdq [('—'—Q )23‘”6(0)—&)1) 4((01—(1)p+i8)
e ]
4((01_(1)T'—i8) '

(2.4)

where 3, (w,) is the scattering tensor in the presence of the
pump field. In the limit of a perturbation theory in the pump
field, expression (2.4) corresponds to the Kramers-Heisen-
berg formula for the case of unshifted scattering by a two-
level atom'? near resonance.

3. INCOHERENT PROCESSES

Incoherent processes—emission, absorption, and scat-
tering—occurin transitions |@ , (...))—|®, (...)),1.e., tran-
sitions involving a change in atomic state. In this case the
probability amplitude for the process depends on the arbi-
trary phases of the wave functions «, ,. As a result, the pro-
babilities for processes in the set of the various atoms will not
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contain interference terms from the different atoms after an
average is taken over the arbitrary phases. Such processes
are sometimes called “combinational processes,” in contrast
with the parametric processes discussed in Section 2, for
which the phase relations are important.

The transition (D, (n,1,,n,,...))
—|Dyn — 3,n, + 1,n, + 1)) leads to the emission of two
photons, », and w,, related by , + w, = 2w — 2. The prob-
ability for an emission which is spontaneous in both photons
(n, = n, = 0) in this case is

3 3
szfze)m = ._éj)&%%doi do, d(l)ll (ei‘d.) (eztd') I :
[V|2(1—A/Q)*
(0:—0)* (0 —0r)* '

©:=20—R—0,. (3.1)
An expression for the probability for emission which is sti-
mulated with respect to both photons can be found from (3.1)
by the standard procedure. At the same transition the system
will absorb two photons w, and w,, related by the conserva-
tion law @, 4+ @, = 2w + £2. In this case (in contrast with
coherent emission processes) the emission which is stimulat-
ed with respect to both photons will not compensate for sti-
mulated absorption processes, since they occur at different
frequencies.

In the transition |Py(n,ny,n,,...))
—|®(n — 1,n, + 1,n, + 1,...)), photons are emitted with
frequencies related by o, + @, = 2w + £2. In this case the
spontaneous emission is described by expression (3.1) with
2— — (2. In the same transition, photons related by
w0, + w, = 20 — (2 are absorbed. The probability for the ab-
sorption of two photons in the transition

|¢)1(n, Ny, Ny, . .. )>"’|¢)2(n+1, n1_1, n2—1)>

is obviously equal to the probability for the stimulated emis-
sion of two photons in the transition

| @2 (n, ny Ry, .. ) 2= | @ (n—1, ny 1, me 1, L L)),

and the probability for the two-photon absorption
|P,(n,n4,n5,...))—|DPy(n + 3,n, — 1,n, — 1)) is accordingly
equal to the probability for the stimulated emission
| Py (101,105, ))—| Py(n — 3,n, + Ln, + 1,...)); ie, it is de-
scribed by expression (3.1) if we switch to stimulated emis-
sion in this expression in the usual fashion. In the weak
pump field limit (| 7| €|4 |), expression (3.1) is a small quanti-
ty of order |V /A |°. The probability for the emission
|@,(...))—|@(...}) in this case is obviously of order |V /4 |2

An incoherent (combinational) scattering of a weak

field occurs in the transitions
|D(n,n1,0,..))—| Dy(n — Ln, — L,1w,,...)) and
|D,(n,n1,0,...))—| @ (n + 1,n, — 1,1@,,...)).  Calculations

lead to the following expression for the scattering probabil-
ity in the transition |®(...))—|®,(...)):

s . (0= -2 1..] (eud) (e,'d") |dos

hict
Vi V| 1+A/Q  1—A/Q12
X( I l ) [ + ] 9 (Dz=0J('_‘Q. (3.2)
Q 01— ®p 01—

In the transition |®,(...))—|®,(...)), the emission fre-
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quency is w_ + {2, and the scattering probability is found
from (3.2) by changing the sign of (2.

Incoherent processes do not contain a contribution
from stepwise processes, since stepwise processes going
through different intermediate states cancel each other out.

4. RELATIONSHIP WITH PARAMETRIC EFFECTS

In this section of the paper we find the relationship
between the probabilities of the elementary processes calcu-
lated above and the nonlinear susceptibilities. For this pur-
pose we will derive the average dipole moment of an atom in
a strong classical pump field of amplitude E, and in a weak
probe field of amplitude E, and frequency w, in the linear
approximation in the latter field. In this case, it is convenient
to use the well-known quasienergy states'>™'” |® ,(¢)) in-
stead of the states of the dressed atom.

Under the assumption that the system is in the state
|®,(¢)) when the interaction with the weak field is turned on
at t— — o0, we find the following expression for the average
dipole moment:

v ) )
{dy(t)>=— o dg e~y (01) Ep(0,) e

+xgr)(2m—m1)Em'(mi)e”““""'*"-k c.Cc., (4.1)

where
1 (1—-A/Q)* (1+A/Q)z]
=54 - , (42

le(m‘) 4h d'l d? (01—‘0)7+is 0, —pTig ( )
(e V2 ( 1 1 )

2o—a1) =d;'dy" —= — . (4
Yo (Co—0,)=d,;"d, B\ o—orit | O—wr—ic (4.3)

The first term in expression (4.1) does not contain the weak
field; it leads to the ordinary Rayleigh scattering of the pump
field with saturation effects.’” As can be seen from a com-
parison of (4.2) and (2.4), the polarizability tensor y,, (@,) is
the same as the scattering tensor B, (w,) far from reson-
ances.” The obvious explanation for the disagreement of
these expressions near resonances (the signs of the imaginary
increments are different) is that the width of the atomic-
transition line has been ignored in this analysis. The same
situation arises in the absence of a pump field.'> When the
width of the excited level is taken into account by adding a
finite imaginary part to its enegy, the polarizability becomes
equal to the scattering tensor over the entire frequency
range. In the presence of a pump field, however, expressions
(2.4) and (4.2) may not be the same over the entire frequency
range, even if the width of the transition line taken into ac-
count, because expression (4.2) has no contribution from co-
herent Rayleigh scattering.

The third term in (4.1), which describes oscillations of
the dipole moment at the frequency 2w, — w,, results from
the coherent emission of two photons, since the polarizabili-
ty (4.3) is the same as the tensor a,,, (@1) in expression (2.2),
with the same reservations as in the case of expression (4.2).

Let us examine the propagation of a probe field at the
frequency w, through a resonant medium in a pump field.
Using dipole moment (4.1) in the truncated Maxwell’s equa-
tions for the fields at the frequencies ®, and 20 — ®,, adopt-
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ing the one-dimensional approximation along the propaga-
tion direction of the waves in the medium (the x axis), and
expanding the amplitudes of the weak fields in powers of the
distance x in the medium in these equations, we find the
following results, which hold to within terms proportional to
x? (we are assuming that only the amplitude of the weak field
at the frequency w, is nonzero at x = 0):

3n ket

12—y, z) = >

Wi (o) Nz?,
2(1)—(1)1
(4.4)

[(20—04,2)= — | E,(20—01, 2) |2
2

We wish to call attention to the fact that the parametric
coherent process is proportional to the square of the atomic
number density N. It can be seen from (4.4) that the appear-
ance of a field at the “mirror-image” frequency is deter-
mined by a two-photon emission which is stimulated at the
frequency w, and spontaneous with respect to 2w — w,; the
probability for this emission is given by (2.3). Experiments
on transmission over short distances can therefore yield in-
formation on the elementary processes. First-order incoher-
ent processes determine (4.2).

Second-order incoherent processes do not contribute to
propagation effects in an analysis of the propagation of radi-
ation in the problem as formulated above.

5. GENERAL EXPRESSIONS FOR THE SPECTRAL
CORRELATION FUNCTIONS

We turn now to two-photon processes for times exceed-
ing the lifetime of the excited level (£>¥~!). To calculate the
correlation functions we use the standard apparatus of quan-
tum electrodynamics with a classical pump field (the Furry
representation’?).

A state of the composite system consisting of the atom,
the pump field, and the radiation field, |¢; (¢)), is expressed in
terms of a state of the system which does not interact with
the radiation field in the limit 7— — o by means of a time
evolution matrix S (¢)=S.(f, — ) in the representation of
quasienergy states (see Ref. 25, for example):

[b:(2) >=S () | @, 0> . (5.1)

Here |®,,0)=|®,)|0) (i = 1,2), where |®, ) are the quasien-
ergy states, and |0) is the vacuum state of the radiation field.
The spectral correlation functions of the field ampli-
tudes and of the numbers of photons in which we are inter-
ested can be written in terms of this S matrix as follows:

g (1,2) =<¢y (t) 2 (8) >=<D,, 0| S* (£) c1¢2S (2) | D4, 07,
g9 (1,2) =Ce,* (B) et () en(B)ea(2)?
=(@,, 0|S* (t)c,*citeicS (8) | Oy, 07,
where ¢, , and c;', are the annihilation and creation opera-

tors for photons with momenta k; , and polarizations 4 , , .
The correlation functions are conveniently written in

terms of the density matrix of the quasienergy states,?>~24
which define by?*
pi(8) =S8* (1) |@<D4|S (2) 1, (5.2)

where 1 is the unit operator in the space of photon states.
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Evaluating the commutators [S (¢ ), ¢, , ], we find the fol-
lowing expressions for the correlation functions in the reso-
nant approximation in the frequencies @, , :

g (4,2)

t
2n )
= 00, e p"esq" j dt, dt, 0 (¢,—t,) expli(0tyto.t,) ]

—oo

X<®,,0| D5 (4) D57 (£.) | @4, 0)>+ (@4, &) = (@3, €,),
g?(1,2)

(5.3)

2n\? ‘
=( ft_v) (l)iﬁ)'ze“)eiq.ezrez,.j dt1 dtz dt; dt‘ exp[i(ﬂi(t‘—ts) ]

Xexplios (t,—£) 1<®,, 0| 7+[D, " () D™ (t.) ]

XT [D;_) t)D\” (t.)] |®,,0%, (5.4)

where the operators Tand T+ perform a chronological or-
dering and a chronological antiordering, respectively.
The operators D'*)(¢) in (5.3) and (5.4) are given by

D® ()= Z pu (045" (1), (5.5)
4§

where d{*)(¢ ) are the positive- and negative-frequency parts
of the matrix element of the dipole moment between qua-
sienergy wave functions.

The case t<y ", discussed in the preceding sections,
correspondsin this approach totheapproximationS (t )~ lin
expressions (5.2)—(5.5). We can therefore ignore those transi-
tions between quasienergy states which are of higher order in
the radiation field. In this case, the quantity |g""|? given by
(5.3) describes the coherent emission of two photons in sec-
ond-order perturbation theory. In the same approximation,
the quantity g reduces to the sum of probabilities for the
spontaneous coherent and incoherent two-photon emission
from the initial state |®,) over the time .

We turn now to the limiting case r>y ' (the steady-
state regime) under the condition £2> .

6. THE CORRELATIONFUNCTION gV IN THE STEADY-STATE
REGIME

The calculation of the function (5.3) reduces to the cal-
culation of expectation values of the type

(D4, 0] pss(t1) pu (22) | @4, 03, (6.1)

which is carried out by a method analogous to that used in
Ref. 23. This method is based on the assertion that in the
resonant approximation the quantities in (6.1) satisfy at
t, > t, the same equations as are satisfied by the expectation
values (9,,0|p;(t,)|®,,0) = (p;(t,)) (the regression
theorem). These equations can be written as follows to with-
in terms of order y/£2:

d A\?

d
Et" <Pu (t) >=—P1:<sz(t) 2,
P (8)2H<paz (8) >=1, <pas(t) >=<ps(t)>",

(6.2)
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where

Tn=(1/2) (1+2|V]*/Q%), T'=(y/2) (1+A*/Q?), (6.3)

and the width (¥) of the atomic transition is ¥ = 4w,>|d |/
3#c3.

Using (6.2), we find the following equations for the
quantities in (6.1) which we are seeking:
{p (ta)pn (tz) >=61k(pu (tz) >er“’_")+Pu<Pu (tz) > [1“3”"—")] ’

(6.4)

$Pua (1) pua (82) > =BaunCpur () et (K, I=1, 2).

From (5.3), using expressions (6.4) in the steady-state limit,
we find®

g (1,2)

——C"st czst_i (h ) ‘I]

(010,) *€1p°€20"0ps " (@4) 8 (0, 0,—20),
(6.5)
Cpe™ (1) =dp"d, ( ) [(0)1'*031’)—([::)—2{):12:11712
+ (01—07) (pu—p22) +iTss —i 8Pp“pZ? ]

(01—0r)*+T’ (0r—w)2+T2 47
where quantities

01:=4p11 (t) dpi1= (1+A/Q)*/2 (1+A?/Q?),

P2:={P22 (t) Y1:51=(1—A/Q)*/2 (1+A*/Q?)

are the steady-state value of the populations of the quasien-
ergy states |®,) and |®,) at 2>y.

The first term in this expression is the product of the
amplitudes for unshifted Rayleigh scattering in the steady-
state regime,

C:tz ={Cy, (t) >1t>1

_(2 )'I'('ﬁif) (ei iy )—(Pu Pzz)a((lh z—(l)) (66)
and describes a stepwise process. The contribution of this
processinthecase |V |>4 | disappearsin this approximation,
i.e., with an accuracy ~y/|V|. The resulting correlation
function has a three-peak structure (w, ws, @p); the peak
widths (6.3) agree with the known widths of the peaks in the
spectral intensity of resonant fluorescence.

7. THE CORRELATION FUNCTION g@

We now consider the spectral correlation function of
the numbers of photons, which is related in an obvious way
to the intensity correlation function.

In calculating this quantity it is convenient to first sin-
gle out the contribution resulting from stepwise processes.
This can be done by writing the chronological products in
(5.4) in the form

T[D(8,)D (t:) 1=D(t,) D (t;)+0(t,—2,) [D(t), D (t,)]1,
T+[D (t:) D(t) 1=D (t.) D (t;) +0 (ti—t5) [D (ts), D () 1.

In the steady-state regime, the product of the first terms of
these expressions leads to the product n,(¢ )n,(¢ ) of the aver-
age numbers of photons of frequencies @, and w,, each of
which is related to the spectral intensity of resonant fluores-
cence at yt>1 by
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tla,,
Py,

We can calculate the remaining part of expression (5.4)
by replacing the complete set of photon states,
S|{ni }){{n,}| by |0){0|; this approach corresponds to
considering only two photons in the scattering field. In this
approximation and under the condition 2%, expression
(5.4) contains only terms which grow in time and can be
written®

g* (1, 2)=n,(t)r, (t)+|gV~C "),

R4 (8) =i () €1 (2) dpipr = (7.1)

(7.2)

where gV is given by (6.5). Substituting in this latter expres-
sion, we find
g% (1,2)=n(t)n,(¢)
8n’wi0 s
——# | e1p° €20’ 0ng™ (@4) | %28 (04 0:—20).
(7.3)

The first term in this expression corresponds to uncorrelated
frequencies w, and w,. The second term vanishes outside the
region of frequencies w, + w, = 2w; i.e., it describes an ef-
fect of the correlation of these frequencies. This correlation
is taken into account to within terms of the type
[[@, + @, — 20)* + ¥*]~", which do not contain the time
and which were omitted in the derivation of expression (7.3),
as we mentioned above.

The heights of the peaks of the function g (1,2) at the
resonant and three-photon frequencies are identical and pro-
portional to |V |*/£2°I",,% as can be seen from expression
(6.5) for a;, . The height of the peak at the Rayleigh frequen-
cyisproportionalto(8|¥ |%0,,02,/2 *I")*.Inthecase|V | €[4 |
(which, because of the approximation |V |»y being used
here, is meaningful only if |4 |>¥), the Rayleigh peak is
shorter than the two other peaks by a factorof 16(| V| /£2 ). In
the opposite case, |V |>|4 |, the Rayleigh peak is nine times
as high as the three-photon and resonant peaks.

We note in conclusion that in the integral of expression
(7.3) over the final states of the photons of frequency w, the
basic contribution at ¥#> 1 comes from the first term of this
expression, which increases in proportion to # %:

N v|?
[ew,2) '(’Z : ’*"*‘t)ﬁ%ﬂz" (7.4

The physical meaning of Eq. (7.4) is obvious, since the quan-
tity n,(¢) represents the probability for resonant fluores-
cence, the factor |V |?/(4 2 4 2|V |?)is the steady-state popu-
lation of the excited atomic state, and y¢ is the probability for
decay of the atom.

DA considerable effort has recently been made to calculate and measure
the various correlation functions pertinent to resonant fluorescence.®

?During transitions |®,(-))—|D;(-)) (i =1, 2), the phases of the wave
functions (u,,) of the bare amphtude do not appear in the transition
probability amplitude; i.e., such transitions are coherent.

3The problem of two-photon emission was treated in this limiting case in
Refs. 13 and 14.

“The effects resulting from the nonlinear polarizability y () during the
scattering of a trial field and during its propagation through a medium
have been studied in several places (see Refs. 18-21, for example).
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5 A general expression for g1/ (1, 2) in a slightly different formulation of the
problem was derived by a different method in Ref. 26. That expression
disagrees with (6.5) in the region of parameters in which the different
expressions can be compared.

9 A similar relation was derived in Ref. 27 for space-time correlation func-
tions.
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