arXiv:1312.2536v1 [cond-mat.mes-hall] 9 Dec 2013

Tunneling-assisted optical information storage with lattice polariton solitons in cavity-QED arrays

E. S. Sedov^1, A. P. Alodjants^{1,2}, S. M. Arakelian^1 1Department of Physics and Applied Mathematics, Vladimir State University named after A. G. and N. G. Stoletovs, Vladimir, 600000, Russia 2Russian Quantum Center, 100 Novaya str., Skolkovo, Moscow region, 143025, Russia

You-Lin Chuang^3, YuanYao Lin^3, Wen-Xing Yang^{3,4}, and Ray-Kuang Lee^3 3Institute of Photonics Technologies, National Tsing-Hua University, Hsinchu, 300, Taiwan 4Department of Physics, Southeast University, Nanjing 210096, China

Considering two-level media in the array of weakly coupled nano-cavities, we reveal a variety of dynamical regimes, such as diffusion, self-trapping, soliton, and breathers for the wave-packets in the presence of photon tunneling processes between the next-nearest cavities. We focus our attention on the low branch (LB) bright polariton soliton formation, due to the two-body polariton-polariton scattering processes. When detuning frequency is manipulated adiabatically, the low-branch lattice polariton localized states, i.e., that are solitons and breathers evolving between photon-like and matter-like states, are shown to act as carriers for spatially distributed storage and retrieval of optical information.

PACS numbers: 42.50.Ex, 71.36.+c, 42.50.Pq, 05.45.Yv

I. INTRODUCTION

Nowadays, the elaboration and investigation of hybrid quantum devices and artificial nanostructures represent a huge area of experimental and theoretical research [1, 2]. In particular, quantum memory devices are proposed for mapping the quantum state of light onto the matter by using a slow light phenomenon, through the coupling between matter excitation and quantized field [2, 3]. In this sense, polaritons, linear superpositions of quantized field and collective excitations in matter, provide a very elegant way for optical information storage, where the group velocity of the wave-packet could be low enough due to a large value of polariton mass [4, 5].

Within the framework of modern scalable quantum technologies [6–9], the arrays of cavities containing twolevel systems (atoms, quantum dots, or Cooper pair boxes, referred as qubits) strongly interacting with a cavity field at each site, are theoretically supposed to provide a promising platform for quantum computing and quantum information processing [10–12]. Moreover, a strong Kerr-type nonlinearity caused by two-body polaritonpolariton interaction leads to the formation of bright polariton solitons [13–15].

In the experiments, great efforts have been aimed at the achievement of deterministic trapping of single qubits with a strong coupling to the quantized electromagnetic fields in nanocavities [16–19]. Especially, we stress here the recent challenging results established in Ref. [19] with “ultracold” single rubidium atoms trapped in the vicinity of tapered fiber (about 100 nm far from) and their effective coupling with photonic crystal cavity. The obtained single photon Rabi frequency was in the range of few gigahertz for the cavity volume less than λ^3 (λ is light wavelength). Such results pave the way to the design of new scalable devices for quantum memory purposes being compatible with photonic circuits [20]; these devices exploring two-level systems at their heart [5, 21].

Here, we apply full power of current quantum technological achievements obtained in the atomic optics area to provide theoretically an alternative approach to optical information storage and retrieval by using half-matter, half-photon property of polaritons and by investigating collective dynamics of coupled atom-light states in a qubit-cavity quantum electrodynamical (QED) array. Low branch (LB) polariton solitons, as well as different dynamical regimes for diffusion, self-trapping, and breather states occur through the interaction between atoms and quantized optical cavity field [22, 23]. Considering the next-nearest tunneling effect for photonic fields while the distance between adjacent cavities is within the order of optical wavelength, lattice polariton soliton solutions are revealed to exist at the border of two different kinds of breather states. Due to the robustness in preserving the shape of wave-packets, by manipulating the detuning frequency adiabatically, optical information storage and retrieval are proposed to carry out through the transformation between photon-like and matter-like lattice polariton solitons.

This paper is arranged as follows. In Sec. II, we explain in details our model to realize atom-light interaction in a cavity array occurring at nanoscales. The extended tight-binding model will be established in this case, and In Sec. III, we introduce coupled atom-light excitation basis that is polariton basis for lattice system. Apart from results obtained by us previously [15], LB polaritons occurring at each site of the cavity array are a subject of our study at the rest of the paper. In Sec. IV, we use time dependent variational approach to obtain polariton wave-packet behavior. Basic equations for the wave-packet parameters and their general properties in the QED cavity array are established. In Sec. V, we establish results relaying to investigation of variety of 1D lattice polariton wave-packet dynamical regimes in the presence of next neighbor interaction in the lattice. In Sec. VI, we propose the physical algorithm of storage of optical information by using lattice polariton localized states that is soliton and breather states. In the conclusion, we summarize the results obtained.

II. MODEL OF ATOM-LIGHT INTERACTION BEYOND THE TIGHT-BINDING APPROXIMATION

We consider a one-dimensional (1D) array of small (nanoscale) cavities, each containing the ensemble of a small but macroscopic number N_n of non-interacting two-level atoms, see Fig. 1. The proposed structure in Fig. 1 can be realized by loading a small number of ultracold atoms via a dipole trap, slightly above the so-called collisional blockade regime which is practically valid for the beam waist w_0 ≥ 1μm [19, 24]. The total Hamiltonian Ĥ for our atom-light coupled system in Fig. 1 can be represented as [9, 15, 25]

Ĥ = Ĥ_{AT} + Ĥ_{PH} + Ĥ_I, (1)

where Ĥ_{AT} is a quantum field theory Hamiltonian for non-interacting atoms, Ĥ_{PH} is responsible for the photonic field distribution, and the term Ĥ_I characterizes the atom-light interaction in each cavity, respectively. In the second quantized form, the Hamiltonian in Eq. (1) can be written as

Ĥ_{AT} = ∑ i,j=1,2 i≠j ∫ Φ̂^†_j ( − ℏ^2Δ 2M_{at} + V^{(j)}_{ext} ) Φ̂_j d⃗r, (2a)

Ĥ_{PH} = ∫ Φ̂^†_{ph} ( − ℏ^2Δ 2M_{ph}

+ V_{ph} ) Φ̂_{ph}d⃗r, (2b)

Ĥ_I = ℏκ ∫ ( Φ̂^†_{ph}Φ̂^†_1Φ̂_2 + Φ̂^†_2Φ̂_1Φ̂_{ph} ) d⃗r, (2c) with the mass of free atoms, M_{at}, and the effective mass of trapped photons, M_{ph}. In Eq. (2), quantum field operators Φ̂_{1,2}(⃗r) (Φ̂_{ph}) and Φ̂^†_{1,2}(⃗r) ( Φ̂^†_{ph}) annihilate and

create atoms (photons) at position ⃗r; V^{(j)}_{ext} (j = 1, 2) and V_{ph} are trapping potentials for atoms and photons, respectively. Since each cavity contains a small number of atoms, one can safely neglect the terms responsible for atom-atom scattering processes in Eq. (2a) [26].

In general, one can expand atomic (Φ̂_j ) and photonic (Φ̂_{ph}) field operators as follows

Φ̂_j (⃗r) = ∑ n â_{j,n}φ_{j,n} (⃗r) , j = 1, 2, (3a) Φ̂_{ph}(⃗r) = ∑ n ψ̂_nξ_n (⃗r) , (3b)

FIG. 1. (Color online) Schematic for our proposed 1D cavity- QED array, in which each cavity contains the ensemble of 2-level atoms as qubits. Cavities are formed by the defects in a photonic waveguide crystal, with period d that, in fact, represents characteristic size of cavity; ξx and σx are characteristic spatial scales of the optical field and atomic wave function localization, respectively. In this work, we assume that σx < ξx ≤ d.

with the real (Wannier) functions: φ_{j,n} (⃗r), ξ_n (⃗r ), responsible for the spatial distribution of atoms and photons at n–site. They fulfill the normalization condition ∫_{+∞} −∞ (φ_{j,n} (⃗r))^2 d⃗r = ∫_{+∞} −∞ (ξ_n (⃗r))^2 d⃗r = 1. Annihilation operators â_{1,n} and â_{2,n} in Eq. (3a) characterize the dynamical properties of atoms at internal lower (|1⟩) and upper (|2⟩) levels, respectively; meanwhile the annihilation operator ψ̂_n in Eq. (3b) describing the temporal behavior of the photonic mode located at the n-th lattice cavity.

Substituting Eq. (3) for Eq. (2), one can obtain

Ĥ_{AT} = Ĥ_1 + Ĥ_2 + Ĥ_{12}, (4a)

Ĥ_j = ℏ^M ∑ n [ ω^{(j)}_n â^†_{j,n}â_{j,n} − β_{j,n} ( â^†_{j,n}â_{j,n+1} + â^†_{j,n}â_{j,n−1} )] , j = 1, 2, (4b)

Ĥ_{PH} = ℏ^M ∑ n [ ω_{n, ph}ψ̂^†_nψ̂_n − α^{(1)}_n ( ψ̂^†_nψ̂_{n+1} + ψ̂^†_nψ̂_{n−1} )

−α^{(2)}_n ( ψ̂^†_nψ̂_{n+2} + ψ̂^†_nψ̂_{n−2} )] , (4c)

Ĥ_I = ℏ^M ∑ n g √ N_n [ ψ̂^†_nâ^†_{1,n}â_{2,n} + â^†_{2,n}â_{1,n}ψ̂_n ] , (4d)

where N_n = â^†_{1,n}â_{1,n} + â^†_{2,n}â_{2,n} corresponds to the total number of atoms at the n-th lattice cell. The frequencies ω^{(j)}_n , ω_{n, ph}, hopping constants β_{j,n}, α^{(1)}_n , α^{(2)}_n and nonlinearity strength g are in the form

ω^{(j)}_n = 1 ℏ ∫ ( ℏ^2 2M_{at}

(⃗∇φ_{j,n})^2 + φ_{j,n}V^{(j)}_{ext} φ_{j,n} ) d⃗r, (5a) ω_{n,ph} = 1 ℏ ∫ ( ℏ^2 2M_{at}

(⃗∇ξ_n)^2 + ξ_nV_{ph}ξ_n ) d⃗r, (5b) β_{j,n} = − 1 ℏ ∫ ( ℏ^2 2M_{at} ⃗∇φ_{j,n} · ⃗∇φ_{j,n+1} +φ_{j,n}V^{(j)}_{ext} φ_{j,n+1} ) d⃗r, (5c) α^{(1)}_n = − 1 ℏ ∫ [ ℏ^2 2M_{ph}

⃗∇ξ_n · ⃗∇ξ_{n+1} + ξ_nV_{ph}ξ_{n+1} ] d⃗r, (5d)

α^{(2)}_n = − 1 ℏ ∫ [ ℏ^2 2M_{ph}

⃗∇ξ_n · ⃗∇ξ_{n+2} + ξ_nV_{ph}ξ_{n+2} ] d⃗r, (5e) g = κ ∫ ξ_nϕ_{1,n}ϕ_{2,n}d⃗r. (5f) Thereafter, for simplicity we assume that all cavities are identical to each other and contain the same average number N = ⟨N_n⟩ of atoms. In this case, it is convenient to suppose that functions φ_{j,n} (⃗r) are identical for all n, that is φ_{j,n} (⃗r) ≃ φ_{j,n±1} (⃗r). We are also working under the strong atom-field coupling condition, that is

g ≫ Γ_{at}, Γ_{ph}, (6)

where Γ_{at} and Γ_{ph} are spontaneous emission and cavity decay rates, respectively. The parameter α^{(1)}_n ≡ α^{(1)} in Eq. (5d) describes overlapping of an optical field for the nearest-neighbor cavities; α^{(2)}_n ≡ α^{(2)} is responsible for the overlapping of photonic wave functions beyond the tight-binding approximation. Since the characteristic spatial scale of atomic localization σ_x is essentially smaller than cavity size d, it seems reasonable to use the tight-binding approximation especially for atomic system in the cavity array. Coupling coefficients β_{j,n} ≡ β_j in Eq. (5) are the nearest-neighbor hopping constants for atoms in a 1D lattice structure.

In particular, we examine the properties of parameters for the cavity-QED array containing two-level rubidium atoms. We take the D-line of rubidium atoms as an example, which gives the resonance frequency ω_{12} / 2π = 382THz. The strength of the interaction of a single atom with a quantum optical field is taken as

g_0 = √_{|d12|2 ω12} 2ℏε_0 V ≈ 2π × 2.2 4GHz at each cavity with

the effective volume of atom-field interaction V ≃ d^3. We assume d = 2μm, that is compatible with current experimental results [19]; d_{12} is the atomic dipole matrix element. To achieve a strong atom-field coupling regime – see Eq. (6) – one can propose a macroscopically large number of atoms at each cavity, say N = 100. This number implies a collective atom-field coupling parameter g = g_0 √ N ≈ 2π × 22.4 GHz. The lifetime for rubidium atoms is 27ns, which corresponds to the spontaneous emission rate Γ_{at} of about 2π×6MHz. The minimal value of each cavity field decay rate Γ_{ph} can be taken up to several hundred of megahertz that corresponds to cavity quality factor Q ≃ 10^5 − 10^6.

To get a variational estimate for the tunneling coefficients mentioned above, we assume that Wannier wave functions for the atomic and photonic parts localized at the j th cavity may be approached by

φ_{j,n} (⃗r) = C_j e^{−(x−xn)2}/^{2σ2x,j} e^−(^{y2 +z2})/^{2σ2j} , (7a)

ξ_n (⃗r) = C_ξ e^{−(x−xn)2} /^{2ξ2x} e^−(^{y2+z2})/^{2ξ2} , (7b)

where C_j = ( π^{3/2}σ_{x,j} σ^2_j )_{−1/2} (j = 1, 2) and C_ξ = ( π^{3/2}ξ_xξ^2 )_{−1/2} are relevant normalization constants, respectively. Taking into account the realistic values of atomic and photonic wave functions, we assume σ_{x,j} ≪ σ_j , ξ_x ≪ ξ. (8) If the atoms are trapped in the vicinity of thin (tapered) optical fiber (that is not shown in Fig. 1), the trapping potential V_{ext} = V_w + V_{opt} can be represented as a sum of V_w that is Van der Waals potential occuring due to the closeness of atoms to the fiber surface, and V_{opt} that is a potential created by the optical field, cf. [18, 27]. For current experiments the depth of total potential V_{ext} is of order of millikelvins [19, 28]. Although the general (radial) dependence of V_{ext} on the distance from the surface is not so simple, however, it is possible to consider a harmonic traping potential at the bottom of V_{ext} by choosing the appropriate external laser field parameters. Roughly speaking, we consider atomic trapping potential V_{ext} represented as [29]:

V_{ext} ≃

M_{at} 2 [ ω^2_x (x − x_n)^2 + ω^2_⊥ ( y^2 + z^2 )] , (9)

where ω_x and ω_⊥ are relevant trapping axial and radial frequencies, respectively. We suppose that the minimum of a 2D periodic potential is located at a centers x_n = nd of the n-th cavity. By substituting Eq. (7) and Eq. (9) into Eq. (5), we obtain β =− ℏ 4M_{at}σ^2_x e^{−d} 2 4σ2x ( 1 − d^2 2σ^2_x ) , (10)

for the atomic tunneling rate β. The atomic tunneling rate β ≡ β_2 is positive if a cavity effective size is d > √ 2σ_x ≈ 1.414σ_x. The latest one (σ_x) is typically a few hundred nanometers in real experiments with ultracold atoms [29].

The calculation of photon tunneling rates α^{(ζ)} (ζ = 1, 2) between the cavities can be performed in the same way. Thus, we have

α^{(ζ)} = − ℏ 4M_{ph}ξ^2_x e^{−ζ} 2d2 4ξ2x ( 1 − ζ^2d^2 2ξ^2_x ) , (11)

where ζ = 1, 2 enumerates the number of cavities. Taking into account a typical effective photon mass, M_{ph} ≃ 2.8×

10^{−36}kg for rubidium D-lines average wavelength λ ≈ 785μm, and assuming the width of photonic wave-packet to be ξ = 1μm for d = 2μm, it is possible to estimate photonic tunneling parameters as α^{(1)} ≃ 2π × 549GHz (ζ = 1) and α^{(2)} ≃ 2π × 191GHz (ζ = 2) respectively.

III. POLARITONS IN THE NANO-SIZE CAVITY ARRAY

One of the main features of our approach is a strong nonlinearity due to small cavity volumes occupied by the optical field, that is V ≃ (λ/2n)^3, where λ is a light wavelength, n is a refractive index [19, 28]. In Schwinger representation, atom-field interaction in the lattice can be described by atomic excitation operators Ŝ_{−, n}, Ŝ_{+, n} = Ŝ^†_{−,n} and by operator Ŝ_{z, n} of the population imbalance which are defined as

Ŝ_{+, n} = â^†_{2,n}â_{1,n}, (12) Ŝ_{−, n} = â^†_{1,n}â_{2,n}, Ŝ_{z, n} = 1 2 ( â^†_{2,n}â_{2,n} − â^†_{1,n}â_{1,n} ) .

The operators determined in Eq. (12) obey SU(2) algebra commutation relations [ Ŝ_{+, n}, Ŝ_{−, n} ] = 2Ŝ_{z, n}, [ Ŝ_{z, n}, Ŝ_{±, n} ] = ±Ŝ_{±, n}.(13)

Alternatively, it is possible to map operators in Eq. (12) onto the atomic excitation operators ϕ̂_n, ϕ̂^†_n applying the so-called Holstein–Primakoff transformation, i.e.,

Ŝ_{+, n} = ϕ̂^†_n √ N − ϕ̂^†_nϕ̂_n, (14a) Ŝ_{−, n} = √ N − ϕ̂^†nϕ̂_nϕ̂_n, (14b) Ŝ_{z, n} = ϕ̂^†_nϕ̂_n − N/ 2. (14c)

It is worth noticing that the atomic excitation operators ϕ̂_n , ϕ̂^†_n obey the usual bosonic commutation relations [ ϕ̂_n, ϕ̂†_m ] = δ_{mn}. Strictly speaking, it is possible to treat the operators â_{1,n} and â_{2,n} describing particles at lower and upper levels, respectively, as â_{1,n} ≈ √ N −^{ϕ̂†nϕ̂n}_{2N 1/2} − (^{ϕ̂†nϕ̂n}) 2 8N^{3/2} , â2,n ≃

ϕ̂_n [15].

When number N at each cavity is macroscopical but not so large, one can keep all the terms in the expansion of â_{1,n}. In this limit, we get for an effective Hamiltonian

Ĥ = Ĥ_L + Ĥ_{TUN} + Ĥ_L,

Ĥ_L = ℏ ∑ n [ ω̃_{12}ϕ̂^†_nϕ̂_n + ω_{n, ph}ψ̂^†_nψ̂_n + g ( ψ̂^†_nϕ̂_n + H.C. )] , (15a) Ĥ_{TUN} = −ℏ ∑ n [ β ( ϕ̂^†_nϕ̂_{n+1} + H.C. )

+α^{(1)} ( ψ̂^†_nψ̂_{n+1} + H.C. ) + α^{(2)} ( ψ̂^†_nψ̂_{n+2} + H.C. )] , (15b) Ĥ_{NL} = −ℏ ∑ n [ g 2N ( ψ̂^†_nϕ̂^†_nϕ̂^2_n + H.C. )] , (15c)

where we have introduced new parameters ω̃_{12} = ω^{(2)}_n − ω^{(1)}_n + 2β_{1,n}. Now, let us introduce the lattice polariton operators as follows

Ξ̂_{1,n} = X_nψ̂_n +C_nϕ̂_n, Ξ̂_{2,n} = X_nϕ̂_n −C_nψ̂_n, (16a, b)

where X_n and C_n are Hopfield coefficients defined as

X_n = 1 √ 2 ( 1 + 2πδ_n √ 4g^2 + (2πδ_n)^2 )_{1/2} , (17a)

C_n = 1 √ 2 ( 1 − 2πδ_n √ 4g^2 + (2πδ_n)^2 )_{1/2} . (17b)

In Eq. (17), δ_n = (ω_{n, ph} − ω̃_{12})/2π, is atom-light field detuning frequency at each cavity. Note that we consider parameters X_n and C_n to be the same for all cavities (sites n), assuming that X ≡ X_n and C ≡ C_n. This approach implies an equal atom-light detuning δ = δ_n for all cavities too.

The operators Ξ̂_{1,n} and Ξ̂_{2,n} in Eq. (16) characterize two types of bosonic quasiparticles, i.e., upper and lower branch polaritons occurring at each site of the lattice. At the low density limit, Eqs. (16-17) represent the exact solution that diagonalizes a linear part Ĥ_L of the total Hamiltonian Ĥ.

At equilibrium the lowest polariton branch is much more populated. Here, we use the mean-field approach to replace the corresponding polariton field operator Ξ̂_n by its average value ⟨ Ξ̂_n ⟩ , which simply characterizes the LB polariton wave function at the n-th cavity. In particular, for further processing we introduce the n-th normalized polariton amplitude Ψ_n = ⟨ Ξ̂_n ⟩ /√ N_{pol}, where

N_{pol} = ∑ n ⟨ Ξ̂†_nΞ̂_n ⟩ is the total number of LB polaritons at the array. For this approach, by substituting Eq. (16) into Eq. (15) and keeping LB polariton terms only, we arrive at H= ℏ M∑ n [ Ω_{LB} |Ψ_n|^2 − Ω_1 (Ψ^∗_nΨ_{n+1} + C.C.)

−Ω_2 (Ψ^∗_nΨ_{n+2} + C.C.) + 1 2 Ω_3 |Ψ_n|^4 ] , (18) where we have introduced characteristic frequencies

Ω_{LB} = 1 2 ( ω̃_{12} + ω_{n, ph} − √ (2πδ)^2 + 4g^2 ) , (19a)

Ω_1 = βX^2 + α^{(1)}C^2, (19b)

Ω_2 = α^{(2)}C^2, (19c)

Ω_3 = 2gCX^3

N_{pol} N . (19d)

The nearest and next-nearest tunneling energies, Ω_1 and Ω_2, are shown in Fig. 2, as a function of the characteristic cavity size d for different detuning frequencies δ. For a large enough (d ≫ ξ_x) cavity size both tunneling rates Ω_{1,2} are positive, and condition^{Ω2}_{Ω1} ≃^{α(2)}_{α(1)} ≈ 4e^{−3d2/4ξ2x} ≪ 1 is fulfilled, see Fig. 2. The overlapping of neighbor polariton wave-functions is a dominant term, and our lattice system is reduced to the typical tightbinding approach. On the other hand, the properties of polariton tunneling energies change dramatically for the small sized cavities, d ≈ ξ_x, where coefficient Ω_2 becomes much more important.

The main features of the polaritonic lattice are connected with the properties of atom-light detuning δ. In the limit of a negative and large atom-light field detuning chosen as |2πδ| ≫ g, δ < 0 (X ≃ g/ |2πδ|, C ≃ 1), LB polaritons behave as photons, i. e. Ξ_{2,n} ≃ ψ_n. Thus, we can represent the parameters (19) as Ω_{LB} ≃ ω_{ph}, Ω_1 = α^{(1)}, Ω_2 ≈ α^{(2)}, Ω_3 = 2N_{pol}g^4 / N |2πδ|^3. However, in another limit, we can take |2πδ| ≫ g, δ > 0 (X ≃ 1, C ≃ g/ 2πδ ) and LB polaritons behave as excited atoms, i. e., Ξ_{2,n} ≃ ϕ_n. We readily find the coefficients (19) as Ω_{LB} ≃ ω̃_{12}, Ω_1 = β + α^{(1)}g^2 / (2πδ)^2,

Ω_2 = α^{(2)}g^2 / (2πδ)^2, Ω_3 = 2N_{pol}g^2 / 2πNδ. In practice, instead of using Eq. (18), it is useful to work with the dimensionless Hamoltonian H → Hℏ |Ω_1| in the form H= ℏ M∑ n [ ω_{LB} |Ψ_n|^2 − ω_1 (Ψ^∗_nΨ_{n+1} + C.C.)

− ω_2 (Ψ^∗_nΨ_{n+2} + C.C.) + 2 √ πω_3 |Ψ_n|^4 ] , (20)

where ω_{LB} = Ω_{LB}/ |Ω_1|, ω_1 = Ω_1/ |Ω_1| ≡ sgn (Ω_1), ω_2 = Ω_2/ |Ω_1|, ω_3 = Ω_3/4 √ π |Ω_1| are normalized parameters characterizing polariton properties in the cavity QED chain. Eq. (20) is the starting model equation for the present work and is used to study the nonlinear phase diagrams, as well as the related optical information storage with lattice polariton solitons in the following sections.

IV. TIME-DEPENDENT VARIATIONAL APPROACH

To analyze different regimes of polaritons in the cavity- QED arrays, we study the dynamical evolution of in-site

Gaussian shape wave-packet,

Ψ_n= N exp [ − (n − ξ(t))^2

γ(t)^2 + ip(t)(n − ξ(t))

+ i η(t) 2 (n − ξ(t))^2 ] , (21)

where ξ(t) and γ(t) are the time dependent dimensionless center and width of the wave-packet, respectively; p(t) is momentum and η (t) is curvature, N = (√ 2/ √ πγ(t) )_{1/2} is a normalization constant (a wave-packet amplitude). Lattice coordinate x relates to the number of sites (cavities) n as x = nd. The wave-packet dynamical evolution can be obtained from the corresponding Lagrangian density L = M∑ n [ i 2 ( Ψ^∗_n ∂Ψ_n ∂t − Ψ_n ∂Ψ^∗_n ∂t ) − ω_{LB} |Ψ_n|^2 +ω_1 (Ψ^∗_nΨ_{n+1} + C.C.) + ω_2 (Ψ^∗_nΨ_{n+2} + C.C.) − 2 √ πω_3 |Ψ_n|^4 ] . (22)

By plugging Eq. (21) intor Eq. (22), one can have an effective Lagrangian L̄ by averaging the Lagrangian density Eq. (22), as

L̄ = [ pξ̇ − η̇γ^2 8 − ω_3 γ + ω_1 cos (p) e^{−σ} + ω_2 cos (2p) e^{−4σ} ] , (23)

where we made the following denotation σ =^{γ2η2}_8 +^1_{2γ2} . Dots denote derivatives with respect to dimensionless time t → t/2 |Ω_1|. It is remarked that Eq. (23) is valid when parameter γ is not too small, that is γ > 1 [22, 23]. With the Lagrangian in Eq. (23), one can obtain the following variational equations for the canonically conjugate polariton wave-packet parameters

ṗ = 0, (24a) ξ̇ = ω_1 sin (p) e^{−σ} + 2ω_2 sin (2p) e^{−4σ}, (24b)

γ̇ = γη m^∗ , (24c)

η̇ = 1 m^∗ ( 4 γ^4 − η^2 ) + 4ω_3 γ^3

, (24d)

where m^∗ is a dimensionless polariton mass.

Phase diagrams for various dynamical regimes are determined by the property of polariton mass m^∗ and by the sign of Hamiltonian H that is a conserved quantity. At m^∗ > 0, a polariton wave-packet exhibits diffusive and self-trapping regimes for which γ → ∞, η → 0 and γ → constant in the limit of infinite time scales (t → ∞), respectively.

For an untitled trap of polaritons in the lattice, the momentum p (t) = p_0 is conserved. By introducing the

dimensionless polariton mass m^∗ = (_{∂2H} ∂p^2 )_{−1} , one can

FIG. 2. (Color online) Tunneling energies between the nearest, Ω1 (solid curves), and the next-nearest neighbors, Ω2 (dashed curves), are shown as a function of the size of cavity d. The widths of wave-functions for cavity field and atoms are estimated as ξx = 1μm and σx = 0.4μm, respectively.

have the effective Hamiltonian function H in the dimensionless coordinates,

H = −ω_1 cos (p) e^{−σ} − ω_2 cos (2p) e^{−4σ} + ω_3 γ , (25)

where σ = γ^2η^2/8 + 1/2γ^2. The transition between different regimes is governed by an equation H ≡ H_0 = 0 that implies cos ( p^{H0}_{1,2} ) ≃ −2ε_{10} ± √ 4ε^2_{10} + 0.5, (26)

where ε_{10} = e^{3σ0} Ω_{12}/8; σ_0 ≡ σ(t = 0) = 1/2γ^2_0 (we suppose that initially at t = 0 γ = γ_0 and η = 0), Ω_{12} ≡ ω_1/ω_2, and we denote H_0 as initial value of the Hamiltonian H that is, obviously, conserved quantity in the absence of dissipation.

Both of the roots (26) are located within the domain

−1 ≤ cos (p_0) ≤ 1 if conditions γ_0 ≥

(_2

3 ln [ |Ω_{12}|^{−1} ])_{−1/2} and |Ω_{12}| ≤ 1 are fulfilled simultaneously. Otherwise Eqs. (26) impose only one root. It occurs for the tunneling rates |Ω_{12}| > 1. Practically, this situation corresponds to large enough cavity sizes for which both of the tunneling rates are positive and ω_2 vanishes rapidly.

Physically important bound state for our problem occurs in the domain of negative polariton mass and can be associated with soliton formation for the polariton wave-packet. The polariton (bright) soliton wave-packet propagates with initial width γ_0, mass m^∗ = m^∗_0 < 0 and velocity v_g = −^{tan(p0)}|_{m∗0} | + 4ω_2^{sin3(p0 )}_{cos(p0)} e^{−4σ0} unchanged in

time. The mass of the soliton wave-packet can be found from 1 m^∗_0

= ω_1 cos (p_0) e^{−σ0} + 4ω_2 cos (2p_0) e^{−4σ0} . (27)

Strictly speaking, Eq. (27) defines characteristic domain

cos (p_{1,2}) = 0.5 [ −ε_{10} ± √ 2 + ε^2_{10} ] (28) of allowed wave-packet momentum where solitonic regime can be achieved. It can be obtained under the conditions γ_0 ≥

(_2 3 ln [ 4 |Ω_{12}|^{−1} ])_{−1/2} and |Ω_{12}| ≤ 4.

Solitons exist within the region for which inequalities cos (p_2) < cos (p_0) < cos (p_1) are hold for the positive tunneling rates ω_{1,2} (ω_{1,2} > 0) and for ω_1 < 0 (ε_{10} < 0), ω_2 > 0. Contrary, at ω_{1,2} < 0 solitons can be obtained at the outside of the named region.

In the limit of tight binding approximation (ω_2 = 0) Eq. (26) implies only one solution cos (p_1) = 0 that corresponds to the physical situation described in [22, 23] for atomic BEC lattice solitons. In this case polariton solitons exist only for wave-packet momentum that obeys to inequality cos (p_0) < 0.

V. POLARITON WAVE-PACKET DYNAMICS

It is much better to provide the analysis of polariton wave-packet dynamics in the dynamical phase diagram picture, that reflects particular features of polaritons in the lattice. In Fig. 3, we represented the corresponding dynamical phase diagram, the related polariton effective mass, and the Hamiltonian energy contours, as functions of the momentum parameter cos (p_0). For cos (p_0) > cos (p_1), the initial polariton mass is positive and one can expect self-trapping and diffusive regimes only. The most important results can be obtained for LB polariton dynamics in other domains of momentum p_0.

In the region cos (p_2) < cos (p_0) < cos ( p^{H0}_1 ) we have m^∗_0 < 0, H_0 > 0 for all values of detuning δ – see Fig. 3. Figure 4 demonstrates typical temporal dynamics of the wave-packet group velocity v_g in this case. In the inset the dependence of detuning δ as a function of initial width γ_0 of the wave-packet is presented. For δ < δ_C we deal with the diffusive regime for which the group velocity tends to the constant value v_g ≈ sin (p_0) + 2ω_2 sin (2p_0) asymptotically. On the other hand the group velocity oscillates in time within the window δ_C < δ < δ_{BR}. For δ > δ_{BR}, i.e. for the self-trapping regime v_g rapidly vanishes and goes to zero. The soliton regime occurs for atom-field detuning δ = δ_S and obviously is characterized by a constant value of the group velocity – dotted line in Fig. 4.

Essentially new results can be obtained when momentum obeys to the condition cos ( p^{H0}_1 ) < cos (p_0) < cos (p_1) and represents a narrow area in Fig. 3. Analysis of the polariton wave-packet dynamics in the discussed domain is straightforward. Due to the energy conservation law it is possible to establish a simple inequality

ω_3

γ − H_{eff} > 0, where H_{eff} ≡ H_0 − ω_2 |cos (2p_0)| e^{−4σ} can be recognized as a shifted Hamiltonian in this case. The self-trapping regime for the wave-packet can be found out for H_{eff} > 0 – upper (red) curves in Fig. 5(a). However, since σ ≫ 1 we can suppose that H_{eff} ≈ H_0 in

FIG. 3. (Color online) (a) Dynamical phase diagram, (b) effective polariton mass, shown in the inverse form 1 / m^∗_0, and (c) the corresponding Hamiltonian energy contour are shown in terms of the momentum cos (p0) and detuning frequency δ, respectively, for the parameters d = 2μm, γ0 = 5, and η0 = 0. The markers A and B (C) shown in (a) correspond to the polariton soliton (breather) states, which are used below for the storage and retrieval of optical information shown in Fig. 6.

this limit. The maximal value γ_{max} ≃ ω_3/H_0 of the width of the polariton wave-packet for the self-trapping regime can be obtained as a result. The set of other regimes are achieved at H_{eff} < 0, or simply, at H_0 < 0. By using the Hamiltonian H_0 we can arrive at an equation η^2 =^8_{γ2} ln

[_{cos(p0 )} ω_3/γ−|H_0 | ] for the curvature parameter η that describes wave-packet behavior at its large width for γ ≫ 1. Since m^∗_0 < 0 the system supports bright polariton soliton solutions and breather regimes as well. In particular, from the energy conservation law we can establish a relation^{ω3}_γ = H_{eff} + cos (p_0) e^{−σ} > 0. Hence, the lower diffusive regime with γ → ∞ and an equation η =^2_γ √ 2 log [cos(p_0)/ |H_{eff} |] → 0 occurs for |H_{eff} | < cos (p_0).

On the other hand, if |H_{eff} | > cos (p_0), the

FIG. 4. (Color online) The group velocity vg versus time t for γ0 = 5, p0 = π/2. Beginning from the top of the figure, δ ≡ δC ≈ 137.86GHz and v0 ≡ vg (t = 0) = 330214m/s (dashed curve); 210GHz and v0 = 148415m/s (green curve); δ = δS ≈ 265GHz and v0 = 94379m/s (dotted line); 380GHz and v0 = 46382m/s (brown curve); δ = δBR ≈ 393.66GHz and v0 = 43250m/s (dashed-dotted red curve); 500GHz and v0 = 26907m/s (solid red curve). In the inset dependence of δ versus γ0 for p0 = π/2 is plotted.

width γ has to remain finite that corresponds to breather regimes. Transition between two regimes can be found out from an equation ω_{3,C} = γ_0 [ ω_2 |cos (2p_0)| ( 1 − e^{−4σ0} ) − cos (p_0) (1 − e^{−σ0} ) ] . It implies the critical number of polaritons that is characterized by the critical two-body polariton-polariton scattering parameter ω_{3,C} or relevant atom-field detuning δ_C.

Another physically interesting region of the wavepacket dynamics is characterized by the momentum domain cos (p_0) < cos (p_2) that corresponds to a picture in the inset of Fig. 3. Figure 5b demonstrates trajectories in the η − γ space for the wave-packet parameters.

In this limit we deal with initially positive polariton mass (m^∗_0 > 0) and the Hamiltonian H_0 > 0 – see Fig. 3 for any values of detuning δ. Proceeding as for previous cases we can find out a critical value of the twobody polariton scattering nonlinear parameter ω_{3,C} = γ_0 [ |cos (p_0)| (1 − e^{−σ0} ) − ω_2 cos (2p_0) ( 1 − e^{−4σ0} )] that separates polariton diffusive and localized regimes from each other. The polariton wave-packet being at the diffusive regime demonstrates approximately constant group velocity v_g ≈ sin (p_0) + 2ω_2 |sin (2p_0)| at large times. It is important to note significantly nonlinear behavior of the polariton wave-packet parameters at the breathing region being under discussion. The polartion wave-packet width oscillates between the values γ_{min} and γ_{max} which are independent on initial value γ_0. The group velocity also undergoes large amplitude nonlinear oscillations. However, the amplitude of oscillations is suppressed if we move toward the self-trapping area (cf. Fig. 4). In the limiting case for large enough detuning δ the atom-like LB polariton packet becomes selftrapped and “stopped” imposing vanishing group velocity v_g ≈ sin (p_0) e^{−γ2η2 /8} + 2ω_2 |sin (2p_0)| e^{−γ2η2 /2} → 0.

FIG. 5. (Color online) Trajectories in the η − γ plane for various atom-field detuning δ with initial conditions γ0 = 5, η0 = 0 for (a) – cos (p0) = 0.4 and (b) – cos (p0) = −0.94. The magnitudes of δ in (a) are 80GHz (for an unlabeled green curve), 115GHz and 120GHz (for inside and outside brown curves, respectively). Black dot in (a) corresponds to solitonic regime of the wave-packet parameters for δ = δS ≈ 99.24GHz.

VI. TUNNELING-ASSISTED OPTICAL INFORMATION STORAGE

The dynamical phase diagram for supporting different states permits physical protocol for adiabatic optical information storage and retrieval with the help of photon-like and matter-like duality of lattice polariton wave-packets; the protocol basing on the so-called rapid adiabatic passage (RAP) approach, which is slow on the time scale (2g)^{−1} and fast enough in comparison with any incoherent process occuring in the atom-light system [30]. In particular, atom-light detuning δ is a vital (governed) parameter in this case, cf. [5, 21].

The wave-packet for LB polaritons can be represented as Ψ ≡ ⟨Ξ_2⟩ = Xϕ − Cψ, with the wave functions ϕ and ψ of the atomic exitation and optical field, respectively – see (16). In particular, for a positive and large frequency detuning, δ ≡ δ_{at}, one has a “slow” (matter-like) polariton solution, Ψ ≈ ϕ in the cavity array; while for a negative frequency detuning, δ ≡ δ_{ph}, one has a “fast” (photon-like) soliton, Ψ ≈ ψ. In

FIG. 6. (Color online) (a) Manipulation for the wave-packet is demonstrated through a time-dependent frequency detuning δ(t), for the lattice polariton solition solutions marked in Fig. 3. Parameter χ = 2π × 500MHz. Spatial-temporal evolution in a wave-packet storage and retrieval for the lattice polariton soliton, with the components shown schematically for the photon-like part |ψ|^2 in (b), and atomic excitation part |ϕ|^2 for soliton (c) and breather (d), respectively. Here, the cavities are shown as the purple points in X direction.

general, for the adiabatic storage of optical information we choose time dependent detuning such as δ (t) = δ_{ph} +^{δat −δph}_2 {tanh [χ (t − τ_{WR}]) − tanh [χ (t − τ_R)]}, where parameter χ characterises the rate of detuning δ (t) variation; τ_{WR} ( τ_R) is a writting (retrieving) time moment. In our problem the RAP approach requires the fulfillment of the condition (cf. (6))

max {Γ_{at}, Γ_{ph}} < χ < 2g. (29)

At the same time, one can require the fulfillment of the adiabaticity condition represented in the form [30] 4πg | | |δ̇ | | | [ (2πδ)^2 + 4g^2

]_{3/2} ≪ 1 (30)

and formulated for a two-level system that interacts with the external field. It is important to note that, for the storage protocol with rubidium atoms in the cavity arrays, the conditions required in Eq.(29) and Eq. (30) are satisfied simultaneously at the rates χ < 2π × 20GHz.

As an example, here we establish two possibilities for the optical information storage.

First, consider the supported soliton that is a steadystate solution indicated by the markers A and B in Fig. 3(a), both of which are bounded by the breather states, but with different wave-packet momenta. At the writing stage, such a wave-packet in the form of a polariton soliton enters the configuration of the cavity array completely (writing time τ_{WR} is about 1ns for Fig. 6(a), which operates with the initial width of a polariton wave-packet equal to 10μm); the polariton being photonlike and having the momentum p^{ph}_0 = − arccos (−0.922)

FIG. 7. (Color online) Fidelity F versus relative wave-packet width Γ0 = Γout/Γin and parameter θ0 = Γ^2_{in} (θout − θin).

and the detuning frequency δ ≡ δ_{ph} ≈ −67.5GHz, see Fig. 6(b). Then, by adiabatical switching of the matterlight detuning frequency to the magnitude δ ≡ δ_{at} ≈ 284.13GHz, i.e., the corresponding lattice soliton solution moves across the phase boundary toward the marker B, resulting in possessing a low enough group velocity. In this way, the original photon-like lattice polariton soliton is transferred into a matter-like one, with the momentum p^{at}_0 = arccos (−0.2). The mapping of optical information from an incident optical field into coherent matter excitation is demonstrated in Fig. 6(c). By reversing the detuning frequency adiabatically, the original wave-packet can be reconstructed back to the photon-like polariton soliton at the output of the cavity array.

Second, the possibility to arrange optical information storage involves the mapping of photon-like polariton soliton onto the dynamically localized wave-packet state that is a breather state in our case. In Fig. 6(d) we demonstrate the mapping of photon-like solitonic polariton wave-packets into atomic excitations representing atom-like breather polariton wave-packet and characterized by point C in Fig. 3(a). Maximally accessible (positive) vaue of detuning δ in this case is determined by the boundary value between two dynamical regimes that is self-trapping and breather II states in Fig. 3(a) The main advantage of the usage of breather polariton wave-packets for optical storage purposes is connected with the fact that at all storage stages we consider a polariton wave-packet with the same momentum, that is p_0 = − arccos(−0.922) for point C. At the same time practical difficulties lie in the fact that it is necessary to select the appropriate retrieving time τ_R according to the cycle of atomic breather evolution for mapping back to photon-like polariton soliton.

Let us briefly discuss fidelity criteria that determines optimal polaritonic dynamical regimes for writing process. It implies that we take polariton wave-packet at different times being the closest to τ_{WR}, see Fig. 6(a). In our case, i. e., a pure quantum state fidelity can be simply recognized as the overlapping of states before (Ψ_{in}) and after (Ψ_{out}) writing [31, 32]: F = | | | ∫ Ψ^∗_{in}Ψ_{out}dx | | | 2 , (31)

where wave functions Ψ_{in,out} are established in the xspace domain as

Ψ_{in,out} = ( 2 πΓ^2_{in,out} )_{1/4} exp [ − ( 1 Γ^2_{in,out} − i θ_{in,out} 2 ) x^2 ] , (32) where x = nd, Γ = dγ, and θ = η/d^2. Note that in the definition Eq.(32) we have ignored the initial coordinate of a polariton wave-packet that is unimportant in this case. Performing the integration in Eq. (31), we can get F = √ 16Γ^2_0

4 (1 + Γ^2_0)^2 + Γ^4_0θ^2_0

, (33)

where Γ_0 = Γ_{out}/Γ_{in} and θ_0 = Γ^2_{in} (θ_{out} − θ_{in}).

In Fig. 7, the fidelity F for various polariton dynamical regimes is examined. The maximal value F = 1 is achieved for switching between two steady-state soliton regimes for the polariton wave-packet, with θ_0 = 0 and Γ_0 = 1. On the other hand, F vanishes and goes to zero for the transitions involving self-trapping (θ_0 → ±∞) or diffusive (Γ_0 → ∞) regimes. Moreover, the local maxima in Fig. 7 obtained at θ_0 = 0 and Γ_0 ≠ 1 correspond to breather states of the polariton wave-packet, which can be used for dynamical optical information storage.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

In summary, we consider the formation of lattice polariton solitons in the array of weakly coupled cavity- QED arrays, with the ensembles of two-level atoms embedded in each cavity. With the introduction of the nextnearest photonic tunning effects, five different dynamical regimes are revealed; they including the diffusion, selftrapping, soliton, and two breather states. Transformation between matter-like and photon-like lattice polariton solitons paves the way to the storage and retrieval of optical information through the adiabatic manipulation of detuning frequency. Obviously, the quantum optical information can be stored within the time interval that practically depends on qubit decoherence time and Q-factor of cavity array. However, our protocol of the storage of optical information with the help of localized (soliton and/or breather) states have some important advantages, compared to those with Gaussian-type optical pulses. First of all, solitons are much more robust in respect of small perturbations, even in the presence of small dissipation and decoherence effects [15, 33]. Second, if dissipation and decoherence effects become significant, then it will be possible to find some specific regimes for dissipation solitons supported. In this limit, solitons are formed due to some additional optical pumping [34]. Quantum properties of these solitons and the related robustness in their quantum states against decoherence and dissipation effects would be very important [35]. These problems should be considered separately and will be examined by us in the forthcoming papers.

This work was supported by RFBR Grants No. 10- 02-13300, No. 11-02-97513, No. 12-02-31601, No. 12- 02-90419 and No. 12-02-97529 and by the Russian Ministry of Education and Science under Contracts 14.740.11.0700.

[1] N. I. Zheludev, Science 328, 582 (2010); M. Wallquist, K. Hammerer, P. Rabl, M. Lukin and P. Zoller, Phys. Scr. T137, 014001 (2009).

[2] C. Simon, M. Afzelius, J. Appel, et al., Eur. Phys. J. D 58, 1 (2010).

[3] K. Hammerer, A. S. Sorensen, and E. S. Polzik, Rev. Mod. Phys. 82, 104 (2010); A. I. Lvovsky, B. C. Sanders and W. Tittel, Nature Photon. 3, 706 (2009).

[4] M. Fleischhauer and M. D. Lukin, Phys. Rev. A 65, 022314 (2002).

[5] A. P. Alodjants, S. M. Arakelian, and A. Yu. Leksin, Laser Physics 17, 1432 (2007).

[6] D. Jaksch and P. Zoller, Ann. Phys. 315, 52 (2005). [7] L. Jiang, G. K. Brennen, A. V. Gorshkov et al., Nature Phys. 4, 482 (2008).

[8] A. J. Daley, J. Ye, and P. Zoller, Eur. Phys. J. D 65, 207 (2011).

[9] A. Tomadin and R. Fazio, J. Opt. Soc. Am. B 27, A130 (2010).

[10] M. J. Hartmann, F. G. S. L. Brandao, and M. B. Plenio, Phys. Rev. Lett. 99, 160501 (2007).

[11] S.-C. Lei and R.-K. Lee, Phys. Rev. A 77, 033827 (2008). [12] D. G. Angelakis, M. F. Santos, and S. Bose, Phys. Rev. A 76, 031805(R) (2007).

[13] A. Amo, S. Pigeon, D. Sanvitto et al., Science 332, 1167 (2011).

[14] M. Sich, D. N. Krizhanovskii, M. S. Skolnick et al., Nat. Photon. 6, 50 (2012).

[15] I-H. Chen, Y. Y. Lin, Y.-C. Lai, et al., Phys. Rev. A 86, 023829 (2012).

[16] A. Faraon, A. Majumdar, H. Kim, P. Petroff, and J. Vučković, Phys. Rev. Lett. 104, 047402 (2010); H. Miguel-Sánchez, A. Reinhard, E. Togan, et al., New J. Phys. 15 045002 (2013).

[17] N. Schlosser, G. Reymond, I. Protsenko, P. Grangier, Nature 411, 1024 (2001); G. Birkl, F. B. J. Buchkremer, R. Dumke, W. Ertmer, Optics Comm. 191, 67 (2001); Fam Le Kien, V. I. Balykin, and K. Hakuta, Phys. Rev. A 70, 063403 (2004).

[18] E. Vetsch, D. Reitz, G. Sague, et al., Phys. Rev. Lett 104, 203603 (2010); ibid A. Goban, K. S. Choi, D. J. Alton, et al. 109, 033603 (2012) [19] J. D. Thompson, T. G. Tiecke, N. P. de Leon, et al., Science 340, 1202 (2013).

[20] A. Chutinan and S. John, Optics Express 14, 1266 (2006).

[21] K. Heshami, A. Green, Y. Han, et al., Phys. Rev. A 86, 013813 (2012); ibid Q. Y. He, M. D. Reid, E. Giacobino, et al., 79, 022310 (2009).

[22] A. Trombettoni and A. Smerzi, Phys. Rev. Lett. 86, 2353 (2001).

[23] J.-J. Wang, A.-X. Zhang, K.-Zh. Zhang, J. Ma, and J.- K. Xue, Phys. Rev. A 81, 033607 (2010).

[24] N. Schlosser, G. Reymond, and P. Grangier, Phys. Rev. Lett. 89, 023005 (2002).

[25] A. P. Alodjants, I. O. Barinov, and S. M. Arakelian, J. Phys. B 43, 095502 (2010).

[26] J. R. Anglin and A. Vardi, Phys. Rev. A 64, 013605 (2001).

[27] C. Lacroûte, K. S. Choi, A. Goban, et al., New J. of Physics 14, 023056 (2012).

[28] M. Notomi, E. Kuramochi, and T. Tanabe, Nature Phot.

2, 742 (2008); K. Hennessy, A. Badolato, M. Winger, et al., Nature 445, 896 (2007).

[29] A. Trombettoni, A. Smerzi, and P. Sodano, New J. of Physics 7, 57 (2005).

[30] V. S. Malinovsky, J. L. Krause, Eur. Phys. J. D 14, 147 (2001); J. Bateman, T. Freegarde, Phys. Rev. A. 76, 013416 (2007); X. Chen, I. Lizuain, A. Rauschhaupt, et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 105, 123003 (2010).

[31] H. Scutaru, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 31, 3659 (1998). [32] J. Josza, J. Mod. Opt. 41 2315 (1994); ibid S. L. Braunstein, C. A. Fuchs and H. J. Kimble, 47, 267 (2000); H. Scutaru, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 31, 3659 (1998).

[33] V. I. Karpman and V. I. Maslov, Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz. 75, 537 (1977) [Sov. JETP 46, 281 (1977)]; V. I. Karpman and V. I. Solovev, Physica D 3, 487 (1981).

[34] U. Peschel, O. Egorov, and F. Lederer, Opt. Lett. 29, 1909 (2004).

[35] A. Dantan, J. Cvilinski, M. Pinard and Ph. Grangier, Phys. Rev. A 73, 032338 (2006).