1 and 2; the population jumps and other characteristics
of the system as functions of the frequency were first
considered® in Ref. 5. In Refs. 9 and 14 and in the
present paper it is shown, in particular, that the fea-
tures found in Refs. 1-8 are characteristic not only for
the systems considered there, but have a universal
character, and can be observed in a broad range of
frequencies. Furthermore, in the present paper we
have found and investigated another (i.e., a third)
characteristic that occurs in the case when the field is
switched on adiabatically: the coherent attenuation of the
Rabi oscillations in a system with four or more levels
(see Sec. 5). This attenuation can be readily investi-
gated in experiment.

For typical pulsed lasers the adiabaticity condition
(21) is usually fulfilled very easily. As an example,
let us consider the 6'S,~6°P, transition (A ="7911 &) ina
Ba atom located in a B=2 kG magnetic field. The Zee-
man splitting of the upper 6°P, state attains in this case
a value of the order of A~0.3 cm™. To observe signifi-
cant jumps Ap,, we must have f~ A, a value which is
attained even in fields of intensity I ~200 kW/cm?. The
adiabaticity condition ¢, > A™=0. 1 nsec is fulfilled for
pulses in the nanosecond range. The lifetime of the up-
per 6°P, state is of the order of 300 nsec, which is
sufficient for observation.

Observation of the superselectivity of the adiabatic
excitation and the resulting inversion is, naturally,
possible for other systems. To observe them, it is
only necessary for the radiation to induce at least two
resonance transitions from some level. This condi-
tion is easily satisfied when the band is made up of
fine- or hyperfine-structure components in atoms,
or of rotational-vibrational levels in molecules.

All the considered effects are coherent in the sense
that they were computed without allowance for the re-
laxation processes. Therefore, in order for them to
be observed, it is necessary that the excitation time be
short compared to the phase-relaxation time T,, as
well as to the radiation-coherence time Aw;'. As in the
case of the observation of other coherence effects (such
as self-induced transparency, photon echo, ete. 18),
these conditions can be satisfied by working with gases
at low pressures (p <1 Torr), and with molecular or
atomic beams.

The authors thank the participants in I.I. Sobel’man’s
seminar for a discussion.

DWe use the term ‘superselectivity,” since the critical depen-
dence of p, on w; allows quantum systems to be excited with
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a significantly higher selectivity than in the case when a
field of the same intensity is switched on instantaneously.
(See in this connection Ref. 9.)

DThe problem of the classification of the quasistationary
states and the corresponding numbering of their quasi-ener-
gies is not quite trivial. Another numbering scheme is us-
ually used (see, for example, Refs. 1, 4, and 14): the num-
ber of quasistationary state coincides with a number of that
steady state that the quasistationary state goes over into whep
the field is switched on. But this scheme has a serious dis-
advantage: As the frequency is varied, the quasi-energies
€% go through discontinuities, to which no measurements in
the state of the system correspond (see, for example, Ref.
15). By using the numbering rule (7), we assume that the
set of levels does not possess any hidden symmetry that
makes the intersection of the quasiterms possible (see in
this connection Ref, 16).

P Also considered in Ref. 5, besides the jumps, is the ap-
pearance of inversion, this phenomenon being called there
“self-induced adiabatic inversion.”
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1, Inthe present paper we investigate the scatter-
ing of electrons by a force center in a magnetic field.
The field intensity is assumed to be so high that

we can, in considering the scattering of the electrons
inside the zeroth Landau band, ignore the presence of
all the higher bands. For this purpose, it is sufficient
that the electron cyclotron energy be much higher than
the characteristic energy of the interaction of the elec-
tron with the center.

Let us assume that the potential of the center is
axially symmetric about the direction of the field. Then
the component M of the angular momentum of the elec-
tron along this direction is conserved in the scattering.
Therefore, it is convenient to use the representation in
which M is a quantum number.! For the zeroth Landau
level M=0,1,2,... . The motion of the free electron
along the direction of the magnetic field is character-
ized by the value of the wave vector k. In our case of
scattering inside the zeroth Landau band the quantity %
may either be conserved or change sign. We shall be
interested in backward scattering, i.e., scattering in-
volving a change in sign of &.

Let the incident electron beam be characterized by
the fact that the states with different M are identically
populated. In the classical picture of scattering, this
corresponds to the situation in which the electron flux
is homogeneous. For the scattering cross-section,
given by the ratio of the reflected-electron flux to the
incident-beam intensity, we then easily obtain the ex-
pression

0=2nk22 Ry, (1)
where R, is the coefficient of reflection of an electron
with angular-momentum component M and A is the
magnetic length. If the values of M are such that the
Quantity R, changes little when M is changed by unity
(this, in any event, is the case for large M), the sum-
mation over these M can be replaced by integration.

Let us represent the contribution to the cross section
(1) from such M in the form of an integral:

2 Rp)odp, o= (21)". @)

This result can be given the following meaning. For
large M >> 1 the free electron moves in a plane per-
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The cross sections ¢ for scattering by the Coulomb and screened Coulomb potentials in a strong magnetic
field (in the sense that the cyclotron energy is greater than the Bohr energy) are computed for an arbitrary
energy of the electron motion along the field. It is found that the quantity o (k) (k is the wave vector along the
field) tends to infinity as k-0 in the case of the screened potential, but remains finite in the case of the
unscreened attractive potential. These results are generalized to the case of a scattering potential of arbitrary

pendicular to the direction of the field in a thin ring of
radius (2M)Y2x and thickness ~A, so that in the case of
large M we can introduce the quasiclassical impact
parameters p [Eq. (2)]. This expression corresponds
then to classical integration over the impact parameter.
Notice that the quantity o determines directly the longi-
tudinal magnetoresistance of an electron gas in the
presence of scattering by force centers.

According to the foregoing, the electron motion trans-
verse to the magnetic field is entirely determined by
this field (the magnetic field is strong). On the other
hand, the longitudinal motion of the electron, which is
scattered with a definite value of M, is described by a
wave function F,(2) (the z axis is oriented along the
direction of the field) satisfying the equation

—;_m(%;+ k) Vi (2) ] Fu(z)=0,

Vae(2) =M |V (r) | M.

®)

Here V(r) is the potential of the center and the matrix
element is evaluated with the functions of the trans-
verse motion.

To find the quantity ¢, we must find the coefficients
of reflection of the electrons from the one-dimensional
potentials V,(z). First, we shall consider in Sec. 2 the
solution to Eq. (3) in the particular case of a Coulomb
center, then in Sec. 3 we shall generalize the analysis
to the case of the screened center, and, finally, in Sec.
4 we shall investigate the character of the cross
section ¢() for §low electrons with 2 —0 in the case of
an arbitrary shape of the scattering potential. In the
process we shall distinguish between the cases of at-
tractive and repulsive potentials.

2. The Coulomb potential. The potential energy of
the electron in the case of scattering by a Coulomb cen-
ter has the form V(»)=+e*/7. The criterion for a
strong magnetic field implies that the cyclotron energy
is much greater than the Bohr energy, i.e., that
A <<a (a is the Bohr radius). As has already been noted
above, for M > 1 the electron moves in a thin eylin-
drical layer. The effective one-dimensional potential
has then the form

Var(z) =%e/(p*+2%) "%, p=(2M)"r, M>1. (4)

a) Attractive potential. Let us find the coefficients of
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reflection of incoming electrons with definite values of
p and k from a potential well described by the function

V,(2), (4), taken with the plus sign. To begin with, let
p>a. It is not difficult to see that in this case the po-
tential V,(z) satisfies at any 2 and k the inequality

[dka=t(2) Jda| €4, Far (2) = (K*—2mVuc (2) [1%) . (5)

Here kM(z) is the quasiclassical wave vector. This in-
equality is connected with the long-range nature of the
Coulomb potential. The slowness of the decrease of the
potential leads to a situation in which, as |2]—=w, an
electron incident with even zero energy (i.e., withk = 0),
and picking up speed in the field of the center, has a
wave function that oscillates strongly in a segment of
length equal to the distance over which the potential
changes significantly. Accordingly, the usual quasi-
classical functions are the solutions to Eq. (3) for
p>a (Ref. 1). Inthe completely classical picture

of scattering the electron is not reflected at all from

a one-dimensional attractive potential, and in the
quasiclassical picture the reflection coefficient for any
k is much smaller than unity.

Now let p<a. In this case the inequality (5) is no
longer fulfilled at all z and k:

|dkyu="(2)/dz|~ (]3| /a) (a*[{p*+2")) “(RPa(p* 2y ) =%

It is, however, clear that, for |z|>a, the inequality (5)
is satisfied in any case. Therefore, scattering in the
region |z ] > g is quasiclassically weak, and the quantity
R, is entirely determined by the scattering in the re-
gion |z | <a. Thus, the reflection coefficient at small k
is, unlike in the quasiclassical case p>a, not small.

It can be determined for p << a by using the wave func-
tion of the continuous spectrum (see Ref. 2, Appendix
1). In this case it turns out that

1—Ry~1/In*(alp)

for k=0 and R, <1 for k>k'. The characteristic
quantity

k' ~1In (alp)/a

gives the electron binding energy %2k'?/m in a one-di-
mensional Coulomb potential cut off in the region of
small z at a distance |z 1 ~p under the condition that
p<a (Ref. 3). Perturbation theory is valid in the

case of large k, and, applying it to the potential 4), we
easily obtain

Ru= —(kéa)—zK.,Z(ka), k> _15‘_(‘:—9) p<a, (6)
where K, is a Macdonald function. This function de-
creases rapidly (exponentially) with increasing p when
kp>1. Therefore the dominant contribution to the
cross section is made by the values p~1/k <a. Inte-
grating (6) with respect to p, we find for the cross sec-
tion the expression

o=na?/(ka)*, A/A>k>1/a. (M

This result coincides with that obtained in Ref. 4. The
upper bound on the value of E is connected with the fact
that, for k= 1/X, the values of M ~1 are important, and

. the formula (4) is invalid.
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FIG. 1. Dependence of the scattering cross section o on the
magnitude of the electron wave vector % for an attractive (I)
and a repulsive (II) Coulomb potential (@ is the Bohr radius).
The dashed curves are a plot of the dependence o (k) for the
screened potential (r, is the screening distance).

The expression (7) gives the cross section in the re-
gion k> 1/a; for k< 1/a the cross section is of the or-
der of ¢®. Indeed, as shown above, the electrons with
impact parameters p>>a fly through the potential almost
without being reflected, and therefore do not make a
contribution to the cross section. On the other hand,
the electrons with p<a and ks 1/a are reflected with
probability ~1. Thus, the function o(k) has the form
shown in Fig. 1. The exact value of o(k —0) is deter-
mined by the impact parameters p~4, and must there-
fore be computed numerically.

b) Repulsive potential. As in the case of the attrac-
tive potential, the scattering of electrons with p>a is
quasiclassical. For these p values the functions V,(z)
describe large potential barriers. In this case the re-
flection coefficient R, drops sharply from unity to a
small value when the energy of the longitudinal motion
of the electron exceeds the height of the potential bar-
rier. This occurs when k=(2/ap)/?. As to the width of
the k-value region where this change occurs,? it is!
~1/p. Accordingly, electrons with p such that
& >(2/ap)? pass almost completely through the poten-
tial, while those with smaller p are almost totally
reflected. The foregoing indicates that the cross sec-
tion is entirely determined precisely by these small
p values, i.e., o=7p°, where p=2/ak":

o=4na®l (ka)', k<l/a. (8)
The indicated inequality for k is connected with the fact
that, for k= 1/a, the significant contribution to the
cross section is made by the values of p<a, for which
the quasiclassical treatment is inapplicable. It is easy
to see that, for k> 1/a, perturbation theory is valid
and, hence, the cross section is given by the formula ,
(7). 1t is noteworthy that o(%) for k<<1/a and o(k) for <}
1 >>1/a differ only by a factor of 4: the curve is flatter |

at large k. The general shape of the function o(k) is
shown in Fig. 1. It is significant that, at small k< 1/a,
scattering by repulsive Coulomb centers is much stron-
ger than scattering by attractive ones.
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3; _The screened Coulomb potential. Let us consider

- the case in which the potential energy of the electron in

the field of the center has the form
V(ry==%(e*r) exp (—1/r},

where the screening distance 7,>> a>>A. Then the
potentials V,(2), (3), for M >1 are given by the ex-
pression

K (pt+z2) "%

Vu(z)=%* )" eXP(— e - ) ) (9)

a) Attractive potential. Let us call the one-dimen-
gional well shallow if it contains only one localized state
with binding energy much smaller than the depth of the
well, For this to be the case, it is sufficient that the
inequality (mV/7%)(Az)? <1, where V and Az are the
characteristic depth and dimension of the well, be satis-
fied. Then the binding energy of the level'.

Bk 2m~V (m VIR (Az)®.

If the value of % is not very high (i.e., if 2 <1/Az),
then the wave function of the electron changes little
over the extension of the potential. This means that
the properties of a shallow potential for small % are
determined only by the integral of it over all z, i.e.,
it can be represented in the form of a 6 potential. The
reflection coefficient R, then has the well-known form:

kox®

Ru=

o mT, 1
s Frye = F I I _\r(Z)dZ, k <<E (10)

T
It can be seen from the expression (9) that the potentials
V,(2) are shallow for

p>rdn (nfa)  (mV/f2~(1/ap) exp (—p/rs), Az~ (pry)™.)

The binding energy of the level is then determined by
the quantity k,,,, which is equal to

o= 0 (2 (2 (11)

a

The formula (10) shows that R, =1 for =0, i.e., the
electrons are totally reflected. This is clearly a con-
sequence of the short-range character of the potential:
as shown above, in the case of the long-range attrac-
tive Coulomb potential electrons with any 2 have a fi-
nite probability of passing through the potential. 1t is
significant that electrons with 2 =0 are reflected in the
case of arbitrarily large values of M (corresponding to
arbitrarily shallow potentials). This means that, as
k—0, the cross section is determined by ever in-
creasing values of p (such that &, ~k), i.e., it di-
verges. Substituting the expressions (10) and (11) into

:hfe formula (1), and going over to integration, we ob-
ain

o=nrd1n*(1/ka), In(1/ka)>In(r./a). (12)

The limit of applicability is determined by the fact that,
f(_>r values of & not satisfying the given inequality, the
SI8,‘rl.ificant contribution to the cross section is made by
the impact parameters p <7, In(v,/a), for which the
corresponding wells are not shallow.

it Ij‘et us now consider the case 2> 1/7,. In this case
1s convenient to split the contributions to the cross

3
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section from the various p into two parts: the contribu-
tions from the values of p <a and those from p>a. As
is easy to verify, the condition (5) for the scattering to
be quasiclassical is fulfilled in the first p domain for
arbitrarily large # and any z. On the basis of the gen-
eral assumptions of the quasiclassical approach, this
implies that the reflection coefficients R, are expo-
nentially small. We shall not compute these values of
R, here. We only note that the contribution from them
to the cross section decreases with increasing k basi-
cally in proportion to exp(~akv,) (@ ~1). In the second
p domain (p < a) we can (for 2> 1/r,) ignore the screen-
ing, since in this case the scattering occurs largely in
the region |z|<a. The contribution to the scattering
from p < a then coincides with the contribution obtained
in Sec. 2a.

Thus, for k~In{v,/a)/7,, the exponentially decreas-
ing—with increasing k—contribution to the cross sec-
tion from p > a is comparable to the contribution from
p<a, and for higher values of 2 the dependence o(k) is
the same as for the unscreened potential. The general
shape of the function o (k) for the screened potential is
shown in Fig. 1 by the dashed curve.

b) Repulsive potential. For small & the dominant
contribution to the cross section is again made by the
scattering by the 6-function potentials, and therefore
we obtain, as before, the formulas (10) and (12) (here
the quantity 7#%k2/2m has the meaning of a shallow-vir-
tual-level energy). On the other hand, for large
k> 1/7,In¥*(r,/a), the cross section is determined by
the scattering of the electrons with impact parameters
p <v,In(v,/a) (for higher values of p, perturbation
theory is applicable, and the contribution to the cross
section is negligibly small). In this case the potential
barriers are large (with the exception of those corre-
sponding to the narrow range p < a) in the sense that
(mV/K?)(Az)? >1. Consequently, as in Sec. 2b, the
scattering on them is quasiclassical, i.e., the cross
section ¢ =7mp?, where p is given by the requirement
that the electron energy and the energy of the top of the
potential barrier be equal:

k2= (2/ap) exp (—p/rs).

It can be seen that the screening is insignificant when
k>>1/(ar,)"?. But in the region k <1/(ar,)*? the o(k)
dependence is logayithmically weak. The shape of the
function o(k) for the screened potential is schematically
shown in Fig. 1 by the dashed curve.

4., The considered effective one-dimensionality of
the electron motion in a magnetic field allows us to
establish easily the character of the dependence (k) for
%2 —0 and an axially-symmetric scattering potential of
arbitrary shape. As can be seen from the results ob-
tained in Secs. 2 and 3, the law of variation of o(2 — 0)
is determined by the asymptotic form of the potential
V(r)as r —x. Therefore, when speaking of attractive
or repulsive potentials, we shall have in mind below
the sign of the potential for » — .

a) Let the potential be attractive. If it decreases with
increasing v slower than 1/#2, then for sufficiently
large p the product (mV/i2)(Az)? > 1; here V and Az
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are the characteristic magnitude and range of the cor-
responding one-dimensional potentials. Then, simi-
larly to the case of the Coulomb potential (Sec. 2a),

the one-dimensional wells satisfy the quasiclassicality
condition (5) for any z and k. This implies that elec-
trons with large impact parameters and any k pass
through the well with probability equal to almost unity
without being reflected. In other words, the large M do
not contribute to the sum (1), and o is finite at £ —0.

If the potential V(r) falls off faster than 1/72, then at
sufficiently large p we have (mV/% 2y Azl «1, i.e., the
one-dimensional potentials are shallow. Similarlyto the
case of the screened potential (Sec. 3a) the correspond-
ing values of R, are given by the formula (10). As
k—0, all the R, —1 and ¢ —. It is noteworthy that
the quantity o diverges as k— 0 in the case of short-
range potentials, and converge in the long-range case.
In other words, a short-range potential in a magnetic
field reflects electrons more strongly than a long-
range potential when k is sufficiently small. By com-
puting the values of &, (10), we can establish the law
governing the divergence of o(k —~ 0) for any short-
range potential. Thus, if the potential decreases in a
power-law fashion, i.e., if V(¥)<1/7?, then

a(k—>0)ocf-¥-0, [>2,

In 2 number of papers (see, for example, Ref. 5) a
bounded result is obtained for the cross section for
scattering by a short-range potential in a magnetic field
in the case when & —0. This is due to the fact that a
d-function potential is assumed in these papers, i.e.,
it is assumed that it is possible to set 7, —0, ur§=const
(here 7, and u are the characteristic dimension and
magnitude of the three -dimensional potential). At the
same time, no matter how small 7, is, the inequality
k <k, will be satisfied at sufficiently small & (the &,
for small 7, are small but finite). In this case elec-
trons with given M will be totally reflected. As k de-
creases, ever increasing values of M become involved
in the scattering, and ¢ —«. Thus, Skobov and Bych-
kov’s® results are valid only for 2 >k,;. In other words,
the idea that the smaller & is, the smaller is the con-
tribution from the large M to the cross section for scat-
tering in a magnetic field is incorrect. But all the
kyy, €xcept ko, tend to zero as 7, -0, urd=const.
Therefore, if 7, is very small, then the Skobov-Bych-
kov theory® is invalid only for very small values of k.

And let us note here without proof that the disregard
in Secs. 2 and 3 of the presence of higher Landau bands
is wrong when the electron energy is close to the
energy of the quasidiscrete levels in the wells “be-
longing” to the first Landau band (in a narrow region
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just below the bottom of this band). This is due to the
strong resonant scattering into the states corresponding
to these levels. The dependence o(k) in this region has
the form of a sparse “ridge” of peaks, whose height
~aZ,

b) Now let the potential V(r) be a repulsive one. Then
the quantity o diverges as 2k —0 regardless of its de-
pendence on the asymptotic form of V(r — ). For
long-range potentials that decrease more slowly than
1/¥2, the scattering by the one-dimensional potentials
is quasiclassical in the case of large p. 1t is borne in
mind that reflection coefficients decrease sharply from

unity to a small value when the electron energy becomes
greater than the height of the potential barrier (see Sec, 1"

2b). Consequently, it is easy to establish that, if the
law of decrease of the potential is a power law, i.e.,
if V(r)=1/7", then the cross section

o (k—~0) cki 1<,

If, on the other hand, the potential is a short-range
potential, i.e., if it decreases faster than 1/72, then
the law of variation of o(k — 0) is the same as for an
attractive potential (this was apparent in Sec. 3b in the
particular case of the screened Coulomb potential).

The above-described method of finding o(k —0) can be
generalized to the case in which the sign of V(r) de-

pends on the direction of the vector r, and therefore the

one-dimensional potential is of alternate sign. It may
then turn out that the quantity k,, is not given by the
formula (10), and we must take into account the change
that occurs in the electron wave function FM(z) in the
region of action of the potential. An example is the

scattering of an electron by a hydrogen atom in a strong

magnetic field.?

The author is grateful to V. 1. Perel’ for useful ad-
vice and for a discussion.
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The response of a long two-level laser amplifier is obtained, i.e., the structure of the pulse at the amplifier
output is de.termmed as a function of the waveform of the firing pulse. It is shown that the output pulse is
always quasi-self-similar, and that the parameters of the long-amplifier solution are determined exclusively by

the rise time of the firing pulse.

PACS numbers: 42.60.Da

1. INTRODUCTION

The propagation of ultrashort optical pulses in a reso-
nant medium are well described within the framework of
the semiclassical Lamb model (see Ref. 1). This model
deals with a classical electromagnetic field that inter-
acts resonantly with quantum two- level objects—“two-

‘level atoms. ” The model becomes even simpler if a

pulse traveling in one direction is considered. In this
case, neglecting all the dissipative processes, the
equations of the model are written in the form*™

E,\.+E,=2ni9..pjlz(m)u(m)z?(m)du), (1)

w,=ioutipEv, v,=—iov+ipEu, 2)

which is equivalent to the known Maxwell-Bloch system.
1t is assumed that Z=c=1; E{x, {) in (1) and (2) is the
complex envelope of the electric field, so that the field
in the medium is

&z, 1)=E (x, )™= +E (z, 1) e,

#(w) and v(w) are the amplitudes of the probabilities of
the sojourn of the two-level atom in the upper (lower)
states. The transition has a frequency &, and a dipole
moment p. The function n(w), which characterizes the
inhomogeneous broadening, is the diff erence between
the initial populations of the upper and lower levels:
n(w)=N,(w) = N.(w). The choice of the notation in (1)
and (2) is such that one should assume ue™** —1 and
v—0as {—~, Equation (1) is all that is left of Max-
well equations, while the right-hand side of (1) is pro-
portional to the polarization of the medium at the tran-
sition frequency. Equations (2), on the other hand, are
Schridinger equations of two-level systems in an exter-
nal field, written in the resonance approximation. The
pflrameter w in (1) and (2) is the deviation of the transi-
tion frequency of the given two-level atom from the
mean frequency @, of the ensemble; the physical cause
of this difference between the transition frequencies

can be, for example, the Doppler shift (for gas lasers).

The pulse-propagation problem is formulated as fol-
lows. Let a medium with a population difference n(w)
oceupy the half-space x>0 and let the field in the me-
dium be zero at £<0. A pulse of specified profile
E(x,t)|,.,=E,(t), with Eo(t)=0 at ¢<0, enters the
Ifledium through the boundary x =0. Describe the
field E(x, t) in the medium. In this formulation, the
boundary-value problem (1), (2) is transformed into
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an evolution equation, where the role of the “time” is
played by x: In other words, the indicated boundary-
value problem is equivalent to the Cauchy problem in
terms of x.

It is clear that in principle the answer for a normal
medium differ from those for a medium with inverted
population. In the former case, when n(w)<0, the
linear modes attenuate exponentially in the interior of
the medium and solely nontrivial effects (self-induced
transparency) arise only when the pulse entering the
medium is strong enough and releases a finite (usually
small) number of solitons (27 or O7 pulses) to which the
medium is transparent.? A self-induced-transparency
theory based on the application of the inverse-problem
method to the system (1), (2) has been developed in
great detail'»®* and is in splendid agreement with ex-
periment. The situation is entirely different for an
amplifier, i.e., when n{w)>0 for at least a few w. In
this case the corresponding linear modes increase ex-
ponentially with x and the problem soon becomes
strongly nonlinear even for a weak entering pulse. Al-
though the inverse-problem method is also applicable
to the propagation of a pulse in an amplifier, no solu-
tions that are to any degree complete have been de-
sceribed heretofore. The reason is that, in contrast to
an attenuator, where the evolution of the solution is
described mainly by the discrete spectrum of the as-
sociated differential operator and the inverse-prob-
lem equations reduce to a system of (easily solvable)
linear equations, in the case of an amplifier we must
deal with a contimious spectrum and investigate the in-
verse problem to its full extent, i.e., solve a system
of singular integral equations. Some exact solutions
were obtained by Lamb® in the limiting case of strong
inhomogeneous broadening n{w)=const. "

In this article we describe the structure of the pulse
at large x for the case when f n(w)dw > 0 as a function
of the waveform of the input signal E(t), i.e., we pre-
sent the “response” of a long laser amplifier. We
shall show that at large x the solution is a nonstationary
7 pulse whose velocity tends to that of light. With in-
creasing x, the pulse contracts roughly speaking like
1/x, and the field in the pulse increases like x. The
inhomogeneous-broadening effects become insignificant
at large x, the pulse has a constant phase, and its
shape is quasi-self-similar. The solution is then de-
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