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Creation of non-classical states of light in a chiral waveguide
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Creating non-classical states of light from simple quantum systems together with classical re-
sources is a challenging problem. We show how chiral emitters under a coherent drive can generate
non-classical photon states. For our analysis, we select a specific temporal mode in the transmitted
light field, resulting in a coupled master equation for the relevant mode and the chiral emitters.
We characterise the mode’s state by its Wigner function and show that the emission from the sys-
tem predominantly produces mixtures of few-photon-added coherent states. We argue that these
non-classical states are experimentally accessible and show their application for quantum metrology.

INTRODUCTION

Non-classical states of light are an essential ingredient
not only in optical quantum technology, but also many
fundamental physics experiments. Prominent examples
include the use of NOON- and squeezed states in quan-
tum metrology [1-3], the violation of Bell inequalities us-
ing entangled photon pairs [4—(], or single photons as in-
formation carriers in quantum cryptography [7—10] and
information processing [11, 12]. Meanwhile, the genera-
tion of highly non-classical states of light is not straight-
forward. For example, squeezed states are limited to few
decibel [13, 11], state of the art NOON states are still lim-
ited to the few photon regime [15], and many protocols
to generate non-classical light require heralding or post-
selection [16, 17].

In recent years, quantum emitters coupled to chiral
waveguides in which light propagates in a single, well-
defined direction, have emerged as promising experimental
tools for the manipulation of light [18, 19]. For example, it
has been shown that these systems can be used to imple-
ment atom-mediated photon-photon interactions, photon
circulators, deterministic photon sources, and single to few
photon subtractors [20-25]. They can be implemented in
a variety of different platforms, ranging from circuit QED
with superconducting qubits [26, 27], to quantum dots
coupled to photonic crystal waveguides [21, 28, 29], atoms
coupled to optical nanofibres [20, 22, 30], or free space
Rydberg superatoms [31]. From a theoretical perspective,
chiral waveguides can be considered as directed quantum
networks, where the output of each quantum node adds to
the input of all subsequent nodes. Consequently, powerful
theoretical tools are available to investigate chiral quan-
tum systems, like input-output relations for the emitted
light [32, 33] or descriptions by exact Lindblad master
equation in the presence of multiple emitters [34, 35].

In this work, we propose a simple scheme for the gener-
ation of non-classical light by scattering classical light on
a cascaded chain of quantum emitters in a chiral waveg-
uide, circumventing the aforementioned problems of post-

selection or heralding. The main idea is that certain
light modes of the transmitted light field exhibit highly
non-classical character. In order to study such temporal
modes, we describe the chiral waveguide as a quantum
input-output network coupled to a virtual photonic cav-
ity [33, 36], tuned to capture only photons in a specifically
selected mode. For example, this formalism has previ-
ously been used to explain experimental results for the
steady state emission of a superconductiong qubit [25],
or the emission of a Rydberg superatom inside an opti-
cal cavity [37]. First, we analyse the output for a single
emitter, which is non-classical as indicated by negativity
in its Wigner function, and we link the temporal evolu-
tion of the selected light mode to the Rabi dynamics of
the emitter. Subsequently, we investigate how decoher-
ence and dephasing of the emitter decrease the negativity
in the Wigner function. We then extend our investigation
to the generation of non-classical light by scattering on
a chain of emitters, where waveguide-mediated emitter-
emitter interactions come into play and the formation of
bound states of photons influences the number statistics
of the observed light mode. Finally, we outline how the
resulting non-classical state becomes accessible in quan-
tum experiments and, as an example, show its application
in quantum metrology, where a combination of the non-
classical state and a coherent state beats the standard
quantum limit of interferometry.

MODEL

We consider a chain of M quantum emitters with chi-
ral coupling to the electromagnetic field where each emit-
ter ¢ has a ground state |G;), an excited state |W;), and
an additional non-radiating state |D;), relevant for the
study of dephasing effects. The dynamics of the emitters
driven by a coherent input light source is well-described
by a Lindblad master equation [34, 35]. For the chiral
waveguide the transmitted photon field is simply a com-
bination of the input field and the response of the emit-
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Figure 1. Scattering coherent light with amplitude o on
a chiral emitter chain produces light in multiple orthogonal
modes. The light in a specific mode v(t) is studied by placing
a virtual cavity behind the emitters, with a time-dependent
coupling rate g, (t) tuned to only capture photons in mode v(¢).
The coherent light drives both the cavity and the |G) < |W)
transition of the emitters. Our theory includes emission of |IW)
out of the waveguide at rate I' and an induced transfer with
rate vp of |W) into a non-radiating excited state |D).

ters to the coherent drive, following the input-output re-
lations [32] b(t) = a(t) + /KO 4, (t). Here a(t) denotes
the amplitude of the incoming light field, (") (¢) destroys
(creates) a photon immediately behind the emitter chain,
O hain = Zi\il o, = Zf\il |G;){(W;] is the collective de-
cay operator of the chain, and /x denotes the collective
coupling strength of the emitters to the photons.

This work specifically investigates the quantum statis-
tics of a temporal mode v(t) in the transmitted light field.
More specifically, we analyse the occupation in the mode

b, = /dtv(t)b(t), 1)

with v(t) = \%@(to <t < to+ 7). In the Lindblad

master equation formulation the occupation of mode v(t)

can be obtained by placing a virtual cavity with the time-

dependent coupling rate

gult) = ————__ @)
Jo dt ()2

behind the emitters [36], as depicted in Figure 1. Due to
the choice of g, the cavity only accumulates photons from
mode v(t) such that the asymptotic state of the cavity p,
equals the state of the photons in mode v(¢).

In this description, the emitter-cavity system evolves
according to the master equation

dp i
P M Hyuve + Haope + H.
dt h[ drive T sys + excH P]
M M
+Drlp)+TY D, -p]+v0 > Dipywilel (3)
=1 =1

The coherent background drives both the emitters and
cavity

Hdrive = Zh(a*(t)L - a(t)LT)’

with L = /Ko ., + 95 (t)by, while the emitters interact
via chiral exchange of virtual photons,

Hyys = —mg 3 (aja; - Hc) (4)

i>j

The Hamiltonian
{ «
Hexc = ih(\/ggv (t)o-(—:iilainbv - HC) (5)

describes the coherent exchange interaction between the
emitters and the virtual photon cavity where bq(,ﬂ
(creates) a photon in the cavity.

The emitter-cavity system is subject to the collective
decay Dy[p] = LpLt — 1/2{L'L, p}. In addition, we con-
sider photon losses out of the waveguide, described by a
decay IT' of the excited states into the respective ground
state, and a decay yp of the excited states |W;) into the
non-radiating dark states |D;).

destroys

RESULTS

Creation of non-classical light

In the following, we investigate whether the state of
light in the output mode is non-classical. We base this
classification on the Wigner-phase-space distribution [38]

W(E=o+ip) = [ dy(@tylpnle—g)e . (©)
While W is normalised, it is generally not positive every-
where and thus cannot be regarded as a classical phase-
space probability distribution. Thus, we take the existence
of phase space domains where the Wigner function is nega-
tive as an indicator for non-classical states and we measure
non-classicality by the total negative part of the Wigner
function W~ = [d?$|min(0, W)|. It should be noted
however that squeezed states produce Gaussian Wigner
functions, yet they are often considered non-classical [39].
The Wigner negativity accounts for a stronger kind of non-
classicality, e.g., the nonexistence of an eflicient classical
description [40].

Single Emitter

First, we show that for a single emitter, the state of light
in mode v(t), py = Tremitter[P(to + T)] possesses quantum
mechanical number statistics. At a given driving strength
«, the Wigner function of p, primarily depends on the
time bin width 7, as displayed in Figure 2, which shows
the time evolution of the excited state population in panel
(a). In the short-binning limit k7 < 1, we determine p,
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Figure 2. (a) A single emitter’s excited state population

for « = 0.9y/k, yp = 0 = I'. The vertical lines indicate
the different choices of binning intervals studied in (b). (b)
Wigner functions of p, for square mode pulses on the dif-
ferent time intervals. For short time bins (left) the Wigner
function closely resembles the coherent state |\/7a), while for
KT > 1 the Wigner function becomes positive as the emitter’s
emission close to its steady state weakly impacts the coherent
background (right). Bins centered around the first Rabi-peak
provide the largest Wigner negativities for suitable o (middle).

analytically with the help of the input-output relations
by & /T(a + VKO 5, (L)) [32] resulting in [11]

D' (y7a)p.D(v7a) =
(109401 + VAT (0 (F0) 101 + {0710 (£0))0) (1]

(0 a0 (10)0 0 (0)) (DL = [0)O) ] ()

where D is the displacement operator. For short 7, p,
predominantly resembles a coherent state |\/Ta) with a
small admixture of a photon-added coherent state or —
equivalently — a displaced single-photon state [L(], see
Figure 2(b). For larger 7, we can no longer find p,, exactly
and we solve equation (3) numerically.

We find that bins (tg,to + 7) centred around the first
peak of the Rabi oscillation are typically optimal for
the generation of non-classical light with the presented
method, see center plot in Figure 2(b). This key observa-
tion can be explained by considering the underlying dy-
namics in two steps. First, up to time t = tg, the virtual
cavity is closed and the emitter is prepared close to its
first Rabi peak making subsequent photon emission more
likely. Next, the cavity is opened for a time 7 and absorbs
the background photons and photons emitted by the emit-
ter.

The degree to which the light in the cavity is nonclas-
sical depends strongly on 7. If 7 is short compared to the
timescale of the Rabi oscillations, the chance of storing
additional photons in the cavity becomes negligible. If
KT > 1, then the cavity state will be dominated by the
coherent background with some added "noise" due to the

emitter signal, and p, generally loses its negative features
in the Wigner function in this regime. The absence of non-
classical character in these cases is evident in the first and
third example displayed in Figure 2(b). For 7 on the order
of the Rabi cycle duration, however, the photon-emitter-
interaction has a strong influence on the character of the
light in the cavity and the Wigner function exhibits clear
negative features. Below, we provide further evidence that
P is well-described by photon-added coherent states.

Without the emitter, the output cavity is only affected
by the coherent input and the cavity density matrix be-
comes p,(t) = |a(t)){a(t)| for the flat mode v(t) and with
a(t) = afgi(t) for t > to (& = 0 otherwise). Factor-
ing out the coherent contribution p = D(&(t))pDT(a(t))
shows that the non-displaced part p evolves according to
the same master equation (3), up to the replacement

(8)

The time evolution of p therefore resembles a system in
which a coherently driven emitter may emit its excitations
into a non-driven virtual cavity. As the emitter can only
produce temporally separated photons, this explains the
photon-added contribution to p,.

We find further evidence that p, is a displaced mix-
ture of Fock states, by comparing p, to a generalisation
of the exact result (7) for k7 < 1. For larger 7, it is
expected that the emitter can absorb and re-emit mul-
tiple photons within 7 and we thus make the displaced
two-photon Ansatz

[vi) = D(V7T) [ai0|0) + a;1|1) + ai2]2)]

Hdrivc = Z‘\/E(a*o—c_hain - Oéo—:l_lain)'

9)

and approximate p, = Zf’: il (W;| by a three state
mixture of these candidate states. Note that this descrip-
tion only provides three free parameters, as a; ; may be
chosen real with six of them fixed by orthonormality re-
lations and p; are fixed by the largest three eigenvalues
of p,. For all examples presented in this section, this
Ansatz reproduces p, with a fidelity of > 99%. Since
the displacement operator is equivalent to translations in
phase-space, this reveals the non-classical single-photon
and two-photon contributions as the origin of the Wigner
negativity.

Creating non-classical states by binning around the
first Rabi peak is possible for driving strengths up to
a ~ 1.5y/k as can be seen in Figure 3. For larger «,
however, binning around the first Rabi peak results again
in the k7 < 1 limit, discussed above, since the Rabi fre-
quency is = 2,/ka. Hence a bin size that only en-
compasses the first Rabi maximum requires 7 < 1//ka,
resulting in short bins for large . As we can see from
equation (7), this suppresses the single-photon contribu-
tion of p, as 1/a — 0, and p, becomes predominantly
coherent.

Up to this point, we have considered a noiseless two-
level emitter with perfect chiral emission into the waveg-
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Figure 3.  Wigner functions of p, at different o and vp =

0 = I'. The binning interval at given « is chosen to increase
the Wigner negativity at vp = 0 and always includes the first
Rabi-peak of the excited state population.

uide. These assumptions are bound to break in any ex-
perimental realisation, and we will now discuss the most
relevant noise sources and their impact.

First, imperfect chirality results in back-scattering and
the emission of photons outside the waveguide. These two
effects result in a spontaneous decay with rate I for a sin-
gle emitter. On the other hand, chiral two-level emitters
are commonly mesoscopic, artificial atoms with complex
inner structure and dynamics. For example, a Rydberg su-
peratom consists of a collection of individual atoms, which
are subject to thermal motion and intrinsic dipole-dipole
interactions. These effects impact the internal dynamics
of the excited state and are well described by an effec-
tive decay from the excited state |IW) into a non-radiating
state | D) with rate yp [23, 31].

Figure 4 shows the effect of these two noise-sources on
the Wigner function of the output light for a single emit-
ter and a coherent input with o = 0.5y/k. The Wigner
functions remain negative for moderate noise, while be-
coming more and more Gaussian for larger values of T’
and vp, respectively. Most notably, however, both noise
sources have qualitatively the same influence on p,. The
only noticeable difference is that the excitation transfer
~vp suppresses the Wigner negativity slightly more than
a similarly strong decay I'. This can be understood by
noting that both noise sources result in Poissonian loss of
excited state population, yet the decay into |D) also pro-
hibits absorption and re-emission of subsequent photons
into the mode v(t). However, as the binning interval is
chosen such that approximately only one such event oc-
curs, the difference to the spontaneous decay I' is minus-
cule. Eventually, as the noise becomes sufficiently strong,
the emitters becomes transparent to the incoming light
and we find p, = |\/Ta){(\/Ta|, consequently.

Multiple emitters

Many of the single emitter results can be directly gener-
alised to chains of multiple emitters. However, in a chain
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Figure 4. Wigner functions of p, at a = 0.51/k for different

I' and vp. The binning interval (to,to + 7) is the same for all
examples and was chosen to maximise the Wigner negativity
at ' =0=p.

of chirally coupled emitters the interaction (4) between
them and their collective decay through Dy substantially
impacts the dynamics of each individual emitter, mak-
ing it impossible for them to emit simultaneously into the
cavity at peak rates. Consequently, p, becomes even more
sensitive to the choice of the binning interval as some of
the competing effects become enhanced compared to the
single emitter case. This section elucidates the key dif-
ferences between the single emitter setup and the emit-
ter chain and discusses the impact of chiral waveguide-
mediated emitter interactions.

In the short binning limit k7 < 1, the cavity state p,
generated by M-emitters is a M + 1-state mixture of M-
photon added coherent states [41]

DY (V7a)p,D(v7e)
M M
=2 > {(Vrrodam)"(

K0 gain) )

n=0m=0
min(n,m)
ok Im—k){n — k|
- kZ:O Y e IV R

as each emitter contributes up to one photon to the cav-
ity. Yet, the Wigner function for the short bin density
matrix (10) will again be positive as the n-photon compo-
nents are suppressed by at least \/k7". Hence, sufficiently
broad time bins k7 ~ 1 are required to obtain non-classical
states p, like in the single emitter case.

Numerically, we find that a chain of emitters provides
the largest Wigner negativities when 7 is of the order of
one Rabi cycle 1/y/ka and for moderate driving strengths
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Figure 5. (a) Excited state population of the i-th emitter in a six emitter chain at o« = 0.5y/k. The grey shaded region

indicates the region which generally provide good bins for large Wigner negativities. The vertical dashed lines indicate the bin
for top row of figure panel (b), which shows the alternating pattern in the Wigner function, when binning in the emitters’
steady state. (b) bottom: Wigner functions for one to six emitters. The binning interval was numerically optimised for each

set of emitters and lie within the grey shaded region in figure panel (a).

a < V/k. Due to the emitter interactions Hgys, the excited
state dynamics for emitters at the chain’s end differ sig-
nificantly from those of the first emitter. Consequently,
we can no longer choose the interval (g, to + 7) such that
it includes centers on Rabi peaks for all emitters’ popula-
tions. On the other hand, we again find that binning in
the steady state inhibits Wigner negativity, and p, even
reduces to a simple coherent state |/7a)(y/Tal, when the
number of emitters is even, as we will explain in the fol-
lowing sections. Hence, we find the largest Wigner nega-
tivities when the bin (tg,tg 4+ 7) starts at the onset of the
excited state dynamics of the last emitter in the chain.
These results are exemplified in Figure 5, where we show
the dynamics of the emitters’ excited state populations,
panel (a), and the Wigner functions of p,, panel (b), for
chains of up to six emitters.

The Wigner functions exhibit alternating features de-
pending on whether of the number of emitters is even or
odd, which becomes more prominent the farther the bin-
ning interval reaches into the steady state region of the
excited state dynamics, Figure 5(b) top. This behaviour
is well explained by the Bethe-state solutions for propa-
gating photons in a chiral emitter-chain [12, 43], where the
eigenstates of the full photon-emitter system are classified
as scattering states and n-photon bound-states. When
scattering on a single emitter, each Bethe-state acquires
an energy E dependent phase

E —ikn?/2
bn = B 22 (11)
with n = 1 for the scattering states. For time bins in the
steady state regime we may ignore the ramp up process
of the incoming light at ¢ = 0 and approximate the in-
coming light by resonant plane waves. Consequently, the
light field primarily overlaps with the ' = 0 Bethe-states
and, after scattering at one emitter, every Bethe-state
obtains a phase factor —1. This then alters the photon
state depending on the number of Bethe-states involved in

the eigenstate decomposition. For example, a two-photon
state is decomposed into a product of two scattering states
plus a single two-photon bound state, so that only the
bound state picks up the —1-phase. Consequently, the
phases obtained by scattering at an even number of emit-
ters M in the steady state cancel each other, restoring
the initial photon state, while odd M change the photonic
state. More precisely, chains with even M produce coher-
ent output p, = |v/Ta){y/Ta|, as long as the bin (g, to+7)
overlaps with the steady state region of each emitter.

The bottom row of Figure 5 (b) shows the Wigner func-
tion for different M for early time bins outside the steady
state regime, which were chosen separately for each M
to maximise negativity. Qualitatively, we obtain similar
results as above except that negative features now also
occur for even M. The alternating pattern of the neg-
ative features again follow from the parity of the phase
factor (—1)™ obtained after scattering on M emitters.
The incoming light field may now be considered as reso-
nant planes waves plus a correction due to the ramp up
at t = 0, which allows for higher Wigner negativities than
in the steady state regime. In coordinate space, however,
the transfer matrix tg , acts as a convolution with ker-
nel 0(z) — HnQe_“”zm/QH(x). Therefore, the spatial pro-
file of the correction broadens after each subsequent emit-
ter, reducing its overlap with the projection mode v(t).
While we overall benefit from using multiple emitters in
the creation of non-classical p,, the general structure of
the Wigner functions are already known after studying
two emitters and the Wigner negativity eventually set-
tles to the respective steady state value. With respect to
maximizing the Wigner negativity, we find no significant
benefit in using more than M = 4 emitters.
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Figure 6. (a) Sketch of the Mach-Zehnder experiment. Light on the two input ports a and b interferes at the beam splitters

and measurements on the output ports a’ and b’ are used to estimate the unknown phase ¢. (b), (c) We use p,, generated
from one and two emitters respectively, at the input port a and a coherent state |v/Np) at port b to estimate ¢. The figures
show the improvement of the Ag-sensitivity and Cramér-Rao bound compared to shot noise Apsny = 1/4/Ng + Np at multiple
values vp. For any finite yp the optimal driving strength « and bin (fo,to + 7) depend little on N,. However, this is not the
case for a single emitter at yp = 0 and we choose to optimise at N, = 100, after which the sensitivities typically approach their

asymptotic values. (d) At high decay yp = 2« multiple emitters provide more noise-resilient Ap-sensitivity improvements.

Application example: Interferometry

The best achievable precision with this estimator is

. AJ,
The creation of the non-classical state of light p, relies Ap = min 207) (13)
purely on the interaction of the classical state |«) with the ’ ‘ oy

emitters and is thus deterministic, making p, of interest
for applications where no post-selection is desired. How-
ever, we have to keep in mind that the scattering of the
coherent input on the emitters produces light in multiple
orthogonal modes. Our approach cannot describe the en-
tire photon state at time ¢y + 7, nor do we account for
all photons within the spatial bin (¢g, ¢ + 7). This lack
of information implies that p, is not directly accessible
in potential applications. In this section, we remedy this
shortcoming and show an example how p, may be used in
quantum metrology experiments.

The cavity state p, does not account for all photons in
the time bin (tg,tg 4+ 7), as we only considered a single
temporal mode v(t). Nevertheless, we may use the light
emitted from the emitter-chain in places where we want to
use p, as a resource, as long as mode-mixing does not oc-
cur, since we can selectively measure the light in mode v(t)
via homodyne detection. This is the case in experiments
consisting of linear optical devices. Under this constraint,
we discuss a possible application in quantum metrology
where the combination of p, and a coherent state as the
two inputs to a Mach-Zehnder interferometer can outper-
form the standard quantum limit of interferometry.

We consider the setup depicted in Figure 6 (a), where
an unknown phase ¢ in one of the interferometer arms
shall be determined. In the standard quantum limit of
interferometry [44, 45] coherent light is used, and ¢ is
estimated by the intensity-difference at the output ports

Mg — Ny

J, = 5

(12)

and yields shot-noise precision Apgy = 1/ VN in the stan-
dard quantum limit, where N is the total number of pho-
tons in both input ports. The precision of a given esti-
mator, however, may be significantly improved when non-
classical states are used as input ports [16, 17].

The single-emitter-p, achieves such an improvement
in Ap when interfering with a sufficiently strong co-
herent state |\/Np). Figure 6 (b) shows the obtained
precision, which consistently beats the shot noise limit
Apsn = 1/4v/N, + N, already for moderate photon num-
bers N, > 10. For a fair comparison, we calculate the
shot-noise with no emitter present, i.e., N, = 7|a|?, where
all photons in the time bin (¢g,to + 7) can contribute
to the measurement. In the asymptotic limit and with
weak decay vp = 0.1k, we numerically find an improve-
ment of about 10 % with the estimator J,. The Cramér-
Rao bound, which bounds the highest obtainable precision
with any estimator, reveals the possibility to more than
double the sensitivity improvement to 21 %. The auxiliary
state p, should be compared to squeezed vacuum states,
which are the typically used to improve the sensitivity. A
squeezed state with the same mean photon number as p,
provides an improvement of 30 %. While squeezed states
outperform p,, the simplicity of creating p, still renders
it a promising alternative.

As we have seen in the last section, we generally should
not expect any major benefits in using more than 2 emit-
ters to generate nonclassicality in p, in absence of noise.
This is verified by the results in Figure 6 (c), which
shows the Cramér-Rao bound and Ap compared to shot



noise precision for p, generated with two emitters. While
the sensitivity-improvement falls well below the single-
emitter-p, results, it becomes far more resilient to dis-
sipation. We explain this as follows: Once the decay rate
becomes the dominant timescale our previous bound-state
analysis is no longer valid, and the light after an emitter
differs only slightly from the incoming state as already
shown in Figure 3. These small corrections, however, are
amplified by scattering multiple times. Thus adding more
emitters in the high dissipation regime can enhance the
non-classical features and thus provide a robust sensitiv-
ity improvement. As can be seen in Figure 6 (d), even
for large decay rates yp = 2x we can still beat shot noise
with the standard estimator (12) by almost 5 %.

CONCLUSION

In summary, we have used the input-output theory to
show that coherently driven chains of quantum emitters
generate light modes with non-classical number statistics.
However, with the current setup of a constant driving
field and the flat mode v(t), the obtained non-classicality
depends strongly on the chosen binning interval, espe-
cially since the emission in the steady-state regime shows
weak features of non-classicality. We saw that the non-
classicality originates from the emission of a single energy
quanta after the decay of one of the emitters. There-
fore, we propose that an individual emitter, periodically
driven between |G) and |W), will produce stronger non-
classicalities, while also being less sensitive to the exact
binning parameters, as long as the binning width 7 is com-
mensurable to the emitter’s period.

A periodic evolution of the emitter state is only possi-
ble for time-dependent driving strengths «(t). While our
formalism allows the study of non-constant «(t) without
any modification, we expect many of the observed effects
to change. For example, we expect that it becomes bene-
ficial under time-dependent driving to use more than two
superatoms for the generation of non-classical light, as the
alternating pattern in the Wigner functions was only ob-
served due to the large overlap of the driving field with
the £ = 0 Bethe-states. This will not be the case, how-
ever, when a(t) changes significantly on timescales 1/x.
At the same time, we also expect that the temporal pro-
file of the output mode v(t) in the interval (to,to + 7)
should also change in time to better suit the non-constant
drive. The optimal profile of v(t), however, likely has to
be determined by numerical optimisation.

Since chiral waveguides are implemented in many sys-
tems, like superconducting circuits [26, 27], photonic crys-
tal waveguides [21, 28, 29], or Rydberg superatoms [31],
and since p, is directly accessible in linear quantum opti-
cal systems and via homodyne detection, we identify the
proposed setup as a promising candidate for the creation
of non-classical states of light.
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Short bin density matrix

The density matrix p, of the photons in mode v can be found by explicitly calculating each matrix element as

1

n,— ! v [
(0o )man = ()]} = = (G100 ), (14)
Here, : f(bl,b,) : denotes the normal ordering of f(bl,b,). Since
1 to+T1
by = \7[ dt(a 4+ VEo G (1)), (15)
0

the relation (14) for p, generally yields out-of-time-ordered correlation functions and thus determining p, is impractical
in most situations. However, for k7 < 1 we may approximate b, ~ /7 (a + \/Egalam(to)), and thus calculate p, from
the emitters’ density matrix at time #g.
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Assuming M chiral emitter we can expand the expectation value in (14) as

o _\k
: (bi)ne_bzbu b =y Z ( ];) (o + \/Eajhain)mrk (a+ \/Eac;lain)m+k

+
- \/’” " Z n n fa’cham Z ™" m \/>O'cha,1n)
n=0

m=0
X}i} T|a| (n;rk)(m;:k) (16)

Due to the coherent drive it is expected that p, possesses large overlap with |\/7«). Therefore, we extract a factor
e~ from the k-summation by inserting 1 = e_T|°“zeT‘0‘|2, expanding the positive exponential and thereon collecting
all terms of equal power in (7|a|?)*, resulting in

(b))t = (Vra®)” Ma)me—”'zZé(%‘) fl(ﬂf

a* m!

n=0 m=0 a
> T\ 2yk K . ~ .
< ria) S (5) s i2m iy
M n M _ m
= Valmi(m|v7a)(Vraln) 3 = (fgih*““) > o (e
n=0 m=0
X i w AF (n + 2)2(m 4 )2 (17)
gl =0 '

k=0

Here, we introduced 22 = z(x — 1) ... (z —n + 1) the falling factorial, and the forward difference operator A, defined
as Af(z) = f(z +1) — f(z). For the simplification in the second step we used

k
(1 270 = 30 () e (19)

=0

Next, we eliminate n and m from (17) by using the number operator n|n) = bTb|n) and find the density matrix

pviig!%«(\/ﬁaehm) (facham)~>

a* a

(bTb+x)m\fa><fa|(bTb+x)@

It already is evident that p, is generated from the coherent state |\/Ta) (/7| by application of an operator which is a
function in b'b. Next, we show that this operator only adds up to M photons to p, and find p, in a Fock-state-basis.

The algebra of finite differences with falling factorials posses many similarities to the derivatives of monomials,
e.g. Ax™ = nx"=L1 and one finds the generalised product rule Afg = (Af)g+ f(Ag) + (Af)(Ag). Thus it is evident
that (19) will only consist of falling factorials of the number operator, which directly translate into normal ordered
powers (bTb)2 =: (bTb)™ :. Therefore, p, in (19) is invariant under the set of replacements

A = (O + 0y + 0,0,)

(19)

=0 z=0=y
(blb+2)V7a) = : (b'b+a)™ : [y/7a) = (v7ab! +2)™|v/7a) = D(v7a)(v7ab! +rlaf +2)™0)  (20)
(VTa|(b'b+2)™ = (VTal: (bTb+y)" : = (VTa|(VTab+y)" = (0|(vVTa'b+ 7lal + y)"DI (VTa).  (21)
We now perform the k-summation, which yields two translation operators Tz,y(—7|a\2) for x,y and the operator
exp(—7|al?0,0,). The translation operators cancel the 7|a|? terms in (20) and (21). After rescaling z, y, we end up
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with the density matrix

M M
11 I3 N A ™ 7
D (V7a)p, D(V7a) = 30 3 iy { (VATo i) (VATogm) ™) e %% (1 +2) " 0){0](b+ )
A=0m=0 T
M M min(7,m) ~ -
+ 7 -\ k [m — k) (7 — k|
= <( KTUchain) ( "m—o—chain) > (_1) = = : (22)

bpe N e

Here, the right hand side is spanned by the truncated Fock space {|0),...,|M)}, which is to say that p, generally is

a (M + 1)-state mixture of M-photon added coherent states in the short bin limit k7 < 1.
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