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Collective light emission and multi-qubit dynamics of solid-state quantum emitters are affected
both by their coupling to the light field and to lattice vibrations. The effect of phonons on quantum
emitters is twofold: polaron formation is described by ultrafast non-markovian dynamics, while
slower dephasing is well described by exponential decay. Of the two temperature-dependent pro-
cesses, the effect of the former on the collective emission and the entanglement decay of emitters
is usually not modeled, and also the latter is sometimes neglected. Here we propose and compare
two methods that are efficient also for several emitters: the first method concatenates the fast and
slow phonon dynamics, and the second is the polaron method. For a single quantum emitter, we
show that the dynamical equations are identical in both methods, while predictions for two or more
emitters also agree very well. Both of our methods incorporate non-markovian dynamics due to
phonons demonstrating the temperature sensitivity of the collective photon emission. Utilizing a
simplified markovian model instead may not be accurate enough especially for quantum information
applications: for example, we show how the markovian model may considerably overestimate the
two-emitter concurrence, except at very low temperatures. Our concatenation and polaron methods
can be applied to an arbitrary number and type of quantum emitters, and beyond the bulk GaAs
environment that we consider here. Especially the concatenation method can take phonon effects
into account at the same computational cost as modelling the emitter-photon interaction alone.
Finally, we present approximate analytical expressions for the collective emission spectrum for N
emitters on a one-dimensional chain.

I. INTRODUCTION

With quantum information processing and sensing ap-
plications in mind, in recent years, there has been a surge
of research in generating single-photon emitters. Vari-
ous strategies have been explored to fabricate arrays of
them [1–4], which may exhibit collective emission (sub-
and superradiance) with potential applications in photo-
voltaics [5, 6], energy harvesting complexes [7, 8], super-
radiant lasers [9, 10], and quantum memories [11]. Su-
perradiance at very low temperatures has already been
demonstrated in solid-state systems such as quantum
dots and nitrogen-vacancy centers in diamond [12–14].
Phonon-induced decoherence make the observation of
room-temperature superradiance usually very challeng-
ing, so its recent observation in perovskites is remark-
able [15]. Another recent breakthrough is the observation
of controllable collective emission by two distant quan-
tum dots [16].

Considerable work has already been dedicated to mod-
eling the collective effects with emitters interacting with
only the photon bath [8, 17–26]. Usually, the markovian
approximation is excellent for the photon bath, as spec-
tral features of the bath do not vary much within the
linewidths of the emitters. In the strong-coupling regime
of cavity QED and in some other carefully engineered
situations [27–29] the markovian approximation for the
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photon bath is no longer valid. Such situations are not
considered here.
On the other hand, solid-state emitters also interact

with phonon baths, for which the markovian approxi-
mation is typically less well justified [6, 7, 30–33]. One
of the main goals of our work is to propose novel and
computationally efficient methods for collective emission
in solid-state environments, to obtain simple analytical
results that give maximum physical insight with few ap-
proximations.
Already for a single solid-state emitter, modeling the

emission characteristics can become a complex affair, as
it depends on both emitter-photon and emitter-phonon
interactions, but master equations that account for both
types of interactions have already been utilized to ex-
plain and stimulate fascinating experiments [34–37]. A
weak system-bath coupling justifies the common second-
order perturbation approximation, resulting in compu-
tationally convenient master equations of the Redfield
or Lindblad types. These equations become less accu-
rate not only under stronger system-bath coupling but
also at higher temperatures, as they do not capture the
non-markovian dynamics of the quantum emitter due to
interactions with phonons [34, 35, 38].
The non-markovian dephasing dynamics of a quantum

emitter in a bulk phonon bath is typically orders of mag-
nitude faster than its photon emission dynamics. This
can be exploited in calculations of the dynamics to ob-
tain both physical insight and computational efficiency,
for example, in the initial-slip scheme and its augmented
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form the concatenation scheme [39–43]. In the initial-slip
scheme, the effect of the ultrafast initial non-markovian
phonon dynamics is accounted for only by modifying the
initial state for a markovian master equation of the quan-
tum system [41, 42]. The concatenation scheme, on the
other hand, concatenates the initial non-markovian dy-
namics obtained from the second-order perturbation the-
ory with the subsequent markovian dynamics, giving a
more accurate description of the system dynamics at all
relevant time scales [43].

Here we adopt such a concatenation approach, but we
generalize it in three important ways: first, we replace
the second-order perturbation theory with the exact fast
first-order phonon dynamics. Second, we also take the
slower second-order phonon dynamics into account, in
the markovian approximation, following Refs. [44–46].
Third, we make a generalization from one emitter to N
interacting emitters.

We compare multi-emitter spectra in the resulting
concatenation approach with spectra obtained with a
second powerful approach to deal with non-markovian
phonon dynamics, namely the well-known polaron ap-
proach [6, 7, 35, 38, 45, 47–62], that we here also gener-
alize to N emitters.

The polaron master equation is obtained after trans-
forming the Hamiltonian into the so-called polaron frame,
resulting in non-additive interactions between photon
and phonon baths [55, 58]. The polaron approach is the
more accurate yet more complex approach of the two.
Therefore, one of our main aims is to study how well the
multi-emitter spectra agree in the two approaches.

Although we will not make use of them here, it is im-
portant to mention that there also exist numerically ex-
act methods [63–66]. We study collective emission under
the influence of phonons as an initial-value problem. By
not explicitly modeling the excitation pulse, we work in
the weak-driving limit, where the polaron method be-
comes exact [57]. For strong driving in combination with
strong phonon coupling, not considered here, the exact
numerical approaches are better suited [63–66]. An ad-
vantage of using the polaron method for our analysis is
that it allows us to obtain analytical results that can be
compared with the concatenation approach. Moreover,
both methods can be generalized to multi-emitter prob-
lems in computationally efficient ways.

In Sec. II, we describe the interaction of the emitter(s)
with the phonon and photon baths using the concate-
nation scheme and the polaron method for three differ-
ent scenarios corresponding to one, two and more than
two emitters. First, in Sec. IIA we show that the agree-
ment between our non-markovian concatenation and po-
laron methods for single emitter stems from different
timescales of emitter-phonon and emitter-photon interac-
tions. In Sec. II B, we extend this to two emitters, where
the agreement between the two methods is no longer ex-
act, because only the polaron method accounts for the
non-additive interaction between the phonon and pho-
ton bath, resulting in phonon-bath dependent collective

decay rates. Still our quantitative predictions from both
methods agree very well. In this section we also dis-
cuss the entanglement dynamics between two emitters
(“qubits”) which is overestimated by the commonly used
markovian models. Our non-markovian models on the
other hand give analytical predictions for their fast ini-
tial entanglement decay at finite temperatures. We ex-
pect collective emission by three or more solid-state emit-
ters to become experimentally feasible in the near future.
Thus, in Sec. II C, we generalize the polaron method and
our concatenation scheme for N emitters in a 1D chain.
Both methods can efficiently describe non-markovian ef-
fects on collective emission by many emitters. As an
example we will present results for N = 8. We conclude
in Sec. III. Furthermore, we support our main results by
detailed calculations in the Appendices.

II. EMITTER(S) INTERACTING WITH
PHOTON AND PHONON BATHS

A. Scenario I : N = 1

Let us now introduce our model Hamiltonian and some
assumptions, first for a single emitter, before discussing
single-emitter and multi-emitter spectra. An emitter
coupled to both the phonon and photon bath can be de-
scribed by the Hamiltonian

H1e = H0+He−pt+H(e−pn)1+H(e−pn)2+Hpt+Hpn, (1)

where the superscript ‘1e’ indicates that here we are first
considering the Hamiltonian of a single emitter. Here

Hpt =
∑

q ωqa
†
qaq and Hpn =

∑
k ωkb

†
kbk are the photon

and phonon bath Hamiltonians, respectively and we work
in the units of ℏ = 1. H0 = ω0σ

†σ is the system Hamil-
tonian describing a two-level emitter with resonance fre-
quency ω0, while σ, (σ

†) is the lowering (raising) atomic
operator. He−pt =

∑
q(hqaq + h∗qa

†
q)σ

† + h.c., describes
the emitter-photon coupling modeled within the dipole
approximation, with hq the coupling between the emit-
ter and the photon field of mode q and aq (a†q) is the
corresponding photon annihilation (creation) operator.
The mode index q labels both the wavevector and corre-
sponding polarization indices of transverse plane waves.

Likewise, the bk (b†k) are phonon annihilation (creation)
operators.
To be specific, we will use the material parameters that

describe the emitter-acoustic phonon coupling in bulk
GaAs [46, 56, 67, 68]. The dominant electron-phonon
coupling in quantum dots is deformation-potential cou-
pling to longitudinal acoustic (LA) phonons, and we will
disregard other couplings [69]. This results in a three-
dimensional (3D) phonon spectral density Jpn(ω) =∑

k |gk|2δ(ω − ωk) = αω3exp(−ω2/ω2
c ) where gk is the

emitter-phonon coupling constant, α is the deformation
potential coupling constant and ωc is the cutoff frequency
which is given by the ratio of the speed of sound and the
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size of the QD [38]. For the light-matter coupling, for
simplicity we will also consider bulk GaAs. We neglect
photon loss, which is an excellent approximation at inter-
emitter distance scales of micrometers or below on which
emission can be collective.

Our model Hamiltonian defined in (1) contains two
types of emitter-phonon interactions that both will af-
fect emission spectra. In the presence of phonons,
an excited emitter undergoes a fast non-markovian de-
phasing on the picosecond scale, followed by a slower
dephasing responsible for the temperature-dependent
broadening of the zero-phonon line (ZPL) [44, 45, 70]
(see Appendix A). The linear emitter-phonon coupling

H(e−pn)1
= σ†σ

∑
k gkb

†
k + h.c. is responsible for the fast

dephasing.
The excitation of the emitter leads to a sudden change

in the charge configuration of the lattice, resulting in a
fast decay of coherence of the emitter until the lattice en-
ergy is renormalized to a new equilibrium. At this point,
a polaron is formed in the ionic lattice, at the character-
istic time τ = τP [71]. For GaAs, we estimate τP ≈ 2 ps
(see Appendix A). The slower dephasing is modeled by
a quadratic coupling between the emitter and phonons

H(e−pn)2
= σ†σ

∑
k,k′ fk,k′(b†k + bk)(b

†
k′ + bk′) where fk,k′

describes phonon-assisted virtual transitions to higher-
lying states of the emitter that cause an inelastic scat-
tering of phonons from mode k to k′ [44, 45]. This leads
to markovian pure dephasing of the excited state of the
emitter with a dephasing time 1/γpd, where γpd is the
dephasing rate [44].

Having specified our complete Hamiltonian, we now
first calculate single-emitter dynamics in the concatena-
tion approach, which is expected to be accurate because
the initial polaron formation is much faster than spon-
taneous emission and markovian phonon pure dephas-
ing. The initial non-markovian dynamics is therefore gov-
erned by the Hamiltonian H1e

NM = H0 +H(e−pn)1 +Hpn,
which is an instance of the exactly solvable independent
boson model (see Refs. [47, 50, 69] and Appendix B). We
then use the exact unitary operator associated withH1e

NM,
to calculate the two-time field correlation [20] using the
non-markovian evolution (see [38] and Appendix B),

g(1)(τ) = γ⟨σ†σ(τ)⟩NME = γρeeC(τ)e−iω′
0τ , τ ≤ τP.

(2)
Here ρee = ⟨e|ρ(0)|e⟩ is the population of the ex-
cited state at the initial time t = 0, C(τ) =
C∞(T )exp(ϕ(τ)) is the phonon correlation function
with C∞(T ) = exp(−

∫∞
0
dωJpn(ω) coth(βω/2)/ω

2) its
steady-state value, where β = 1/kBT is the inverse
temperature and kB the Boltzmann constant. Notice
that we have made the temperature dependence of this
steady-state value explicit, which we will use hence-
forth. C∞(T ) is referred to as the Franck-Condon fac-
tor and describes the overlap of the displaced phonon
state and the phonon ground state. Furthermore, ϕ(τ) =∫∞
0
dωJpn(ω) (cos(ωτ) coth(βω/2)− i sin(ωτ))/ω2 is the

phonon propagator and ω′
0 = ω0 −

∫
dωJpn(ω)/ω, where

the reorganization energy
∫
dωJpn(ω)/ω is also known as

the polaron shift [50].
The subsequent dynamics at τ > τP is modeled within

the markovian approximation and encompasses both
spontaneous decay and the quadratic emitter-phonon
coupling, as described by the Hamiltonian H1e

MK =
H0 + He−pt + H(e−pn)2

+ Hpt + Hpn. This leads in
the usual way to a master equation of the Lindblad
form, dρ/dt = γDσ(ρ)+2γpd(T )Dσ†σ(ρ), where Dσ(ρ) =
(σρσ† − 1/2{σ†σ, ρ}+) describes the spontaneous decay
with a decay rate γ, and where {}+ is the anticommuta-
tor. The dissipator Dσ†σ(ρ) describes the temperature-
dependent pure dephasing of the excited emitter state
at the rate γpd(T ) due to the quadratic phonon interac-
tion, which has been calculated for GaAs quantum dots
in [45, 46] (see also Appendix A). Our concatenation ap-
proach is consistent as long as markovian phonon pure de-
phasing and spontaneous decay are negligible on the time
scale τP, i.e. exp(−ΓτP) ≈ 1, where Γ ≡ γ/2 + γpd(T ).
For times τ > τP we can apply the quantum regression
theorem (QRT) [72] and find from our concatenation ap-
proach at all times the field correlation (see Appendix B
for details)

g(1)(τ) = γρeeC(τ)e−(Γ+iω′
0)τ . (3)

This first-order correlation function can be measured ex-
perimentally [59, 70].
Interestingly, for a single quantum emitter, polaron

theory predicts exactly the same two-time correlation as
in (3) [38, 45, 54, 73, 74]. We will introduce the polaron
theory below in Sec. II B, but in brief, the equivalence be-
tween both approaches is related to the fact that also in
polaron theory, it is assumed that the polaron formation
happens on a faster time scale than all other processes.
We think it is simpler and offers more physical insight
to use our concatenation approach to arrive at Eq. (3).
Regardless, both methods agree on markovian and non-
markovian effects due to the emitter-phonon coupling.
For later use, we also briefly review the correspond-

ing known single-emitter frequency spectrum that can be
obtained from the first-order correlation function by uti-
lizing the optical Wiener-Khinchin theorem [72]. In the
frequency spectrum S(ω), the fast initial phonon-assisted
non-markovian decay of the correlations results in broad
meV-range sidebands, while the subsequent slow marko-
vian decay due to photons and phonons results in a finite
linewidth of the ZPL due to spontaneous emission and a
further broadening of the ZPL due to pure phonon de-
phasing [44, 45, 47, 50, 56]. In Appendix A we depict the
emission spectrum using (3), demonstrating the temper-
ature dependence of photon emission into the ZPL and
sidebands.

The total spectrum S(ω) can be written as SZPL(ω) +
SSB(ω), i.e. the sum of the contributions from the ZPL
and from the sidebands. The contribution of only the
ZPL to the total spectrum can be singled out by mak-
ing in Eq. (3) the replacement C(τ) → C∞(T ) [6, 54].
In this approximation, the concatenation scheme reduces
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to the initial-slip scheme where C∞(T ) provides the ini-
tial condition for the evolution of the markovian master
equation. The approximation results in an analytical ex-
pression for the spectrum near the zero-phonon line of
the form S1e

ZPL(ω) = C∞(T )γρeeΓ/((ω−ω′
0)

2+Γ2). Thus
C∞(T ) also measures the proportion of the emission that
is channeled into the ZPL [54, 74]. Materials and oper-
ating temperatures T such that C∞(T ) is closer to unity
are more interesting for quantum information process-
ing applications. To summarize this section, we studied
the dynamics of a single emitter interacting with both
phonon and photon baths, and we found an exact agree-
ment between our concatenation and polaron methods.

B. Scenario II : N = 2

Next, we extend our approach to two identical emit-
ters. Frequency tuning real solid-state emitters such that
they become optically identical is an art in itself [16, 31].
For definiteness, we assume the two emitters to be em-
bedded in bulk GaAs and separated by a distance r12,
both interacting with the photon and phonon baths. This
can be described by the Hamiltonian

H2e =

2∑
n=1

(
H

(n)
0 +H

(n)
e−pt +H

(n)
(e−pn)1

+H
(n)
(e−pn)2

)
+Hpt +Hpn, (4)

where we use the same nomenclature as in Sec. II A ex-
cept that now the coupling constants h

(n)
q , g

(n)
k and f

(n)
k,k′

depend on the position of the n-th emitter.
To solve the two-emitter dynamics, we first use our

concatenation method. From the Heisenberg equa-
tions of motion corresponding to the Hamiltonian (4),
we find the first-order correlation function g(1)(τ) =∑2

n,m=1 γnm⟨σ†
nσm(τ)⟩ where γnm are the inter-emitter

decay rates when n ̸= m and single-emitter decay rates
associated with the n-th emitter otherwise [20]. Similar
to Sec. IIA, the initial dynamics will again be dominated
by the linear emitter-phonon coupling, now given by

the Hamiltonian H2e
NM =

∑2
n=1

(
H

(n)
0 +H

(n)
e−pn

)
+ Hpn.

Then we can express the total correlation as (see Ap-
pendix C),

g(1)(τ) = C(τ)
2∑

n,m=1

γnmρnme
−iω′

0τ , τ ≤ τP, (5)

where ρnm = ⟨n|ρ(0)|m⟩, with |n⟩ representing the state
in the single excitation subspace.

After the non-markovian phonon correlations have
reached a steady state, we next consider in our con-
catenation method only the markovian effects due to
the photon and photon baths, given by the Hamiltonian

H2e
MK =

∑2
n=1(H

(n)
0 + H

(n)
e−pt + H

(n)
(e−pn)2

) + Hpt + Hpn.

Similar to the single-emitter case, the emitter-photon

and the quadratic phonon interactions can be accurately
described by a markovian master equation, which for
the two identical emitters can be written as dρ/dt =
−i[Hs, ρ]+γ+Dσ+

(ρ)+γ−Dσ−(ρ)+2γpd(T )(Dσ†
+σ+

(ρ)+

Dσ†
−σ−

(ρ)). This master equation is in diagonal form and

describes both collective photon emission and dephasing
due to local phonon baths [20, 24]. The local phonon cor-
relations due to an excited emitter become uncorrelated
at τ > τP since C(τ) → C∞(T ). This gives a phonon
correlation length LP = cτP, where c is the speed of
sound. Since we work in the single-excitation regime and
we chose the inter-emitter separations r12 > LP, the po-
laron formation occurs on a shorter time than the travel
time for phonons to adjacent emitters. Therefore we as-
sume uncorrelated inter-emitter phonon correlations im-
plying independent phonon baths. The diagonalization
of the master equation was achieved by using the sym-
metric operator σ+ = (σ1+σ2)/

√
2 and its antisymmetric

counterpart σ− = (σ1 − σ2)/
√
2. The collective emission

is characterized by the superradiant (subradiant) decay
rates Γ+ = γ+/2 + γpd(T ) (Γ− = γ−/2 + γpd(T )), where
γ± = γ±γcol since we assumed the emitters to be identi-
cal and in a bulk environment, they have identical decay
rates, i.e., γ11 = γ22 ≡ γ, while γ12 = γ21 ≡ γcol is the
inter-emitter decay rate. The factor C(τ) in the correla-
tion function (5) incorporates the coherent evolution of
emitters influenced by a linear coupling of phonon modes
at a picosecond timescale where the markovian effects
due to phonons and photons are irrelevant. This initial
evolution does not change emitter populations but leads
to phonon-induced decoherence. On the other hand, the
effect of the photon bath at τ > τP in this two-emitter
configuration induces not only decay but also results in
frequency renormalization, called the Lamb shift, which
is reflected in the coherent part of the markovian master

equation via the Hamiltonian Hs = ωcol(σ
†
+σ+ − σ†

−σ−),
where ωcol is the collective Lamb shift. For bulk GaAs,
the inter-emitter decay rates γcol and collective Lamb
shifts ωcol depend strongly on the distance r12 between
the embedded emitters; in an H-aggregate configuration,
where the parallel dipoles are orthogonal to r12, they
are given by γcol/γ ∝ sinϑ/ϑ + cosϑ/ϑ2 − sinϑ/ϑ3 and
ωcol/γ ∝ − cosϑ/ϑ + sinϑ/ϑ2 + cosϑ/ϑ3. Here, ϑ =
nq′0r12 with q′0 the wavevector associated to the phonon-
renormalized emitter resonance frequency ω′

0, and n is
the refractive index of GaAs [20, 75]. The eigenstates
associated with these two-emitter configurations in the
diagonal representation are ω′

0 ± ωcol.
We once again concatenate the non-markovian dynam-

ics of (5) with the markovian dynamics that is calculated
by the QRT, to arrive at the first-order correlation func-
tion at all times (see Appendix C for details)

g(1)(τ) = C(τ)
∑

l∈(+,−)

γlρlle
−(Γl+iω′

l)τ , ∀τ, (6)

where ω′
l = ω′

0 ± ωcol and Γl = Γ±. The calculation of
(6) is made in the collective basis where ρll = ⟨±|ρ(0)|±⟩,
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with |+⟩ = (|e, g⟩+ |g, e⟩)/
√
2 is the collective symmetric

and |−⟩ = (|e, g⟩ − |g, e⟩)/
√
2 the collective antisymmet-

ric state. Since the collective effects manifest themselves
in the µeV range around the ZPL, while phonon side-
bands are spread across the meV range, we can suppress
these sidebands with a similar procedure as before for
the single emitter, which transforms the concatenation
scheme to the simpler initial-slip scheme [41, 43]. This
aids in deducing an analytical expression for the emission
spectrum near the ZPL in the two-emitter configuration,

S2e
ZPL(ω) = C∞(T )

∑
l∈(+,−)

γlρll(t)Γl/
(
(ω − ω′

l)
2 + Γ2

l

)
,

(7)
where we sum over the symmetric and antisymmetric
eigenstates. The spectrum (7) clearly will show the
effects of collective emission, while also reflecting non-
markovian behavior of the phonon bath.

Now, turning to the polaron method, we subject the
two-emitter Hamiltonian H2e to the unitary transfor-
mation H̃2e = exp(S)H2eexp(−S) where exp(S) =

exp(
∑2

n=1 Sn), and Sn = (g
(n)
k b† − g

∗(n)
k b)/ωk, to set

the stage to derive a polaron master equation (PE) (see

Appendix D for derivation). From H̃2e we can cal-
culate the first-order correlation function as g(1)(τ) =∑2

n,m=1 Cnm(τ)γnm⟨σ†
nσm(τ)⟩PE, where the two-time

correlation function is evaluated with the help of the
polaron master equation. Here Cnm(τ) is the phonon
bath correlation function defined as Cnm(τ) = C(τ)
when n = m and C∞(T ) when n ̸= m [6]. Ex-
pressing g(1)(τ) in the diagonal form using the sym-
metric (σ+) and antisymmetric operators (σ−) as be-
fore, while neglecting the sidebands, we obtain g(1)(τ) =

C∞(T )
∑

l∈(+,−) γl⟨σ
†
l σl(τ)⟩DPE, where now the correla-

tion is evaluated using the diagonal form of the two-
emitter polaron master equation (DPE)

dρ

dt
= −i[HP, ρ] + Υ+Dσ+

(ρ) + Υ−Dσ−(ρ)

+ 2γpd(T )
(
Dσ†

+σ+
(ρ) +Dσ†

−σ−
(ρ)
)
. (8)

Here Υ± = γ ± C∞(T )γcol and Ωcol = C∞(T )ωcol are
the phonon-renormalized temperature-dependent collec-
tive decay rate and Lamb shift respectively (see Ap-

pendix E for details) and HP =
∑

l∈(+,−) Ω
′
lσ

†
l σl where

Ω′
± = ω′

0 ± Ωcol are the eigenenergies. Here, one can no-
tice that the single emitter decay rate is not influenced by
the phonon bath, which is a consequence of the marko-
vian approximation in the photon bath. On the other
hand, the inter-emitter decay rates do exhibit a non-
additive phonon influence, see Appendix E. Thus we can
evaluate the first-order correlation function through the
QRT utilizing (8), which results in the ZPL contribution
to the spectrum as

S2e
ZPL(ω) = C∞(T )

∑
l∈(+,−)

γlρll(t)𭟋l

/ (
(ω − Ω′

l)
2 +𭟋2

l

)
,

(9)

Figure 1. Temperature-dependent emission spectra for two
identical emitters prepared in the initial state |ψ(0)⟩ = |e, g⟩,
separated by a distance of λ/25, calculated using the concate-
nation approach (in blue) and the polaron approach (in red).
Simulation parameters: refractive index n = 3.5; λ = 940 nm;
γ = 850 MHz; α = 0.025; ωc = 1.49ps−1 and the size of the
quantum dots is 4.5 nm.

where 𭟋l = Υl/2 + γpd(T ). This concludes the deriva-
tion of the two-emitter spectra in the concatenation and
the polaron approaches, where in both cases we provided
analytical approximations for the ZPL parts.

1. Comparison of concatenation and polaron methods

In this section, we investigate the differences in the two
approaches (concatenation scheme and polaron method)
in the ZPL spectra by using the combined initial state
of the two atoms as |ψ(0)⟩ = |e, g⟩, a localized exci-
tation which equivalently can be written as |ψ(0)⟩ =

1/
√
2(|+⟩+ |−⟩). This choice of initial state will result in

a contribution from both terms in the emission spectrum
in (7) ((9)), showing up as two distinct peaks, a higher-
energy superradiant and a lower-energy subradiant peak,
separated by the collective Lamb shift, ω′

+ − ω′
− = 2ωcol

(Ω′
+ − Ω′

− = 2Ωcol). The population dynamics corre-
sponding to this initial state manifests as bi-exponential
decay, as illustrated in Appendix F.
In Fig. 1 we depict the ZPL emission spectra based

on (7) ((9)) for four different temperatures and r12 =
λ/25 (see Appendix F for spectrum with r12 = λ/15).
We choose these short distances for bulk GaAs with the
aim to see a clear manifestation of superradiant and sub-
radiant emission; to observe similar spectra for longer
distances, waveguide geometries can be used instead [16].
The widths of the peaks in Fig. 1 correspond to super-
radiant and subradiant decay rates, given by Γ+ and Γ−
(𭟋+ and 𭟋−). A very close agreement between the two
approaches can be observed. The agreement is best at the
lowest and highest temperatures shown, while at inter-
mediate temperatures, the agreement is still good. The
decay rate enhancement Γ+/Γ− can be used to quan-
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tify the collective emission [16], and it has the value of
13.1 ≈ 𭟋+/𭟋−, at T = 1 K and approaches unity at high
temperatures, as shown in Fig. 1. The emission spectra
obtained with the two methods are different, because the
collective decay rate Υcol(T ) and collective Lamb shift
Ωcol(T ) in the polaron approach are temperature depen-
dent due to phonon renormalization, while such a renor-
malization is not accounted for in the concatenation ap-
proach (see Appendix E and Ref. [6]). This results in
slightly different widths of the emission peaks and their
respective resonance positions.

We will now quantify how much the ZPL spectra ob-
tained with two methods agree. Fig. 2(a) depicts the ra-
tio of the polaron-renormalized collective emission rates
(Ωcol and Υcol) and the collective rates obtained from the
concatenation scheme (ωcol and γcol), which is equal to
C∞(T), which therefore measures the variation in the res-
onance position and the width of the resonance peaks in
the two methods. Fig. 2(b) shows very similar overall de-
cay rates in both methods: since C∞(T ) differs negligibly
from unity at very low temperatures, while at the high-
est temperatures the markovian phonon pure dephasing
dominates, with the same value for γpd(T ) in both meth-
ods, we find only small differences between the overall
decay rates Γ± and 𭟋± at all temperatures. We can also
define a relative difference between the two methods as
∆ ≡ 100(CS − PM)/CS, where CS = Γ+ + Γ− + 2ωcol

constitutes parameters deduced from the concatenation
scheme while PM = 𭟋+ + 𭟋− + 2Ωcol constitutes the
polaron method. CS and PM both describe the sum
of the widths of the super and subradiant emission plus
the energy difference between their associated resonance
energies. In Fig. 2(c), we plot ∆ for three different
emitter separations. In all three cases, ∆ starts at a
low value at low temperatures, culminating in its high-
est value at intermediate temperatures, and then de-
creases monotonously for higher temperatures, in agree-
ment with our previous qualitative observations in Fig. 1.
Also, a larger separation between emitters results in
smaller ∆ (see Appendix F). In summary, the deviations
between the ZPL spectra obtained with the concatena-
tion and polaron methods will for most purposes be neg-
ligible at all temperatures.

2. Consequence of neglecting non-markovian phonon
dynamics

Until now we have compared collective emission in
two models that both include markovian as well as non-
markovian dynamics due to phonon interactions. In our
modeling, following Refs. [44–46], the pure-dephasing
rate originated from the markovian approximation to
the second-order phonon interaction, while the first-
order phonon interaction was responsible for the non-
markovian fast initial dynamics. We note in passing that
it would take a one-dimensional phonon bath to obtain
from the first-order phonon interaction a nonzero pure

Figure 2. (a) Temperature dependence of the collective Lamb
shift (collective decay rate) obtained from the polaron method
normalised with the collective Lamb shift (collective decay
rate), obtained within the concatenation scheme, for two
emitters separated by distance 0.05λ. The ratio is equivalent
to the linear coupling factor C∞(T ). (b) Magnitudes of the su-
perradiant decay rate 𭟋+ and Γ+ obtained from the polaron
theory and our concatenating scheme for different tempera-
tures. (c) The percentage difference between the two schemes
∆ for emitter separations λ/25 (black line), λ/20 (red) and
λ/15 (blue).

dephasing rate in the markovian approximation, while
this approximation for a higher-dimensional bath leads
to a spurious decoherence-free subspace [49, 76–79].
As remarked in the Introduction, the influence of

phonons on collective emission is typically neglected al-
together. Or better, if phonon effects are taken into ac-
count, then the state of the art is to only include them
through a pure-dephasing rate in a master equation. For
example, in the remarkable recent work by Tiranov et
al. [16], where two distant quantum dots in a photonic
crystal waveguide were shown to emit light collectively, a
markovian master equation was utilized where the emis-
sion and emitter interaction were described by the elec-
tromagnetic Green function, while a phenomenological
dephasing rate accounted for the interaction of the quan-
tum dots with phonons. Our models only reduce to such
a markovian master equation by neglecting the first-order
interaction with phonons, while retaining the second-
order interaction. It is therefore not obvious at the outset
that this unusual approximation procedure gives accurate
results.
Therefore, in Fig. 3, we compare sub- and superradi-

ant spectra of our concatenation model disregarding the
sidebands, with the corresponding spectra in the marko-
vian model, as before for the two identical quantum dots
in bulk GaAs. In more detail, we compare the approx-
imate spectra of (7) for the concatenation model with
its markovian approximation, which amounts to setting
C∞(T ) in (7) to unity. We see that at 4K, the non-
markovian dynamics can well be neglected in the µeV-
range around the ZPL, while for 25K, the effect of ne-
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Figure 3. (Top panel) Emission spectrum of Eq. (7) with
and without the linear phonon coupling, shown in solid and
dashed lines, respectively. Two quantum dots are prepared in
the superradiant eigenstate |+⟩ (red curves) and the subradi-
ant state |−⟩ (black), at a temperature of (a) 4 K and (b) 25 K.
The solid and dashed curves coincide in panel (a). Panels (c)
and (d) depict the corresponding concurrence dynamics. In
panel (e) we show the same data as in panel (d) but now with
the time axis on a log scale to capture the picosecond dynam-
ics of the concurrence. The blue dashed-dotted vertical line
indicates the time τ = τP. Panel (f) depicts the temperature
dependence of the concurrence at time τ = τP, i.e. after the
initial entanglement decay on the picosecond time scale, for
several quantum dot sizes, based on Eq. (10). The curves in
(f) apply to both the super- and the subradiant initial states.

glecting the non-markovian dynamics is to overestimate
the amplitudes of the spectra, while the shapes of the
spectra are the same with or without the non-markovian
dynamics in this frequency range. Experimental spectra
are often shown in arbitrary units, which thereby become
insensitive to non-markovian effects around the frequency
range where collective effects are probed.

So does this confirm that phonon-induced non-
markovian dynamics is negligible? The answer is neg-
ative: in the first place, because on a larger (meV)
range sidebands, the shapes of the spectra become dif-
ferent with or without non-markovian dynamics as will
be shown in Fig. 4 below. In the second place, collec-
tive emission may be used as a signature of entangle-
ment [16, 80], but with quantum information applications

in mind, the actual interest may be in the entanglement
dynamics itself.
Therefore, as the measure of two-qubit entanglement,

we study concurrence, defined as E(ρ) = max{0,√α1 −√
α2 −

√
α3 −

√
α4} where αi are the eigenvalues in de-

scending order of their magnitude, of the matrix ρσ
(1)
y ⊗

σ
(2)
y ρ∗σ

(1)
y ⊗ σ

(2)
y , with σ

(i)
y the Pauli matrix related to

the i-th qubit [77, 81]. In our concatenation model, the
system density matrix at the time τ = τP is given by

ρ(τP) =

2∑
n=0

|n⟩⟨n|ρnn+C2
∞(T )

2∑
n ̸=m=1

|n⟩⟨m|ρnm, (10)

where |0⟩ = |g, g⟩ is the collective ground state (see Ap-
pendix G for the derivation), which then serves as the
initial state for the markovian master equation for time
τ > τP. Notice the quadratic dependence of the coher-
ences on C∞(T ), which also entails that the concurrence
will depend sensitively on any fast initial non-markovian
dephasing. In the fully markovian model, again C∞(T )
is taken to be unity.
In Fig. 3(c,d), we depict the two-emitter entanglement

dynamics for the initial states |+⟩ and |−⟩ correspond-
ing to the temperature-dependent spectra in the first two
panels. We compare the concatenation model of (6) with
the fully markovian model. We can see that discard-
ing the phonon-induced non-markovian effects results in
overestimating the concurrence. It is a small effect at
4K, which is the operating temperature of Ref. [16], but
a large non negligible effect already at 25 K.
The fast initial drop of the concurrence is hard to see in

the dynamics on the nanosecond scale in panels 3(c,d).
To better visualize this, in Fig. 3(e) we once more de-
pict the concurrence dynamics at T = 25 K, but now
with the time axis on a log scale. We observe sharp non-
markovian phonon-induced decay of the concurrence on
the picosecond scale, until the phonon bath relaxation
time τP, after which the decay becomes markovian. A
full markovian model on the other hand describes only
the exponential decay of concurrence, not the initial drop.
Lastly, in Fig. 3(f) we depict the temperature-dependent
decay in the concurrence at τ = τP, for both super- and
subradiant initial states, for three sizes of quantum dots.
Clearly, the initial decay is larger at higher temperatures
and for smaller quantum dots. Smaller quantum dots
have larger associated cutoff frequencies ωc [38, 46] and
hence larger initial decay of the concurrence. Keeping
the initial decay of concurrence below a few percent re-
quires temperatures of at most a few K. The magnitude
of the concurrence at τ = τP is governed by the quadratic
dependence on the Franck-Condon factor, see Eq. (10).
Finally, we conclude this section by comparing the full

spectra S(ω), i.e. also including the sidebands, obtained
by numerical simulations in Fig. 4 pertaining to differ-
ent methods discussed in this section. We find that the
concatenation scheme and the polaron method give very
similar spectra, where the largest (but still small) differ-
ences occur around the ZPL, the frequency interval of
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Fig. 1, where the collective effects manifest themselves.
The figure also illustrates that the concatenation and the
initial-slip schemes indeed coincide around the ZPL. On
the other hand, employing the markovian master equa-
tion not only fails to reproduce the sidebands but also
may overestimate the amplitude of the spectra around
the ZPL as clearly demonstrated in Fig. 3(b).

C. Scenario III: N > 2

A one-dimensional chain of emitters placed over a pho-
tonic structure, for instance, a nanofiber or a photonic
crystal waveguide, is a promising platform for observing
and engineering collective effects [21, 82–84]. In this sec-
tion, we model collective emission in a 1D chain of N
equidistant identical emitters in bulk GaAs, generalis-
ing the nomenclature and ideas developed in Secs. II A
and IIB. Thus, we first model the fast phonon dynam-
ics for N emitters interacting with independent phonon

baths given by the Hamiltonian, HNe
NM =

∑N
n=1(H

(n)
0 +

H
(n)
e−pn) + Hpn and obtain an exact time evolution, for

time τ ≤ τP. From this exact solution, we obtain the
first-order correlation function that captures the non-
markovian phonon dynamics as follows (see Appendix C
for details),

g(1)(τ) = C(τ)
N∑

n,m=1

γnmρnme
−iω′

0τ , τ ≤ τP, (11)

where ρnm = ⟨n|ρ(0)|m⟩, with the states, |n⟩ ≡
|g, g, ..., en, ..., g⟩ being the localised states, where only
the n-th emitter is excited, together spanning the single-
excitation manifold, while γnm are the inter-emitter de-
cay rates. For τ > τP we can once again use the Marko-
vian description described by the Hamiltonian HNe

MK =∑N
n=1(H

(n)
0 + H

(n)
e−pt + H

(n)
(e−pn)2

) + Hpt + Hpn, analo-

gous to Sec. II B. From this Hamiltonian, one obtains
the first-order correlation function of the form g(1)(τ) =∑N

n,m=1 γnm⟨σ†
nσm(τ)⟩ME, where the inter-emitter decay

rates γnm satisfy γn,n+1 = γcol and γn,m = γm,n. The
correlation ⟨· · ·⟩ME will be evaluated with the aid of the
QRT utilizing the multi-emitter markovian master equa-
tion (ME), which we will derive in the nearest-neighbour
interaction approximation in order to arrive at some an-
alytical results. (It is not necessary to make the ap-
proximation for our numerical schemes to work, though.)
As the name already indicates, in the nearest-neighbour
interaction approximation only the dipole-dipole inter-
action ωnm with nearest neighbours are considered, i.e.
ωnm = ωcol if |n −m| = 1 and zero otherwise, where n
andm label the n-th andm-th emitters, respectively [24].
Such a master equation written in terms of atomic oper-

ators σn is given by

dρ

dt
= −i

N∑
n=1

[
ωcol(σ

†
nσn+1 + σ†

n+1σn), ρ

]

+

N∑
n,m=1

γnmDσnm
(ρ) + 2γpd(T )

N∑
n=1

Dσ†
nσn

(ρ), (12)

where the dissipator Dσnm
(ρ) = σnρσ

†
m − 1

2{σ
†
nσm, ρ}+.

For analytical as well as numerical calculations, it is con-
venient to use the diagonal form of such a master equa-
tion. For N = 2, obtaining a simultaneous exact diag-
onalisation of the coherent and dissipative parts of the
master equation described in Sec. II B was rather intu-
itive by using the symmetric and antisymmetric combi-
nations of the atomic operators to obtain the collective
operators. For N > 2, generally, the simultaneous exact
diagonalisation of the the coherent and dissipative parts
of the master equation is not possible, as outlined in Ap-
pendix C (also see [24]). We will resort to an approximate
treatment for both methods to obtain analytical results.
Assuming that each emitter interacts with its own lo-

cal bulk phonon environment, we can describe the prob-
lem in a collective basis in an N -dimensional single-
excitation manifold. The states |n⟩ describing local-
ized single-photon excitations can equivalently be writ-
ten in terms of linear combinations of the collective
states, |l⟩ i.e. |n⟩ =

∑N
l=1Mnl|l⟩, where Mnl =√

2/(N + 1) sin (πnl/(N + 1)) are orthonormal coeffi-

cients [24, 85]. The collective states |l⟩ = σ†
l |0⟩ where

|0⟩ ≡ |g, g, ..., g⟩ as the collective ground state and σ†
l is

the collective raising operator which excites the collec-
tive ground state to the collective state |l⟩. The atomic
operators similarly undergo the same transformation, i.e.

σn =
∑N

l=1Mnl|σl⟩. Thus, the N -emitter master equa-
tion can be expressed in terms of the collective operators
σl (details in Appendix C), leading to a diagonal form
of the master equation corresponding to N independent
photon decay channels, each one associated with one of
the collective states. The resulting eigenstates are given
by ωl = 2ωcol cos (πl/(N + 1)), with the corresponding

collective decay rates γl =
∑N

n,m=1 γnmMnlMml. In the
Dicke limit, i.e. with zero separation between the emit-
ters, γnm = γ implying that γ1 ≈ γN (superradiant de-
cay) and γN ≈ 0 (subradiant decay) [85].

The total first-order correlation function in terms
of the collective states can be expressed as g(1)(τ) =

C∞(T )
∑N

l=1 γl⟨σ
†
l σl(τ)⟩DME, where the correlation ⟨· ·

·⟩DME is now evaluated using the QRT from the diag-
onalised multi-emitter master equation

dρ

dt
=

N∑
l=1

(
−i
[
ωlσ

†
l σl, ρ

]
+ γlDσl

(ρ) + 2γpd(T )Dσ†
l σl

(ρ)
)
.

(13)
Concatenating the diagonal form of (11) and the marko-
vian dynamics evaluated via (13), we obtain the first-
order correlation function at all times in the collective
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Figure 4. (a) Comparison of emission spectra computed with the concatenation model (solid blue line), the polaron method
(dashed red line), the initial slip scheme (dashed yellow line) and the markovian master equation (dashed green line) at T = 4 K
for two emitters prepared at an initial state |ψ(0)⟩ = |e, g⟩ with emitters separated by distance λ/25. The range of frequencies
in the main panel is in the meV range, depicting the asymmetry in sidebands while the y-axis is on a logarithmic scale. The
inset shows a zoomed image of the same plot in the µeV range, depicting the super- and subradiant splitting with the y-axis
on a linear scale, for a good comparison with the plots in Fig. 1. (b) A similar plot as in panel (a) but for T = 25 K, resulting
in symmetrical sidebands.

basis

g(1)(τ) = C(τ)
N∑
l=1

γlρlle
−(Γl+iω′

l)τ , ∀τ, (14)

where ρll = ⟨l|ρ(0)|l⟩ and ω′
l = ω′

0 +
2ωcol cos (πl/(N + 1)). The emission spectrum for
N emitters neglecting the sidebands evaluated from (14)
can therefore be given as

SNe
ZPL(ω) = C∞(T )

N∑
l=1

γlρllΓl/
(
(ω − ω′

l)
2 + Γ2

l

)
, (15)

where the total collective decay rate is Γl = γl/2+γpd(T ).
In the polaron method we obtain an N -emitter po-

laron master equation (PE) by subjecting the Hamil-
tonian describing an N -emitter phonon and photon in-

teraction via HNe =
∑N

n=1

(
H

(n)
0 + H

(n)
e−pt + H

(n)
(e−pn)1

+

H
(n)
(e−pn)2

)
+Hpt +Hpn, to the unitary polaron transfor-

mation H̃Ne = exp(S)HNeexp(−S) where now exp(S) =

exp(
∑N

n=1 Sn) with Sn defined in Sec. II B. We can
thereby obtain the first-order correlation function by uti-
lizing the definition of the phonon bath correlations in
Sec. II B and suppressing the sidebands as g(1)(τ) =

C∞(T )
∑N

n,m=1 γnm⟨σ†
nσm(τ)⟩PE, where the N -emitter

polaron master equation (PE) is given by (see Ap-
pendix D for details),

dρ

dt
= −i

N∑
n=1

[
ω′
0σ

†
nσn +Ωcol

(
σ†
nσn+1 + σ†

n+1σn

)
, ρ

]

+

N∑
n,m=1

ΥnmDσn,m
(ρ) + 2γpd(T )

N∑
n=1

Dσ†
nσn

(ρ), (16)

and where the inter-emitter decay rate Υnm = γ when
n = m while Υnm = γnmC∞(T ) when n ̸= m (see

Appendix E for details). In the diagonal representa-
tion the first-order correlation takes the form g(1)(τ) =

C∞(T )
∑N

l=1 γl⟨σ
†
l σl(τ)⟩DPE, where the correlations are

computed using the multi-emitter diagonal form of the
polaron master equation (DPE)

dρ

dt
=

N∑
l=1

(
−i
[
Ω′

lσ
†
l σl, ρ

]
+ΥlDσl

(ρ) + 2γpd(T )Dσ†
l σl

(ρ)
)
,

(17)
which was obtained from the same diagonalization
scheme as was used to diagonalize (12), and where

Υl =
∑N

n,m=1 ΥnmMnlMml, and Ω′
l = ω′

0 +

2Ωcol cos (πl/(N + 1)). Thus, the first-order correlation
function takes the form

g(1)(τ) = C∞(T )

N∑
l=1

γlρlle
−(𭟋l+iΩ′

l)τ , ∀τ, (18)

where 𭟋l = Υl/2 + γpd(T ). From (18), we obtain the
emission spectrum

SNe
ZPL(ω) = C∞(T )

N∑
l=1

γlρll𭟋l/
(
(ω − Ω′

l)
2 +𭟋2

l

)
. (19)

Choosing N = 8 and using as our initial state the local-
ized single-photon state |ψ(0)⟩ = |e1, g, g, g, ...⟩ results in
the emission spectrum depicted in Fig. 5, from the con-
catenation scheme (polaron method) utilizing (15) ((19)).
The two approaches show appreciable agreement for the
lowest and highest temperatures, with a maximum de-
viation at intermediate temperatures that is still small,
just as we found for two emitters in Sec. II B.
Although for N = 8 there are eight eigenfrequencies ω′

l
(and Ω′

l), in Fig. 5(a) only six distinct resonance peaks
can be distinguished since the peaks corresponding to the
three highest eigenenergies have merged together. These
multi-peak spectral characteristics can be regarded as sig-
natures of collective phenomena. A complete absence of
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Figure 5. Emission spectrum for eight equidistant emitters on
a line with each emitter separated by a distance of λ/25 from
the other, prepared in the initial state |ψ(0)⟩ = |e1, g, g, g, ...⟩,
manifesting collective emission at different temperatures us-
ing our concatenation approach (in blue) and the polaron ap-
proach (in red) for different temperatures.

collective effects would result in only one emission peak
corresponding to single-emitter decay. A decay-rate en-
hancement Γmax/Γmin = 946 ≈ 𭟋max/𭟋min at T = 1K
is deduced, which reduces to 6.85 already at 25K and
approaches unity as the temperature increases beyond
100K. This decay rate enhancement quantifies the col-
lective emission and is an indication of entanglement be-
tween the multiple emitters.

III. CONCLUSIONS AND OUTLOOK

We presented two methods to describe collective light
emission in photonic media, which both account for
markovian as well as non-markovian dephasing due to
interactions with phonons. We proposed and compared
the concatenation approach and the polaron method, and
deduced simple analytical results for an arbitrary num-
ber of emitters interacting with a common photon bath
and independent phonon baths. The methods give very
similar results. While both methods are computationally
efficient, the concatenation approach is the simplest of
the two that takes into account the phonon effects with-
out much additional complexity compared to all-optical
master equations.

Our proposed concatenation scheme concatenates the
exact solution of the initial non-Markovian dynamics due
to phonons with the subsequent markovian dynamics due
to both photon and phonon baths as decribed by a multi-
emitter markovian master equation. Our analysis was
carried out for emitters embedded in a bulk GaAs envi-
ronment. Utilising the bulk phonon spectral density for
GaAs allows us to identify an ultrafast cutoff time scale
τP on which the phonon correlations reach a steady state,
the key feature that made our concatenation scheme pos-
sible. In the second, markovian part of the dynamics, the

effects of the photon and phonon baths are additive, in
the sense that they are described by independent expo-
nential decay rates.
The other method, the polaron method, is a state-of-

the-art technique that has been utilised to study a sin-
gle emitter interacting with phonons and photons. We
extended it for a multi-emitter 1D chain configuration
exhibiting collective effects by deriving a polaron master
equation for an arbitrary number of emitters. In gen-
eral, in the polaron method the optical decay rates are
modified by the phonon bath, as an example of the so-
called non-additive effects of the two baths. However,
here we considered the common situations where local
optical densities of states vary little across the emitter
linewidths (flat spectral density approximation), in which
case the non-additivity of single-emitter decay rates dis-
appears, resulting in single-emitter decay rates that are
identical to the ones in the concatenation scheme. On
the other hand, inter-emitter decay rates (and hence also
collective emission rates) do exhibit the non-additive ef-
fects of the phonon bath in the polaron method, whether
one makes the flat photon spectral density approxima-
tion or not, as a consequence of the assumption that the
phonon baths of different emitters are independent.
We deduced approximate analytical expressions for the

emission spectrum around the zero-phonon line, after em-
ploying a known approximate simultaneous diagonaliza-
tion scheme for the coherent and dissipative parts of the
master equation in both methods. We also made a rig-
orous quantitative comparison of the two methods for
different temperatures and found that they agree very
well. Thus using the polaron method instead of the sim-
pler concatenation method seems like overkill, at least
for the flat photon spectral densities considered here.
Decoherence due to the environment of solid-state

emitters is often modeled as a single markovian dephas-
ing rate, which from the perspective of our Hamilto-
nian model amounts to neglecting the linear phonon in-
teraction (non-markovian dephasing) while keeping the
quadratic interaction (markovian dephasing). We stud-
ied the accuracy of this procedure for various tempera-
tures. As a main result, we found that with a purely
markovian model for phonon effects one may consider-
ably overestimate the amount of quantum entanglement
(measured as concurrence) between quantum emitters.
However, for quantum dots in bulk GaAs at temperatures
down to a few degrees Kelvin, the markovian model gave
almost the same entanglement dynamics as our concate-
nation model. Indeed, in the limit of zero temperature,
both models reduce to the same well-known all-optical
multi-qubit master equations.
For simplicity, we considered bulk GaAs as the pho-

tonic environment. For appreciable collective emission,
we put the emitters at strongly subwavelength distances,
much shorter than in the recent experiments in photonic
crystal waveguides [16]. This illustrates that waveguide
structures are better suited for observing collective emis-
sion at longer distances. Our formalism can be general-
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ized to such inhomogeneous lossless media, by replacing
the transverse plane waves with the optical eigenmodes
of those media. In most inhomogeneous media that do
not involve emitters resonantly coupled to optical cavi-
ties, the flat photon spectral density approximation will
still hold.

In the regime where we work it is natural to assume
independent phonon baths to model the collective ef-
fects in the presence of phonons. Scenarios where corre-
lated phonon baths as in Refs. [76, 78, 86–89] show their
marks would introduce another source of non-markovian
phonon behaviour, and in the future it would be in-
teresting to study their effects on collective light emis-
sion as well. Finally, since there are numerically exact
approaches capturing the non-markovian phonon effects
and the excitation pulse [64–66, 90], it will be interesting

to model collective emission and entanglement dynamics
with them and to compare them with our methods in
several parameter regimes.
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Appendix A: Correlations and spectrum of an emitter interacting with photon and phonon baths

In this section, we plot the first-order correlation function in Fig. A.1(a) which illustrates very well our motivation to
model the non-Markovian and Markovian dynamics separately. At τ < τP, the emitter dynamics is dominated by the
non-Markovian dephasing due to the phonon bath, resulting in a decay of the correlations on a picosecond scale. We
model this fast decay by the exact solution of the independent boson model. After τP, the dynamics is dominated by
the Markovian decay due to both photon emission and phonon-assisted pure dephasing. The markovian pure dephasing
due to phonons, quantified by the dephasing rate γpd(T ), is very sensitive to the temperature, as shown in Fig. A.1(b).

This dephasing rate has been calculated using γpd(T ) ≡ α2µ
ω4

c

∫∞
0
ω10e−2ω2/ω2

cn(ω)(n(ω) + 1)dω [45, 46], where α is

the deformation potential coupling constant, n(ω) = 1/(exp(βω)− 1) is the occupation number for acoustic phonons
with β = 1/kBT the inverse temperature and kB the Boltzmann constant and µ = πd4(D2

eme +D2
hmh)

2(De −Dh)
−4,

where the me/h are the electron and hole effective masses and, De and Dh are the electron and hole deformation
potentials respectively. The temperature dependence of the dephasing rate is a consequence of the change in the
phonon occupation n(ω) with temperature. In Fig. A.2 we also show single-emitter emission spectra obtained with

Figure A.1. (a) Correlation dynamics for different temperatures taking into account only linear phonon coupling (dashed lines)
and both linear and quadratic phonon coupling (solid lines). There is a clear separation between fast and slow dynamics. (b)
The markovian pure dephasing rate, γpd(T ) as a function of temperature. The horizontal dashed line shows the magnitude
of γ, and vertical dotted lines point to the corresponding values of γpd(T ) for the specific choice of temperatures used to plot
the figure on the right panel. Simulation parameters used are λ = 940 nm; γ = 850 MHz; α = 0.025; ωc = 1.49ps−1 and the
size of the quantum dot 4.5 nm. All the simulations in the main text and in the supplement material are carried out on the
Python-based tool QuTiP [91, 92].

the concatenation scheme, for various temperatures. An important point, stressed in the main text, is that these
spectra are identical to the ones obtained with the polaron approach. These single-emitter spectra will be useful
for comparison with collective emission spectra for several emitters. The figure depicts the well-known asymmetry
in the sidebands at low temperatures, because phonons can be created but are not likely to be absorbed during the
photon emission. At higher temperatures, both phonon creation or absorption are possible, leading to prominent and
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symmetric sidebands in the emission spectrum. The inset of Fig. A.2 shows the ZPL broadening due to the thermal
phonons and its attenuation by a factor C∞(T ).

Figure A.2. Single-emitter emission spectra for various temperatures, calculated with the concatenation method. Pronounced
phonon sidebands are visible at higher temperatures. The inset depicts a magnified image around the zero-phonon line,
capturing the broadening of the zero-phonon line due to the combination of spontaneous decay and phonon-induced pure
dephasing. Identical single-emitter spectra are obtained when using the polaron approach instead [38, 45, 54, 73, 74].

Appendix B: Derivation of g(1)(τ) from concatenating scheme for N = 1

The field correlation defined as the first-order correlation function, g(1)(τ) describes the time dependence at which
the coherences of the emitted light evolve. It also leads to the calculation of the emission spectrum. To calculate the
correlation we use ⟨E−(0)E+(τ)⟩ = g(1)(τ) = γ⟨σ†σ(τ)⟩NME, where the atomic correlations are evaluated by the non-
markovian dynamical equation (NME) obtained from the Hamiltonian (B1) which is referred to as the independent
boson model (IBM) an instance of the exactly solvable independent boson model (IBM) [47, 50, 69]. We can also
express the correlations as g(1)(τ) = γTr

[
σ†σ(τ)χ(0)

]
, where χ(0) is the combined system and environment state

and we would need to evaluate the temporal evolution of the operator σ(τ) = U†(τ)σU(τ). Here, U(τ) is the unitary
evolution of the system describing the non-markovian fast phonon dynamics, given by the Hamiltonian

H1e
NM = ω0σ

†σ + σ†σ
∑
k

(
gkb

†
k + g∗kbk

)
+
∑
k

ωkb
†
kbk. (B1)

In (B1) the first term describes the system Hamiltonian for a two-level emitter with the resonance frequency ω0. Here

σ (σ†) is the lowering (raising) atomic operator and the bk (b†k) are phonon annihilation (creation) operators, while

gk is the emitter-phonon coupling constant. From (B1) we can see that [σ†σ,H1e
NM] = 0, so populations do not change

with time and the IBM Hamiltonian only describes pure dephasing of the emitter. Furthermore, the eigenstates of
H1e

NM are

|ϕ⟩g = |g⟩ ⊗ |{nk}⟩, |ϕ⟩e = |e⟩ ⊗B−|{nk}⟩ (B2)

with the associated eigenvalues

Eg =
∑
k

ωknk, Ee = ω′
0 +

∑
k

ωknk, (B3)

respectively. We defined |g⟩ (|e⟩) as the ground (excited) state of the emitter, |{nk}⟩ as the multimode phonon number
state, nk as the number of phonons in the k-th mode, and B− = ΠkD(−gk/ωk) with D the displacement operator
and ω′

0 = ω0 −
∫
dωJpn(ω)/ω as the polaron-shifted frequency with Jpn(ω) being the phonon spectral density.

To calculate the unitary operator U(τ), we diagonalize (B1) by using the unitary transformation H̃1e
NM =

exp(S)H1e
NMexp(−S), where S = σ†σ

∑
k

(
gkb

†
k − g∗kbk

)
/ωk. This results in the diagonal Hamiltonian H̃1e

NM =

ω′
0σ

†σ+
∑

k ωkb
†
kbk with eigenstates |g⟩⊗ |{nk}⟩ and |e⟩⊗ |{nk}⟩ having eigenvalues Eg and Ee respectively. Now we
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can define the unitary evolution as U(τ) = exp(−S)exp(−iH̃1e
NMt)exp(S). Writing exp(S) = |g⟩⟨g|+ |e⟩⟨e|B+, where

B+ = ΠkD(gk/ωk), we can express the evolution operator as

U(τ) = |g⟩⟨g|UP(τ) + exp(−iω′
0τ)|e⟩⟨e|B−UP(τ)B+. (B4)

Here UP(τ) = exp(−iHpnτ), with Hpn ≡
∑

k ωkb
†
kbk [38]. Therefore σ(τ) = σB−(τ)B+exp(−iω′

0τ), and

g(1)(τ) = γTr
[
σ†σB−(τ)B+e

−iω′
0τχ(0)

]
= γ⟨σ†σ⟩ρ(0)⟨B−(τ)B+⟩ρpn

e−iω′
0τ = γρeeC(τ)e−iω′

0τ .

Here we have defined χ(0) = ρpn ⊗ ρpt ⊗ ρ(0) as the combined separable initial state of the system and the bath with
ρpn the state of the phonon bath, ρpt the state of the photon bath, while ρ is the system state. Since there are no
operators pertaining to the photon bath, it results in the trace over the photon bath state, which is unity. Thus one
obtains the expression (B5) where ρee = ⟨e|ρ(0)|e⟩, C(τ) = C∞(T )exp(ϕ(τ)) is the phonon correlation function with
C∞(T ) = exp

(
−
∫∞
0
dωJpn(ω) coth(βω/2)/ω

2
)
its steady-state value and ϕ(τ) =

∫∞
0
dωJpn(ω)(cos(ωτ) coth(βω/2)−

i sin(ωτ))/ω2. Once the phonon bath has relaxed after causing a fast dephasing of the emitter state on a picosecond
scale, a steady state of phonon correlations is reached which can be associated with the formation of a polaron. Then
for τ > τP spontaneous emission and phonon-induced markovian dephasing due to the second-order emitter-phonon
interactions take over, as described by the Hamiltonian

H1e
MK = ω0σ

†σ +
∑
q

hq(aqσ
† + a†qσ) + σ†σ

∑
k,k′

fk,k′(b†k + bk)(b
†
k′ + bk′) +

∑
k

ωkb
†
kbk, (B5)

where the second term is the emitter-photon interaction term with hq the coupling between the emitter and the
photon field of mode q, and aq (a†q) the corresponding photon annihilation (creation) operator. The third term
corresponds to the quadratic (second-order) emitter-phonon interaction term where fk,k′ describes phonon-assisted
virtual transitions to higher-lying states of the emitter that cause an inelastic scattering of phonons from mode k to
k′ [44, 45, 56]. We consider spontaneous decay and pure dephasing due to the second-order coupling as Markovian
processes that are described by the Markovian master equation [45],

dρs
dt

= γ(σρσ† − 1/2{σ†σ, ρs}+) + 2γpd(T )(σ
†σρσ†σ − ρs). (B6)

To calculate the two-time expectation value of the field operators, i.e. g(1)(τ > τP) = γ⟨σ†σ(τ)⟩ME, we will use the
quantum regression theorem (QRT), which allows us to use the markovian master equation (ME), (B6) to calculate the
two-time expectation values [72] which are given by g(1)(τ > τP) = γexp(−Γτ), where Γ = γ/2 + γpd(T ). Therefore,
by concatenating the dynamics of the two time intervals, we obtain the first-order correlation function at all times as

g(1)(τ) = γρeeC(τ)e−(Γ+iω′
0)τ . (B7)

Now, if we are only interested in the zero-phonon line (ZPL) of the spectrum and not so much in the sidebands, then
in the time domain we can make the simplification to set exp(ϕ(τ)) = 1 [6], which results in C(τ) → C∞(T ). Using
this in (B7) we obtain

g(1)(τ) = γρeeC∞(T )e−(Γ+iω′
0)τ . (B8)

(B8) is a consequence of discarding the fast initial non-markovian dynamics of the phonon bath but keeping track of
the steady-state value of the phonon correlations C∞(T ), which is then utilized as an initial condition to the markovian
master equation. Such a scheme is referred to as the initial-slip scheme [41, 42].

Appendix C: Derivation of g(1)(τ) from concatenation scheme for N emitters

We start with the Hamiltonian where N identical emitters are coupled to a phonon bath,

HNe
NM =

N∑
n=1

(
ω0σ

†
nσn + σ†

nσn
∑
k

(
g
(n)
k b†k + g

∗(n)
k bk

))
+
∑
k

ωkb
†
kbk. (C1)

We apply the polaron transformation H̃Ne
NM = exp(S)HNe

NMexp(−S) where exp(S) = exp(
∑N

n=1 Sn), and Sn = (g
(n)
k b†−

g
∗(n)
k b)/ωk, to the above Hamiltonian. We work in the single-excitation subspace with N orthogonal states |n⟩ ≡
|g, g, ..., en, ...⟩ corresponding to the excitation of only the nth emitter.
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This helps to rewrite the polaron transformation as exp(S) = |0⟩⟨0| +
∑N

n=1 |n⟩⟨n|B
(n)
+ , where |0⟩ = |g, g, ..., g, ...⟩

is the collective ground state. Applying this unitary transformation to the Hamiltonian, we can write the above
Hamiltonian into the diagonal form

H̃Ne
NM =

N∑
n=1

ω′
0|n⟩⟨n|+

∑
k

ωkb
†
kbk. (C2)

The unitary time evolution operator U(τ) ≡ exp(−iHNe
NMτ) can then be written as U(τ) =

exp(−S)exp(−iH̃Ne
NMτ)exp(S), and takes the form

U(τ) = |0⟩⟨0|UP +

N∑
n=1

|n⟩⟨n|Bn, (C3)

where Bn = exp(−iω′
0τ)B

(n)
− UPB

(n)
+ and B

(n)
± = ΠkD(±g(n)k /ωk), with g

(n)
k ≡ |gk|exp(ik·rn). Using (C3), we calculate

the time evolution of the atomic operators as σn(τ) = σnU
†
P(τ)Bn. Therefore,

g(1)(τ) =

N∑
n,m=1

γnmTr
[
σ†
nσmU

†
P(τ)B

(n)
− UPB

(n)
+ e−iω′

0τχ(0)
]
=

N∑
n,m=1

γnm⟨σ†
nσm⟩ρ(0)⟨B

(n)
− (τ)B

(n)
+ ⟩ρpn

e−iω′
0τ .

= C(τ)
N∑

n,m=1

γnmρnme
−iω′

0τ . (C4)

Here, as in the supplementary Sec. B, we have defined χ(0) = ρpn ⊗ ρpt ⊗ ρ(0). Also, ρnm = ⟨n|ρ(0)|m⟩, and
C(τ) = C∞(T )exp(ϕ(τ)) is the phonon correlation function. Notice that in the derivation of the above equation the
phonon cross correlations do not appear naturally.
Next, we deduce the decay dynamics for τ > τP via the following multi-emitter Markovian master equation derived in

the nearest-neighbour interaction approximation that considers only the dipole-dipole interaction ωnm of its nearest
neighbour i.e. ωnm = ωcol if |n − m| = 1 and zero otherwise where n and m are the n-th and m-th emitters
respectively [24]. This gives the master equation

dρ

dt
= −i

N∑
n=1

[
ωcol

(
σ†
nσn+1 + σ†

n+1σn

)
, ρ
]
+

N∑
n,m=1

γnm

(
σnρσ

†
m − 1

2

{
σ†
nσm, ρ

}
+

)

+ 2γpd(T )

N∑
n=1

(
σ†
nσnρσ

†
nσn − 1

2

{
σ†
nσn, ρ

}
+

)
, (C5)

where we have also added the dissipator that causes markovian pure dephasing due to the local phonon baths. The
phonon correlation due to an excited emitter become uncorrelated at τ > τP since C(τ) → C∞(T ), giving the phonon
correlation length LP = cτP, where c is the speed of sound. Since we work in the single excitation regime and we
choose the inter-emitter separation r12 > LP, the phonon field already decays before reaching the adjacent emitter.
Therefore we can assume uncorrelated inter-emitter phonon correlations implying independent phonon baths. The

first-order correlation function g(1)(τ) =
∑N

n,m=1 γnm⟨σ†
nσm(τ)⟩ME can be calculated from the QRT using the above

master equation. In deriving (C5), we have considered only the emission of a photon characterized by the collapse
operator σn and neglected absorption of a photon in the environment characterized by the collapse operator σ†

n. For
a 1D chain of emitters, this equation can be diagonalised (approximately) by the prescription given in Ref. [24], which
we will use and briefly outline. Expressing the operators σn in terms of the collective operators via the relation

σn =
∑N

l=1Mnlσl in (C5) exactly diagonalizes the coherent part of the Hamiltonian. On the other hand, applying

the same transformation to the dissipative part results in off-diagonal terms of the form σ†
l σl′ . This implies that the

simultaneous diagonalization of the coherent and dissipative part of the master equation for N > 2 is generally not
possible. We can still find a simultaneous diagonalization of the coherent and dissipative parts by accepting only the
diagonal terms in the dissipative part of the transformed equation by the approximation l = l′. This approximation
results in the diagonal form of the equation describing N emitters in a 1D chain with only the nearest-neighbour
interactions ωcol taken into account,

dρ

dt
=

N∑
l=1

(
−i
[
ωlσ

†
l σl, ρ

]
+ γlDσl

(ρ) + 2γpd(T )Dσ†
l σl

(ρ)
)
, (C6)
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where ωl = 2ωcol cos (πl/(N + 1)), σl =
∑

nMnl|σn⟩, and γl =
∑

nm γnmMnlMml with Mnl ≡√
2/(N + 1) sin(πnl/(N + 1)) [24, 85] and DA(ρ) ≡ AρA† − 1

2{A
†A, ρ}+, with {}+ the anticommutator.

Utilizing this same approximate diagonalization scheme, we find the first-order correlation function for τ > τP,

using the QRT in terms of the collective states as g(1)(τ) =
∑N

l=1 γl⟨σ
†
l σl(τ)⟩DME, employing the diagonal master

equation (DME) in (C6). Thus, upon concatenating the dynamics, we obtain the first-order correlation function at
all times in the collective basis as

g(1)(τ) = C(τ)
N∑
l=1

γlρlle
−(Γl+iω′

l)τ , ∀τ, (C7)

where ω′
l = ω′

0 +2ωcol cos(πl/(N +1)). Now using as before the ”initial-slip” simplification C(τ) → C∞(T ), we obtain
simplified analytical expressions for the correlation function

g(1)(τ) = C∞(T )

N∑
l=1

γlρlle
−(Γl+iω′

l)τ , ∀τ. (C8)

Its Fourier transform gives the collective-emission spectrum near the ZPL, which is accurate around the ZPL.

Appendix D: Derivation of g(1)(τ) for N emitters from the polaron master equation

The dynamics of N identical quantum emitters interacting with both phonons and photons in a bulk environment
can be described by the Hamiltonian

H =

N∑
n=1

ω0σ
†
nσn +

∑
j

(
h
(n)
j ajσ

†
i + h

∗(n)
j a†jσi

)
+ σ†

nσn
∑
k

(
g
(n)
k b†k + g

∗(n)
k bk

) +
∑
j

ωja
†
jaj +

∑
k

ωkb
†
kbk, (D1)

where h
(n)
j ≡ |hj |exp(iq · rn) and g

(n)
k ≡ |gk|exp(ik · rn) are the position-dependent emitter-photon and emitter-

phonon couplings, respectively. We apply the unitary polaron transformation H̃ = exp(S)Hexp(−S) to the above
Hamiltonian where S was defined in the supplementary Sec. C and obtain

H̃ =

N∑
n=1

ω′
0σ

†
nσn +

∑
j

(
h
(n)
j ajσ

†
nB

(n)
+ + h

∗(n)
j a†jσnB

(n)
−

)+
∑
j

ωja
†
jaj +

∑
k

ωkb
†
kbk. (D2)

From this equation, we can see that the polaron transformation dresses the system operators with the phonon bath op-
erators and leads to a polaron-shifted frequency ω′

0 of the emitters as described in the supplementary Sec. B. This allows

us to derive a polaron master equation with the interaction Hamiltonian H̃I =
∑

n,j

(
h
(n)
j ajσ

†
nB

(n)
+ + h

∗(n)
j a†jσnB

(n)
−

)
as the perturbation with the nearest-neighbour interaction

dρ

dt
= −i

N∑
n=1

[
ω′
0σ

†
nσn +Ωcol

(
σ†
nσn+1 + σ†

n+1σn

)
, ρ

]
+

N∑
n,m=1

ΥnmDσn,m
+ 2γpd(T )

N∑
n=1

Dσ†
nσn

, (D3)

where in the final term, we have also added the pure dephasing due to the second-order phonon coupling, which
has been explicitly evaluated in Ref. [45]. The decay constants in the above equation calculated from the bath
correlations functions have both photonic and phononic characters. The master equation takes the standard form of
a coherent evolution (in square brackets) and a non-unitary evolution due to the decay in the system characterised by
the dissipators Dσn,m

≡ σnρσ
†
m − 1

2{σ
†
mσn, ρ} and Dσ†

nσn
≡ σ†

nσnρσ
†
nσn − 1

2{σ
†
nσn, ρ} with inter-emitter decay rates

given by Υnm (decay) and 2γpd(T ) (pure dephasing) respectively. Due to the phonon interactions, the dipole-dipole
interaction Ωcol and inter-emitter decay rates Υnm get renormalized, which will be discussed in the next section.
The first-order correlation function can be calculated by using the polaron-transformed Hamiltonian (D2), using the
Heisenberg equation of motion, giving

g(1)(τ) =

N∑
n,m=1

Cnm(τ)γnm⟨σ†
nσm(τ)⟩PE, (D4)
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where the subscript PE means that we need to evaluate the correlation using the master equation in the polaron

frame given by (D3), while Cnm(τ) = ⟨B(n)
− (τ)B

(m)
+ ⟩, where Cnm(τ) = C(τ) for n = m while Cnm(τ) = C∞(T ) for

n ̸= m, the latter being a consequence of the assumption that the phonon baths at different emitter positions are
uncorrelated [6].

We can yet again use the collective basis and the diagonalization scheme explained in the previous section to

rewrite (D4) in the collective basis upon suppressing the sidebands as g(1)(τ) = C∞(T )
∑

l γl⟨σ
†
l σl(τ)⟩DPE where now

the correlation is evaluated using the diagonal form of multi-emitter polaron master equation

dρ

dt
=

N∑
l=1

(
−i
[
Ω′

lσ
†
l σl, ρ

]
+ΥlDσl

(ρ) + 2γpd(T )Dσ†
l σl

(ρ)
)
, (D5)

where Υl =
∑

nm ΥnmMnlMml, and Ω′
l = ω′

0 + 2Ωcol cos(πl/(N + 1)). Thus, the first-order correlation function
becomes

g(1)(τ) = C∞(T )

N∑
l=1

γlρlle
−(𭟋l+iΩ′

l)τ , ∀τ, (D6)

where 𭟋l = Υl/2 + γpd(T ). In the next section we will see how these collective decay rates Υnm and the collective
Lamb shift Ωcol obtained from the polaron master equation are modified due to the phonons.

Appendix E: Derivation of phonon-renormalized decay rates in polaron method

The bath correlations of the emitters coupled to photon and phonon baths obtained from the multi-emitter polar
master equation (D3) derived in the previous section have the form

Γnm(τ) = ⟨G†
n(τ)GmB

(n)
+ (τ)B

(m)
− ⟩ρpt⊗ρpn = ⟨G†

n(τ)Gm⟩ρpt⟨B
(n)
+ (τ)B

(m)
− ⟩ρpn , (E1)

where Gn(τ) =
∑

q h
∗(n)
q a†qexp(iωqτ) + h.c., is a linear combination of photon operators. We assume the associated

photon density matrix ρpt to be the vacuum state. Similarly, B
(n)
+ (τ) = ΠkD(g

(n)
k exp(iωτ)/ωk) is a function of

phonon operators, and the initial phonon density matrix ρpn is assumed to be a thermal state and D is the dis-
placement operator. The phonon bath correlations in the assumption of independent phonon baths can be given by

⟨B(n)
+ (τ)B

(m)
− ⟩ = C∞(T )exp(ϕ(τ)δnm), where δnm is the Kroneker delta function. On the other hand, the photon

correlations are

⟨G†
n(τ)Gm⟩ρpt

=
∑
q

|hq|2ei
(
q·(rn−rm)−ωqτ

)
, (E2)

where hq = (ωq/2Vϵ0)(d · ε̂q), is the coupling constant where V is the mode volume, ϵ0 is the permittivity of free
space, d is the transition dipole moment and ε̂q is the unit vector associated to the transverse components of the
electromagnetic waves. The mode index q labels both the wavevector and corresponding polarization indices of
transverse plane waves. Furthermore, ri is the position of i-th emitter and q ≡ nq0, with n being the refractive index
of the medium and q0 is the free space wavevector. In arriving at (E2) we have also used ⟨aqa†q⟩ρpt = 1, since the

photon number n(ωq) = ⟨a†qaq⟩ρpt
= 0 for the photon state assumed to be in a vacuum state.

1. Single-emitter decay rate

When n = m we obtain from (E2) that ⟨G†
n(τ)Gn⟩ρpt

=
∑

q |hq|2exp(−iωqτ). Using the definition of the photon

spectral density Jpt(ω) =
∑

q |hq|2δ(ω−ωq), we get ⟨G†
n(τ)Gn⟩ρpt =

∫∞
0
dωJpt(ω)exp(−iωτ). Using this definition in

(E1), we can find the frequency-dependent correlation function as Γnn(ν) =
∫∞
0
dτexp(iντ)Γnn(τ). After rearranging,

this becomes

Γnn(ν) =

∫ ∞

0

dω Jpt(ω)Kpn(ν − ω), (E3)
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where

Kpn(ξ) =

∫ ∞

0

dτ C(τ)eiξτ (E4)

is the kernel describing the phonon interaction. The above equation demonstrates that the photon and phonon
interactions are convolved, exhibiting non-additivity of the two baths [58]. An analytical expression of the above
expression are hard to obtain and require further approximations [38, 58]. Since most of the light emission happens
around the resonance frequency, it can be a good approximation to assume a frequency-independent photon spectral
density, which constitutes what is referred to as a flat spectral density approximation. For our nondispersive bulk
medium, this implies Jpt(ω) ≈ η ∝ ω3, which allows us to simplify (E3) as [38, 58],

Γnn(ν) =

∫ ∞

0

dτ C(τ)
∫ ∞

0

dωJpt(ω)e
i(ν−ω)τ = η

∫ ∞

0

dτ C(τ)eiντ
(
πδ(τ)− iP

(
1

τ

))
. (E5)

Using the relation C(0) = 1 and evaluating the self-induced interaction Γnn in the polaron master equation (D3) we
substitute ν = ω′

0. We thus find the decay rate as the real part of the Γnn which is given as γ(ω′
0) ≈ 2πη ∝ ω′3

0 .
Therefore, within the flat spectral density approximation, the net effect of transitions involving all possible phonon
states is identical to the single electronic transition between the phonon-renormalized excited state ω′

0 and the ground
state.

2. Inter-emitter decay rates

Since the phonon baths for the individual emitters are assumed to be independent, they do not have a spatial

correlation, which implies ⟨B(n)
+ (τ)B

(m)
− ⟩ρpn

= C∞(T ) for n ̸= m [6]. Therefore from (E1) and (E2) the total correlation
becomes

Γnm(τ) =
∑
q

|hq|2ei
(
q·(rn−rm)−ωqτ

)
C∞(T ). (E6)

Since the phonon correlation is a temperature-dependent but q-independent parameter, it can be taken out of the
summation. Because of this, the assumption of independent phonon baths for the various emitters will allow us to
derive simple analytical results for the inter-emitter emission rates, without the need to invoke a flat spectral density
(or other) approximation for the photon baths. (Recall that for the single-emitter emission rate in Sec. E 1, we did
make this assumption.) So here, essentially, we are left with computing the inter-emitter decay rates associated with
the photon bath alone. Such computations have already been performed in many places, for example, in Refs. [17, 20].
For completeness, we give a brief sketch of the derivation for bulk media. The sum is converted into an integral by
using the transformation

∑
q → V/(2π)3

∫
d3q, where V is the mode volume. With some algebra, we obtain

Γnm(τ) =
C∞(T )|d|2

4π2c3ϵ0

∫ ∞

0

dωq ω
3
q

(
I+

d̂ · ∇R

q2

)
sin qR

qR
e−iωqτ , (E7)

where R = |rn − rm|. Subsequently, one obtains the optical inter-emitter interactions Γnm(ω) by evaluating the
Fourier transform (FT) of (E7) where the FT of the term inside the integral has a known form [17, 20]. Thus, one
can write the complex optical inter-emitter interactions as

Γnm(ω) =

(
γnm(ω)

2
+ iωnm(ω)

)
C∞(T ) =

Υnm(ω)

2
+ iΩnm(ω) for n ̸= m, (E8)

where Υnm(ω) is the phonon-renormalized inter-emitter decay rate while Ωnm(ω) is the phonon-renormalised dipole-
dipole interaction which needs to be evaluated at ω = ω′

0 in the polaron master equation (D3). Both for the Υnm(ω)
and the Ωnm(ω), the phonon renormalization amounts to multiplication by the factor C∞(T ). In the nearest-neighbor
approximation, Ωnm(ω) equals Ωcol(ω) for nearest neighbors and vanishes otherwise.

Appendix F: Simulations at emitter separation λ/15

In this section, we plot the emission spectrum for two emitters separated by a distance of λ/15 interacting via
dipole-dipole interaction in the presence of phonon baths in Fig. F.1 similar to Fig. 1 in the main text where we
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used an inter-emitter separation of λ/25. We also plot the normalized integrated intensity for emitters separated by
r12 = λ/25 in Fig. F.2(a) and for r12 = λ/15 in Fig. F.2(b) using

⟨E−(τ)E+(τ)⟩ = ⟨σ†
+σ+⟩exp(−γ+τ) + ⟨σ†

−σ−⟩exp(−γ−τ), (F1)

where ⟨σ†
±σ±⟩ = ⟨±|ρ(0)|±⟩. We see the bi-exponential behaviour of the emission due to the initial two-emitter state

|ψ(0)⟩ = |e, g⟩ = (|+⟩+ |−⟩)/
√
2, where |+⟩ (|−⟩) is the superradiant (subradiant) state.

Figure F.1. Temperature-dependent emission spectra for two emitters prepared in an initial state |ψ(0)⟩ = |e, g⟩, now separated
by a distance of λ/15, calculated using the concatenation approach (in blue) and the polaron approach (in red). Otherwise we
use the same simulation parameters as in Fig. A.1.

Figure F.2. Bi-exponential dynamics of the normalized integrated intensity of two interacting emitters prepared in an initial
state |ψ(0)⟩ = |e, g⟩, based on (F1), calculated in the concatenation scheme (in blue solid lines) and with the polaron method
(in red solid lines). In panel (a) the separation between the emitters is λ/25 exhibiting decay rate enhancement Γ+/Γ− =
13.1 ≈ 𭟋+/𭟋−, with Γ+ = 1.58 GHz and Γ− = 0.12 GHz. In panel (b), the separation between emitters is λ/15, which results
in Γ+/Γ− = 4.45 ≈ 𭟋+/𭟋−, with Γ+ = 1.38 GHz and Γ− = 0.31 GHz.

Appendix G: Derivation of the N-emitter initial system state at τ = τP in concatenation scheme

In our concatenation scheme the time evolution of the system state for τ ≤ τP is given by ρ(τ) =
TrE

[
U(τ)χ(0)U†(τ)

]
where χ(0) is the combined direct-product state of the system and the environment defined

in previous sections, and U(τ) is the unitary operator given by (C3). In the resulting reduced system density matrix,
apart from the diagonal matrix elements corresponding to the basis vectors, |0⟩ and other states |n⟩ constituting
the single-excitation manifold (SEM), only those off-diagonal elements that contribute to the transitions within these
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SEM states are allowed, which leads to the time evolution of the system state for (τ ≤ τP)

ρ(τ) =

N∑
n=0

|n⟩⟨n|ρnn +

N∑
n ̸=m=1

|n⟩⟨m|ρnmTrE
[
Bn(τ)ρpnB†

m(τ)
]

=

N∑
n=0

|n⟩⟨n|ρnn +

N∑
n ̸=m=1

|n⟩⟨m|ρnmTrE

[
B

(n)
− UP(τ)B

(n)
+ ρpnB

(m)
− U†

P(τ)B
(m)
+

]

=

N∑
n=1

|n⟩⟨n|ρnn +

N∑
n ̸=m=1

|n⟩⟨m|ρnmTrE

[
B

(m)
− B

(m)
+ (τ)B

(n)
− (τ)B

(n)
+ ρpn

]
, (G1)

where |0⟩ is the collective ground state. Since the phonon baths are assumed to be uncorrelated,

ρ(τ) =

N∑
n=0

|n⟩⟨n|ρnn + C2(τ)

N∑
n ̸=m=1

|n⟩⟨m|ρnm. (G2)

Therefore for τ = τP we obtain the system state,

ρ(τP) =

N∑
n=0

|n⟩⟨n|ρnn + C2
∞(T )

N∑
n ̸=m=1

|n⟩⟨m|ρnm. (G3)

Equation (G2) describes the consequence of the non-markovian linear phonon coupling that introduces the factor
C2(τ) in the off-diagonal elements of the matrix, which may lead to fast picosecond scale initial decoherence. One
would miss this when not accounting for the linear phonon coupling in the equations of motion. Equation (G3) on the
other hand serves as an input to the further evolution described by the markovian master equation after the phonon
bath has been relaxed (for τ ≥ τP) in our concatenation scheme.
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