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The initial state of a quantum system can significantly influence its future dynamics, especially in
non-Markovain quantum processes due to the environmental memory effects. Based on a previous
work of ours, we propose a method to quantify the memory effects of a non-Markovian quantum
process conditioned on a particular system initial state. We apply our method to study the early-
time dynamics of a superradiance model where N atoms (the system) interacting with a single-
mode vacuum cavity (the environment) with several types of initial states. We find that the value
of the memory effects in the early-time regime is half the environmental photon number for the
(dephased) Dicke states. Besides, the memory effects, the environmental photon number and the
degree of superradiance can be simultaneously enhanced by the coherence or entanglement of some
initial states. In our study, the transitions from non-superradiant initial states to superradiant ones
are always accompanied by the enhancement of memory effects, showing the importance of memory

effects in superradiance.

I. INTRODUCTION

The initial state of a quantum system can significantly
influence its future dynamics [1, 2], especially in non-
Markovain quantum processes due to the environmental
memory effects. One trivial example is that if the system
is initially in a steady state in a non-Markovian quan-
tum process, it can hardly exhibit any non-Markovain
features afterward, such as the revival of energy or infor-
mation |3, 4]. More intriguing phenomena may emerge
when a system consists of a collection of subsystems, such
that the properties of its initial state, such as entangle-
ment, may significantly influence the future dynamics.
A well-known example is the concept of superradiance
[5-12] introduced by Dicke in 1954, where the emission
intensity from an ensemble of atoms interacting with a
common electromagnetic field can be enhanced compared
with that from independent atoms. It is also well-known
that the superradiance behaviors are highly relevant to
the initial states of the system. In recent years, super-
radiance has received a large amount of attention due
to its theoretical significance and potential applications
[13-29]. Under certain approximations, such as a coarse
grained time scale, the superradiance process could be
regarded as Markovian [8-12], whereas, it is intrinsically
non-Markovian. With the advances in theories and tech-
nologies, understanding the non-Markovian dynamics of
superradiance becomes more demanding [26-29]. In a
recent work [29], the author shows that non-Markovian
memory effects play an important role in superradiance
beyond retardation, featuring the quadratic dynamics in
the early-time (Zeno regime). In view of the significant
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influences of the system initial states on non-Markovain
quantum processes, especially, a superradiance process,
some interesting questions arise. For example, how to
quantitatively evaluate the memory effects of a quantum
process conditioned on a particular system initial state?
How does the initial state of a system influence the mem-
ory effects? What is the role of the memory effects in
a superradiance process, especially in its the early-time
dynamics where the superradiance is created. Are there
quantitative relations between the memory effects and
the superradiance characteristics.

In this paper, we try to answer these questions by first
proposing a method to quantify the memory effects in a
quantum process conditioned on a particular system ini-
tial state. The method is based on a previous work [30]
of ours. In that work, we quantify the memory effects
(past-future dependence) of a quantum process through
the inequality of completely positive dynamical maps
T(ta,to) # T(t2,t1)T(t1,t0). By acting the inequality
on a particular initial state pg(to), the memory effects
could be understood by the difference between two final
states ps(t2) and ps(t2). The reason is that the evo-
lutions corresponding to T'(t2,tg) and T(te,t1) have the
same system states at ¢; but different histories before ¢;.
Based on the above interpretation, we suggest measuring
the memory effects conditioned on the initial state pg (o)
by the maximal difference of pg(t2) and py(t2) in a time
interval of interest. Using this method, we calculate the
memory effects (as well as the radiation characteristics)
of a superradiance model in the early-time regime (Zeno
regime). The model describes N two-level atoms inter-
acting with a single-mode vacuum cavity. Several types
of initial states are studied, such as the (dephased) Dicke
states and factorized identical states. We find that the
value of memory effects for the (dephased) Dicke states is
half the cavity photon number in the early-time regime.
Besides, it is observed that the single-atom coherence
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in the factorized identical states and the coherence (en-
tanglement) in the dephased Dicke states can enhance
the memory effects, the cavity photon number and the
degree of superradiance at the same time. In our stud-
ies, the transitions from non-superradiant initial states
to superradiant ones are always accompanied by the en-
hancement of memory effects. The results demonstrate
that the memory effects is vital for the superradiance
phenomenon and the (change of) environment photon
number is an important source of the memory effects,
especially for the Dicke states.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec.II, we propose
a method to evaluate the initial-state-dependent memory
effects in a quantum process. In Sec.III, we obtain the
early-time solution of N two-level atoms interacting with
a vacuum cavity, after which we give the expressions for
the memory effects, the cavity photon number and the
degree of superradiance for an arbitrary initial state of
the system. In Sec.IV, the influences of initial states on
the memory effects as well as the superradiance charac-
teristics are calculated and analyzed for several types of
initial states. Conclusions and discussions are presented
in Sec.V.

II. INITIAL-STATE-DEPENDENT MEMORY
EFFECTS

In this section, we first review the measure of non-
Markovianity in [30] that quantifies the memory ef-
fects (the past-future dependence) in a quantum pro-
cess. Using its physical interpretations, we then propose
a method to quantify the memory effects in a quantum
process conditioned on a particular initial state of the
system. The object of study in [30] is a quantum pro-
cess of an open quantum system described by the total
Hamiltonian

H=Hs+ Hg+ Hgsg, (1)

an arbitrary system initial state pg(t;) and a fixed ini-
tial state of the environment pg(t;) (independent of the
system). Here ¢; is the initial time of an evolution which
is also arbitrary. The initial condition of an evolution is

pse(tr) = ps(tr) ® pe(tr) (2)

which means that the system is initially uncorrelated
with the environment before the evolution. In general,
pe(tr) is governed by [31]

pE(tI) _ Te—i f[;I HE(T)dTpE(O)' (3)

Typically, one deals with a time-independent environ-
ment Hamiltonian Hg and assumes a steady state of Hg
as the environmental initial state (e.g., a thermal state).
Then, the initial condition of an evolution is

pse(tr) = ps(tr) ® pe (4)

for any t;. Since pg(ts) and t; is arbitrary, the measure of
non-Markovianity (memory effects) in [30] is determined
by H and pg(t;) and the time interval of interest.

In a non-Markovian quantum process, the meaning of
a dynamical map given by pg(t2) = (ta,t1)ps(t1) is am-
biguous unless psg(t1), or from another perspective, the
initial time ¢; is specified (¢; < t1). For clarity, we define
T(t2,t1) as a memoryless dynamical map that transfers
ps(t1) to ps(te) where ¢; is the initial time of the evolu-
tion (t; = ¢1) [30], i.e.,

ps(ta) = T(ta,t1)ps(t1)
= Trp[U(t2,t1)ps(t1) ® pe(t)U(t2, t1)'] (5)

where pg(t1) is fixed, pg(t1) is arbitrary and U (ta,t1) =

.t
Te il 4T i) general. Particularly, when H is time-
independent and pg(t;) = pg is a steady state of Hg,
Eq.(@) is simplified to

T'(t2,t1)ps(t1)
= Trple 71 pg(t)) @ ppet=271] (6)

such that T(t2,t1) = T(t2 — t1,0) [32]. The dynamical
map T is trace-preserving and completely positive and
called a universal dynamical map (UDM) that is inde-
pendent of the state it acts upon [33].

Let t9 < t1 < t2, a (time-dependent) quantum process
is Markovian if the dynamical maps (denoted by Ajr)
satisfy the divisibility condition

A (t2,t0) = Anr(ta, t1)An (e, to) (7)

where each dynamical map is uniquely defined and a
UDM. Remark that the dynamical map Aps(to, 1) is a
UDM if and only if it is induced by

ps(te) = An(ta,t1)ps(ty)
Trp(U(ts, t1)ps(t1) @ pe(t)U(t2, t1)'] (8)

where pg(t1) is fixed and pg(t1) is arbitrary [33]. In a
open quantum system, the condition pgg(t) = ps(t) ®
pE(t) [pr(t) does not dependent on the system state]
may not be satisfied exactly for ¢ > t;. Thus the dy-
namics of an exact open quantum system is typically not
Markovian [33]. However, psg(t) = ps(t) ® pg(t) can be
a good approximation where the correlation between the
system and the environment does not affect the system’s
dynamics so much [33]. It is observed that the Marko-
vian dynamical map Aps(t2,t1) is unique and does not
depend on the initial time of a evolution, e.g., t; = t;
or t; < t1. Therefore, Ap(te,t1) = T(ta,t1) accord-
ing to the definition of the memoryless dynamical map
T. Then, the Markovian divisibility condition Eq.() can
also be expressed in terms of the memoryless dynamical
map 1" by

ps(t2)

T(ta,to) = T(ta, t1)T(t1,10) (9)

whose violation is a sign of non-Markovianity. Unlike
the dynamical maps used in some non-Markovianity mea-
sures |34, 35], all the dynamical maps T are completely



positive. The violation of Eq.([@) is manifested by the
inequality

T(ta,to) # T(ta,t1)T(t1,10). (10)

The physical meaning of Eq.(I0) can be explained
with Figlll Let the left-hand and the right-hand side
of Eq.(I0) act on a system initial state pg(tp). On the
left-hand side of Eq.([I0), ps(to) is mapped to ps(t2) by
T (t2,to) in evolution A. On the right-hand side, pg(to) is
firstly mapped to pg(t1) by T'(¢1, to) in evolution B. Then,
as the initial state of evolution C, pg(t1) is mapped to
ps(t2) by T'(t2,t1), which means that the initial condi-
tion of evolution C is psg(t1) = ps(t1) ® pr(ty) with
fixed pg(t1) defined by Eq.@) or a steady one pg. At
the moment ¢;, evolution A and C have the same sys-
tem state pg(t1) but different histories: evolution A
has a history in time interval [to, 1] that is encoded in
pse(t) = Ut to)ps(to) @ pr(to)U(t1, to)'; while evolu-
tion C (starting at ¢1) have no history before ¢;. There-
fore, ps(t2) # ps(t2) is an evidence that the future state
(after t1) of the system depends on its history (in [tg, t1])
in this quantum process. This is the physical meaning
of the memory effects in this paper and |30]. Otherwise,
if the divisibility Eq.(@) holds, the process is Markovain
and ps(t2) = ps(t2) for any ps(to).

On the other hand, the inequality could be understood
by focusing on the change of the environment state be-
tween evolution B and C. At the end of evolution B,
pSE(tl) = U(tl, to)ps(fo)@pE(to)U(tl, to)T. Then, at the
beginning of evolution C, the environment is initialized
by T'(t2,t1) such that psp(t1) — ps(t1) ® pr(t1) where
pe(t1) is independent of the system. The information of
the system’s history in [to,?1] is erased by T'(t2,¢1). In
contrast, such an initialization never happens in evolu-
tion A. Therefore, pg(t2) # p's(t2) signifies that the envi-
ronment (as well as the correlations between the system
and environment [33]) remembers the system’s history
and this memory can influence the future of the system.

In [30], we define the maximal difference of T'(t2,10)
and T'(t2,t1)T (t1,t0) as the non-Markovianity where ¢,
and to are optimized. Based on the dynamical maps T,
all the initial states are potentially considered, thus the
measure of non-Markovianity in [30] does not depend on
the initial state of the system. In this paper, our goal is
to evaluate the influence of the system initial state on the
memory effects in a quantum process. Using the physi-
cal interpretations discussed above, we define the value
of memory effects conditioned on ps(ty) as the maximal
trace distance between pg(t2) and pl(t2):

Nulps(to)] = max 2 los(t2) = ds(t2)]. (1)

Here ||A|| = Tr(V AT A) is the trace norm of an operator
A. Assuming a fixed to for convenience, N |[ps(t9)] could
be calculated by optimizing ¢; and ¢2 in a time interval
[to, t] of interest where tg < t1 < to < t. For example,
the time interval might be [tg, 00| or [tg,to + 7] where

A: T(tg./ to)
! istor, v
ps(to) _bistory ps(t) ——— ps(t2)
ps(to) ps(ti) Pls(t2)

B: T(tl, to) C: T(tg, ‘/51)

FIG. 1. Physical interpretation of Eq.(I0) as memory effects.
At the moment t;, the system states in evolution A and C
are the same. Remind that evolution A has a history from
to to t1 while evolution C does not have any history before
t1. Therefore, ps(t2) # p's(t2) is an evidence that the future
(after ¢1) state of the system depends on its history (from to
to ¢1) in a quantum process.

7 is finite (as done later in this paper). Similar to the
measure in [30], 0 < Nas[ps(to)] < 1 is satisfied due to
the properties of the trace distance.

Using Eq.([I), the influence of initial states on the
memory effects of an quantum process could be quantita-
tively evaluated. Note that Nas[ps(to)] > 0 is a sufficient
condition for the inequality Eq.(I0), but not a necessary
one. The theoretical calculation and experimental ob-
servation of Eq.([I) might be easier than those in [30]
since the determination of the dynamical maps 7" is not
compulsory.

IIT. EARLY-TIME SUPERRADIANCE

A. Theoretical model

We consider a fundamental model that describes N
two-level atoms (the system, denoted by “S”) interacting
with a cavity (the environment, denoted by “E” ) initially
in a vacuum state. The Hamiltonian is given by

H = Hgs+ Hg+ Hy
N N
= wAZa:{U; —|—wBbTb+Zg(a:{b +o,bh). (12)
n=1 n=1

Here Hs and Hpg represent N noninteracting two-level
atoms and a single-mode electromagnetic field in the cav-
ity, respectively. Hy = Zﬁle g(o7b+0b") describes the
interactions between the atoms and the cavity with the
rotating wave approximation, and the coupling strength
g is a real constant. The lowering and raising opera-
tors for the nth atom is defined as o, = |g)n{e|, and
ox = le)nlgln-

The initial condition of the model is assumed to be
pse(to) = ps(to) ® |0)(0] where ps(to) is arbitrary and
|0) is the vacuum state of the cavity. For simplicity, we
use tg = 0 in the reminder of this paper without loss of
generality. The density matrix of the composite system



pse is described by the master equation,
pse = —i[Hs+ Hg + Hj, psg]

1 1
+7(bpseb’ — §bTbPSE - §PSEbTb) (13)

where -y is the dissipation strength of the cavity. Assume
the cavity is in resonance with the atoms (wa = wp),
then the density matrix psg in the interaction picture is
described by

N
pse = —i[z g(ot b+ 0,01, ps]
n=1

1 1
+v(bpseb’ — 5bprSE - 5pSEbTb). (14)

In this remainder of this paper, we focus on the early-
time dynamics where gt < 1 due to the following rea-
sons. First, non-Markovian characters are non-negligible
on such a short time scale. Second, it stresses the in-
fluence of a particular initial state since the state hardly
changes in this time interval. Furthermore, it is helpful
for understanding the creation mechanism of the superra-
diance. In the early-time limit gt — 0, one might ignore
the influence of cavity dissipation v, providing that ~ is
not infinitely large. In this case, psg evolves unitarily via

pse(t) = U(t)ps(0) @ ppUT(t) (15)

where U(t) = e *H1t and pr = |0)(0]. The influence of
ignoring v on the early-time dynamics will be discussed
at the end of this section.

B. Early-time solution

The reduced dynamics of the atoms could be deter-
mined by tracing out the degrees of the environment:

ps(t) = Tre[U(t)ps(0) @ peU'(¢)]

> (klEU(t)ps(0) @ peUT(t)|k)s  (16)
%

where |k) g are a set of basis in Hg. With the help of the
Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff formula

2

¢4 Be=4 = B+ a[A, B] + %[A, [A,B]] + ... (17)

after the replacement A = Hy, B = pg(0) ® pg and
a = —it, we have

ps(t) ~ > (kl(ps(0) @ pg — it[Hr, ps(0) @ pp]
k

_%R [Hy, [Hy, ps(0) ® pil]|k) (18)

where the terms with higher orders of gt have been omit-
ted due to the early-time limit (g¢ — 0). Using the num-
ber state basis of the cavity |k) = |0), 1), ... and the as-
sumption pg = [0)(0|, it is straightforward to derive the

solution of the system evolution in the early-time limit
gt — 0,

ps(t) = ps(0) + (9t)*Lo-[ps(0)]. (19)
Here 0~ =) o, is the collective lowering operator and
Lk(p) = KpKT — JKTKp — 1pKTK is the Lindblad
superoperator. b'|0) = |1) and (0|b = (1] have been used
to obtain Eq.(I9). Notice that the partial trace over the

second term of Eq.(I8)) is zero, thus the change of ps(0)
is quadratic in ¢ in the early-time limit.

C. Memory effects

With the above results, we now calculate the initial-
state-dependent memory effects defined in Sec.Il. We
consider the dynamics in a short time interval [0, ] where
to =0 < t; < t2 <t In “evolution A” (with a history
from ¢y to ¢1) as mentioned before, the initial state is
ps(0) and the final state pg(t2) is given by

ps(ta) = ps(0) + [g(T10 + 721)]*Lo-[ps(0)]. (20)

Here 190 = t1 — to and 71 = t5 — t1 are used for conve-
nience. The initial state of “evolution C” at ¢y is

ps(ti) = ps(0) + (9710)*Lo-[ps(0)]. (21)

In “evolution C” (without any history before ¢1 ), the final
state ps(t2) is given by

Ps(ta) = ps(ts) + (g721)* Lo [ps(tr)]. (22)

Substituting Eq.(21) into Eq.(22]), we have

ps(t2) = ps(0) + (9m0)*Lo-[ps(0)]
+(9721)* Lo~ {ps(0) + (9710)* Lo [ps(0)]}
= ps(0) + (9710)* Lo~ [ps(0)]
+(g721)* Lo~ [ps(0)] (23)

where the high-order term g*73,73, L, {L,- [ps(0)]} has
been omitted due to the early-time limit. The memory
effects are manifested by the difference between Eq.(20)

and Eq.([23):

ps(ta)—ps(ta) = g°[(T10 + 721)* =70 — 731) Lo [p5(0)]
= 26710721 Lo [ps(0)]. (24)

According to Eq. (), the value of the memory effects for
the initial state pg(0) is

1
max = ||ps(t2) — ps(t2)|

710,721 2

9*l1£-1ps ()]l max (rio71). (25)

Nulps(0)] =

Since ¢%||L,-[ps(0)]]| is a constant for a given pg(0),
Eq.[@28) can be calculated simply by maximizing 710721
with the constraint 0 < 719 + 721 = 720 < t. Let



’ t/2 t/2
T10 + 721 = 1, then 79101 = (7’10——) +T < T
. 2
Therefore, the maximum of Ti97e; is tT when 79 =
!
To1 = % It is easy to see that the maximum of m¢7%; in

the time interval [0,¢] happens when ¢’ = ¢. Eventually,
Nar[p(to)] in the early-time limit is

Nulps(0)] = g°1Lo-ps

O] TIIT[}?%(TloTzl)
= Lo lpsOI5)?

1

LGP s O)] (26)
Eq.(28) demonstrates that in a short time interval [0, ¢],
Nar[p(0)] grows quadratically with ¢. To focus on the
influence of initial states (rather than the time ¢ or the
atom-cavity coupling ¢), it is convenient to discuss the
normalized value of memory effects

Hurlnstl ps(O)] ")
It represents the strength of memory effects in the early-
time limit as a function of only pg(0). Notice that
Mules O §5 not bounded as Na[ps(0)]. In principle,

(g91)?
there is 0 < 222501 < o0,

1
- Z”‘CU*[

D. Cavity photon number

In a non-Markovian proceess, the relation psgp(t) =
ps(t) ® pg does not hold in general. Particularly, for
the superradiance problem, the change of photo number
in the environment (the cavity) might be an important
source of the memory effects so that psg(t) # ps(t) ® pE.
Thus it is desirable to know the cavity photon number
(denoted by Np in this paper) in the early-time limit in
order to understand the physics of the memory effects.
The total excitation number of our model represented
by Nep = bTb+ > oo, is conserved since [Ne,, H] =
0. Besides, there are no photon in the cavity initially.
Therefore, the cavity photon number is equal to the loss
of excitations of the atoms that represents the emission
intensity of superradiance (in the early-time limit).

According to Eq.([), the cavity photon number at ¢
for pg(0) is given by,

Nplps(0)] = T[> ol o, ps(0)] - TY[Z op oy, ps(t)]
= Tr Zn: ofonp Z o
—Tf{zon o, (9t)* Lo [ps(0)]}
= (gt)zTr{— > oron Lo-lps(0)]}.  (28)
Using [0t Lo o] —n0 and [}, oo, 0t =0T,
Eq.(Z8) can be simplified to a more concise form

Nplps(0)] = (gt)*Tr[o o~ ps(0)]. (29)

It is observed that in the early-time limit, the cavity num-
ber increases quadratically with time. As mentioned in
the last subsection, it is convenient to discuss the nor-
malized cavity photon number

Np[ps(0)]
(91)?

such that it does not depend on the evolution time ¢ and
atom-cavity coupling g. Eq.([30) represents the emission
intensity in the early-time limit as a function of only the
initial state. When each atom radiates independently,
e.g., each atom radiates in its own cavity, the normalized
cavity photon number for the nth atom is reduced to

=Tr[o o™ ps(0)] (30)

(91)
where pg, (0) is the reduced density matrix of the nth

atom. Then the degree of superradiant might be mea-
sured by the ratio [, [13]

— Tx[o; o s, (0)] (31)

Np[ps(0)]/(gt)>
> NSV ps(0)]/(gt)?
Tefoto ps(0)]
>, Tr[ost o ps, (0)]

for nonzero denominator. If S[pg(0)] is greater (less)
than 1, the state pg(0) is superradiant (subradiant).

Slps(0)] =

(32)

E. Early-time regime

Mathematically, Eq.[[3) holds true as gt — 0. One
may wonder the validity of the early-time solution
Eq.([[@) in a longer time interval and how the cavity dis-
sipation deteriorates the validity. In this subsection, we
discuss this problem by comparing the systems dynam-
ics by Eq.([9) with that by numerically solving the full
dynamics in Hg ® Hp with Eq.([[d)) and tracing out the
environment. A dynamics could be represented by the
dynamical maps T'(¢,0) that turns all the possible initial
state at 0 to a final state at t. Furthermore, the difference
of two dynamical maps can be evaluated through their
Choi-Jamidtkowski matrices |36, [37]. Here we evaluate
the error of Eq.([I3) at instant ¢ by the trace distance of

quad exact
PT(1.0) and PT(t0) 1€

1 uad exac
Error = Slogist — izt (33)
where quiz'Z'é) and peT””(‘tIfg) are the Choi-Jamidtkowski ma-
trices calculated by Eq.(Id) and Eq.([Id), respectively.
The Choi-Jamiétkowski matrix is deﬁned as pr(t,0) =
T(t,0)  1(W)(¥]) with [¥) = —Lo 52 [i)}i) a maxi-

mally entangled state of the N-atom system and an an-
cillary system of the same dimension.
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FIG. 2. The error of Eq.(I9) as a function of gt for (a) 2 atoms
and (b) 6 atoms with different strengths of cavity dissipation.
The error represents the difference of the dynamical maps
T(t,0) corresponding to Eq.(I9) (early-time assumption) and
Eq.([I) (exact). The error vanishes as gt — 0 and increases
with the cavity dissipation v or the atom number N.

We numerically calculated the error of Eq.([I9) for
v/g = 0,1,10 and N = 2,6. The results are illustrated
in Figl2in logarithmic scale. It is seen that the order of
magnitude of error decreases linearly with that of ¢. Al-
though the cavity dissipation and the increasing of atom
number can increase the error, there exists a time interval
where Eq.(I9) is a good approximation as long as v and
N are finite. For example, in a time interval [0,0.01/¢],
the error is less than 107° even when v = 10g for both
N =2 and N = 6, implying that Eq.([I9) is a good ap-
proximation in this scenario. The above discussion im-
plies that the early-time limit g¢ — 0 could be relaxed
to an early-time regime, i.e., a time interval [0, 7] where
the decay is quadratic. Here 7 is linked to the Zeno time
[38-141].

IV. INFLUENCE OF INITIAL STATES

In this section, the results Eq.(27), Eq.(30) and Eq.([32)
are applied to several types of N-atom initial states. Our
first aim is to study the influence of initial states on the
memory effects. Another aim is to reveal the role of mem-
ory effect in creating superradiance. Conversely, it also
helps to understand the physical source of memory effects
in our model.

A. Dicke states

The Dicke states, written as |JM), are extensively
studied in the field of superradiance. It is defined as the
common eigenstate of the pseudospin operators D? =
2(DTD~ + D~ D%) + D? and D, with J = N/2. The
eigenvalues are given by

D2*|JM) = J(J+1)|JM) (34)
D.|JM) = M|JM) (M =—J,...J) (35)

where the operators are defined by Dt =% o}, D™ =

Lor and D, = 15 (lehu(eln — ghn(ghn): A Dicke
state is symmetrical and invariant by atom permutation
with N, = J+ M excited atoms and N, = J—M ground-
state atoms. It can be constructed by the following for-
mula [8]:

A (e Meses ). (30

[7M) = NI(J = M)! "

n

For example, for 3 two-level atoms, there is |3/2, —1/2) =
T5(legg) + lgeg) + lgge)).

A well-known result of the free-space spontaneous
emission rate for two-level atoms is Wxy = T'(cto™)
where T' is the natural linewidth of a single atom. For
the Dicke states, there is

Wy = I{JM|ocTo™|JM)
=T(J+M)(J-M+1) (37)

When M = J (fully excited), Wy = NI. Then the
emission rate is proportional to N, or say, the N-atom
emission rate is equal to the summation of those from in-
dependent atoms. Thus there is no superradiance. When
M = 0 (half excited), Wy = TS (4 + 1), the emission
rate increase with N2, or say, the N-atom emission rate
is greater than the summation of those from independent
atoms (§T). The superradiance with the most intensive
emission happens in this case. Note that the results holds
under the Born-Markov approximation and on a coarse-
grained time scale [8-12].

In the non-Markovian early-time regime, we calculated
the normalized value of memory effects and cavity pho-
ton number with Eq.(21) and Eq.([30) for the Dicke states
of different N. The results are shown in Fig[3 where
N=1,2,.,15(J=N/2)and M =—-J,—J+1,...,J. It
is observed that when the number of atoms NV is fixed,
the strongest memory effects as well as photon emission
happens when M is 0 or next to 0, which is in agree-
ment with Eq.(37). Interestingly, we find that the value
of memory effects for the Dicke states can be fully deter-
mined by the cavity photon number by

Nar(173)) = 5 No(|730)) (39)

in the early-time regime. The relation is proved
in the following.  Using the property o*|JM) =
VI +1) — M(M £1)|J(M £1)), it is straightforward
to see that
Nu(|JM))

(g9t)?

1
= 7I1Lo-(TM))]
1, _ I
= ZHO’ |JMY(JM|o —5070 |JM){(JM|
1
—§|JM><JM|O'+O'7H

= %(J+M)(J—M+1)H|JM’><JM’|
—|JM)(TM]]| (39)



FIG. 3. (a) Normalized Memory effects Nas and (b) normal-
ized cavity photon number NN, in the early-time regime for dif-
ferent Dicke states |JM). The number of atoms N varies from
1 to 15, correspondingly, J = N/2 = 1/2,3/2,...15/2. The
results demonstrate that if the atoms are initially in |JM),
the normalized value of memory effects is half the normalized
cavity photon number in the early-time regime. The strongest
memory effects as well as photon emission happens when M
is 0 or next to 0.

where M’ = M —1. Remind that the trace norm could be
calculated by [|A|| = TrvVATA = 3, |\ | where A, is
the eigenvalue of operator A. Meanwhile, the eigenvalues
of [JM"Y{JM'| — |JM){JM|is 1 and —1 whose absolute
values sum up to 2. Therefore,

Ny (|JM))
(gt)?

Considering that the normalized cavity photon number
for Dicke states is

Np(|JM))
(91)?

:%(J+M)(J—M+1). (40)

= Tr(oto™ |JM)(JM]|)

= T[(J + M)(J — M + 1)|JM){(JM]]
= (J+M)(J—M+1), (41)

Eq.(8) is proved. The relation Eq.[88) demonstrates
that the (change of) the cavity photon number is a fun-

damental reason of the memory effects in the early-time
regime for the Dicke states.

We now discuss the degree of superadiance for the
Dicke states in the early-time regime. The nor-
malized cavity photon number for one independent
atom in its excited state is given by Np(le))/(gt)? =
Np(13.4))/(gt)* = 1 by Eq.@3I). Using the results of
Eq.( I), the degree of superradiance for the Dicke states
could be calculated by

Np(|JM))/(gt)?
ST Np(le))/ (gt)?
(J+M)(J—M+1)
J+ M
=J-M+1 (42)

S(|JM)) =

for J + M > 0, where the denominator represents the
contribution of the emission from the J 4+ M indepen-
dently excited atoms in |JM). Note that the physical
meaning of the denominator in Eq.([#2) is different from
that in Eq.([32), but their values are the same.

In FigBla) or (b), the left row represents |J, —J) (no
atom excited), thus Ny, and Np are both zero which
is a trivial case. Another group of Dicke states without
superradiance are |J, J) (fully excited) corresponding to
the right row in FigBla) or (b). Using Eq.(d2), it is
easy to check that S(|J,J)) = 1. Except for the two
rows, other Dicke states in Fig[3l are superradiant which
could be examined by S(|JM)) > 1 with Eq.(2). For
example, for the Dicke states |J, —J + 1) (one atom ex-
cited) represented by the second row from the left, there
is S(|J,—J 4+ 1)) = N. The single-photon superradi-
ance is called “the greatest radiation anomaly” by Dicke.
Meanwhile, the normalized value of memory effects for
|J,—J + 1) is &, which is also proportional to N. For
the states in the second row from the right, there is
S(|J,J —1)) = 2 for N > 1. The degree of superra-
diance is a constant showing a weaker degree of superra-
diance. For Dicke states, although the normalized value
of memory effects is not proportional to the degree of
superradiance in general, it is observed that the transi-
tion from non-supperradiant states to superradiant states
(e.g., |J,Jy = |J,J — 1)) is always accompanied by the
increase of memory effects. Thus the memory effects are
important for the creation of superradiance.

B. Factorized identical states

In this subsection, we investigate N-atom initial states
in a factorized from

pLI0) = ps, ® ps, ® ... ® psy (43)

with identical single-atom states

= = ... = = Pee peg . 44
ps, = Ps, PSn ( P% Do > (44)



Such states are fully characterized by p.. and p., and
may also be superradiant. For example, states of this
form are experimentally studied in [13] to realize the
single-atom superradiance where the a serious of atoms
enter a cavity one by one. In ﬂﬂ], we show that such
a model can be used to achieve the Heisenberg Limit in
a quantum metrology scheme for measuring the atom-
cavity coupling. The superradiance of two artificial
atoms with initial state %E +9) ®(le) +|g)) are ex-
perimentally observed in [15]. In the above works, the
single-atom coherence (|peq|) are crucial for creating su-
perradiance. Thus it is desirable to know the influence
of such states on the memory effects in superradiance,
especially the role of the single-atom coherence.

In this subsection, the normalized value of memory ef-
fects and the normalized cavity photon number for states
described by Eq.[#3) are calculated using Eq.(27) and
Eq.(30). When Eq.(4) is a pure state, i.e., psn, = |9} (],
pf **(0) can be decomposed into the superpositions of
different Dicke states ] Using the analytical result
of (¢|loto~|¢) in [13], we obtain the normalized cavity

photon number for p£*“*(0):
Np[pf™(0)]
(gt)?

According to Eq.(32), the degree of superradiance is
given by

= N(N = 1)|peg|* + Npee- (45)

NplpL*(0)]/(gt)?
SN NS (ps,)/ (gt)?
N(N — 1)|p€g|2 + Npee

Npee

- 1)|peg|2/Pee

Slf(0)] =

=14+ (N

for pee > 0. The result demonstrates that the state
pg‘wt(O) is superradiant when |pe4| is nonzero and N > 1.
Besides, the normalized cavity photon number as well as
the degree of superradiance grow quadratically with the
single-atom coherence |peq| for N > 1.

In contrast to Eq.[0), the analytical solution of
Eq.@0) for the factorized initial states is complicated
in general. Therefore, Eq.([210) is solved numerically in
this section. The results of the normalized Ny [pg‘wt(())]

and Np [pgwt(O)] are depicted in FigHl as a function of
pee and |peg| with N = 1, 2 and 11. The condition
|pegl?> < (1 — pee)pee are satisfied in FigHl to guaran-
tee the positivity of pg, . The single-atom coherence
Peg are chosen to be real in the simulations for sim-
plicity. Numerical results shows that the phase of p.q
does not affect the value of memory effects. Unlike
the case for the Dicke states, Nas[ph*(0)]/(gt)? is not

proportional to Np [pgwt(O)] /(gt)? in general. However,
our simulation results show that the normalized value
of memory effects can always be enhanced by |peg| for

any N. Similar situations happen for Np[pL**(0)]/(gt)?
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FIG. 4. Normalized memory effects Ny (left column) and
normalized cavity photon number N, (right column) for
pé‘m (0) as a function of pee and |peg| in the early-time regime.
The atom numbers are N = 1, 2 and 11 from top to bottom.
For any pee and N (N > 1), Nas (Np) can always be enhanced

nonlinearly by the single-atom coherence |peg|.

and S[pL*(0)] when N > 1 as seen in Eq.[@5) and
@6). Besides, when the atom number N increases,

Ny [pgm(O)]/(gt)2 grows more and more fast with |pe,],

and so do Np[pf*(0)]/(gt)? and S[pL*"(0)] as seen in
Eq.(@3) and ). Thus we conclude that the creation and
enhancement of superradiance by |pey| is accompanied by
the increase of memory effects for the factorized identi-
cal initial states. In FigHlc) and (e), it is found that the
states around pey = 0 and pe. = 0.5 tend to take lower
values of memory effects compared with their neighboring
states, especially when N is large. This might be intu-
itively interpreted by the fact that p., = 0 and pee = 0.5
leads to a maximally mixed state of the N-atom system.
Besides, Figllshows that the (change of) the cavity pho-
ton number is not the only factor to determine the value
of the memory effects. Other factors might include the
(change of) coherence of the cavity state between the
basis |n).



C. Other initial states

Entanglement and coherence of the initial states may
play important roles in superradiance [22-25, 42], espe-
cially for the Dicke states. Next, we examine the in-
fluence of the coherence (or the entanglement among the
atoms) in the dephased Dicke states p&*"(0) on the mem-
ory effects as well as the superradiance. The initial state

we consider is given by
P (0) = NTMY(TM| + (1 = \D(|TM)(JM]) (46)

where 0 < A < 1. Here D turns |JM)(JM]| into a fully
dephased state with vanishing off-diagonal elements in
the basis |e(g), e(g), ..., e(g)). Meanwhile, D(|JM)(JM|)
is a mixed state of separable states whose entanglement
is zero. Thus A reflects the strength of entanglement
or the value of coherence of p&?"(0). With the help of
numerical solutions, we find by mathematical induction
that —NM[D(‘(';%MJMD] = %(J—l— M) and

Nur[p&?"(0)]

(g1)?

N (JM)IM])

(gt)?
e _/\)NM[D(|JM><JM|)]

(g9t)?
- %(J +M)[(J = MA+1].  (47)

It is seen that the normalized value of memory effects
increases linearly with A when M # J, —J. The normal-
ized cavity photon number can be calculated by Eq.(30]).
We obtain

Nplps™" (0)]
(91)?

Np(|JM))
(91)?

+(1 =X

::)\

Np[D(|JM)(JM])]

(g9t)?
= (J+M)[(J—MN+1]. (48)

Similarly, Nas[p%?"(0)] = %Np[pdseph(O)] is satisfied for
the dephased Dicke states in the early-time regime. The
degree of superradiance for the dephased Dicke states is
given by

Np[p&™(0))/(gt)?
St Np(le))/(gt)?2
(J+M)[(J—-M)A+1]
J+ M
= (J-=M)X+1 (49)

Slps™"(0)] =

for J + M > 0. It is observed that the entanglement or
coherence (represented by A) in the depahsed Dicke state
is necessary for superradiance. Besides, the degree of
superradiance increases linearly with A for superradiant
Dicke states. Similarly, the creation and increase of su-
perradiance induced by A is accompanied by the increase
of memory effects.

At the end of this subsection, we calculate the value of
the normalized value of memory effects of a probabilistic
mixture of Dicke states pZ(0) = Y, pm|JM)(JM|
where J = N/2, M = —J,—J+1,....,J and >, pm = 1.
Using similar treatment as in Eq.(B3), we find that

J—1

N mixr 0 1
% _ Z[M; parer f(M + 1) — parf(M))]
+psf(J)] (50)

where f(X) = (J + X)(J — X +1). The result reduces
to Eq.(#0) when p&**(0) is a pure state |JM)(JM|.

V. CONCLUSIONS AND DISCUSSIONS

In this paper, we propose a method to evaluate
the memory effects in a quantum process conditioned
on a particular system initial state. The method is
based on the physical interpretations of the inequality
T(ta,to) # T(t2,t1)T(t1,t0) [30]. Some features of the
non-Markovianity measure in [30] are inherited. For ex-
ample, nonzero memory effects can be characterized even
in regimes where monotonic behaviors do not occur, or
have not occurred yet. Besides, 0 < Ny[ps(to)] < 1
is satisfied without additional normalizations. This al-
lows us to compare the memory effects of quantum sys-
tems with different dimensions (e.g., different numbers
of atoms in our model). Using our method, we calculate
the influence of several types of initial states on the early-
time memory effects. For the (dephased, mixed) Dicke
states, we obtained simple analytic solutions for the nor-
malized memory effects in terms of J and M, or say,
N, and Ny. The environmental photon number as well
as the degree of superradiance are also calculated. The
aims of comparing the memory effects with the superra-
diance characters is to reveal the role of memory effects
in generating superradiance, and conversely, understand
the physical sources of the memory effects.

The main conclusions are as follows: For the (de-
phased) Dicke states, the value of memory effects is half
the cavity photon number in the early-time regime. For
the factorized identical states, the single-atom coherence
is necessary for superradiance. Such coherence can al-
ways enhance the memory effects for N > 1, meanwhile,
it increases the cavity photon number and the degree of
superradiance for N > 2. For the dephased Dicke states,
the coherence (entanglement of atoms) represented by
A is also necessary for superrdiance. Meanwhile, the
memory effects, the cavity photon number and the de-
gree of superradiance increase linearly with A for super-
radiant states. In the above cases, the transitions from
non-superradiant states to superradiant ones are always
accompanied by the enhancement of memory effects, im-
plying the memory effects are vital for creating super-
radiance. On the other hand, we find that the (change
of) environmental photon number is an important (but



may not be the only) source of the memory effects in the
superradiance process, especially for the Dicke states.
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