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We introduce a picture to describe and intrepret waveguide-QED problems in the non-Markovian
regime of long photonic retardation times resulting in delayed coherent feedback. The framework is
based on an intuitive spatial decomposition of the waveguide into blocks. Among these, the block
directly coupled to the atoms embodies an effective lossy multimode cavity leaking into the rest of
the waveguide, in turn embodying an effective white-noise bath. The dynamics can be approximated
by retaining only a finite number of cavity modes that yet eventually grows with the time delay.
This description captures the atomic as well as the field’s dynamics, even with many excitations,
in both emission and scattering processes. As an application, we show that the recently identified
non-Markovian steady states can be understood by retaining very few or even only one cavity modes.

Most quantum optics phenomena investigated so far
occur under Markovian conditions (lack of memory
effects). One major reason behind this is that atom-
photon interaction is usually weak, while light travels
very fast. This allows to neglect photonic time delays
(retardation times), which is a tremendous simplification
of the dynamics underpinning standard tools such as
the Lindblad master equation and the input-output
formalism [1]. Recent years have yet seen a growing
attention to the non-Markovian regime of non-negligible
photonic time delays, especially in the emerging area
of waveguide Quantum ElectroDynamics (QED) which
generally investigates the coherent interaction between
quantum emitters and the one-dimensional (1D) field
of a waveguide [2–4]. Such non-Markovian regime can
today be accessed in some waveguide-QED experiments,
e.g. through superconducting qubits coupled to surface
acoustic waves [5] or slow-light modes (near a band edge)
[6] and even cold atoms coupled to fiber-ring resonators
[7]. While complicating the dynamics considerably, time
delays can be leveraged for a variety of unprecedented
phenomena and applications, such as persistent quantum
beats [8], stabilization of Rabi oscillations [9–11], pecu-
liar inelastic two-photon scattering [12, 13], generation
of photonic cluster states [14], excitation of dressed
bound states in the continuum [15–17], enhanced Dicke
superradiance [18–21], anomalous population trapping
[22], stationary oscillations of giant atoms [23], enhanced
energy-time entanglement [24], improved single-photon
sources [25], genuinely non-Markovian steady states [26].

From a merely computational viewpoint, it is well-
established that such class of non-Markovian dynamics
can be efficiently tackled via numerical methods [27–
38] (moreover diagrammatic approaches were developed
[39, 40]). Notwithstanding, mostly due the daunting
complication of delayed (coherent) feedback, the under-
lying physics remains generally involved and non-trivial
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FIG. 1. Basic setup and idea. (a) A two-level atom is coupled
to a semi-infinite waveguide, whose left end acts like a perfect
mirror. We conveniently decompose the waveguide into a pair
of blocks A and B mutually coupled with rate γ. Block A is
an effective multimode and intrinsically open cavity (of length
L ≳ x0) in contact with block B (the latter one working
as a semi-infinite waveguide itself). (b) Normal frequencies
{Ων} of block A. The atom (energy ω0) resonates with mode
of frequency Ω0 and is detuned from off-resonant modes Ω±1,
Ω±2,... The frequency spacing of A modes ∆Ω scales as ∼ 1/τ
with τ = v/x0 the time delay, hence the stronger the non-
Markovian effects, the larger is the number of A modes to
account for. Notice that each frequency Ων has width γ ∼ 1/τ
comparable with ∆Ω, reflecting the open nature of block A.

to interpret. In particular, to our knowledge, no simple
picture to understand such dynamics was so far identified
even in the weakly non-Markovian limit (i.e. the lowest
non-trivial order in the characteristic time delay of the
problem) where one could expect a relatively simple ef-
fective model capturing the essential physics to exist.

With the above motivations, this work introduces a
physical picture for describing and interpreting non-
Markovian waveguide-QED problems that is built upon
a real-space decomposition of the waveguide into blocks.
The essential idea is inspired by cavity QED, where non-
negligible time delays occur if the atom couples signifi-
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cantly to many cavity modes (see e.g. Refs. [41–43]): the
longer the delay (say the time taken by a photon to
reach a cavity mirror), the more cavity modes need to
be considered. Of course, there is no actual cavity in
a waveguide. Yet, nothing prevents one from viewing
the latter as a set of communicating blocks [see blocks
A and B in Fig. 1(a)] and treating the finite-size block
directly coupled to the atom [i.e. block A in Fig. 1(a)]
as an open cavity that leaks into the rest of the waveg-
uide (this in turn described as a white-noise bath). If the
size of the fictitious cavity [block A in Fig. 1(a)] is cho-
sen to be comparable with the characteristic length of
the problem, then the frequency spacing between block-
A normal modes scales as the inverse of the character-
istic time delay τ . Despite the relative arbitrariness of
the block-A boundaries, it turns out that this picture al-
lows to define an effective Hamiltonian that fully captures
both (driven) emission and photon scattering, including
many-excitation dynamics where atomic non-linearities
are important.

System and basic parameters.—To present our the-
ory, we will consider the case study where a two-level
quantum emitter (henceforth called “atom”) is coupled
to a semi-infinite waveguide [see Fig. 1(a)]. In spite of
its apparent simplicity, this system hosts rich physics
and is complex enough to show most salient effects of
waveguide QED in the regime of long time delays (see
e.g. Refs. [11, 14, 15, 26, 27, 36, 44–48]), which includes
(via a suitable mapping) emission of a giant atom [5, 49]
and even some paradigmatic sub- and super-radiance
phenomena [18, 50]. The left end of the waveguide [see
Fig. 1(a)] works as a perfect mirror placed at distance x0
from the atom. The waveguide sustains a 1D field with
linear dispersion ω = vk (with v the photon group ve-
locity and k the wave vector). The atom’s ground and
excited states |g⟩ and |e⟩, respectively, are separated in
frequency by ω0 = vk0; hence k0 is the wave vector (mod-
ulus) of a photon resonant with the atom. Under weak

coupling (enabling the rotating-wave approximation), the
Hamiltonian reads (ℏ = 1) [2–4]

H = ω0 σ̂+σ̂−− iv

∫ ∞

0

dx
[
â†R(x)∂xâR(x)−â

†
L(x)∂xâL(x)

]
+ g

∫ ∞

0

dx [σ̂+ (âL(x) + âR(x))+H.c.] δ(x−x0) , (1)

with ∂x = d
dx , σ̂− = σ̂†

+ = |g⟩⟨e|, âR(L)(x) the
bosonic field operator annihilating a right-going (left-
going) photon at position x and g the atom-photon cou-
pling strength. This model is not analytically solvable
in general, except for single-excitation dynamics (such as
spontaneous emission or single-photon scattering [51]).
The essential physical parameters are:

Γ =
2g2

v
, τ =

2x0
v

, ϕ = 2k0x0 . (2)

Here, Γ is the standard decay rate that the atom would
have without the feedback effect of the mirror (i.e. as if
the waveguide were infinite, instead of ending at x = 0).
Importantly, τ (time delay) is the time taken by a photon
resonant with the atom to travel (twice) the atom-mirror
distance and ϕ the corresponding accumulated phase.
The strength of non-Markovian effects is measured by
Γτ , quantifying how long is the time delay τ compared
to the lifetime 1/Γ. Thus, the Markovian regime occurs
for Γτ ≪ 1, while for growing Γτ non-Markovian effects
get stronger and stronger.
Effective model.—We view the waveguide as two joint

“blocks” [see Fig. 1(a)]: block A (for x ∈ [0, L[ with L >
x0) and block B (for x ≥ L). Importantly, A is the block
directly coupled to the atom and has finite length. In
contrast, block B (uncoupled from the atom) has infinite
length and can be seen itself as a semi-infinite waveguide,
yet having its left edge at x = L [see Fig. 1(a)]. Based
on such block-decomposition of the waveguide, by calling
α̂ν and β̂ω respectively the normal-mode (bosonic) ladder
operators of blocks A and B, one can replace (1) with the
effective Hamiltonian [52]

Heff = ω0 σ̂+σ̂−+
∑
ν

Ων α̂
†
ν α̂ν+

∫
dω ω β̂†

ωβ̂ω +

√
γ

2π

∑
ν

∫
dω (α̂†

ν β̂ω +H.c.) +
∑
ν

gν (α̂
†
ν σ̂− +H.c.) , (3)

where

Ων = ω0 + v
νπ

L
, γ =

2v

L
, (4)

gν = g (−1)ν
√

2

L
sin

(
νπ

L
x0 +

ϕ

2

)
(5)

with ν running over all integers, while ω takes values
throughout the real axis. The second (third) term of

Hamiltonian (3) describes the free Hamiltonian of block
A (block B), where in particular Ων [cf. Eq. (4)] are the
normal frequencies of block A [see Fig. 1(b)]. The fourth
term of (3) couples block A and block B with a charac-
teristic rate γ given in Eq. (4) [notice that 1/γ is the char-
acteristic time taken by a photon to leak out of block A].
Finally, the last term describes the coupling between the
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atom and each block-A normal mode with correspond-
ing coupling strength gν [see Fig. 1(b)]. The expression
(5) of gν reflects the sinusoidal spatial shape of the A’s
normal modes (just like a standard cavity-QED system).
As a hallmark of the present framework, L (length of
block A) is a free parameter of the model except for two
conditions: (i) it must be strictly greater than x0 to en-
sure that block A contains the atom, but in practice is
required to be still comparable with x0 (more on this
later on); (ii) L must be a multiple integer of λ0/2 with
λ0 = 2π/k0 the atomic wavelength. Condition (ii) makes
sure that there is a block-Amode resonant with the atom:
this mode (henceforth called “resonant mode”) is labeled
by ν = 0 [indeed Eq. (4) yields Ων=0 = ω0].

HamiltonianHeff formally describes an effective cavity-
QED system in that the atom is coupled to a multimode
lossy cavity (block A) leaking into a white-noise photonic
bath (embodied by block B). Notice that block A is
an intrinsically low-finesse cavity: indeed [cf. Eqs. (4)]]
∆Ω = Ων+1 − Ων ∼ γ, i.e. the frequency spacing ∆Ω
between A modes [cf. Fig. 1(b)] is comparable with the
loss rate γ of block A. Physically, this stems from the
inherently open nature of the fictitious cavity A which
fully lacks the mirror at x = L.

To end up with (3), we resort to the standard dis-
cretization of a waveguide combined with weak coupling
(the latter one allowing to linearize the dispersion law)
[52]. Discretizing the system this way enables a clean def-
inition of the two blocks, leading to a natural identifica-
tion of their associated Hamiltonian and normal modes,
whose continuous limit is eventually worked out.

Dependence on time delay.— The essence of the
present picture is that the dynamics of the joint system
can be effectively described by replacing Hamiltonian (1)
with (3), where the latter can be approximated by re-
taining only a finite number of A modes which yet even-
tually grows with the time delay τ . To see the last key
property, recall that we require L to be of the order of x0
(e.g. L = 2x0). Thus the spacing of A modes ∆Ω = πv/L
is of the order of τ−1 [see Eqs. (2), (4) and Fig. (1)(b)],
i.e. the detuning from the atom of the A modes with
|ν| ≥ 1, henceforth called “off-resonant modes”, scales
as the inverse of time delay (recall that block A is de-
fined so as to ensure ω0 = Ω0). Accordingly, in the
Markovian regime of vanishing τ all these off-resonant
modes |ν| ≥ 1 are far-detuned from the atom so that
only the resonant mode ν = 0 needs to be accounted
for [cf. Fig. 1(b)]. As the time delay grows up so that
non-Markovian effects get increasingly important, more
and more off-resonant modes must be retained in general.
In other words, for given τ , one neeeds to retain all the
modes ν = 0, ±1, ...,±NA with NA eventually growing
with τ . Thus the multimode nature of block A (instead
of a more canonical one-mode cavity) reflects occurrence
of retardation effects: while this is a well-known fact in
standard cavity QED [41–43], the present framework pro-
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FIG. 2. (a) and (b): Atomic excitation, i.e. ⟨e|ρ|e⟩ = ρee with
ρ the atom’s density matrix, when the atom is initially in state
|e⟩ and the field in the vacuum state: exact analytical solution
[44, 45] (black line) versus the approximated using Eq. (3) by
retaining only modes ν = 0,±1, ...,±NA for ϕ = π/2 (a)
and ϕ = 2π (b). We set Γτ = 2. (c)-(d) Field’s output
intensity (c) and two-photon correlation function (d) after the
scattering of a left-incoming Gaussian coherent wave packet
(see [52]). We set the wave packet’s width to W = 2.5Γ
and the average number of photons to nph = 0.5 with phase
ϕ = π/2 and delay Γτ = 4. In (a)-(d), we set L = 2x0.

vides ground to take advantage of this property also in
the study of waveguide-QED systems.

Testing the framework.—To check the effectiveness of
the waveguide decomposition into blocks, in Fig. 2 we
set L = 2x0, Γτ ≥ 2 (relatively long delay) and the
representative phase ϕ = π/2 [except for panel (b) where
ϕ = 2π] for two paradigmatic dynamics: spontaneous
emission [panels (a)-(b)] and scattering of a coherent-
state wave packet [(c)-(d)].

In each case, the dynamics predicted by the effec-
tive model in Eq. (3) by retaining only the A modes
ν = 0,±1, ...,±NA is compared with the exact solution
of (1) obtained through either analytical methods when
available [as in the single-excitation dynamics of panels
(a)-(b)] or numerical simulations based on Matrix Prod-
uct States [27] [panels (c)-(d)]. As NA is made larger,
the mismatch between exact and approximated dynam-
ics gets smaller and smaller until becoming negligible,
including the special value of phase ϕ = 2π in Fig. 2(b)
where it is known that the atom does not fully decay
[44, 45]. Notice that, unlike Figs. 2(a) and (b), the dy-
namics in panels (c)-(d) involves many excitations, pro-
viding evidence that the picture is effective even when
the atom’s intrinsic nonlinearity has substantial effects.
This is especially striking in panel Fig. 2(d), reporting the
two-photon correlation function of scattered light, which
clearly shows a multi-photon peak [this adds to the de-
layed single-photon peak of the output intensity in panel
(c)]. Analogous conclusions hold for different settings of
the parameters.
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We note that the convergence rate is generally affected
by ϕ and L, a major reason being the sinusoidal dipen-
dence on these parameters of the coupling strength gν
[cf. Eq. (5)]. For analogous reasons, in general the con-
vergence is not strictly monotonic, i.e. it can happen
that NA + 1 modes perform as NA or even worse [52].
Notwithstanding, convergence eventually occurs because
|gν | ≤ g

√
2/L for any ν while the detuning |Ων − ω0|

grows linearly with ν [cf. Eqs. (4)-(5)]. Although some-
what implicit in the above, it is worth stressing here that
the advantage of the framework is not to provide a fast
computational numerical tool (where efficient techniques
exist already) but rather an intuitive physical picture
connecting non-Markovian waveguide QED with cavity
QED. This is illustrated next with some important in-
stances.

Markovian limit and Purcell effect.— For Γτ ≪ 1 we
are in the Markovian regime: time delay is negligible,
but the feedback provided by the mirror affects atomic
emission resulting in a decay rate modulated by ϕ as
Γ′(ϕ) = 2Γ sin2 ϕ

2 [44, 45], which was experimentally con-
firmed [53]. Thus emission can be either enhanced or sup-
pressed; in particular Γ′ = 2Γ for ϕ = (2m + 1)π while
Γ′ = 0 for ϕ = 2mπ (m is an integer). Now, using our
framework, we see that, due to ∆Ω ∼ 1/τ [cf. Eq. (5)], for
negligible τ the off-resonant modes of block A are very
far-detuned from the atom and thus can be neglected.
Only the resonant mode ν = 0 thus needs to be accounted
for. Its bandwidth is yet very large since we also have
γ ∼ ∆Ω ∼ 1/τ [cf. Eq. (5)]. The system therefore reduces
to an atom coupled to a standard one-mode cavity, but
in the bad cavity limit. The corresponding atom-mode

coupling strength is g0 = g
√

2
L sin ϕ

2 [cf. Eq. (5)], which

indeed vanishes for ϕ = 2mπ meaning that in this case
the atom sits right on a cavity field’s node and is thus
unable to emit. Standard cavity-QED theory (bad-cavity
limit) then predicts the decay rate 4g20/γ, which indeed
exactly matches Γ′(ϕ). This shows that the action of the
mirror, despite no actual cavity is present, can still be
seen as a manifestation of the standard Purcell effect in
a cavity.

Non-Markovian steady states.—Recently, Ask and Jo-
hansson showed that a driven atom in front of a mirror
for non-negligible Γτ can reach steady states unattain-
able in a standard Markovian bath [26]. Specifically, let

˙̂ρ = −i
[
1
2ΩDσ̂x, ρ̂

]
κD[σ̂−]ρ̂+ κϕ D[σ̂+σ̂−] (6)

with D[A]ρ̂ = Aρ̂A†− 1
2{A

†A, ρ̂}, be the standard Marko-
vian master equation (ME) of an atom subject to a clas-
sical drive of Rabi frequency ΩD, pure dephasing with
rate κϕ and decaying into a Markovian bath with rate
κ. An atom’s state ρ is fully specified by the (excited-
state) population ρee and coherence ρeg. After a tran-
sient, the emitter reaches a steady state obtained by im-
posing ρ̇ = 0 in Eq. (6). It turns out that, irrespective of
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FIG. 3. Non-Markovian steady states. Each point of the
plane has coordinates (|ρeg|, ρee), with ρeg (ρee) the coher-
ences (excited-state population) of a possible steady state ρ̂
of a driven atom emitting into the semi-infinite waveguide.
Emission into a Markovian bath [see Eq. (6)] can only yield
steady states within the shaded area [54]. The blue dots are
exact steady states computed through MPS simulations for
Rabi frequencies (in units of Γ) ΩD = 0.5, 1, 1.5, 2, 2.5, 3, 3.5, 4
from bottom to top (as shown by the curved arrow) and for
Γτ = 0.25 and ϕ = π. The other points (squares, rhombi and
triangles) are approximated steady states calculated through
the effective Hamiltonian (3) by retaining NA modes of block
A for L = x0.

Ω and κ, the steady state must lie within the shaded re-
gion bounded by the elliptical line shown in Fig. 3. This
bound in particular holds for a driven atom in a semi-
infinite waveguide in the Markovian regime Γτ ≪ 1 (see
previous section). Yet, it can be violated in the non-
Markovian regime: see e.g. the blue dots in Fig. 3 com-
puted via exact MPS numerical simulations [26, 52] cor-
responding to the steady states occurring for Γτ = 0.25,
ϕ = π and (from bottom to top, see curved arrow) grow-
ing values of ΩD.
The steady states in Fig. 3 can be well-approximated

using our block-decomposition framework, as shown by
Fig. 3 where the agreement with the exact solution (blue
dots) grows withNA. Remarkably, retaining even a single
cavity mode (NA = 0; orange squares) provides an ex-
cellent quantitative approximation at low values of ΩL/Γ
and, as long as population ρee is concerned, even at larger
ones; in any case, on a qualitative ground, it appears to
capture most of the relevant physics. In this case, the
emitter’s steady state can be obtained through partial
trace from the bipartite Markovian ME governing the
evolution of ϱ̂ (joint state of the atom and mode ν = 0)

˙̂ϱ = −i[ 12ΩDσ̂x + g0(α̂
†
0σ̂− +H.c.), ϱ̂] + γD[α̂0]ϱ̂ , (7)

with γ and g0 given by Eqs. (4) and (5). We point out
that occurrence of population inversion at long times,
i.e. ρee > 1/2, is a sufficient condition to reach non-
Markovian steady states beyond the elliptical bound in
Fig. 3. Occurrence of population inversion for a driven
two-level system coupled to a lossy cavity mode is a well-



5

established quantum optics effect [55], which highlights
a further interesting connection between non-Markovian
waveguide QED and cavity QED.

Conclusions.— We presented a picture to describe and
interpret waveguide-QED dynamics with delayed feed-
back. After decomposing the waveguide into blocks, the
block coupled to the atom is viewed as an open cavity
leaking into the rest of the waveguide. The longer the
time delay, the more modes of such open cavity generally
need to be accounted for. The picture captures both the
atom and field dynamics, even when many excitations
are present.

The idea that atoms in waveguides could be under-
stood in terms of effective cavities appeared several
times (see e.g. Refs. [54, 56–58]), sometimes relying on
the well-known mirror-like behaviour of an atom [59]. In
contrast, the cavity central to our framework relies on a
fully transparent fictitious mirror. Yet, it is instrumental
to the establishment of a sharp link between emission
phenomena featuring delayed feedback and cavity-QED
physics with the bonus that the picture can capture
the waveguide-field dynamics as well. Our theory can
be seen to define a (so called) Markovian embedding
(or dilation) in the following sense: one replaces an
open system (the atom in our case) immersed in a
non-Markovian bath with an enlarged open system
(atom plus A modes here) that is instead immersed
in a Markovian bath. This is arguably the most
common strategy to attack non-Markovian problems
and is typically accomplished by adding auxiliary lossy
modes to the open system [36, 60–63]. Two remarkable
features yet stand out in the present approach: (i) the
open-cavity modes have a clear physical meaning and
can be straightforwardly visualized as degrees of freedom
taken out of the bath (i.e. the waveguide); (ii) besides
the open system, the framework can describe as well
the bath dynamics. We anticipate that this work could
offer a novel alternative approach to understanding
and interpreting waveguide-QED phenomena within the
relatively unexplored non-Markovian regime.
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DERIVATION OF THE EFFECTIVE HAMILTONIAN

Here we derive the effective Hamiltonian (3) by first discretizing the waveguide, then decomposing it into blocks
and finally taking the continuous limit. We start with a review of the discretization of a continuos waveguide.

Discretized waveguide: review

Consider a homogeneous coupled-cavity array with cavities located at positions n, whose free Hamiltonian has the
usual tight-binding form

ĤF = ωc

∑
n

â†nân − J
∑
n

(â†n+1ân +H.c.) , (S1)

with ωc the frequency of each cavity and J the cavity-cavity hopping rate.

Under periodic boundary conditions (â1 ≡ âN+1) the waveguide’s normal modes are the usual plane waves with
dispersion law

ωk = ωc − 2J cos k , (S2)

which gives rise to an energy band of width 4J , where km = 2πm/(N + 1) with m = 1, ..., N . The corresponding
group velocity is vk = dω/dk = 2J sin k, hence (far from the band edges) the dispersion law can be linearized around
a specific wavevector k0 as ωk ≃ (ωc − 2J cos k0) + v(k − k0) with v = vk0

.

In the presence of an atom coupled to the waveguide at position n0, the total Hamiltonian reads

Ĥ = ω0σ̂+σ̂− + ĤF + V̂AF . (S3)

with the atom-field interaction Hamiltonian given by

V̂AF = g (σ̂+ân0
+H.c.) . (S4)

Note that the coupling-strength g here is defined differently from the one in Eq. (1) of the main text, and indeed they
have different dimensions. If the atom is tuned inside the photonic band (i.e. ωc − 2J < ω0 < ωc +2J), only photonic
modes of frequency ωk close to ω0 need to be considered, hence one can linearize the dispersion law around ±k0 with
k0 defined by ω0 = ωk0

. It can be shown that the real-space representation of the linearized field’s Hamiltonian so
obtained is analogous to the second term of (1).

If we now consider open boundary conditions, such that â0 = âN+1 = 0, the spectrum (S2) is unaffected but the
normal modes now have sinusoidal shape

α̂m =

√
2

N + 1

N∑
n=1

sin (kmn) ân with km =
πm

N + 1
for m = 1, ..., N . (S5)

In the limit N → ∞ we obtain a semi-infinite waveguide (or equivalently a waveguide subject to a hard-wall boundary
condition at n = 0).



S2

J

<latexit sha1_base64="Nu7KTOCGZlUqRMGHm5QjiojJic8=">AAAB6HicbVDLSgNBEOyNrxhfUY9eBoPgKexKRI9BL+IpAfOAZAmzk95kzOzsMjMrhJAv8OJBEa9+kjf/xkmyB00saCiquunuChLBtXHdbye3tr6xuZXfLuzs7u0fFA+PmjpOFcMGi0Ws2gHVKLjEhuFGYDtRSKNAYCsY3c781hMqzWP5YMYJ+hEdSB5yRo2V6ve9Ysktu3OQVeJlpAQZar3iV7cfszRCaZigWnc8NzH+hCrDmcBpoZtqTCgb0QF2LJU0Qu1P5odOyZlV+iSMlS1pyFz9PTGhkdbjKLCdETVDvezNxP+8TmrCa3/CZZIalGyxKEwFMTGZfU36XCEzYmwJZYrbWwkbUkWZsdkUbAje8surpHlR9irly3qlVL3J4sjDCZzCOXhwBVW4gxo0gAHCM7zCm/PovDjvzseiNedkM8fwB87nD6MZjNY=</latexit>

g

<latexit sha1_base64="J8kF+eyoxq5fZZjcbxmkZghtO+U=">AAAB6HicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0mkoseiF48t2FpoQ9lsJ+3azSbsboQS+gu8eFDEqz/Jm//GbZuDtj4YeLw3w8y8IBFcG9f9dgpr6xubW8Xt0s7u3v5B+fCoreNUMWyxWMSqE1CNgktsGW4EdhKFNAoEPgTj25n/8IRK81jem0mCfkSHkoecUWOl5rBfrrhVdw6ySrycVCBHo1/+6g1ilkYoDRNU667nJsbPqDKcCZyWeqnGhLIxHWLXUkkj1H42P3RKzqwyIGGsbElD5urviYxGWk+iwHZG1Iz0sjcT//O6qQmv/YzLJDUo2WJRmApiYjL7mgy4QmbExBLKFLe3EjaiijJjsynZELzll1dJ+6Lq1aqXzVqlfpPHUYQTOIVz8OAK6nAHDWgBA4RneIU359F5cd6dj0VrwclnjuEPnM8fzw2M8w==</latexit>

atom

a1

<latexit sha1_base64="CcOlsYip8mvLuZmMk549+Po4C1g=">AAAB6nicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0mkoseiF48V7Qe0oWy2k3bpZhN2N0IJ/QlePCji1V/kzX/jts1BWx8MPN6bYWZekAiujet+O4W19Y3NreJ2aWd3b/+gfHjU0nGqGDZZLGLVCahGwSU2DTcCO4lCGgUC28H4dua3n1BpHstHM0nQj+hQ8pAzaqz0QPtev1xxq+4cZJV4OalAjka//NUbxCyNUBomqNZdz02Mn1FlOBM4LfVSjQllYzrErqWSRqj9bH7qlJxZZUDCWNmShszV3xMZjbSeRIHtjKgZ6WVvJv7ndVMTXvsZl0lqULLFojAVxMRk9jcZcIXMiIkllClubyVsRBVlxqZTsiF4yy+vktZF1atVL+9rlfpNHkcRTuAUzsGDK6jDHTSgCQyG8Ayv8OYI58V5dz4WrQUnnzmGP3A+fwDrL42R</latexit>

aNA

<latexit sha1_base64="ZpPhUZY428ontEO/2WjMk2b+gWU=">AAAB7nicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0lE0WPViyepYD+gDWGy3bZLN5uwuxFK6I/w4kERr/4eb/4bt20O2vpg4PHeDDPzwkRwbVz32ymsrK6tbxQ3S1vbO7t75f2Dpo5TRVmDxiJW7RA1E1yyhuFGsHaiGEahYK1wdDv1W09MaR7LRzNOmB/hQPI+p2is1MIguw+uJ0G54lbdGcgy8XJSgRz1oPzV7cU0jZg0VKDWHc9NjJ+hMpwKNil1U80SpCMcsI6lEiOm/Wx27oScWKVH+rGyJQ2Zqb8nMoy0Hkeh7YzQDPWiNxX/8zqp6V/5GZdJapik80X9VBATk+nvpMcVo0aMLUGquL2V0CEqpMYmVLIheIsvL5PmWdU7r148nFdqN3kcRTiCYzgFDy6hBndQhwZQGMEzvMKbkzgvzrvzMW8tOPnMIfyB8/kDHECPbg==</latexit>

an0

<latexit sha1_base64="za85a1jucJNZgdIrfoLPmAwI4Ws=">AAAB7nicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0lE0WPRi8cK9gPaEDbbTbt0swm7E6GE/ggvHhTx6u/x5r9x2+agrQ8GHu/NMDMvTKUw6LrfTmltfWNzq7xd2dnd2z+oHh61TZJpxlsskYnuhtRwKRRvoUDJu6nmNA4l74Tju5nfeeLaiEQ94iTlfkyHSkSCUbRShwa5CtxpUK25dXcOskq8gtSgQDOofvUHCctirpBJakzPc1P0c6pRMMmnlX5meErZmA55z1JFY278fH7ulJxZZUCiRNtSSObq74mcxsZM4tB2xhRHZtmbif95vQyjGz8XKs2QK7ZYFGWSYEJmv5OB0JyhnFhCmRb2VsJGVFOGNqGKDcFbfnmVtC/q3mX96uGy1rgt4ijDCZzCOXhwDQ24hya0gMEYnuEV3pzUeXHenY9Fa8kpZo7hD5zPHzNLj30=</latexit>

b1

<latexit sha1_base64="baeuVnKndylEv+DjjTzh/0beNdM=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0lE0WPRi8cKpi20oWy2k3bpZhN2N0IJ/Q1ePCji1R/kzX/jts1BWx8MPN6bYWZemAqujet+O6W19Y3NrfJ2ZWd3b/+genjU0kmmGPosEYnqhFSj4BJ9w43ATqqQxqHAdji+m/ntJ1SaJ/LRTFIMYjqUPOKMGiv5YT/3pv1qza27c5BV4hWkBgWa/epXb5CwLEZpmKBadz03NUFOleFM4LTSyzSmlI3pELuWShqjDvL5sVNyZpUBiRJlSxoyV39P5DTWehKHtjOmZqSXvZn4n9fNTHQT5FymmUHJFouiTBCTkNnnZMAVMiMmllCmuL2VsBFVlBmbT8WG4C2/vEpaF3Xvsn71cFlr3BZxlOEETuEcPLiGBtxDE3xgwOEZXuHNkc6L8+58LFpLTjFzDH/gfP4AsS6Ong==</latexit>

bNB

<latexit sha1_base64="NZQgH1b/zhcj3G4xsbPCxyOBCIE=">AAAB7nicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0lE0WOpF09SwX5AG8JmO22XbjZhdyOU0B/hxYMiXv093vw3btsctPXBwOO9GWbmhYng2rjut1NYW9/Y3Cpul3Z29/YPyodHLR2nimGTxSJWnZBqFFxi03AjsJMopFEosB2Ob2d++wmV5rF8NJME/YgOJR9wRo2V2mGQ3Qf1aVCuuFV3DrJKvJxUIEcjKH/1+jFLI5SGCap113MT42dUGc4ETku9VGNC2ZgOsWuppBFqP5ufOyVnVumTQaxsSUPm6u+JjEZaT6LQdkbUjPSyNxP/87qpGdz4GZdJalCyxaJBKoiJyex30ucKmRETSyhT3N5K2IgqyoxNqGRD8JZfXiWti6p3Wb16uKzU6nkcRTiBUzgHD66hBnfQgCYwGMMzvMKbkzgvzrvzsWgtOPnMMfyB8/kDH0+PcA==</latexit>

block A block B

NA + NB = N

<latexit sha1_base64="IqSEXmMfsNDWdJmYvLijB1m0D2w=">AAAB8HicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBZBEEoiFb0ItV48lQr2Q9oQNttNu3SzCbsboYT+Ci8eFPHqz/Hmv3Hb5qCtDwYe780wM8+POVPatr+t3Mrq2vpGfrOwtb2zu1fcP2ipKJGENknEI9nxsaKcCdrUTHPaiSXFoc9p2x/dTv32E5WKReJBj2PqhnggWMAI1kZ6rHs3Z3Wvdl33iiW7bM+AlomTkRJkaHjFr14/IklIhSYcK9V17Fi7KZaaEU4nhV6iaIzJCA9o11CBQ6rcdHbwBJ0YpY+CSJoSGs3U3xMpDpUah77pDLEeqkVvKv7ndRMdXLkpE3GiqSDzRUHCkY7Q9HvUZ5ISzceGYCKZuRWRIZaYaJNRwYTgLL68TFrnZadSvrivlKq1LI48HMExnIIDl1CFO2hAEwiE8Ayv8GZJ68V6tz7mrTkrmzmEP7A+fwBL3I9v</latexit>

J

<latexit sha1_base64="Nu7KTOCGZlUqRMGHm5QjiojJic8=">AAAB6HicbVDLSgNBEOyNrxhfUY9eBoPgKexKRI9BL+IpAfOAZAmzk95kzOzsMjMrhJAv8OJBEa9+kjf/xkmyB00saCiquunuChLBtXHdbye3tr6xuZXfLuzs7u0fFA+PmjpOFcMGi0Ws2gHVKLjEhuFGYDtRSKNAYCsY3c781hMqzWP5YMYJ+hEdSB5yRo2V6ve9Ysktu3OQVeJlpAQZar3iV7cfszRCaZigWnc8NzH+hCrDmcBpoZtqTCgb0QF2LJU0Qu1P5odOyZlV+iSMlS1pyFz9PTGhkdbjKLCdETVDvezNxP+8TmrCa3/CZZIalGyxKEwFMTGZfU36XCEzYmwJZYrbWwkbUkWZsdkUbAje8surpHlR9irly3qlVL3J4sjDCZzCOXhwBVW4gxo0gAHCM7zCm/PovDjvzseiNedkM8fwB87nD6MZjNY=</latexit>

FIG. S1. Decomposition of the discretized waveguide into blocks A and B with b1 ≡ aNA+1, ..., bNB ≡ aN . Note that NA ≥ n0,
meaning that block A is directly coupled to the atom.

Decomposition into blocks

We start from Hamiltonian (S1) under open boundary conditions and split the discretized waveguide in two blocks
(see Fig. S1): block A for 1 ≤ n ≤ NA with NA ≥ n0 and block B for NA + 1 ≤ n ≤ N (so that block A is the one
of the two directly coupled to the atom). Corresponding to this block decomposition, we rearrange the free field’s
Hamiltonian as

ĤF = ωc

NA∑
n=1

â†nân − J

NA−1∑
n=1

(
ânâ

†
n+1 +H.c.

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

ĤA

+ωc

NB∑
n=1

b̂†nb̂n − J

NB−1∑
n=1

(
b̂nb̂

†
n+1 +H.c.

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

ĤB

−J
(
âNA

b̂†1 +H.c.
)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
V̂AB

(S6)

where NB = N − NA is the size of block B. Notice that for convenience we have re-named the bosonic site modes
of block B as b̂n=ân−NA

. In Eq. (S6), ĤA (ĤB) is the free Hamiltonian of block A (block B). It is important to
stress that the two blocks are mutually coupled with interaction Hamiltonian V̂AB and coupling strength just equal
to the photon hopping rate J : their coupling guarantees a photon coming from block A to reach B (or the other way
around) without suffering any back-reflection.

The sine-shaped normal modes of block A read [compare with Eq. (S5)]

α̂m =

√
2

NA + 1

NA∑
n=1

sin
(
kAmn

)
ân with kAm =

πm

NA + 1
for m = 1, ..., NA . (S7)

In terms of these, the free Hamiltonian of block A takes the diagonal form

ĤA=

NA∑
m=1

ωA
m α̂†

mα̂m , (S8)

where ωA
m = ωc − 2J cos kAm. Real-space block-A operators can be expressed in terms of these normal modes as

ân=

√
2

NA + 1

NA∑
m=1

sin (kAmn) α̂m . (S9)

This allows us to express even the atom-field interaction Hamiltonian (S4) in terms of the A’s normal modes as

V̂AF =

NA∑
m=1

gm (σ̂+α̂m +H.c.) , (S10)

where gm measures how strongly is the atom coupled to the m-th normal mode of block A

gm = g

√
2

NA + 1
sin
(
kAmn0

)
. (S11)

Likewise, using the same decomposition (S9) for n = NA, the coupling Hamiltonian between blocks A and B
[cf. Eq. (S6)] is arranged as

V̂AB = −J
√

2

NA + 1

NA∑
m=1

sin
(
kAmNA

)
α̂m b̂†1 =

NA∑
m=1

ξm

(
α̂mb̂

†
1 +H.c.

)
, (S12)
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where we defined

ξm = J

√
2

NA + 1
(−1)m sin

(
mπ

NA + 1

)
, (S13)

and used the identity

sin
(
kAmNA

)
= −(−1)m sin

(
kAm
)
. (S14)

Analogously to block A, we can define normal modes also for block B as [cf. Eq. (S9)]

β̂m=

√
2

NB + 1

NB∑
n=1

sin
(
kBmn

)
b̂n with kBm = πm

NB+1 for m = 1, ..., NB (S15)

such that [cf. Eq. (S8)] ĤB=
∑NA

m=1 ω
B
m β̂†

mβ̂m with ωB
m = ωc − 2J cos kBm. The inverse transformation reads

b̂n=

√
2

NB + 1

NB∑
m=1

sin
(
kBmn

)
β̂m , (S16)

and allows now to arrange the A-B interaction Hamiltonian (S12) as

V̂AB =

NA∑
m=1

NB∑
m′=1

ξmχm′

(
α̂mβ̂

†
m′ +H.c.

)
. (S17)

with

χm =

√
2

NB + 1
sin

(
mπ

NB + 1

)
(S18)

To summarize, in terms of block-A and block-B normal modes the total Hamiltonian reads

Ĥ = ω0σ̂+σ̂− +

NA∑
m=1

ωA
m α̂†

mα̂m +

NB∑
m=1

ωB
m β̂†

mβ̂m +

NA∑
m=1

NB∑
m′=1

ξmχm′

(
α̂mβ̂

†
m′ +H.c.

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

= ĤF

+

NA∑
m=1

gm (σ̂+α̂m +H.c.)︸ ︷︷ ︸
= V̂AF

(S19)

where we recall that

ωA
m = ωc − 2J cos kAm , ωB

m = ωc − 2J cos kBm . (S20)

Continuous limit and linearization

Since we are considering a semi-infinite waveguide, the length of block B must diverge as NB → ∞. Accordingly,
block-B normal ladder operators {β̂m} become a continuum of singular bosonic modes {β̂(k)} with 0 ≤ k < π

fulfilling [β̂(k), β̂†(k′)] = δ(k − k′). Specifically, β̂(k) is obtained as the continuous limit of the rescaled ladder

operators β̂m/
√
∆k with ∆k = 2π/NB . This way, in Hamiltonian (S19) we can make the replacements

NB∑
m=1

ωB
m β̂†

mβ̂m →
∫ π

0

dk ωB(k)β̂†(k)β̂(k) ,

NB∑
m′=1

χm′ β̂m′ →
∫ π

0

dk

√
2

π
sin k β̂(k) . (S21)

Here, in each sum we multiplied and divided the summand by ∆k, expressed it in terms of β̂m/
√
∆k and finally

carried out the continuous limit thus turning sums into integrals over the first Brillouin zone.
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We assume now that the atom is tuned on resonance with a specific normal mode of block A whose wavevector
labeled by m = m0, i.e.

ω0 = ωc − 2J cos kAm0
. (S22)

Also, to ensure the weak-coupling regime, we assume that g ≪ J and that ω0 ≡ ωm0 is sufficiently far from the band
edges ωc ± 2J (where singularities occur). Accordingly, we can effectively approximate the dispersion law of block A
to the first order around m = m0 as

ωA
m ≃ ω0 + v (km − km0) = ω0 + v

π

NA + 1
ν , (S23)

where we used Eq. (S23) and replaced the effective group velocity v = 2J sin km0
. In the last identity, we introduced

the integer number ν = m−m0 (taking both negative and positive values). For analogous reasons, since the coupling
strength between the generic block-A mode and block B is much smaller than the waveguide bandwidth in the
thermodynamic limit, i.e. ξm ≪ J [cf. Eq. (S13)], we linearize the dispersion relation of block B as ωB(k) ≃ ω0 + vk,
where k now runs between −∞ and +∞ and approximate ξm [cf. Eq. (S13)] to the lowest order around km0 obtaining

ξm ≃ J

√
2

NA + 1
(−1)m sin (km0) =

v

2

√
2

NA + 1
(−1)ν . (S24)

Final continuous Hamiltonian

Putting everything together we get the total Hamiltonian

ĤF =

∞∑
ν=−∞

Ων α̂
†
ν α̂ν +

∫ π

0

dk ω(k)β̂†(k)β̂(k) +

∞∑
ν=−∞

v

2

√
2

NA + 1
(−1)ν

(
α̂ν

∫ π

0

dk

√
2

π
β̂†(k) + H.c.

)

V̂AF =

∞∑
ν=−∞

gν σ̂+α̂ν +H.c. , (S25)

where gν is just (S11) expressed in terms of ν = m−m0 and ϕ = 2km0
n0.

gν = g

√
2

NA + 1
sin

(
ν

π

NA + 1
n0 +

ϕ

2

)
, (S26)

with Ων = ω0 + vkν and ω(k) = ω0 + vk. Each mode ν of the cavity is coupled to block-B with strength ∼ v/
√
NA,

which for NA large enough will be far smaller than v. This and the fact that the coupling of each mode to block-B
modes is flat (i.e., frequency-independent) yields that the integrals over k can be extended to the entire real axis. By

passing in addition to the frequency domain (using ω = vk and β̂(k) = β̂(ω)/
√
v), we get the free-field Hamiltonian

in the form

ĤF =
∑
ν

Ων α̂
†
ν α̂ν +

∫ ∞

−∞
dω ωβ̂†(ω)β̂(ω) +

∑
ν

√
v

NA + 1

(
α̂ν

∫ ∞

−∞
dω

√
1

π
β̂†(ω) + H.c.

)
, (S27)

where we also redefined the cavity modes as α̂ν → (−1)ν α̂ν , in a way that factor (−1)ν is now incorporated in the
definition of the emitter-cavity. The latest step is to take the continuous limit of the tight binding model, which
essentially leads to the replacement NA + 1 → LA, which leads to Eqs. (3)-(5) in the main text.

SPONTANEOUS EMISSION IN THE MARKOVIAN REGIME

It is well-known that Hamiltonian (1) implies that the atom’s excitation amplitude ϵ(t) obeys the exact delay
differential equation [S1, S2]

ε̇(t) = −Γ

2
ϵ(t) +

Γ

2
eiϕ ϵ(t− τ)Θ(t− τ) . (S28)



S5

For very short time delay (Markovian regime), we can replace t− τ ≃ t, so that (S28) reduces to

ϵ̇ = −Γ

2
ϵ+

Γ

2
eiϕ ϵ = i

Γ

2
sinϕ ϵ− Γ

2
(1− cosϕ) ϵ . (S29)

Hence, the excited-state population will decay as |ϵ|2 = e−Γ′t with

Γ′ = Γ (1− cosϕ) = 2Γ sin2
ϕ

2
. (S30)

One block-A mode

Consider the effective Hamiltonian (3) and approximate it by retaining only the block-A resonant mode ν = 0,
which is justified in the limit of very short time delay. Also, we take L = x0, hence [cf. Eq. (5)]

g0 = g

√
2

L
sin

ϕ

2
. (S31)

Let the atom initially in state |e⟩ with mode ν = 0 and all the modes of block B initially in the vacuum state. Then
the joint state of the atom and mode ν = 0 has the form

|Ψ(t)⟩ = ϵ(t) |e, 0⟩+ a0(t) |g, 1⟩ (S32)

with |e, 0⟩ (|g, 1⟩) the state where the atom is in the excited (ground) state while mode ν = 0 has zero (one) photon,
where ϵ(t) and a0(t) fulfill the differential system (we set in a rotating frame such that ω0 = 0)

ϵ̇ = −ig0α0 α̇0 = −γ
2α0 − ig0ϵ

subject to the intial condition ϵ(0) = 1, α0(0) = 0.

In the Laplace domain (variable t replaced by s), the system reads

sϵ̃− 1 = −ig0α̃0 sα̃0 = −γ
2 α̃0 − ig0ϵ̃ . (S33)

In the limit of very short delay, we get γ ≫ g0 [cf. Eqs. (4)-(5)]; hence we can replace α(t) with its stationary value for
given ϵ(t) which is equivalent to setting s = 0 in the second identity of Eq. (S33). This yields α̃0 = −i 2g0γ ϵ̃. Replacing
in the equation for ϵ̃ we get

ϵ̃ =
1

s+ Γ′ , (S34)

where Γ′ =
2g2

0

γ matches Eq. (S30).

TENSOR NETWORK SIMULATIONS

The exact results throughout the main text are obtained by leveraging the MPS formalism specifically adapted for
photonic circuits featuring time delays, as illustrated in [S3]. We consider the reduced quantum state of the emitter
A and the non-Markovian bath F (field in the region within the atom and the mirror) as initially uncorrelated,
i.e. ρAF (t = 0) = ρA(0) ⊗ ρF (0). For a single emitter coupled to a semi-infinite waveguide, a simplification of the
problem’s geometry arises by transforming the configuration into an equivalent one with a chiral infinite waveguide
and the emitter coupled to the waveguide at two points separated by a distance of 2x0 [S4]. In the interaction picture
with respect to the bath and the emitter free Hamiltonians, Eq. (1) is can be recast as [S5]:

Ĥ(t) = Ĥdr + g( σ̂+
A(b̂t + ei2ω0τ b̂t−2τ ) + H.c.) (S35)

where we are including a classical driving Hamiltonian on the atom Ĥdr = Ω(σ+
A + σ−

A) and b̂t are the time-domain
ladder operator of the chiral bath. The overall state ρAF is evolved according to a stroboscopic map with discrete
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time steps ∆t chosen to be small compared to the relevant frequencies of the system, consistent with the approach
used in quantum collision models [S6]. Hence we define the discrete-time propagator

Ûn = exp
{
−iĤn∆t

}
, (S36)

with

Ĥn = Ĥdr +
g√
∆t

( σ̂+
A(b̂n + eiϕ b̂n−ℓ) + H.c.) , (S37)

where we introduced the discrete bosonic noise operators b̂n = 1√
∆t

∫ tn
tn−1

b̂(s)ds and ℓ = 2τ/∆t. The discretization of

the interaction reflects in the representation of the environment as a chain of ℓ quantum harmonic oscillators and the
joint state of atom and environment as

ρAF =
∑
i,i

′

ci,i′ |i⟩⟨i
′| (S38)

with the basis state |i⟩ = |iA, i1, . . . , iℓ⟩, where the numbers identify the ℓ oscillators. This representation can be
reformulated using singular value decomposition between each possible bipartition of the chain, yielding a Matrix
Product Operator (MPO)

ρAF =
∑
i,i

′

∑
κ

A
iA,i′A
κ1 A

i1,i
′
1

κ1,κ2 . . . A
iℓ,i

′
ℓ

κℓ−1 |i⟩⟨i
′| . (S39)

Here, the indices i and i
′
iterate over the computational basis of each subsystem (physical indices), and the contracted

indices κ (virtual or bond indices) run from 0 to a maximum value Dmax called bond dimension, capturing correlations
between the sites [S7, S8]. Truncating the bond dimension up to a certain threshold corresponds to discarding the
smallest singular values in the decomposition mentioned above. This approximation proves highly effective, especially
when the subsystems exhibit weak correlations, significantly reducing the computational resources required to manage
the state. Any operator can be expressed as a Matrix Product Operator (MPO) and operates on the state by
contracting the relevant physical indices. After the action of a non-local operator, the bond dimension between two
sites involved in the evolution typically increases. Therefore, a compression step, i.e., truncation of the bond dimension,
is always performed to effectively manage the dimension of the tensor network. In particular, the propagator (S36)
features terms acting on A and on two oscillators (the 1st and the ℓth) at the same time. Given the high cost of
compression for long-range interactions, we mitigate this by simplifying the propagator to the application of nearest
neighbor unitary operations. This is achieved through a suitable swap scheme that maintains the physics unaltered
[S3, S9]. The complete process of evolution-update is illustrated in Fig. S2 a-d, utilizing the Penrose notation for
tensors. This scheme can be directly applied to spontaneous-emission dynamics without modification. For scattering
dynamics, an additional step is necessary to represent the incident pulse because the incoming field constitutes a
correlated state across multiple oscillators. Let m be the number of such oscillators. Thus we define the discrete
n-particle wavepacket operator as

ψ̂†
n = (

m∑
i=0

√
∆t ξi â

†
i )

n , (S40)

where ξi is a discrete sample of the Gaussian amplitude

ξ(t)t0 =

(
W 2

2π

)1/4

exp

{
1

4
W 2(t− t0)

2

}
, (S41)

with W and t0 the frequency bandwidth and the center of the pulse respectively. The coherent-state pulse with
average photon number |α|2 reads [S11]

|ψ⟩pulse = e−|α|2/2
∞∑

n=0

αn

n!
ψ̂†
n |0⟩ . (S42)

This state can be generated as a Matrix Product Operator (MPO) by applying the tensor network corresponding
to (S40) to a chain of m oscillators initially in the vacuum state. For low powers, the first terms of the sum above
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FIG. S2. Update of the MPO representing the joint state of the atom and the non-Markovian bath according to (S39). The

tensor in red represents AiA,i′A , indicating the atom’s state. The blue tensors correspond to the chain’s harmonic oscillators,
while the green ones represent the first and ℓth oscillators of the chain, which interact with the atom. Each physical leg denotes
the pair of vector spaces corresponding to each tensor. Consequently, the operators acting on the chain should be understood
as the corresponding maps, or equivalently, the operators acting on the local purification form matrix product state (PMPS)
of the system’s density matrix [S10]. a) After the n− 1th step the joint atom-bath system and the oscillator 1 on the left are
uncorrelated. b) The ℓth oscillator is put on the right of the atom through a sequence of swap operations (not depicted). c)
the tensor network corresponding to the propagator (S36) acts on the systems 1, A and ℓ. d) After the interaction, the ℓth
oscillator is traced, A and 1 swap their positions, and a new uncorrelated oscillator is added to the left. A compression follows
after each transformation of the chain. e) Initial state for the scattering dynamics. A chain of oscillators encoding the state of
the incoming pulse is placed on the left of the joint atom-bath system.

are sufficient to represent the pulse. The atomic population, ε, the output field intensityIout, and the two-photon
correlation function, G(2), are obtained through measurements on the reduced state of the atom, ρ̂A(t) = TrF{ρ̂AF(t)},
and of the ℓth oscillator, ρ̂ℓ(t) = TrAF\ℓ{ρ̂AF(t)} respectively:

ε(t) = Tr{ρ̂A(t)σ̂+σ̂−} , (S43)

Iout(t) = Tr{ρ̂ℓ(t)â†ℓ(t)âℓ(t)} , (S44)

G(2)(t) = Tr{ρ̂ℓ(t)â†ℓ(t)â
†
ℓ(t)âℓ(t)âℓ(t)} . (S45)

INPUT OUTPUT FORMALISM FOR THE EFFECTIVE MODEL

To simulate the scattering of a photonic wavepacket with the emitter within our effective model we treat the block
B waveguide modes, β̂ω, as a Markovian bath. In this way is possible to eliminate these degrees of freedom obtaining
the following master equation for an open multimode cavity QED system

˙̂ρ = −i[HCQED +HD, ρ̂] +
√
γD[Â]ρ̂ , (S46)

where

HCQED = ω0 σ̂+σ̂−+
∑
ν

Ων α̂
†
ν α̂ν +

∑
ν

gν (α̂
†
ν σ̂− +H.c.) (S47)

is the system Hamiltonian with Ων and gν being defined in the main text. In Eq. (S46) we introduced the usual
Linbladian dissipator D[Â]ρ = ÂρÂ†−{Â†Â, ρ}/2 applied to the collective mode operator Â =

∑
ν α̂ν with γ = 2v/L

being the decay rate of block A into the block B bath. In Eq. (S46) we included a coherent driving term of the modes
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αν :

HD =
√
γ
∑
ν

[Ein(t)e
iωintα̂†

ν +H.c] (S48)

where ωin is the frequency of the driving input field. The shape of the input pulse is determined by the field amplitude
Ein(t), normalized with respect to the number of photons nph,

∫
dt|Ein(t)|2 = nph. For the scattering process discussed

in the main text, we employ the same Gaussian pulse shape as specified in Eq. (S41), Ein(t) := ξ(t)t0 . The open-system
dynamics of the multimode cavity QED system, described by Eq. (S46), is simulated using a quantum trajectories
approach, averaging over nt = 4000 trajectories [S12]. Once solved the system dynamics the output field can be
reconstructed using the following input-output equation [S13]:

Êout(t) = Êin(t) + i
√
γ
∑
ν

α̂ν(t). (S49)

The intensity of the output field and the two-photon correlation function can then be computed in terms of the modes
of the effective cavity and read Iout(t) = ⟨α̂†

ν(t)α̂ν(t)⟩ and G(2)(t) = ⟨α̂†
ν(t)α̂

†
ν(t)α̂ν(t)α̂ν(t)⟩, respectively.
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