arXiv:2406.10387v1 [cond-mat.quant-gas| 14 Jun 2024

Green’s function approach to interacting lattice polaritons and optical nonlinearities

in subwavelength arrays of quantum emitters

Simon Panyella Pedersen*, Georg M. Bruun’, and Thomas Pohl*

* Institute for Theoretical Physics, TU Wien, Wiedner Hauptstrafie 8-10/136, A-1040 Vienna, Austria and

Y Department of Physics and Astronomy, Aarhus University, DK-8000 Aarhus C, Denmark
(Dated: June 18, 2024)

Sub-wavelength arrays of quantum emitters offer an efficient free-space approach to coherent
light-matter interfacing, using ultracold atoms or two-dimensional solid-state quantum materials.
The combination of collectively suppressed photon-losses and emerging optical nonlinearities due to
strong photon-coupling to mesoscopic numbers of emitters holds promise for generating nonclassical
light and engineering effective interactions between freely propagating photons. While most studies
have thus far relied on numerical simulations, we describe here a diagrammatic Green’s function
approach that permits analytical investigations of nonlinear processes. We illustrate the method by
deriving a simple expression for the scattering matrix that describes photon-photon interactions in
an extended two-dimensional array of quantum emitters, and reproduces the results of numerical
simulations of coherently driven arrays. The approach yields intuitive insights into the nonlinear
response of the system and offers a promising framework for a systematic development of a theory
for interacting photons and many-body effects on collective radiance in two-dimensional arrays of

quantum emitters.

Recent progress in controlling quantum many-body
systems opens up new ways to engineer light-matter
interfaces, in which freely propagating photons can be
coupled strongly to assemblies of quantum emitters [1—
12]. For example, the trapping of atoms in optical lat-
tices [13] or the confinement of semiconductor excitons in
moiré lattices of two-dimensional materials [14-16] makes
it possible to create regular arrays of saturable quan-
tum emitters with subwavelength lattice spacing. Impor-
tantly, the collective interaction of light with such quan-
tum optical metasurfaces allows one to inhibit photon-
scattering losses while generating strong mode-selective
coupling to an incident light field [17-19]. This was
demonstrated in experiments with ultracold atoms in op-
tical lattices [1] and holds promise for applications, from
enhancing the efficiency of optical quantum memories
[20-23], coherent wavefront shaping [24-27], to the gen-
eration and manipulation of nonclassical states of light
[28-33].

The system can be described within a Markov approx-
imation that permits integrating out the photonic de-
grees of freedom and yields an effective Lindblad master
equation for the many-body dynamics of the quantum
emitters [18-33]. The Markovian master equation can
be solved numerically for a few incident photons to ob-
tain the optical response of the emitters by recovering
the underlying photonic dynamics from an input-output
relation for the light field.

In this paper, we discuss a different approach that per-
mits an analytic treatment of emerging photon correla-
tions by considering nonlinear optical processes within a
scattering formalism. Here, one employs a polariton pic-
ture in terms of dressed photons and dressed excitations
that finds broad application in optics, from semiconduc-
tor microcavities [34], to light-propagation in continuous
optical media or discrete chains of emitters [35]. Describ-
ing the dynamics in terms of time-dependent Green’s
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Figure 1. (a) Illustration of the considered setup, whereby
incident photons interact with a 2D array of two-level quan-
tum emitters, depicted in panel (b). Saturation of the two-
level emitters generates photon-photon interactions that can
be described by (c) a scattering 7-matrix for photon-dressed
emitter excitations and a two-photon propagator Gg). Scat-
tering leads to the correlated transmission of bound photon-
pairs, which causes bunching as well as antibunching of the
emitted light.

functions, our method does generally not rely on the
Markovian approximation but recovers the results of the
master equation in the Markovian limit. Treating the
emitters as a lattice of hardcore bosons yields dressed
propagators for polaritonic excitations of the array, from
which one can obtain effective polariton interactions in
terms of a scattering matrix that describes the corre-
lated collective emission of photons. We illustrate the
method by deriving analytical and intuitive expressions
for the scattering of two incident photons. Moreover,



we show that the method yields a simple expression
for spatio-temporal photon correlations that agrees re-
markably well with the numerical simulation of the ef-
fective master equation and reveals the emergence of a
two-photon bound state, explaining the specific form of
the observed temporal photonic pair-correlations. Our
approach thus yields intuitive insights into the leading-
order nonlinear response of quantum-emitter arrays and
provides a powerful framework for developing a system-
atic description of many-body effects [36-38] regarding
effective photon interactions and collective radiance in
extended arrays of quantum emitters.

I. THE SYSTEM

Figure 1 illustrates the considered system, which con-
sists of N two-level emitters that are arranged in a two-
dimensional array with a lattice spacing a in the xy-plane
at z = 0. The system is described by the Hamiltonian

H=> weblon+ Y wibf,biw
n k,v

+ Z (gkye*ik'r"i)f{l’&n + H.c.) ,

n,k,v

(1)

where the raising and lowering operators, 6§ = |e,){gn|
and &, are defined by the ground state |gn> and ex-
cited state |e,) of the n’th emitter, and w. = 2mwc/Ac
denotes the corresponding transition frequency (c is the
speed of light). While the first term, thus, describes the
isolated dynamics of the two-level emitters, the second
term captures the bare propagation of photons with the
linear vacuum dispersion wy = c|k|. The corresponding
operator bi,, annihilates photons with momentum k and
unit polarization vector €y,, labeled by the index v. The
third term in Eq. (1) accounts for the dipole coupling
between emitters and photons, with a coupling strength
Jxv = i\/wk/QheoVéLyd, where V' is a quantization vol-
ume for the photonic modes. To be specific, we assume
here that the two-level emitters couple to right-circularly
polarized light in the xy-plane of the array, such that the
corresponding transition dipole moment can be written
as d =d(1,i,0)7/v/2.

This system can be described within an input-output
formalism [18-33] that focuses on the spin-dynamics of
the emitters. Here, one integrates out the photonic de-
grees of freedom and applies a Markov approximation to
express the total light field as

E(rﬂ t) =EO (I‘, t) + Nowg Z G(I‘, rla we)da—n (t)v (2)

where EO)(r,t) = ﬁzk,ydwkékyeik'”l}f{(}u) is the
bare electric field, expressed via the bare photon field,

Bf(oy) , in the absence of the emitters and the induced light
field that is generated by them. The latter is determined

by the dyadic Green’s function, G(r,r’,w,) of the free-
space electromagnetic field [39]. This leads to a master
equation for the emitters, with an effective Hamiltonian
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and Lindbladian
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n,m

that describes the driven-dissipative dynamics of the
density matrix p for the N-emitter system. The two-
body terms result from photon-exchange between the

emitters and are determined by “O—g"ngG(rm, rp,we)d =
Jmn + i0mn [39]. This readily yields the linear optical
response captured by the collective Lamb shift

Ay, =N1Y elommrnl g, (5)

m#n
and collective linewidth

Ty, = N7') ekmmrap, (6)

m,n

of the system, which only depend on the two-dimensional
transverse momentum, k| = (k;, k), since z = 0 in the
plane of the array.

Here, we develop a different approach to analyze the
system, which describes the nonlinear optical response
in terms of quasiparticle scattering processes. To this
end, we treat the excited emitter states with bosonic op-
erators, a4, = 0,, and introduce a repulsive onsite in-
teraction term % >, alal anan, which prevents double-
excitation at a given site as U — oo [40-44]. Next,
we define bosonic momentum-space operators ax, =
ay., e~ rng, for the emitters. Considering large lat-
tices, one may take the limit N — oo and V' — oo such
that the Hamiltonian can be written as

d’ky .
H = Z/ wkbkybky /BZ @) o.)eaLakL

gku kyakL + H.c. )

Ua? koLd2kld Lot b
2 Jsz (27)6 et T —qu T T

(7)

where g, = \/wk/2heoa2éfwd. Note that the two-

dimensional quasi-momentum of the excitations in the
discrete array only takes on values within the first Bril-
louin zone (BZ) of the lattice, and dk, +q,, = Gk, for
any reciprocal lattice vector q,,. As expressed by the
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Figure 2. Depiction of the Dyson equation for (a) dressed

emitter excitations, and (b) dressed photons. Single particle
propagators are depicted as a single wavy or straight line for
bare photons or bare excitations, while double lines indicate
the dressed propagators due to the emitter-photon coupling
(circular vertex). The relations can be recast as, respectively,
shown in the second line.

third term in Eq. (7), identical modes of excited emitters
can, hence, couple to different photonic modes, whose
momenta differ by a reciprocal lattice vector in the xy-
plane. This coupling leads to light scattering and photon
losses out of the incident mode (Bragg scattering), but
can be suppressed entirely in subwavelength lattices. The
last term in Eq. (7), describes the effective onsite repul-
sion between emitter excitations. As this interaction is
local and uniform it results in a momentum-independent
scattering process that exchanges momenta between two
modes, while conserving their total momentum. Below,
we will exploit this simple form of the effective interac-
tion to derive a compact description of the optical non-
linearity of the array that emerges from saturation of the
quantum emitters. We note, however, that the formalism
presented here equally applies to other systems and can
be straightforwardly used for extended range interactions
such as dipolar or van der Waals interactions that appear
in atomic [45, 46] or solid-state [8, 47-50] systems.

II. SINGLE-PHOTON DYNAMICS

Let us proceed by considering the single-excitation sec-
tor of Eq. (7), and illustrate the method by re-deriving
the known linear optical response of the array. Specifi-
cally, we will recover the collective energy shift and decay
rate, Eqgs. (5) and (6), in the Markovian limit, and show
how the dressed-photon propagator recovers the struc-
ture of the input-output relation given by Eq. (2).

From the first line in the momentum space Hamilto-
nian, Eq. (7), we can read off the bare propagator of the

emitter excitations

G (K| kyi,w) = (2m)26(k), — k)G (w),
1 (8)

(1) -
G0) = s
as well as the bare photon propagator
(2m)35(K — k)3, GV (k,w),

1 9)
w—wk+in’

GO (K ko, w) =

G\ (k,w) =

where 7 is a positive infinitesimal. The propagators, or
Green’s functions, of the bare excitations and photons
are represented by a straight and wavy line, respectively,
in the diagrams shown in Fig. 2. The light-matter cou-
pling in the second line of Eq. (7) leads to a hybridization
and yields single-particle propagators of dressed bosons
corresponding to polaritons. The Green’s functions of
the corresponding quasiparticles are presented as straight
(dressed excitations) and wavy (dressed photons) double
lines in Fig. 2. The propagator for the dressed emitter
excitations is obtained from the Dyson equation (Fig. 2a)

— k)G (k1 w)
1 (10)
w—we — Bk, w)+in

GO (K ki, w) = (2m)26(K

M (ki,w) =

Using the expressions for the bare photon propagator g§1)
and the light-matter coupling strength, gy, , we can ob-
tain the self-energy illustrated in Fig. 2a as

Y(k
(i, 47rh60a2 Z/

The projector Q = 1 — kk' into the plane of photon
polarization vectors also defines the dyadic Green’s func-
tion, G, of the free-space electromagnetic field [22], which
reveals the close connection to the input-output formal-
ism, discussed in the preceding section. Indeed, one can
rewrite Eq. (11) as (see Appendix A)

_wd’Qd
fw—wk+ m

(11)

E(kJ_, ) :U’Owe N~ 1 Z ezk (r’"fr")dTG(I‘m, rn,w)d

h

m,n

(12)

By comparing with Eqgs. (5) and (6), we see that the self-
energy recovers the collective Lamb shift and decay rate
of the array Y(ky,we) = Ay, —ilk, .

The photon propagator cannot be readily calculated
analogously, since the summation over reciprocal lattice
vectors for the light-matter interaction complicates the
direct solution of the Dyson equation shown Fig. 2b.
However, diagrams in the expansion of the Dyson equa-
tion can be summed differently to recast the equation
as shown in the second line of Fig. 2b. This yields the
dressed-photon propagator
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Figure 3. (a) The Bethe-Salpeter equation for the 7T-matrix

that describes interactions between dressed excitations due to
the emitter saturation, as indicated by the square vertex. The
two-photon propagator is depicted in panel (b).

in terms of the Green’s function of the dressed emitter
excitations, obtained from Eq. (10). Here

)= 8k}

denotes the delta function for two-dimensional transverse
momenta up to a reciprocal lattice vector, q,,, of the
emitter array. This describes the Bragg scattering of
emitted light.

Equation (13) for the dressed photon propagator re-
sembles the input-output relation Eq. (2), as it is given
by the bare propagator in the absence of emitters, plus
a matter contribution that describes the emission of
light by the photon-dressed emitters. In fact, the set
of Egs. (8) to (11) and (13) reproduces the linear optical
response of the system given by Eqs. (2) and (4) obtained
from the master equation using the Markovian approx-
imation, which in the present formalism corresponds to
setting w = w, in the self-energy. In this limit, our dia-
grammatic theory recovers the known expressions for the
transmission and reflection amplitudes, by propagating
an initial single-photon plane wave state using the single-
photon Green’s function Eq. (13) (see Appendix B).

dpz(k| — —ki +am) (14)

III. PHOTON-PHOTON INTERACTIONS

We now proceed to show how our formalism can de-
scribe non-linear effects quite naturally in terms of the
scattering of dressed emitters. The Bethe-Salpeter equa-
tion for the scattering matrix of two dressed emitters is
shown in Fig. 3a, where only ladder diagrams are non-
zero since we consider only two photons [36]. As ex-
pressed in Eq. (7), the local onsite interaction does not
carry a dependence on the momenta of the interacting
excitations, which makes it possible to solve the Bethe-

)?0pz (K|

— k)G (k, w) g G (K

)G G (K, ) (13)

(

Salpeter equation algebraically as T = U/[1 — UII]. Tak-
ing the limit U — oo to describe that maximally one
excitation is possible per emitter then yields

1
(K.,

/ /
Za
BZ

X gél)(KL —qL,2—w)

T(KL,Q) =~ (15)
where

I(KL,Q

qsw) (16)

is the pair propagator for two dressed excitations with
total momentum K,; = k1 + k; 2 and total energy
Q = wy +wsy. Taking X(k,,w) =~ X(k,,w.) (correspond-
ing to the Markov approximation in a master equation
approach) allows one to evaluate the frequency integral
analytically, which yields the simple and intuitive expres-
sion

d2QJ_ 1

H(KJ_v Q) = a2/BZ (27.‘.)2 Q — 2w, — Z(QL) — E(KL - ql)

(17)

for the pair propagator. With this relation and using
the self-energy Eq. (11), the integral in Eq. (15) is read-
ily evaluated numerically. Figure 4 shows the resulting
scattering matrix for a lattice spacing of a = 0.6\, and
incident light on the reflection resonance of the array (in
the figure v = d?w?/6meghc? is the single-emitter decay
rate). It can be seen that both its magnitude and phase
vary only weakly across the Brillouin zone. It may thus
be assumed constant around small transverse momenta
of the incident light, which can be used to simplify calcu-
lations of the photon dynamics, as we shall discuss in the
next section. Physically, this approximation corresponds
to a short range on-site interaction between the dressed
excitations. A similar diagrammatic approach for de-
scribing the propagation and scattering of polaritons in a
Bose-Einstein condensate was developed in Refs. [51, 52].

IV. TWO-PHOTON DYNAMICS

Having solved the scattering problem of two dressed
emitters, we are now ready to analyze the non-linear two-
photon dynamics of the emitter array using our Green’s
function formalism. To this end, we need a connection
between the Green’s functions and the wave function of
the photons. The time-dependent Green’s function yields
the evolution of an n-particle wave function ¥ (r(™ ¢/
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Figure 4.  The absolute value and phase of 7(K_,Q) is

plotted as a function of momentum, with the frequency set to
the single-photon reflection resonance Q = 2(we + Ao), and
the lattice spacing a = 0.6)\.

of n positions r™ = (r1,...,r,) to a later time t > ¢’ as

[37]
p(n) (r(n), t)

— /dSnT(n)/G(n)(r(n)7r(n)/’t _ t')\I'(")(r(")',t’)
(18)

Equivalently, the Fourier transform, G (k™ k™) w),
of the n-particle time-ordered Green’s function
G (r(™ r( ¢ — ') describes the evolution from
some initial momenta k(™ to some outgoing momenta
k(™ at a given total energy hw. In the present case,
we thus need the two-photon Green’s function shown

J

V@ (ki 1,k 0,21,20) = 20(ky 1)d(ky 2)(e™
2

a
+ ﬁé(kJ"l + kJ_,Q)T(O, Q)

_ eik|zl|)(eik22

diagrammatically in Fig. 3b, which consists of a term
describing free propagation and an interaction term.
Two incident photons are converted to dressed emitter
excitations, which can propagate within the array,
interact locally at a given site, and are subsequently
emitted in the outgoing channel.

Using the scattering matrix, obtained in Eq. (15),
we can now analyze the correlated scattering dynam-
ics of incident light as determined by the two-photon
Green’s function shown in Fig. 3b (see Appendix C).
It is used here to propagate an incident uncorre-
lated single-mode two-photon state \I/i(i)(kll/l,kgllz) =
\I/i(i)(kl,yl)\lli(i)(k%m). To this end, we evaluate the
transverse integral in Eq. (18) in momentum space (k)
but choose a real-space representation along the z-axis,
orthogonal to the emitter array. The only nontrivial con-
tribution to the integral stems from the polarization com-
ponent, 1/11(5)(k) =>, éir._ékl,\lli(i)(k, v), that couples to
the emitters, which we choose here to be right-circularly
polarized, as mentioned above.

While the general solution is given in Appendix D, we
discuss here a simplified expression for normally incident
light, wi(i)(k) = §(k)d(k, — k), which is on resonance
with the zero transverse momentum collective transition
of a subwavelength array. That is, we take the energy
of each of the two incoming photons to be w = ck =
we + Ag. In this case, taking the limit ¢ — oo such
that all transient dynamics have died away, one obtains
a compact expression for the scattered photons

_ eik|22|)

f‘kL,lf‘ki,Q/f‘%

ZAO - AkL,l - Aquz + i(f‘kL,l + ka,Z)

etk=(lz1]+]220) (19)

X (9(d2 — dl)e(i(AO_AkL,l)_f‘kl,l)(dz—dl)/c +1 2)

away from the emitter array, where the evanescent field
can be neglected. Here, the total energy is 2 = 2w and
we have removed an overall phase of e~**. Furthermore,
d; = %\zﬂ, with the longitudinal momentum of each

photon given by k,; = (/k? — k2 ., is the distance that

a photon has propagated from the array for a given z; and
transverse momentum k ;, see Fig. 5. This expression
lets us quantify the essential mechanisms of the corre-
lated photon interaction with the emitter array. The first
line is non-zero only for z < 0 and accounts for the per-
fect linear reflection of the incident photons, while the re-
maining terms describe the nonlinear contribution to the
induced photon field that is emitted symmetrically from
the array in the positive and negative z-direction, with

(

an emission pattern that remarkably is given by a simple
Lorentzian factor of the collective energies. This term
shows that the transmitted light solely stems from the
effective interaction between the emitters, with a trans-
mission amplitude that is proportional to the 7-matrix
of the dressed emitter excitations.

While the linear response to single photons preserves
the transverse momentum k; = 0, due to the suppres-
sion of Bragg scattering in a subwavelength array, the
nonlinearity opens a scattering channel and facilitates
the correlated emission of photon-pairs with transverse
momenta k| ; = —k, 2. In addition to the transverse
correlation, the photons are emitted in spatially localized
pairs along the longitudinal z-direction, as described by
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Figure 5. Photon-photon scattering leads to the correlated
emission of photon pairs, whose localization length along the
propagation direction of the incident light is determined by
the collective decay rate of the array as illustrated in the
figure.

the exponential factor 6(d; — dj)eif‘ki"j (di=d))/e " Here,

d;/c is the propagation time of the 7’th photon since its
emission from the array, and accordingly, due to the step
function 6(d; — dy), it is the decay rate I'k, ; of the last
emitted photon that defines the localization length of the
photon pair (see Fig. 5 for the case of normal incidence
photons). This is intuitively clear as the second photon
simply decays according to the single-excitation lifetime
of the collective mode corresponding to its momentum.
This exponential localization of two photons represents
a three-dimensional free-space analogue of so-called pho-
ton bound states that appear in waveguide-QED settings,
where they arise from the interaction of a single quantum
emitter with photons that propagate one-dimensionally
in a single transverse mode [53, 54]. In fact, transmission
exclusively arises from such bound states that are sym-
metrically emitted to either the same or opposite sides of
the array.

One can make the above analogy more explicit by con-
sidering a transversally localized incident photon mode
and analyzing the outgoing photon flux in that mode.
To be specific, we consider a Gaussian incident mode
that can be well described within the paraxial ap-
proximation by a single-photon amplitude 1/11(5 )(k) =
\/ﬁwoe—w[‘;ki /%etk=2 We further assume that the spatial
beam waist wq is sufficiently large to confine the mode
function to small transverse momenta, such that we can
approximate X(k ) ~ 3(0) and 7 (k) ~ 7(0). Even
for fairly small values of wg, this remains a good ap-
proximation due to the weak momentum dependence of
the 7T-matrix, illustrated in Fig. 4. With these simplifi-
cations, we can project the outgoing photon state onto
the Gaussian mode and obtain for the transmitted two-
photon probability (21,22 > 0) in the Gaussian mode
(see Appendix D)

a [T(0, Q)P _ofgizs—s)/ec
PQ(Zl,ZQ) = wiéTf%e 20022 —21|/ , (20)
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Figure 6. The absolute value of the 7-matrix in units of

the single-emitter decay rate vy, as well as a?|7(0,Q)|/To,
are plotted at resonant driving, Q = 2(w. + Ao), for different
lattice constants a. The calculations show that while |7(0, Q)|
increases sharply near a ~ 0 and a ~ A., the additional factors
of a in a?|7(0,Q)|/To x a*|T(0,Q)| suppress the divergence
at small a, but still allows for a strong nonlinearity when the
emitters are resonantly spaced.

where we have again assumed resonant driving with
w = we + Ag. Hence, photons can only be transmitted
in the form of an exponentially localized bound state,

defined by the collective decay rate I'g. For a < A,
~ 2
Ty = 47;\;27 o a~2, such that the bound state tightens

with decreasing lattice spacing as the collective decay
rate increases, while the overall flux of correlated photon
pairs scales as ~ a®|7(0,)|2. The T-matrix sharply in-
creases around a ~ 0 and a ~ A, resulting in a strong
increase of photon-pair transmission as the lattice spac-
ing approaches the transition wavelength of the quan-
tum emitters. In Fig. 6 we plot the absolute value of
the T-matrix as well as a?|7(0,Q)|/To o a*|T(0,Q)],
which is the a-dependent factor that enters our expres-
sions. While the 7-matrix diverges at both a = 0, due to
the emitters coalescing in a single point, and at a = A,
where they are at a resonant distance to each other, the
full a-dependent factor vanishes for small a. Thus, non-
linear effects in the emitted light are suppressed for tight
lattices, but grow strong for resonantly distributed emit-
ters.

While the emerging bound states lead to strong pho-
ton bunching in the transmitted light, the interference
with the linear response can likewise cause antibunching
of reflected photons. An analogous calculation for the
reflected light of an incident Gaussian mode yields the
following simple expression for the two-photon temporal



correlation function (see Appendix D)

0@ = |1+ ﬁQeu(A—Ao)—fo)tM
2mwyg A —Ag+ilg
(21)
where A = w — w, is the detuning of the incident light.
We see clearly how the reflected light correlations are de-
termined by the geometric factor a? /w3 inversely propor-
tional to the number of illuminated emitters, the emitter
excitation scattering matrix, and the collective energies.
In Fig. 7 we show the temporal correlations, ¢g(®(t), for
different laser detunings across the reflection resonance
of an array with a = 0.6).. Despite the small lattice size
and a relatively narrow beam waist of wg = 2.5\, the
linear response (inset of Fig. 7) matches that of an infinite
lattice, which confirms the applicability of the paraxial
approximation. More remarkably, the derived approxi-
mate expression Eq. (21) for the photon-photon correla-
tions agrees very well with the numerical simulation of
the master equation, Egs. (2) and (4). The Green’s func-
tion approach thus yields an accurate description and
offers an intuitive understanding of nonlinear optical pro-
cesses. While instantaneous correlations, () (0), remains
largely unaffected by the detuning, A, of the driving field,
it has a significant effect on the temporal form of pho-
ton correlations, since it determines the relative phase
between two-photon bound state and the linear contribu-
tion to the reflected light. As shown in Fig. 8, the degree
of antibunching is largest around the reflection resonance
(dashed line). Contrary to small systems of only few
emitters [55, 56], deep subwavelength lattices show weak
correlations due to the geometric factor a?/w3, whereas
photons become increasingly antibunched as the lattice
spacing approaches . and the T-matrix increases (see
Fig. 6). While the emitted light remains largely uncor-
related for most parameters in Fig. 8, under these con-
ditions it, thus, becomes possible to convert an incident
classical coherent field into pair-states of bound photons
(in transmission) and antibunched light (in reflection)
below the threshold ¢(®(0) < 1/2 [57] for nonclassical
light.

V. CONCLUSION

In summary, we have developed a diagrammatic
Green’s function formalism to describe effective photon-
photon interactions and the generation of correlated
states of light in two-dimensional arrays of quantum
emitters. Emitter excitations are treated as hardcore
bosons in order to analyze their dynamics in terms
of lattice polaritons, formed by hybridizing the two-
dimensional collective excitations of the emitter ar-
ray and the three-dimensional free-space electromagnetic
field. Using Green’s functions to study their interactions,
we have obtained simple expressions for the optical re-
sponse of the array and emerging photon-photon corre-
lations in terms of the scattering matrix for interactions

Figure 7.  Two-photon correlation function ¢ (t) for an
incident Gaussian beam with wo = 2.5\, a = 0.6\, and dif-
ferent detunings A, indicated by the coloured dots the inset.
The analytical result Eq. (21) (solid lines) agrees well with
the numerical simulation of a 15 x 15 array (dashed lines).

Figure 8. Equal-time two-photon correlations g(z)(O) as a
function of the detuning A and the lattice spacing a. Strong
antibunching occurs along the reflection resonance (white
dashed line) near a ~ 1, consistent with the 7-matrix shown
in Fig. 6.

between photon-dressed emitter excitations. The deriva-
tions show that correlations can be traced back to the
formation of a two-photon bound state, whose size and
contribution to the total state of the scattered light fea-
ture a simple dependence on the collective linewidth and
the geometry of the array.

While we have focused here on the basic setup of a sin-
gle planar square lattice of two-level quantum emitters,
the outlined formalism can be readily extended to explore
nonlinear processes arising from different types of emit-
ter interactions [2, 28, 31, 58], multi-level atoms [59] and
more complex geometries [60-65]. As we have shown, the
discussed diagrammatic formalism provides an accurate
yet simple description that offers intuitive insights into



the basic mechanisms for optical nonlinearities and ef-
fective photon-photon interactions, which could become
useful in exploring applications of nonlinear processes
in emitter arrays [28, 31, 66]. Importantly, it may be
extended beyond the reach of numerical simulations by
adapting established methods [36-38] for a systematic
inclusion of the many-body effects arising from multiple
interacting photons and dressed excitations.
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Appendix A: The self-energy

The free-space electromagnetic dyadic Green’s func-
tion can be written as

7 )
G(kLv Zy (U) = %ngn(z)elkz‘zh (Al)

where Q+ =1 — kk' is the projector onto the space of
polarization vectors that is orthogonal to the wave vec-
tor k = (ki ,+t/k? — k%) of the forward and backward
propagating light. Changing the integration variable in

J

C

To Nt af s
w0 Wk EV: e+ek,,ekye+
1

PO (k,t) =i

dw
e

2w

Eq. (11) to w, we have

_ . Ho > 2
Yky,w) = —ig Z/o dwywie
am (A2)
" d'Tm[G (kL + qun, 0,wi)]d
w—wi +1in '
Using G*(ry,,rn,w) = G(rp, Ty, —w*) and
lim‘wHoowQG(rm,rn,w) = —(r,, — ry), one can

evaluate the integral

2
w
Slkr,w) = —E20 Y TGk +q,0.w)d,  (A3)
am

and obtain Eq. (12) from 2 >q, Gk +am,0,w)
N_l Zmn eik.(rm_r")G(I‘M7 Tp, (.d).
Appéndix B: Single-photon transmission and
reflection

The single-photon amplitude evolves as
dw
O (ku, t) = i/—we*“”t
27
3
> [ &

/

AW kv, 'V, W)U (K.
i n
T

(B1)

It is convenient to split ¥ (ku,t) \I/(()l)(kl/, t) +
\Ifg(lz)(kl/, t) into a freely-evolving part, \1161)7 and an
induced component, \IJS;), corresponding to the first
and second term in Eq. (13). The former gives
\Il(()l)(ky, t) = e*i‘*’kt\lli(rll)(ky). Only the projection, (),
onto the polarization vector of the emitter transition
is affected by the second term in Eq. (13). Here we
choose right-circular polarization such that ) (k,t) =
> éléky\Il(l)(k, v,t), as in Eq. (19). Using the second
term in Eq. (13), the amplitude of the scattered light
follows as

B3k

.
o (5gz(kl kJ_)

—iwt /

1 1

X

wHin—wrw+in —we — Bk, we) w+in — wis

Vot (K),

where we have used the periodicity of the self-energy in the reciprocal lattice momentum to evaluate ¥ at the outgoing
transverse momentum. Complex contour integration in w gives

B o 3K

PO (k,t) =

opz(kL — K/ ) wire” et DKy, (B3)
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where Q =3 ékyéfw. The k. integration can be carried out for a monochromatic input field with w = ¢|k’| in the

limit ¢ — oo to obtain for the total field

D (ko z) = e*==yD (k) —

up to an irrelevant factor e~*! and where k, =

V/(w/c)? — k% . Assuming near-resonant driving (A <

we) and neglecting evanescent fields, we can identify

_ Towed® st 0o, — Mow: gt soh
Mg, = cRe[kz]e+Qe+ = =5=d'Im[G]d, which is related

to the collective linewidth via Iy, = 3
total amplitude

A FkL"l‘Qm . The

v (krz) = ey (ko)
Z‘].—‘kL eikz|z|

a A—Aklﬁ-if‘kL

Z 1/11(11)(1& + qm)'
o (B5)

thus, reduces to a sum of the incident wave and Bragg-
scattered components that are symmetrically emitted
from the array. When Bragg scattering is suppressed

J

(2) R TR AN N A T R
G537 (k1w kavows; Ky vjwi, Korows)

iro w2

é Qe+e’k = |z|

we Cky w—we — Xk, ,w,)

DU+ an) (B4)

(

at subwavelength lattice spacing, the sum only contains
qo = 0andI'y, =T'x, such that one recovers the known
expressions

Ty,
A—AkL +ifkl7

(B6)

and ¢ = 1 — r for the reflection and transmission coeffi-
cient, as readily obtained from the input-output formal-
ism of Egs. (2) to (4) [32].

Appendix C: The two-photon Green’s function

The two-photon propagator can be written as

— (2m)2%6 (w1 — W6 (we — wQ)G( )(klul,klylwl)Gg)(kzyg, khvhws)
— (2m)28(w1 — wWh)d(wa — )G (Kywr, Khrhwn)GL (kava, K v ws)

— (27)36 (w1 + wa

—w) —wy)ipz(ki1 + ki K| —K|,)

x gV (K1, w1) g1y, Go”) (K1 1,wi)GY (Ko, wa)gicyry G (K12, w2)
x 2ia* T (k' 1 + K| 5,0 +w)

X ga(’cl)(k/J_717wi

The first two terms describe the free propagation of the
dressed photons, while the third pertains to photon-
photon scattering. The latter describes the conversion
of two incident photons into dressed excitations via ab-
sorption, their scattering according to 7, and the subse-
quent emission of the two photons from the array (see also
Fig. 3b). Although it contains many terms, the simple
form of the 7-matrix and single-particle Green’s func-
tions permits to explicitly evolve monochromatic states,
as we shall describe in more detail in the next section.

)gliiy{ g'(yl) (k/17 O‘)/1

)G (K, 5,5 g, G4V (K, wh).

Appendix D: The two-photon wave function

Let us now use Eq. (Cl) to time-evolve an inci-

dent single- mode two-photon state \I'( )(kll/thVg) =
\Il(l)(kl, )Y, (kg7 v9) according to

dw d ,
‘I’(z)(lehkzl/z,t):/ z';r)(;jze—%(wﬁwz)t

31.7 13
> / LR BOALS 2 i

(D1)

() WA
X G’? (kll/lwl,kgllgu]Q,kll/lwl,kQI/QLuQ).

Similar to the derivations in Appendix B, we can separate
the amplitude into a linear part that is described by the
first two lines on the right hand side of Eq. (C1) and
a nonlinear part \Ill( ) that follows from the remaining
terms. Projecting again onto the polarization component
that couples to the emitters (é), we obtain
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Carrying out the frequency integrals by complex contour integration and taking the limit ¢ — oo for monochromatic
incident fields with frequencies wy and wo gives

Cfo

We

2
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1
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where k', ; = (k1 ; =q1 +q/2). Fourier transforming with respect to k. ; and neglecting evanescent-field contribu-
tions ﬁnally yields for the two-photon amplitude

Tkii+kiz,w +ws)
A1 + AQ - Ak#,q - AkL,z + i(FkL,l + FkL,z)
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where k,; = ,/(wi/c)? — ki,i and d; = %‘ZJ Con-  one can arrive at Eq. (20) via

sidering normal-incident plane wave fields, wi(;)(ki) = @)
d(k ;)0(k,; — wi/c) and omitting Bragg scattering for Py(21,22) = ‘wG (21, 22)
subwavelength arrays, one arrives at Eq. (19). Likewise,

2
| (D6)
by taking z1,zo > 0. There, the overlap between
w(l)(klﬁ-zi) and ¢g(ky ;%) is zero, when the Gaussian
mode function is confined to small transverse momenta,
such that we can approximate (k) ~ X(0), resulting
in the beam being fully reflected, and P, only containing

the nonlinearly transmitted contribution. Analogously,

d?k, 1 d%k ive at Eq. (21) vi
g)(Zh 2) :/ t; . 1, 2¢G(kl L2105k 27) one can arrive at Eq. (21) via
T

x @ (ky 121,k 222) gd(t) =
(D5)

choosing a broad Gaussian beam, 7/11(;)(1(1) = ¢a(k;) =
\/27rwoe*w3k2ivi/4eik2»iz, and projecting ¥ onto the
same Gaussian mode

2

2
‘ é)(ZQ — 21 = Ct) (D?)

2(5))?2




Here, we exploit the fact that wg )(21, z9) only depends
on the relative distance traveled by the photons, |29 — 21|,
to replace it with relative propagation time ct. This is

due to the fact that wg ) is independent of z, as the z-

11

dependent phase of 1)(!) cancels with that of ¢¢. Finally,
the factor of 2 in the denominator comes from the fact
that the two non-interacting diagrams of Fig. 3b con-

tribute equally to the linear part of wg )(zl, z2).
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