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We study the emission spectrum of two distant qubits strongly coupled to a waveguide by using
the numerical and analytical approaches, which are beyond the Markovian approximation and the
rotating-wave approximation (RWA). The numerical approach combines the Dirac-Frenkel time-
dependent variational principle with the multiple Davydov D1 ansatz. A transformed RWA (TRWA)
treatment and a standard perturbation (SP) are used to analytically calculate the emission spectrum.
It is found that the variational approach and the TRWA treatment yield accurate emission spectra
of the two distant qubits in certain strong coupling regimes while the SP breaks down. The emission
spectrum is found to be asymmetric irrespective of the two-qubit distance and exhibits a single peak,
doublet, and multipeaks depending on the two-qubit distance as well as the initial states. In sharply
contrast with the single-qubit case, the excited-state populations of the two qubits can ultraslowly
decay due to the subradiance even in the presence of a strong qubit-waveguide coupling, which in
turn yields ultranarrow emission line. Our results provide insights into the emission spectral features
of the two distant qubits in the strong light-matter coupling regime.

I. INTRODUCTION

Few distant emitters interacting with electromagnetic
fields has received much attention, which is fundamen-
tally relevant to the building block of quantum net-
works [1, 2] and gates [3, 4] and also provides a test bed to
study a variety of phenomena such as quantum interfer-
ence [5, 6], collective emission such as superradiance and
subradiance [7–18], photon-mediated interaction [19–23]
and quantum entanglement [24–30]. Particularly, the lit-
erature has illustrated that the nonMarkovianity of the
two distant emitters arises from delay-feedback effects
due to the field propagating between the distant emit-
ters [31], which strongly influences the collective dynam-
ics of the emitters as well as the spontaneous emission.

Recently, the two-atom problem has been renewed in
terms of artificial atoms coupled to a waveguide, which
allows the access to the coupling regimes from weak
to ultrastrong light-matter interaction [32, 33]. For in-
stance, Ref. [34] reports the observation of a large col-
lective Lamb shift of two distant superconducting ar-
tificial atoms. With the rotating-wave approximation
(RWA), the investigation has revealed the delay-induced
nonMarkovian features of the spontaneous emission spec-
trum of two distant qubits weakly coupled to a one-
dimensional waveguide, that is, the linewidth broaden-
ing beyond standard supperradiance or narrow Fano-
resonance-like peaks [35]. In the ultrastrong-coupling
regime, the photon-mediated interaction between the two
distant qubits and the qubit frequency renormalization
are found to be significant and play a crucial role in the
collective dynamics of the two-qubit system [36]. How-
ever, the spontaneous emission spectrum from two dis-
tant emitters has not yet been explored in the strong
light-matter coupling regime. This acquires a nonMarko-
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vian and nonRWA approach that properly takes into ac-
count strong-coupling effects.

One way to theoretically calculate the emission spec-
trum of two distant qubits is the time-dependent vari-
ational approach equipped with the multiple Davydov
ansatz [37]. This approach has been applied to a variety
of models ranging from the quantum Rabi model [38] to
Holstein model [39, 40] and has been benchmarked with
other numerical methods such as time-dependent numer-
ical renormaliztion group [41, 42], quasi-adiabatic path
integral [43], and hierarchical equation of motion [44–46].
It turns out that the variational approach is capable of
describing nonMarkovian dynamics of open quantum sys-
tems such as the spin-boson model and its variants in the
strong system-reservoir coupling regime. An advantage
of the variational approach over the master equation is
that it retains both the reduced dynamics and the field
dynamics. It is therefore feasible to calculate emission
spectrum by passing the two-time correlation function
and quantum regression theory [45]. Nevertheless, the
performance of the variational approach should be fur-
ther explored.

In this paper, we employ the time-dependent varia-
tional approach and analytical methods to study the
emission spectra of two distant qubits strongly coupled to
a one-dimensional waveguide beyond the weak-coupling
regime and without using the RWA and Markovian
approximation. The variational method combines the
Dirac-Frenkel time-dependent variational principle [47]
with the multiple Davydov D1 (multi-D1) ansatz [42],
which is found to be able to provide accurate results in
certain strong-coupling regime. We also attempt to cal-
culate emission spectrum with two analytical methods.
One is based on the resolvent-operator formalism [48] and
a transformed RWA (TRWA) Hamiltonian constructed
from a unitary transformation that resembles the polaron
transformation [26, 49]. The other is the standard per-
turbation (SP) based on the resolvent-operator formal-
ism and original Hamiltonian. Comparisons between the
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variational results and analytical results confirm the va-
lidity of the TRWA treatment while the SP treatment
completely breaks down. By using the variational ap-
proach and TRWA method, we illustrate that the emis-
sion spectrum is generally asymmetric and has a variety
of lineshapes, which can be single-peaked, vacuum-Rabi-
splitting-like doublet, and complicated multipeaked de-
pending on the distance and initial states. Under certain
conditions, ultranarrow emission lines can be observed in
the spectrum, indicating the subradiance. The present
study reveals the emission spectral features of the two
distant qubits in a strong light-matter coupling regime.

The rest of paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we
introduce the Hamiltonian and present both the numeri-
cal and analytical treatments for the emission spectrum.
In Sec. III, we present the numerical results of the emis-
sion spectra and discuss the spectral features. In Sec. IV,
the conclusions are drawn. Some technique details are
presented in Appendices.

II. MODEL AND METHODOLOGIES

We consider that two distant qubits are strongly cou-
pled to a one-dimensional waveguide (reservoir), which is
described by the Hamiltonian (~ = 1)

H =
ω0

2

2∑
j=1

σzj +
∑
k

ωkb
†
kbk

+

2∑
j=1

σxj
2

∑
k

λk

(
bke
−ikxj + b†ke

ikxj

)
, (1)

where ω0 is the transition frequency of the qubit, σµj (µ =

x, y, z) denotes the Pauli matrix for the jth qubit. xj
is the coordinate of the jth qubit. bk (b†k) is annihila-
tion (creation) operator of the kth bosonic mode with
frequency ωk of the reservoir. λk is the coupling strength
between the kth mode and the qubit. In this work,
we assume λk = λ−k and a linear dispersion relation
ωk = vg|k|, where vg is the propagating velocity of the
photon in the waveguide. The wavenumber k < 0 and
k > 0 are referred to as the left- and right-propagating
field modes in the waveguide, respectively.

The dissipation of the waveguide is assumed to be char-
acterized by the Ohmic spectral density function

J(ω) =
∑
k

λ2
kδ(ωk − ω) = 2αωΘ(ωc − ω), (2)

where α is a dimensionless coupling constant, Θ(·) is the

Heaviside function, and ωc is the cut-off frequency. In the
following, we use numerical and analytical methods to
study the spontaneous emission of the two-qubit system.

A. Dirac-Frenkel time-dependent variational
principle and multi-D1 ansatz

In this section, we use the numerical approach that
combines the Dirac-Frenkel time-dependent variational
principle with the multi-D1 ansatz to study the spon-
taneous emission. This approach is feasible to solve
the time-dependent Schrödinger equation i ddt |ψ̃(t)〉 =

H̃(t)|ψ̃(t)〉 in the interaction picture governed by the
bath Hamiltonian HR =

∑
k ωkb

†
kbk, where

H̃(t) =
ω0

2

2∑
j=1

σzj +

2∑
j=1

σxj
2

∑
k

λk
(
bke
−ikxj−iωkt + h.c.

)
.

(3)
The Dirac-Frenkel time-dependent variational principle
states that the optimal solution to the time-dependent
Schrödinger equation can be found via [47]

〈δψ̃(t)|i∂t − H̃(t)|ψ̃(t)〉 = 0, (4)

where |ψ̃(t)〉 denotes a trial state and 〈δψ̃(t)| is the varia-
tion of the adjoint state of the trial state. Since the model
under study in this work is a variant of the spin-boson
model, we use the multi-D1 ansatz, which has been found
to be powerful in the spin-boson problem and takes the
form [42]

|DM
1 (t)〉 =

4∑
j=1

M∑
n=1

Anj |φj〉|fnj〉, (5)

where M is the multiplicity, |φj〉 ∈
{|+〉|+〉, |+〉|−〉, |−〉|+〉, |−〉|−〉|σx|±〉 = ±|±〉} are
the bases for the two-qubit system. |fnj〉 are the
multimode coherent state used for the bosonic modes,

|fnj〉 = exp

[∑
k

(fnjkb
†
k − h.c.)

]
|0〉, (6)

where |0〉 is the multimode vacuum state of the reser-
voir. Supposing that the truncation numbers of the left-
and right-propagating modes in the multi-D1 ansatz are
identical and given by Nb, we have introduced totally
4M(2Nb+1) time-dependent variational parameters: Anj
and fnjk. The former represents the probability am-
plitude while the latter represents the displacement of
the kth mode. One readily derives the equations of mo-
tion for these variational parameters by substituting the
ansatz into Eq. (4), which yields

i〈φj |〈fmj |ḊM
1 (t)〉 = 〈φj |〈fmj |H̃(t)|DM

1 (t)〉, (7)
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i

4∑
j=1

A∗mj〈φj |〈fmj |bq|ḊM
1 (t)〉 =

4∑
j=1

A∗mj〈φj |〈fmj |bqH̃(t)|DM
1 (t)〉. (8)

This is a set of nonlinear differential equations, which can
be solved by using the Runge-Kutta method. We present
the explicit form of the equations of motion and state the
numerical implementation of the variational method in
the Appendix A.

To perform numerical simulation, we use a finite trun-
cated number of bath modes, 2Nb, which can be derived
from a linear discretization of the spectral density. We
divide the frequency domain [0,ωc] into Nb equal inter-
vals [xn−1, xn] with xn = nωc/Nb (n = 0, 1, 2, ..., Nb).
The coupling constants and frequencies for the right-
propagating modes (k > 0) are determined by

λ2
kn =

1

2

∫ xn

xn−1

J(ω)dω, (9)

ωkn =
1

2
λ−2
kn

∫ xn

xn−1

ωJ(ω)dω. (10)

where we have assumed that the left- and right-
propagating modes contribute equally to the spectral
density function and 1/2 is used to cancel out the con-
tribution from the left-propagating modes. The fre-
quencies and coupling constants of the left-propagating
modes can be obtained from the relations: ωk = ω−k
and λk = λ−k. The wavenumber is then specified via
the relation kn = ±ωkn/vg. Throughout this work, we
use Nb = 300 in the simulation, which is sufficient to
yield convergent results when the final evolution time
t ≤ 300ω−1

0 and M is large enough.
We are interested in the spontaneous emission process

of the two-qubit system, thus the initial state of the whole
system is chosen as |ψ(0)〉S⊗|0〉, where |ψ(0)〉S is an ini-
tial state of the two-qubit system and the reservoir is
initially in the vacuum state. In this work, we mainly
consider three kinds of initial states of the two-qubit sys-
tem: Ψ0 = |eg〉 and Ψ± = (|eg〉 ± |ge〉)/

√
2. Ψ0 is a

factorized state where the first qubit is in the excited
state |e〉 and the second qubit is in the ground state |g〉.
Ψ± are the symmetric and antisysmetric correlated (en-
tangled) state, respectively.

On numerically solving the equations of motion, we
can obtain both reduced dynamics of the qubits and the
field dynamics. The excited-state population of the jth
qubit can be calculated as

P ej (t) = 〈DM
1 (t)|σ+

j σ
−
j |D

M
1 (t)〉, (j = 1, 2) (11)

where

σ±j = (σxj ± iσ
y
j )/2. (12)

For the field, we are interested in the emission spectrum,
which is defined as the number of photon with frequency

ωk emitted into the reservoir at time t. The spontaneous
emission spectrum is thus given by

N(ωk, t) = N(k, t) +N(−k, t), (13)

where

N(k, t) = 〈DM
1 (t)|b†kbk|D

M
1 (t)〉

=

4∑
j=1

M∑
m,n=1

A∗mjf
∗
mjk〈fmj |fnj〉fnjkAnj , (14)

is the photon number at the kth mode at given time t.
〈fmj |fnl〉 is the overlap between the coherent states and
is given by

〈fmj |fnl〉 = exp

[∑
k

(
f∗mjkfnlk −

|fmjk|2 + |fnlk|2

2

)]
.

(15)
The emission spectrum defined by N(ωk, t) is generally
time dependent. Nevertheless, the steady-state spectrum
can be obtained in the long-time limit, i.e.,

N(ωk) = lim
t→∞

[N(k, t) +N(−k, t)]. (16)

In simulation, we propagate the equations of motion for
the variational parameters to a finial time t = 300ω−1

0 ,
which is sufficient to obtain steady-state spectra in most
cases. The obtained spectra are referred to as the multi-
D1 results.

To measure the accuracy of the variational results, we
calculate the scaled squared norm of the deviation vec-
tor [50],

σ2(t) = |[i∂t − H̃(t)]|DM
1 (t)〉|2/ω2

0

= ω−2
0

[
〈DM

1 (t)|H̃2(t)|DM
1 (t)〉 − 〈ḊM

1 (t)|ḊM
1 (t)〉

]
.

(17)

The detailed calculation and behaviors of σ2(t) with the
variation of t for the two-qubit spin-boson model are pre-
sented in the Appendix A. We find that the upper bound
of the magnitude of σ2(t) in the interval [0, 300ω−1

0 ] is of
order 10−3 or 10−2 when α ≤ 0.1. This is sufficient to
guarantee the accuracy of the variational results accord-
ing to our previous work [45]. When α > 0.1, it turns
out that the variational method is accurate in short-time
dynamics but becomes less reliable in the long-time dy-
namics because of the increase in the error.

B. Analytical theory for spontaneous emission
spectrum

In this section, we use two approximate approaches
to analytically calculate the emission spectra with the
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resolvent-operator formalism [48]. In the first approach,
we derive an effective Hamiltonian in a transformed frame
and then combine it with the resolvent-operator formal-
ism to evaluate the transition amplitude associated with
the spontaneous emission process, which can be used to
calculate the photon number at the kth mode in the long-
time limit, N(k). The steady spectrum is then obtained
via Eq. (16). This treatment is referred to as the TRWA
method. The second approach is similar to the first one
but we use the original Hamiltonian, which is referred to
as SP.

To go beyond the weak-coupling regime, we apply a
polaron-like unitary transformation to Eq. (1) [26, 49]

H ′ = eSHe−S (18)

with the generator given by

S =

2∑
j=1

σxj
∑
k

λk
2ωk

ξk

(
b†ke

ikxj − bke−ikxj

)
, (19)

where ξk are determined by requiring the first-order
qubit-reservoir coupling to take the rotating-wave form
in the transformed frame. Neglecting the higher-order
qubit-reservoir coupling terms, we construct an effective
Hamiltonian from the transformed Hamiltonian,

H ′ ≈ H ′0 +H ′1, (20)

H ′0 =
1

2
ηω0

2∑
j=1

σzj +
∑
k

ωkb
†
kbk+

∑
k

λ2
k

2ωk
(ξ2
k−2ξk), (21)

H ′1 = Vcσ
x
1σ

x
2 +

2∑
j=1

∑
k

λ̃k

(
σ+
j bke

−ikxj + σ−j b
†
ke
ikxj

)
,

(22)
where

η = exp

[
−1

2

∫ ωc

0

J(x)dx

(x+ ηω0)2

]
, (23)

Vc = −
∫ ωc

0

J(x)(x+ 2ηω0)

2(x+ ηω0)
cos

(
xd

vg

)
dx, (24)

ξk =
ωk

ωk + ηω0
, (25)

d = x1 − x2, (26)

λ̃k =
λkηω0

ηω0 + ωk
. (27)

This effective Hamiltonian is named as TRWA Hamilto-
nian. The detailed derivation of the TRWA Hamiltonian

is presented in the Appendix B. In the TRWA Hamilto-
nian, it is worthwhile to note the important consequences
of the qubit-reservoir coupling: the renormalization of
the transition frequencies (ηω0) and a reservoir induced
dipole-dipole coupling (Vcσx1σx2 ). These effects have been
studied in Refs. [36, 51] with similar approaches in the
strong-coupling regime.

Combining the effective Hamiltonian with the
resolvent-operator formalism, we calculate the photon
number at the kth mode in the long-time limit for the
three kinds of the two-qubit initial states when the reser-
voir is initially in the vacuum state. The detailed calcu-
lation is given in the Appendix C. When the initial state
of the two qubits is the factorized state Ψ0, we find

N(k) = λ̃2
k

∣∣∣∣∣ Ã (ω̃k) + e−ikdB̃ (ω̃k)

Ã2 (ω̃k)− B̃2 (ω̃k)
+

1

2ηω0

∣∣∣∣∣
2

, (28)

where

ω̃k = ωk −
V 2
c

2ηω0
(29)

Ã(ω) = ω − ηω0 − ∆̃ (ω, 0) + iΓ̃ (ω, 0) , (30)

B̃(ω) = Vc + ∆̃ (ω, d)− iΓ̃ (ω, d) , (31)

∆̃ (ω, d) = P

∫ ωc

0

J(x) cos(xd/vg)

ω − x

(
ηω0

x+ ηω0

)2

dx,

(32)

Γ̃(ω, d) = π

(
ηω0

ω + ηω0

)2

J(ω) cos

(
ωd

vg

)
. (33)

When the two-qubit initial state is Ψ±, the photon num-
ber at the kth mode is found to be given by

N(k) = λ̃2
k

∣∣∣∣1± e−ikd√
2

∣∣∣∣2 ∣∣∣∣ 1

Ã (ω̃k)∓ B̃ (ω̃k)
+

1

2ηω0

∣∣∣∣2 .
(34)

Interestingly, it seems that Eq. (34) is much simpler than
Eq. (28), suggesting that the spontaneous emission from
the correlated states may play a more fundamental role
than that from the factorized state. In the following, the
spectra obtained based on Eqs. (28) and (34) are referred
to as the TRWA results.

To examine the improvement of the variational and
TRWA method with respect to the SP, we further cal-
culate the steady emission spectrum with the resolvent-
operator formalism and the original Hamiltonian. The
calculation details are presented in the Appendix C.
When the two-qubit initial state is Ψ0, the photon num-
ber at the kth mode is given by

N(k) =
λ2
k

4

∣∣∣∣A(ω′k) + e−ikdB(ω′k)

A2(ω′k)−B2(ω′k)

∣∣∣∣2 (35)
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Figure 1. Emission spectra calculated by the three methods for α = 0.05, the three values of d, and the three kinds of initial
states. The multiplicity M is indicated in the legends.

where

ω′k = ωk + 2∆(−ω0, 0) (36)

A(ω) = ω − ω0 −∆(ω, 0)−∆(ω − 2ω0, 0)

+iΓ(ω, 0) + iΓ(ω − 2ω0, 0), (37)

B(ω) = ∆(ω, d)+∆(ω−2ω0, d)−iΓ(ω, d)−iΓ(ω−2ω0, d),
(38)

∆(ω, d) = P

∫ ωc

0

J(x) cos(xd/vg)

4(ω − x)
dx, (39)

Γ(ω, d) =
π

4
J(ω) cos(ωd/vg). (40)

When the two-qubit initial state is Ψ±, the photon num-
ber at the kth mode is given by

N(k) =
λ2
k

4

∣∣∣∣∣
1√
2
(1± e−ikd)

A(ω′k)∓B(ω′k)

∣∣∣∣∣
2

. (41)

Hereafter, the spectra calculated based on Eqs. (35)
and (41) are referred to as the SP results. In the follow-
ing we will address the validity of the analytical results
in comparison with the variational results.

III. NUMERICAL RESULTS AND
DISCUSSIONS

In this section, we calculate the emission spectra by us-
ing the three methods: the variational method, TRWA,
and SP. We make comparison between the multi-D1 re-
sults and the analytical ones. This helps to clarify not
only the emission spectral features but also the validity
of the analytical treatments. Throughout this work, we
set the cut-off frequency ωc = 5ω0 and define L0 ≡ vg/ω0

as a unit of distance.
To begin with, let us address the consistency among

the three approaches. Figure 1 shows the emission spec-
tra calculated by the three methods for α = 0.05 and for
the three kinds of initial states and the three values of
the two-qubit distance d. It is evident that the multi-
D1 results and the TRWA ones agree perfectly with each
other, suggesting the validity of the latter. The SP re-
sults are found to be inconsistent with the multi-D1 spec-
tra. Particularly, for larger values of d, the SP results
are strikingly different from the multi-D1 results. The
present results suggest that the variational method and
the TRWA treatment are applicable to a strong-coupling
regime where the SP treatment breaks down. Neverthe-
less, we should point out that the SP treatment and the
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Figure 2. Emission spectra calculated by the variational method and the TRWA method for α = 0.1, the three values of d, and
the three kinds of initial states.

TRWA treatment slightly differ from each other when
α = 0.01 and become indistinguishable from each other
when α = 0.001, that is, the two analytical approaches
coincide in the weak-coupling regime.

To further examine the consistency between the vari-
ational method and the TRWA one, we employ the two
methods to calculate the emission spectra for α = 0.1
and for the three kinds of the initial states and the three
values of d, which are shown in Fig. 2. We see that the
TRWA results are satisfactorily accurate in comparison
with the multi-D1 results, confirming the validity of the
TRWAmethod. It is worthwhile to note that in Figs. 2(g)
and 2(h), there are more peaks in the multi-D1 spectra
than in the TRWA spectra. This difference can be at-
tributed to the fact that the multi-D1 spectra shown are
not actually in the steady state, that is, we just propa-
gate the equations of motion of the variational approach
to the final time t = 300ω−1

0 and use N(ωk, t)|t=300ω−1
0

to approximate the steady-state spectrum. This approx-
imation may not be justified when a subradiant state
with an utlraslow decay is encountered. We will discuss
such phenomenon later. All in all, the present results
show that the variational method and the TRWA treat-
ment are applicable to the strong-coupling regime when
α ∼ 0.1. This is a significant improvement over the SP

treatment which is justified when α ≤ 0.01.
Next, we focus on the multi-D1 and TRWA results to

analyze the emission spectral features of the two distant
qubits. Figure 1(a) shows that when d = L0, the spec-
trum exhibits one narrow peak and one broad peak for
the factorized initial state Ψ0. In contrast, Figs. 1(b)-
1(c) show that the spectrum exhibits a single broad peak
for the correlated initial state Ψ+ and exhibits a single
narrow peak for the correlated initial state Ψ−, corre-
sponding to the superradiant and subradiant state, rep-
sectively. Intuitively, it seems like that the formation of
the doublet spectrum can be ascribed to the spontaneous
emission from the correlated initial states. This situation
is in analogy with the vacuum Rabi splitting which occurs
in a qubit inside a cavity [52]. By using the analytical
theory, we can figure out that the splitting between the
two peaks are approximately given by 2|Vc + ∆̃(ηω0, d)|
when d ∼ L0, which depends on the reservoir induced
dipole-dipole coupling strength Vc and the Lamb shift
∆̃(ηω0, d).

Figures 1(d)-1(f) show that when d = 3L0, the spec-
trum exhibits a single peak for the three kinds of ini-
tial states. Moreover, the formation of the spectrum
in Fig. 1(d) can be understood as a result of the su-
perposition of the spectrum in Figs. 1(e) and 1(f). It is
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Figure 3. (a) Excited-state population of the jth qubit P e
j (t) as a function t obtained by the variational method. (b) Photon

number N(ωk, t) as a function of t obtained by the variational method for the two values of ωk. The parameters are set as
α = 0.1 and d = 12L0. The initial state is the symmetric correlated state Ψ+.

worthwhile to note that the emission peak for the sym-
metric correlated initial state is very narrow, which in-
dicates the occurrence of the subradiance. Figures 1(g)-
1(i) show that when the distance d further increases to
12L0, the spectrum is generally multipeaked for the three
kinds of the initial states. The generation of the multi-
peaked spectrum is a result of the quantum interference
of the radiating fields from the two distant qubits [35].
Besides, for large distances, the emission lines are in gen-
eral sharply different from the typical Lorentzian lines,
suggesting the nonMarkovian nature of the spontaneous
emission process arising from the finite distance between
the two qubits.

From Fig. 2 we see that the spectral features in the
case of α = 0.1 are overall similar to those in the case
of α = 0.05. Besides, Fig. 2 further confirms that the
spectra from the factorized initial state are composed
of the emission lines arising from the two correlated
states. Interestingly, we observe the ultranarrow emission
lines in Figs. 2(g) and 2(h), signifying the subradiance.
The present results suggest that the emission spectrum
strongly depends on the distance of the two qubits, and
the subradiance and superradiance may occur by tuning
the distance. In addition, we find that the spectrum are
generally asymmetric irrespective of the distance in the
strong-coupling regime, in contrast with the RWA sym-
metric spectra in the weak-coupling regime [35].

We come to discuss in detail the subradiance in
Fig. 2(h) , which results in the ultranarrow emission line
in the TRWA spectrum as well as the inconsistency be-
tween the multi-D1 and TRWA spectra in Figs. 2(g) and
2(h). To illustrate the subradiance, we employ the varia-
tional approach to calculate the dynamics of the excited-
state population of the qubits as well as the dynamics of
the photon number for α = 0.1, d = 12L0, and the sym-
metric correlated initial state. Figure 3(a) displays that

the excited-state population of the two qubits oscillates
at short times due to the dipole-dipole coupling, and as
the time goes on this oscillation dies out and the pop-
ulation ultraslowly decays with vanishingly small beat
behavior. Clearly, the qubits do not reach the steady
state when t = 300ω−1

0 . Figure 3(b) displays that the
photon number at ωk = 0.8084ω0 slowly increases with
time while the photon number at ωk = 1.1250ω0 oscil-
lates with an ultraslowly decaying amplitude, indicating
that it takes a long time for the field to arrive at the
steady state. The present finding suggests that even in
the presence of a strongly dissipative reservoir, the spon-
taneous decay of the two qubits can be ultraslow due to
the subradiance, which is in sharply contrast to the case
of a single qubit strongly coupled to the reservoir.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In summary, we have studied the emission spectrum
of the two distant qubits strongly coupled to an Ohmic
waveguide by using the variational approach and two
analytical methods: TRWA and SP. The variational
approach is based on the combination of the Dirac-
Frenkel time-dependent variational principle and the
multi-D1 ansatz. The TRWA (SP) approach combines
the resolvent-operator formalism and the TRWA (orig-
inal) Hamiltonian, which allows us to derive analytical
spectrum function. The variational approach and the
TRWA treatment are found to be consistent with each
other and valid in certain strong-coupling regimes where
the SP treatment breaks down. By using the variational
and TRWA approaches we have illustrated that the emis-
sion spectrum of the two distant qubits are generally
asymmetric and can exhibits a single peak, double peaks,
and multiple peaks depending on the distance and initial



8

state of the two qubits. We also elucidate that in spite
of the strong coupling between the qubits and the reser-
voir, the occurrence of the subradiance leads to that the
two qubits and the radiation field ultraslowly reach their
steady states. Our results provide insights into the emis-
sion spectral features of the two distant qubits in the
strong light-matter coupling regime.

The variational approach with the multi-D1 ansatz al-
lows us to go beyond the widely used RWA and the Born-
Markovian approximation. This approach captures not
only the reduced dynamics but also the field dynamics
in a single simulation and can be further extended and
applied to waveguide QED problems involving few multi-
level emitters in strong light-matter coupling regimes.
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Appendix A: Equations of motion for the variational
parameters

To obtain the equations of motion for the variational
parameters, we differentiate the multi-D1 state with re-
spect to t, which yields

|ḊM
1 (t)〉 =

4∑
j=1

M∑
n=1

(
anj +Anj

∑
k

ḟnjkb
†
k

)
|φj〉|fnj〉,

(A1)
where

anj = Ȧnj −
1

2
Anj

∑
k

(ḟnjkf
∗
njk + fnjkḟ

∗
njk). (A2)

By using the explicit form of the multi-D1 state and its
time derivative, it is straightforward to write the equa-
tions of motion (7) and (8) in terms of the variational
parameters as follows:

0 = i

M∑
n=1

(
anj +Anj

∑
k

f∗mjkḟnjk

)
〈fmj |fnj〉 −

4∑
l=1

M∑
n=1

〈φj |HS |φl〉Anl〈fmj |fnl〉

−
M∑
n=1

Anj

2∑
h=1

〈φj |σxh|φj〉
∑
k

λk
2

(f∗mjke
ikxh+iωkt + fnjke

−ikxh−iωkt)〈fmj |fnj〉. (A3)

0 = i

M∑
n=1

 4∑
j=1

A∗mjanjfnjq +

4∑
j=1

A∗mjAnj
∑
k

(δk,q + f∗mjkfnjq)ḟnjk

 〈fmj |fnj〉
−

4∑
j,l=1

M∑
n=1

A∗mjAnl〈φj |HS |φl〉〈fmj |fnl〉 −
4∑
j=1

M∑
n=1

A∗mjAnj

2∑
h=1

〈φj |σxh|φj〉

×
∑
k

λk
2

[
fnjkfnjqe

−ikxh−iωkt + (δk,q + f∗mjkfnjq)e
ikxh+iωkt

]
〈fmj |fnj〉. (A4)

These differential equations can be integrated by the following steps. First, we rewrite the above equations in a
matrix form iM~y = ~I, where M is the coefficient matrix, ~y is a vector consisting of anj and ḟnjk, and ~I is the
imhomogeneous term. Second, the matrix equation is solved to yield the values of anj and ḟnjk. Ȧnj is obtained via
Eq. (A2). Third, the values of the derivatives are used to update the variational parameters based on the 4th-order
Runge-Kutta algorithm.

The scaled squared norm of the deviation vector depends on the squared norm of |ḊM
1 (t)〉 and the mean value of

H̃2(t) over the multi-D1 state, which can be formally calculated as follows:

〈ḊM
1 (t)|ḊM

1 (t)〉 =

4∑
j=1

M∑
n,l=1

[
a∗mjanj + a∗mjAnj

∑
k

ḟnjkf
∗
mjk +A∗mjanj

∑
k

ḟ∗mjkfnjk

+A∗mjAnj
∑
k,q

(δk,q + f∗mjkfnjq)ḟ
∗
mjq ḟnjk

 〈fmj |fnj〉, (A5)
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H̃2(t)

〉
= 〈DM

1 (t)|H̃2(t)|DM
1 (t)〉

=

4∑
j,l=1

M∑
n,m=1

A∗mjAnl〈φj |H2
S |φl〉〈fmj |fnl〉

+

4∑
j,l=1

M∑
n,m=1

2∑
h=1

A∗mj〈φj |{HS , σ
x
h}|φl〉Anl

∑
k

λk
2

(f∗mjke
ikxh+iωkt + fnlke

−ikxh−iωkt)〈fmj |fnl〉

+

4∑
j=1

M∑
n,m=1

2∑
h=1

A∗mjAnj


[∑

k

λk
2

(f∗mjke
ikxh+iωkt + fnjke

−ikxh−iωkt)

]2

+
∑
k

λ2
k

4

 〈fmj |fnj〉
+2

4∑
j=1

M∑
n,m=1

A∗mjAnj〈φj |σx1σx2 |φj〉

[∑
k

λk
2

(f∗mjke
ikx1+iωkt + fnjke

−ikx1−iωkt)

×
∑
q

λq
2

(f∗mjqe
iqx2+iωqt + fnjqe

−iqx2−iωqt) +
∑
k

λ2
k

4
cos(kd)

]
〈fmj |fnj〉. (A6)

In Fig. 4, we plot the behaviors of σ2(t) versus time for
the two values of α, the three values of d, and the three
kinds of the initial states. It turns out that the magni-
tude of σ2(t) takes on relatively small values, the order of
which is 10−2 or smaller. This guarantees the reliability
of the variational results [45].

Appendix B: Derivation of the effective Hamiltonian

The Hamiltonian in the transformed frame can be
readily derived as follows:

H ′ = eSHe−S

=
ω0

2

2∑
j=1

(
σzj coshXj − iσyj sinhXj

)
+
∑
k

ωkb
†
kbk +

∑
k

λ2
k

2ωk
(ξ2
k − 2ξk)

+

2∑
j=1

σxj
2

∑
k

λk(1− ξk)
(
bke
−ikxj + b†ke

ikxj

)
+
∑
k

λ2
k

2ωk
(ξ2
k − 2ξk) cos (kd)σx1σ

x
2 , (B1)

where

Xj =
λk
ωk
ξk(b†ke

ikxj − bke−ikxj ). (B2)

We divide the transformed Hamiltonian into three parts:

H ′ = H ′0 +H ′1 +H ′2, (B3)

H ′0 =
1

2
ηω0

2∑
j=1

σzj+
∑
k

ωkb
†
kbk+

∑
k

λ2
k

2ωk
(ξ2
k−2ξk), (B4)

H ′1 =

2∑
j=1

σxj
2

∑
k

λk(1− ξk)
(
bke
−ikxj + b†ke

ikxj

)

−iηω0

2∑
j=1

σyj
2

∑
k

λk
ωk
ξk

(
b†ke

ikxj − bke−ikxj

)
+Vcσ

x
1σ

x
2 , (B5)

H ′2 =
ω0

2

2∑
j=1

(coshXj−η)σzj − i
ω0

2

2∑
j=1

(sinhXj−ηXj)σ
y
j ,

(B6)
where

η = 〈0| coshXj |0〉 = exp

(
−1

2

∑
k

λ2
k

ω2
k

ξ2
k

)
, (B7)

Vc =
∑
k

λ2
k

2ωk
(ξ2
k − 2ξk) cos(kd). (B8)

To proceed, we reformulate the qubit-reservoir inter-
action in H ′1 to be the RWA form, which can be achieved
by setting

λk(1− ξk) = ηω0
λk
ωk
ξk. (B9)

This equation results in ξk = ωk

ωk+ηω0
and H ′1 = Vcσ

x
1σ

x
2 +∑2

j=1

∑
k λ̃k

(
σ+
j bke

−ikxj + σ−j b
†
ke
ikxj

)
. We should em-

phasis that the value of ξk can also be obtained by min-
imizing the ground-state energy of H ′0. Up till now we
have not introduced any approximations.

To make analytical calculation managable, we use
H ′ ≈ H ′0 + H ′1 as the effective Hamiltonian because H ′2
comprises of the second- and higher-order bosonic pro-
cesses, the contribution of which is the order of λ4

k. This
approximation is expected to be reasonable in a mod-
erately strong coupling regime and is referred to as the
TRWA.
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Figure 4. Scaled squared norm σ2(t) of the deviation vector as a function time t for two values of α, the three values of d, and
the three kinds of initial states.

Appendix C: Analytical calculation of spontaneous
emission spectrum

Without loss of generality, we consider the initial state
|eg0〉 ≡ |eg〉 ⊗ |0〉. In the laboratory frame, the transi-
tion amplitude associated with the spontaneous emission
process is given by

〈gg1k|U(t)|eg0〉, (C1)

where |gg1k〉 denotes the state that the two qubits are
in the ground state and one photon occupies the kth
mode of the reservoir, and U(t) = exp(−iHt) is the time-
evolution operator of the whole system. The steady pho-
ton number at the kth mode is then calculated as

N(k) = lim
t→∞

|〈gg1k|U(t)|eg0〉|2. (C2)

We use the resolvent-operator formalism to calculate
the transition amplitude. This formalism relates the
time-evolution operator to the resolvent operator via the
integral [48],

U(t) =
1

2πi

∫ −∞
+∞

G(ω + i0+)e−iωtdω, (t > 0) (C3)

where

G(z) =
1

z −H
(C4)

is the resolvent operator and z is a complex variable. In
general, H is able to be divided into two parts: an exactly
diagonalized H0 and a perturbation V .

To calculate the matrix elements of the resolvent oper-
ator between some bases, e.g., the interested eigenstates

of H0, we introduce projectors P and Q = 1− P, where
P projects onto a subspace spanned by some interested
eigenstates of H0 and Q projects onto the complemen-
tary space. By using these projectors, we can derive the
following equations from Eq. (C4),

P(z −H)PG(z)P − PVQG(z)P = P, (C5)

Q(z −H)QG(z)P −QV PG(z)P = 0. (C6)

The second equation can be solved to yield

QG(z)P =
1

Q(z −H)Q
QV PG(z)P. (C7)

Substituting this solution of QG(z)P into Eq. (C5), one
readily obtains

PG(z)P =
P

z −H0 − PR(z)P
, (C8)

where

R(z) = V + V
Q

Q(z −H)Q
V

= V + V
Q

z −H0
V + . . . (C9)

is the level-shift operator. Using Eq. (C8), we can rewrite
QG(z)P as

QG(z)P =
1

Q(z −H)Q
QV P

z −H0 − PR(z)P
. (C10)

Similarly, one can derive the expression of QG(z)Q as
follows:

QG(z)Q =
Q

z −QHQ
+

Q
z −QHQ

V

× P
z −H0 − PR(z)P

V
Q

z −QHQ
.(C11)
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In the following, we show that the transition ampli-
tudes associated with the spontaneous emission process
can be derived from Eqs. (C8), (C10), and (C11).

1. Spontaneous emission spectrum with the
unitary transformation

In this section, we calculate the transition amplitude
with the effective Hamiltonian in the transformed frame.
With the unitary transformation, we have

〈gg1k|U(t)|eg0〉 = 〈gg1k|e−SeSU(t)e−SeS |eg0〉

≈ 〈gg1k|U ′(t)|eg0〉+
∑
q

λq
2ωq

ξqe
iqx1〈gg1k|U ′(t)|gg1q〉

− λk
2ωk

ξke
ikx1〈eg0|U ′(t)|eg0〉 − λk

2ωk
ξke

ikx2〈ge0|U ′(t)|eg0〉, (C12)

where we have used eSU(t)e−S ≈ exp(−iH ′t) ≡ U ′(t)
and just retained the transition amplitudes associated
with the single-excitation states. It is evident that in the
transformed frame we need to evaluate four transition
amplitudes with the transformed Hamiltonian H ′.

Using P = |eg0〉〈eg0|+ |ge0〉〈ge0| and setting H ′0 and
H ′1 as the free and interaction Hamiltonian, respectively,
we can derive the elements of the level-shift operator as
follows:

〈eg0|R(z)|eg0〉 = 〈ge0|R(z)|ge0〉 =
∑
q

λ̃2
q

z + ηω0 − ωq
,

(C13)

〈ge0|R(z)|eg0〉 = 〈eg0|R(z)|ge0〉 = Vc+
∑
q

λ̃2
q cos(qd)

z + ηω0 − ωq
,

(C14)
It follows from Eq. (C8) that

〈eg0|G(z)|eg0〉 = 〈ge0|G(z)|ge0〉 =
z −

∑
q

λ̃2
q

z+ηω0−ωq

D̃(z)
,

(C15)

〈ge0|G(z)|eg0〉 = 〈eg0|G(z)|ge0〉 =
Vc +

∑
q

λ̃2
q cos(qd)

z+ηω0−ωq

D̃(z)
,

(C16)
where

D̃(z) =

[
z −

∑
q

λ̃2
q

z + ηω0 − ωq

]2

−

[
Vc +

∑
q

λ̃2
q cos(qd)

z + ηω0 − ωq

]2

. (C17)

Using Eq. (C10) we find

〈gg1k|G(z)|eg0〉 = 〈gg1k|
Q

Q(z −H ′)Q
H ′1PG(z)P|eg0〉

= 〈gg1k|
Q

Q(z −H ′)Q
H ′1|eg0〉〈eg0|G(z)|eg0〉+ 〈gg1k|

Q
Q(z −H ′)Q

H ′1|ge0〉〈ge0|G(z)|eg0〉

≈ λ̃keikx1〈gg1k|
Q

Q(z −H ′)Q
|gg1k〉[〈eg0|G(z)|eg0〉+ e−ikd〈ge0|G(z)|eg0〉]

= λ̃ke
ikx1

1

z + ηω0 − ωk − V 2
c

z−ηω0−ωk

z −∑q

λ̃2
q

z+ηω0−ωq

D̃(z)
+ e−ikd

Vc +
∑
q

λ̃2
q cos(qd)

z+ηω0−ωq

D̃(z)

 , (C18)

where we have used

〈gg1k|
Q

z −QH ′Q
|gg1q〉 ≈

δk,q

z + ηω0 − ωk − V 2
c

z−ηω0−ωk

,

(C19)

which is derived from Eq. (C11).
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To proceed, we should replace z with ω+i0+ in the ma-
trix elements of the resolvent operator before integrating
and use

∑
q

λ̃2
q cos(qd)

ω − ωq + i0+
= ∆̃ (ω, d)− iΓ̃ (ω, d) , (C20)

where

∆̃ (ω, d) = P
∑
q

λ̃2
q cos(qd)

ω − ωq
, (C21)

Γ̃(ω, d) = π
∑
k

λ̃2
q cos(qd)δ(ωq − ω). (C22)

In the long-time limit t → ∞ and d 6= 0, the transi-
tion amplitudes given in Eq. (C12) can be evaluated as
follows:

〈eg0|U ′(t)|eg0〉 = 〈ge0|U ′(t)|ge0〉 =
1

2πi

∫ −∞
∞

dωe−iωt
Ã(ω + ηω0)

Ã2(ω + ηω0)− B̃2(ω + ηω0)
= 0, (C23)

〈ge0|U ′(t)|eg0〉 = 〈eg0|U ′(t)|ge0〉 =
1

2πi

∫ −∞
∞

dωe−iωt
B̃(ω + ηω0)

Ã2(ω + ηω0)− B̃2(ω + ηω0)
= 0, (C24)

〈gg1k|U ′(t)|gg1p〉 ≈
1

2πi

∫ −∞
∞

dωe−iωtδk,q
1

ω + ηω0 − ωk − V 2
c

ω−ηω0−ωk

= δk,q exp

[
−i
(
ωk − ηω0 −

V 2
c

2ηω0

)
t

]
, (C25)

〈gg1k|U ′(t)|eg0〉 =
1

2πi

∫ −∞
∞

dωe−iωtλ̃ke
ikx1

1

ω + ηω0 − ωk − V 2
c

ω−ηω0−ωk

Ã(ω + ηω0) + e−ikdB̃(ω + ηω0)

Ã2(ω + ηω0)− B̃2(ω + ηω0)

= λ̃ke
ikx1

Ã
(
ωk − V 2

c

2ηω0

)
+ e−ikdB̃

(
ωk − V 2

c

2ηω0

)
Ã2
(
ωk − V 2

c

2ηω0

)
− B̃2

(
ωk − V 2

c

2ηω0

) exp

[
−i
(
ωk − ηω0 −

V 2
c

2ηω0

)
t

]
, (C26)

where we have used the fact that in the long-time limit the simple pole ω ≈ ωk− V 2
c

2ηω0
contributes to the steady state.

Ã(ω) and B̃(ω) are defined in Eqs. (30) and (31) in the main text. Similarly, we also have

〈gg1k|U ′(t)|ge0〉 = λ̃ke
ikx1

e−ikdÃ
(
ωk − V 2

c

2ηω0

)
+ B̃

(
ωk − V 2

c

2ηω0

)
Ã2
(
ωk − V 2

c

2ηω0

)
− B̃2

(
ωk − V 2

c

2ηω0

) exp

[
−i
(
ωk − ηω0 −

V 2
c

2ηω0

)
t

]
. (C27)

Using above transition amplitudes, we can calculate the
photon number at the kth mode in the long-time limit
and thus derive the steady-state emission spectra.

2. Standard perturbation calculation

In this section, we calculate the spontaneous emis-
sion spectrum with the original Hamiltonian by set-
ting H0 = ω0

2

∑2
j=1 σ

z
j +

∑
k ωkb

†
kbk and V =∑2

j=1

σx
j

2

∑
k λk

(
bke
−ikxj + b†ke

ikxj

)
. Similarly, we use

P = |eg0〉〈eg0|+ |ge0〉〈ge0|. The matrix elements of the
level-shift operator can be computed up to the second
order in λk as follows:

〈eg0|R(z)|eg0〉 = 〈ge0|R(z)|ge0〉

=
∑
q

(
λ2
q/4

z + ω0 − ωq
+

λ2
q/4

z − ω0 − ωq

)
,

(C28)
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〈ge0|R(z)|eg0〉 = 〈ge0|R(z)|eg0〉

=
∑
q

(
λ2
q cos(qd)/4

z + ω0 − ωq
+
λ2
q cos(qd)/4

z − ω0 − ωq

)
.

(C29)

From Eq. (C8) one readily derives the following matrix
elements:

〈eg0|G(z)|eg0〉 =
z −

∑
q

(
λ2
q cos(qd)/4

z+ω0−ωq
+

λ2
q cos(qd)/4

z−ω0−ωq

)
D(z)

,

(C30)

〈ge0|G(z)|eg0〉 =

∑
q

(
λ2
q cos(qd)/4

z+ω0−ωq
+

λ2
q cos(qd)/4

z−ω0−ωq

)
D(z)

,

(C31)

where

D(z) =

[
z −

∑
q

(
λ2
q/4

z + ω0 − ωq
+

λ2
q/4

z − ω0 − ωq

)]2

−

[∑
q

(
λ2
q cos(qd)/4

z + ω0 − ωq
+
λ2
q cos(qd)/4

z − ω0 − ωq

)]2

.

(C32)

Using Eq. (C10), we have

〈gg1k|G(z)|eg0〉 = 〈gg1k|
Q

Q(z −H)Q
V PG(z)|eg0〉

= 〈gg1k|
Q

Q(z −H)Q
V |eg0k〉〈eg0|G(z)|eg0〉+ 〈gg1k|

Q
Q(z −H)Q

V |ge0k〉〈ge0|G(z)|eg0〉

≈ λk
2
eikx1〈gg1k|

Q
Q(z −H)Q

|gg1k〉〈eg0|G(z)|eg0〉+
λk
2
eikx2〈gg1k|

Q
Q(z −H)Q

|gg1k〉〈ge0|G(z)|eg0〉

=
λk
2
eikx1〈gg1k|

Q
Q(z −H)Q

|gg1k〉[〈eg0|G(z)|eg0〉+ e−ikd〈ge0|G(z)|eg0〉]

=
λk
2
eikx1

1

z + ω0 − ωk − 1
2

∑
q

λ2
q

z−ωk−ωq

(C33)

×
z −

∑
q

(
λ2
q/4

z+ω0−ωq
+

λ2
q/4

z−ω0−ωq

)
+ e−ikd

∑
q

(
λ2
q cos(qd)/4

z+ω0−ωq
+

λ2
q cos(qd)/4

z−ω0−ωq

)
D(z)

, (C34)

where we have used

〈gg1k|
Q

Q(z −H)Q
|gg1k〉 ≈

1

z + ω0 − ωk − 1
2

∑
q

λ2
q

z−ωk−ωq

. (C35)

Similarly, we have

〈gg1k|G(z)|ge0〉 =
λk
2
eikx1

1

z + ω0 − ωk − 1
2

∑
q

λ2
q

z−ωk−ωq

×
e−ikd

[
z −

∑
q

(
λ2
q/4

z+ω0−ωq
+

λ2
q/4

z−ω0−ωq

)]
+
∑
q

(
λ2
q cos(qd)/4

z+ω0−ωq
+

λ2
q cos(qd)/4

z−ω0−ωq

)
D(z)

, (C36)

To perform the integral we replace z with ω + i0+ and use

∑
q

λ2
q cos(qd)/4

ω − ωq + i0+
= ∆(ω, d)− iΓ(ω, d), (C37)

where

∆(ω, d) = P
∑
q

λ2
q cos(qd)/4

ω − ωq
, (C38)
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Γ(ω, d) =
π

4

∑
q

λ2
q cos(qd)δ(ω − ωq). (C39)

In the long-time limit, we have

〈gg1k|U(t)|eg0〉 =
1

2πi

∫ −∞
+∞
〈gg1k|G(ω + i0+)|eg0〉e−iωtdω

=
1

2πi

∫ −∞
+∞

λk
2
eikx1

1

ω + ω0 − ωk − 2∆0(ω − ωk)
× A(ω + ω0) + e−ikdB(ω + ω0)

A2(ω + ω0)−B2(ω + ω0)
e−iωtdω

≈ λk
2
eikx1

A[ωk + 2∆(−ω0, 0)] + e−ikdB[ωk + 2∆(−ω0, 0)]

A2[ωk + 2∆(−ω0, 0)]−B2[ωk + 2∆(−ω0, 0)]
e−i[ωk−ω0+2∆(−ω0,0)]t, (C40)

〈gg1k|U(t)|ge0〉 =
1

2πi

∫ −∞
+∞
〈gg1k|G(ω + i0+)|ge0〉e−iωtdω

=
1

2πi

∫ −∞
+∞

dωe−iωt
λk
2
eikx1

1

ω + ω0 − ωk − 2∆0(ω − ωk)
× e−ikdA(ω + ω0) +B(ω + ω0)

A2(ω + ω0)−B2(ω + ω0)

≈ λk
2
eikx1

e−ikdA[ωk + 2∆(−ω0, 0)] +B[ωk + 2∆(−ω0, 0)]

A2[ωk + 2∆(−ω0, 0)]−B2[ωk + 2∆(−ω0, 0)]
e−i[ωk−ω0+2∆(−ω0,0)]t, (C41)

where A(ω) and B(ω) are defined in Eqs. (37) and (38)
in the main text, respectively, and we have used the fact
that the simple pole ω ≈ ωk−ω0+2∆(−ω0, 0) determined
from ω + ω0 − ωk − 2∆(ω − ωk, 0) = 0 contributes to

the long-time behavior. Using the above results, it is
straightforward to calculate the emission spectra for the
three kinds of the initial states.
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