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In one-dimensional quantum emitter systems, the dynamics of atomic excitations are influenced by the collec-
tive coupling between emitters through photon-mediated dipole-dipole interactions. By introducing positional
disorders in a portion of the atomic array, we investigate the delocalization phenomena at the interface between
disordered zone and clean zone. The excitation is initialized as symmetric Dicke states in the disordered zone,
and several measures are used to quantify the excitation localization. We first use population imbalance and half-
chain entropy to investigate the excitation dynamics under time evolutions, and further investigate the crossover
of excitation localization to delocalization via the gap ratio from the eigenspectrum in the reciprocal coupling
case. In particular, we study the participation ratio of the whole chain and the photon loss ratio between both
ends of the atomic chain, which can be used to quantify the delocalization crossover in the non-reciprocal cou-
pling cases. Furthermore, by increasing the overall size or the ratio of the disordered zone under a fixed number
of the whole chain, we observe that excitation localization occurs at a smaller disorder strength in the former
case, while in the latter, a facilitation of the delocalization appears when a significant ratio of clean zone to
disordered zone is applied. Our results can reveal the competition between the clean zone and the disordered
zone sizes on localization phenomenon, give insights to non-equilibrium dynamics in the emitter-waveguide
interface, and provide potential applications in quantum information processing.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum particle dynamics in the random potential of dis-
ordered lattices have been extensively studied since Ander-
son’s work on single particle localization [1]. In Anderson’s
primary work, even though the spin can transport between
lattice sites through dipolar interaction, the spin diffusion re-
mains absent when the random energy is introduced from site
to site. Besides Anderson localization in a non-interacting
regime [2–6], this single particle localization is still signified
in an extensive category of closed quantum system even when
significant interactions are involved [7–10]. With these unique
phenomena, abundant investigations have been explored ac-
cordingly, like many-body localization [11, 12] and ergod-
icity in a closed system [13–15]. Among this research, one
of topics that has attracted much interest in quantum dynam-
ics is disordered-induced localization influenced by additional
baths [16–21]. Unlike fully disordered systems, once an ad-
ditional bath interacts with an initially localized system, the
localization may break down under the influence of the baths
[16, 17, 19–21]. This has led to recent studies on quan-
tum avalanches influenced by the clean system size [18, 21].
Quantum avalanches represent an accelerated bath penetration
into the localization zone as the clean system size increases.
In the recent experiment [18], the localization is still robust
under the influence of a small-size bath, whereas the local-
ization melts down acceleratedly when coupled to a large-size
bath.

Despite rich explorations in localization have been

achieved, current research is predominantly on finite range
coupling and closed systems. The localization behavior on
an intrinsic open system is still less investigated because the
inevitable dissipation make the phase transition from local-
ization to delocalization hard to be identified. Until recently,
single particle localization and many-body localization have
been explored in an open system [22–24]. However, whether
an additional bath induces the localization breakdown has also
been scarcely explored in an open system, and the influence
of an additional bath is still unclear. In this study, we fo-
cus on single excitation diffusion in a one-dimensional two-
level quantum emitters (TLQE) array coupled to the photonic
waveguides [25, 26], via the evanescent waves [27]. In addi-
tion to study localization and non-equilibrium dynamics in a
closed and finite range coupling system [28, 29], a TLQE ar-
ray also offers an opportunity to investigate localization in an
open and all-to-all interaction system [25, 26, 30–33]. More-
over, many related phenomena have already been explored in
one-dimensional equidistant TLQE with chiral couplings, like
localization [22, 23, 34–37], photon transport [3, 34, 35, 38–
42], photon storage [43–46], excitation dynamics [23, 45, 47–
49], and photon-mediated localization [50].

In this work, we apply disorders only to a half-chain of the
TLQE with chiral couplings [51], creating an interface be-
tween the disordered zone and the clean zone. We then in-
vestigate the excitation distribution dynamics at long time and
determine the crossover of delocalization to disorder-induced
localization phases under the influence of clean zones. Addi-
tionally, we study photon loss from the TLQE, which serves as
a measure of delocalization with initialized symmetric Dicke
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states in the disordered zone. Furthermore, we examine the
influences of system sizes on the phase boundary and on the
excitation distributions near the interface. We find that local-
ization is enhanced with a larger ratio of the disordered zone
or with a larger overall system size, while increasing the ratio
of the clean zone can further delocalize the excitations in the
disordered zone when a significant clean zone ratio is applied.
Our work explores the modified excitation localization at the
clean-disordered interface in a chirally-coupled atomic array,
which can provide insights to non-equilibrium quantum dy-
namics and controlled retention of initialized quantum states
in open quantum systems.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we introduce
the theoretical model for a chirally-coupled one-dimensional
atomic chain and describe the system setup. In Sec. III, we
compare the clean-disordered system with the fully disordered
system by population imbalance and half-chain entropy, and
identify the localization in the disordered zone and near the
interface. In Sec. IV, we investigate the gap ratios and the
participation ratio, both of which can serve as measures for
the excitation localization. In Sec. V, we investigate the di-
rectional photon loss ratio, providing insights into the exci-
tation dynamics and serving as a measure of the localization
crossover. In Sec. VI, we further discuss the influence of
the size of the clean and disordered zones on the localization
crossover point. In Sec. VII, we summarize the localization
properties in the TLQE system and explore the feasibility of
photon measurement in different platforms. We also discuss
potential future works with similar setups.

II. THEORETICAL MODEL

We consider a general model in Lindblad forms for a peri-
odic 1D quantum emitters coupled to the photonic waveguides
with chiral couplings [23, 52], as depicted in Fig. 1. For each
two-level emitter, we denote |e⟩ and |g⟩ for the excited and
ground states with transition frequency ωeg. Without any field
driving, the density matrix ρ of N two-level emitters evolution
in the interaction picture is determined by the master equation
(See Appendix. A) (h̄ = 1)

dρ

dt
=−i[HL +HR,ρ]+LL[ρ]+LR[ρ], (1)

where the free evolution of the energy difference
∑

N
µ ωeg|e⟩µ⟨e| is absorbed into the excited states as we

assume the resonance between two level energy difference
and the field that excites the emitters. The coherent parts and
dissipative parts in Equation. (1) read

HL(R) =−i
γL(R)

2 ∑
µ<(>)ν

N

∑
ν=1

(eiks|xµ−xν |σ†
µ σν −H.c.), (2)

and

LL(R)[ρ] =−
γL(R)

2

N

∑
µ,ν

e∓iks(xµ−xν )(σ†
µ σν ρ

+ρσ
†
µ σν −2σν ρσ

†
µ) (3)

respectively, where σ
†
µ ≡ |e⟩µ⟨g| with σµ = (σ†

µ)
† denotes the

dipole operator. ks and γL(R) denote the photon wave vector
and the coupling strength to the left(right) of each quantum
emitter.Eq. (1) is obtained with Born-Markov approximation
[53] under one-dimensional reservoirs, where non-reciprocal
and infinite-range photon-mediated dipole-dipole interactions
determine the spin-exchange processes [54].

The asymmetric of the coupling strength γL(R) are depen-
dent on the photon propagation direction and the polariza-
tion of the transition dipole moment of the quantum emit-
ters [51, 55]. When the light is strongly transversely confined
near the surface of the waveguide, the confinement results in
a relation between local polarization and the photon propaga-
tion direction.Therefore, polarization-dependent coupling of
an emitter results in the chiral coupling. Until now, the chiral
feature has been achieved on atoms coupling to a nanofiber
[56, 57], or a photonic waveguide [58, 59].

A parameter to specify the directionality of couplings D ≡
γR−γL
γR+γL

[59] defines the tendency of effective light transfer. The
decay rate γ = γR + γL ≡ 2|dq(ω)/dω|ω=ωegg2

ks
L [60], where

|dq(ω)/dω| denotes the inverse of group velocity with a res-
onant wave vector q(ω), gks denotes the coupling strength,
and L denotes the quantization length. D ∈ [−1,1] speci-
fies the trend of photon exchange between quantum emitters,
and when D = 0, the system returns to a reciprocal coupling
regime. For one-dimensional quantum emitters array with
equal interatomic distances, ξ ≡ ks|xµ+1−xµ | is used to spec-
ify the photon-mediated dipole-dipole interactions strength
which mediates the whole system. An additional significant
parameter Wµ ∈ π[−w̄, w̄] is introduced to denote the onsite
phase disorders with w̄ ∈ [0,1]. Onsite phase disorders Wµ

can be established in a quantum emitter array from atomic de-
viated positions, leading to a deviation of ξ in Eqs. (2) and
(3).

As shown in Fig. 1, the system is composed of the clean
zone and disordered zone. For emitters in the clean zone, there
are no onsite atomic deviated positions. Whereas additional
position fluctuations are added for emitters in the disordered
zone, which causes onsite phase disorders. The system is ini-
tialized from a single excitation in the disordered zone. As
a consequence, the single excitation subspace composed of
|ψ⟩µ = |e⟩µ |g⟩⊗(N−1) should be sufficient for describing the
system evolution. In this subspace, the excitation state can be
written as |Ψ(t)⟩ = ΣN

µ=1aµ(t)|ψ(t)⟩, and the non-Hermitian
effective Hamiltonian reads [52, 61],
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FIG. 1. Schematic plot for an emitter-waveguide interface with chiral couplings (γL and γR), where the right half-chain is under disorders.
The time evolution of (a) imbalance, (b) the excitation population in the right half-chain, and (c) half-chain entropy in logarithmic time scale
for N = 100, ξ/π = 0.25, D = 0.2, and w̄/π = 0.5,0.2,0.1,0.05,0 (blue, red, black, green, and cyan line) in the clean-disordered (fully
disordered) system as solid (dash) line. (d) The excitation distribution at ξ/π = 0.25,D = 0.2,γt = 104 for w̄/π = 0.5,0.1,0.05 (blue, red, and
black). The inset figure is the excitation distribution near the interface.

He f f =−i
γL

2 ∑
µ<ν

N

∑
ν=1

eiks|xµ−xν |σ†
µ σν

− i
γR

2 ∑
µ>ν

N

∑
ν=1

eiks|xµ−xν |σ†
µ σν − i

γ

2

N

∑
ν=1

σ
†
ν σν . (4)

Therefore, the state evolution can be reduced to

ȧµ(t) = γL ∑
µ<ν

e−i(µ−ν)ξ−i(Wµ−Wν )aν(t)−
γ

2
aµ(t)

− γR ∑
µ>ν

ei(µ−ν)ξ−i(Wν−Wµ )aν(t). (5)

In the below, we solve the time dynamics of excitation via
Eq. (5) and investigate the influence of the interface on the
localization in the disordered zone.localization in disordered
zone.

III. LOCALIZATION IN DISORDERED ZONE AND NEAR
INTERFACE

First, we would like to clarify the influence of the clean
zone in the TLQE system. Consequently, we focus on the
localization robustness in the disordered zone and study the
excitation dynamics. To make sure the excitation is not influ-
enced by the distance to the interface and the boundary, we
consider the symmetric Dicke state in the disordered zone as
the initial state. Therefore, we have aµ(0) = 0 and vanish-
ing phase disorders Wµ in the clean zone. As a comparison,
we use a fully disordered TLQE system initialized with the
symmetric Dicke state that aµ = 1/

√
N/2 for µ ∈ [N

2 +1,N]
and investigate the effect of the clean zone on the excitation
delocalization.

As time evolves, the dipole-dipole interaction between
emitters transports and dissipates the excitations. To quantify
the excitation transport from the right half-chain, we define a
time-dependent imbalance

I(t)≡
∑µ>N/2⟨|aµ(t)|2⟩−∑µ≤N/2⟨|aµ(t)|2⟩

∑
N
µ=1⟨|aµ(t)|2⟩

, (6)

where ⟨·⟩ denotes the average values of multi-times simula-
tions.

In Fig. 1(a), in the disorder-free case, the oscillations of the
imbalance reflect the multiple excitation exchanges between
two halves of the chain, and the convergence toward I = 0
demonstrates the delocalization in the absence of disorder.
When the disordered strength is applied, in a fully disordered
system, the imbalance decreases at a short time, indicating the
excitation transport to the left half-chain. The subsequent re-
vival is a result of excitation exchange and dissipation in the
left half-chain. By contrast, in a clean-disordered system, the
imbalance converges to a larger value, indicating a less excita-
tion confinement in the clean zone compared to the fully dis-
ordered system. As w̄ increases, the I for the clean-disordered
case approaches the fully disordered ones, since excitation ex-
changes are suppressed in both cases.

To further investigate the localization behavior in the right
half-chain, in Fig. 1(b) we present the population remaining
in the right half-chain as time evolves. In the fully disor-
dered TLQE system, the remaining excitation demonstrates
the sustained behaviors in long-time dynamics. In a clean-
disordered system, sustained excitation also remains, which
demonstrates that delocalization or excitation transport does
not dominate the process through spin-exchange interaction
with emitters in the clean zone. It indicates the robustness of
localization in the disordered zone, even with the presence of
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emitters in the clean zone which may allow additional exci-
tation loss processes. It appears that the remaining excitation
in the clean-disordered system is more than the fully disor-
dered system. However, this property depends on the initial
states and interatomic distance ξ . Yet, significant excitation
in the clean-disordered system still sustains under different
initial states and ξ .

Besides observing the excitation dynamics, the quantum
correlation between the clean zone and the disordered zone
can also be quantified through the half-chain entropy. With
entanglement entropy, the information flow and dissipation in
the left half-chain can be identified. The left half-chain en-
tropy is defined as SL(t) ≡ ⟨TrρL(t)lnρL(t)⟩, where ρL(t) ≡
TrR[ρ(t)], and L(R) denotes the left (right) part of the ar-
ray [62]. Given that coherent spin-exchange interaction and
collective decay strength in the same order as γ , the time-
evolving entropy is mediated by these two factors across all
time scales. In Fig. 1(c), the entanglement entropy initially
rises with a similar quantity during short-time dynamics for
all ranges of disorder strength since short-time dynamics does
not engage much of the disorders but deviates after t ∼ γ−1.
In the strong disorder regime, the entropy reaches a smaller
peak value faster and decreases due to excitation dissipation,
indicating the difficulty of information access in the left half-
chain for both clean-disordered and fully disordered systems.
In comparison, in the disorder-free case, a larger peak value
with damping oscillation behavior of the half-chain entropy
shows the excitation transport between two half-chains, which
indicates the delocalized excitation dynamics. However, in
a weaker disorder regime, the competition between interac-
tion and dissipation leads to different behaviors in these se-
tups. For the clean-disordered system, a smaller and earlier
entropy peak demonstrates that the decay process dominates
in the clean zone when γt ∼ 102. In contrast, a larger and
delayed entropy peak represents a more lasting dominance of
spin-exchange interaction within this time scale, which leads
to the faster loss of excitation transport into the clean zone.

To directly examine the remaining excitation under the in-
fluence of the clean zone after long-time evolution, we present
the distribution of sustained excitation in the clean-disordered
system. In Fig. 1(d), sustained excitation appears in the clean
zone near the interface. The non-zero imbalance shown in
Fig. 1 (a) also indicates excitation localized in the clean zone.
As shown in the inset plot of Fig. 1(d), a larger disorder re-
sults in more excitations localized near the interface, while
a weaker disorder shows a larger spread for excitation lo-
calization, which can be attributed to a balance between the
disorder-assisted localization from the disordered zone and
the clean-zone-assisted delocalization. The feature that finite
excitation localizes at the interface in the clean zone suggests
the strong effect as well as the robustness of localization in
the disordered zone. From the results in Fig. 1, we find that
even though dipole-dipole interaction allows excitation hop-
ping from the disordered zone to the clean zone, the excitation
in the disordered zone is still localized as time evolves, which
implies the robustness of localization of TLQE system in this

FIG. 2. The mean gap ratio and the intrasample variance with N =
100 and D = 0 for different disorder strength w̄. (a) At ξ/π = 0.5,
we plot the mean gap ratio (blue line) and intrasample variance (red
line) of the fully disordered system (dash line), clean-disordered sys-
tem (dash-dot line), and the clean-disordered system composed of
eigenvalues with more excitation in disordered zone (solid line). (b)
The mean gap ratio (blue line) and intrasample variance (red line)
of clean-disordered system at ξ/π = 0.125 (dot), 0.25 (dash), 0.5
(solid).

parameter regime.

IV. LEVEL STATISTICS AND PARTICIPATION RATIO

To identify the transition from excitation localization to de-
localization, we investigate additional measures that help de-
termine the localization crossover, which are level statistics
and participation ratio. Level statistics has been extensively
applied in studies of quantum chaos [63], which is highly re-
lated to the thermalization properties of the system and allows
for the classification of them based on the distribution of en-
ergy levels. In the tight-binding model of interacting fermions
[64, 65], the gap ratio presents Gaussian orthogonal ensemble
(GOE) or Poisson statistics (PS) in clean or disordered condi-
tions, respectively. The gap ratio r j is defined by the ascendant
eigenenergy E j and the adjacent gaps δ j ≡ E j+1 −E j, where
r j ≡ min{δ j,δ j−1}/max{δ j,δ j−1} [64]. For each disorder re-
alization, ra ≡ ∑

N−1
j=2 r j/(N − 2) is defined and the mean gap

ratio is obtained by r̄ = ⟨ra⟩. A level repulsion in r̄GOE ≈ 0.53
is presented, compared to r̄PS ≈ 0.39 with uncorrelated en-
ergy levels due to strong disorder. The intrasample variance
vI ≡ Σ

N−2
n=2 ⟨r2

n − r2
a⟩ can also be calculated, which shows the

fluctuations of level repulsions [65]. A larger level repulsion
indicates the correlation between energy level spacings, which
is a crucial feature of the clean system. On the contrary, the
disordered system presents a larger intrasample variance with
a smaller gap ratio. Through the eigenspectrum of photon-
mediated dipole-dipole interaction between each emitter, the
level statistics obtained in this TLQE system can provide dis-
tinctive features of the localization.

Therefore, via the coupling matrix in Eq. (5), we can extract
information from the energy levels of the clean-disordered
system. We note that the eigenvalues λn are complex due
to the non-Hermiticity of the TLQE system, where the real
and imaginary parts of eigenvalues correspond to the collec-
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FIG. 3. Participation ratio for N = 100 with equal sizes of clean
zone and disordered zone. (a) Time evolution of PR for ξ = 0.5π,
D = 0.2 under different disorder strength w̄. (b) The excitation dis-
tribution for localization with w̄ = 0.5, 0.08, and 0.02. The PR (c)
for D = 0.2 at ξ/π = 0.125,0.25,0.5,1 and (d) with ξ = 0.5π at
D = 0,±0.2,±0.333 at γt = 10000.

tive decay rates and energy shifts, respectively. To make sure
that the level statistics can be used as a measure for local-
ization crossover, we select the valid sectors of energy levels
when the ratio between resonance widths and energy spacings,
(−Re[λn+λn+1]/2)/(Im[λn+1−λn]), is less than 1/2 and ob-
tain the gap ratios and intrasample variances. In this way, we
can exclude the sectors with superradiant decay rates and re-
tain the eigenspectrum which mostly contains the subradiant
sector of decay rates.

In Fig. 2(a), we present the level repulsion and fluctuation
at D = 0. As the disorder increases, the mean gap ratio de-
creases and crosses over from delocalization to localization.
Based on this, we define the mid-point of the mean gap ratio
as the crossover points of disorder strength toward localiza-
tion. In strong disorder regime, the clean-disordered system
exhibits a stronger level repulsion compared to the fully dis-
ordered system due to the contribution of the clean zone. This
is because the eigenvectors mostly composed of single exci-
tation in the clean zone still contain the feature of an clean
system, and therefore these corresponding eigenvalues con-
tribute to a larger mean gap ratio. To examine the feature of
r̄ in the disordered system, we choose the eigenvector compo-
nents containing single excitation in the disordered zone more
than 0.25 as an additional constraint for selecting eigenvalue
sectors. With this constraint, the mean gap ratio and intrasam-
ple variance return to the values similar to those of the fully
disordered system, indicating the influence of the clean zone
on the level statistics, which coincides with the excitation lo-
calization in disordered zone shown in Fig. 1(d).

To further study the effect of dipole-dipole interactions on
the level statistics, in Fig. 2(b), we show the mean gap ratios
and the intrasample variance for different ξ . As ξ increases,

the crossover points of disorder strength toward localization
shift to a stronger value, which suggests a facilitation of the
excitation delocalization, similar to the fully disordered case
[35]. This can be attributed to the dominance of collective
decays at a small ξ and sustained correlations among emit-
ters at a large ξ . The former leads to decoherences of the
system and favors the effect of disorders, while the latter in-
dicates a competition between dipole-dipole interactions and
disorders, pushing the crossover points toward a stronger dis-
order strength. We note that at ξ = 0 and π in the reciprocal
coupling case, decoherence-free states emerge and the local-
ization of atomic excitations sustain indefinitely without dis-
orders.

However, the level statistics can only be utilized in the re-
ciprocal regime. To examine the localization crossover in the
non-reciprocal regime (D ̸= 0), we introduce participation ra-
tio (PR) [66] as a measure to determine the excitation dis-
tribution in comparison to the uniform distribution. Since the
excitation loss is inherent to the TLQE system, the probability
amplitude of the system decreases over time. To focus on the
distribution of the remaining excitation, time-dependent PR
is defined with P̃µ(t), which represents the onsite probability
with the sum normalized to 1

PR(t)≡
(∑N

µ=1⟨∆P̃µ(t)⟩)2

∑
N
µ=1(⟨∆P̃µ(t)⟩)2

, (7)

where ∆P̃µ(t)≡ |P̃µ(t)−N−1|Θ(P̃µ(t)−N−1) with Heaviside
function Θ.

As shown in Fig. 3(a), PR is close to the number of quantum
emitters in the disordered zone N/2 under strong disorders.
Owing to the strong localization from the disorders, the prob-
ability amplitude is confined in the disordered zone except at
the end. As the disorder strength decreases, PR gradually de-
creases, which also reflects in the wider excitation spread at
the interface shown in Fig. 3(b). We note that PR can serve as
a measure for excitation localization when the system is deep
in the localization side, but it cannot be used to determine the
crossover behavior to localization since it fluctuates over time
in the delocalized side.

In Fig. 3(c), we further explore how PR changes under dif-
ferent dipole-dipole interaction strength ξ and directionality
D. In strong disorder regime, at ξ/π = 0.125, a significant
decreasing trend of PR occurs as w decreases, which demon-
strates the tendency of excitation delocalization. On the con-
trary, at ξ/π = 1, a less significant decrease of PR occurs as
w decreases, which represents that the localization is still sus-
tained at a smaller disorder. We observe a similar behavior in
PR at D= 0, that a smaller ξ facilitating delocalization, which
is contrary to the analysis from level statistics in Fig. 2(b).
This deviation can be attributed to the initial-state dependence
of PR, whereas level statistics in general does not depend on
it. In Fig. 3(d), the influences of directionality D are demon-
strated. When D = 0, PR is larger in the localization side due
to the absence of a propagation tendency for the excitation. As
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D increases, smaller PR reflects a weaker localization since a
larger directional coupling strength evades the influence of the
disorders [23]. Meanwhile, the trending of PR is similar for
the same D with a different sign, demonstrating that the ten-
dency of excitation exchange direction does not modify the
localization behavior near the clean-disordered interface even
under asymmetric initial states. Even though PR is irregular
in the delocalization side, its variation still reflects some fea-
tures of delocalization in the localization regime in a broad
parameter range.

V. DIRECTIONAL PHOTON LOSS RATIO

Besides investigating the localization from the remaining
excitation through PR, we study the photon loss from the ends
of the TLQE, which can be experimentally measurable by
detecting photons dissipation from the ends. Via the input-
output theory [67–69], we can illustrate the relationship be-
tween the output signal from both ends of the systems and the
atomic response. Starting with Hamiltonian including photon
basis (Appendix B), the photonic output field is derived as

⟨a†
out,d(t)aout,d(t)⟩= ⟨

N

∑
µ=1

γdemd ik(rµ−rν )σ
†
µ(t)σν(t)⟩, (8)

where a†
out,d denotes the creation operator of photons leav-

ing the system, with photon propagation direction d such that
md = +1(−1) for photon toward the left (right). γd = γL(R)
quantifies the strength for left (right) propagating photon cou-
pling. Besides the collective interaction between emitters, the
position of the excitation also determines the loss from the
system. If the excitation is close to the left (right) end, then the
excitation is more likely to escape from the system as a pho-
ton propagating toward the left (right). Therefore, under the
asymmetric initial system setup, competing between photon
loss from the end and delocalization from the clean-disordered
interface can be measured by the directional photon loss ratio
(DPLR)

DPLR(t)≡
∫ t

0⟨a
†
out,R(τ)aout,R(τ)⟩dτ∫ t

0⟨a
†
out,L(τ)aout,L(τ)⟩dτ

. (9)

In Fig. 4(a), we show DPLR under different disorder
strength w̄ with ξ = 0.25π as an example. In short-time dy-
namics, the DPLR rises with a similar quantity for all ranges
of disorder strength since the disorders are not engaged in
short-time dynamics. However, the evolution of DPLR de-
viates after γt ∼ 10−1. In strong disorder regime, the DPLR
only slightly decreases until γt ∼ 101 and increases after that.
The decrease of DPLR is due to the excitation transport into
the clean zone. Once the excitation transport to the clean zone,
most of the excitation will exit from the left end of the system,
lowering DPLR. After most of the excitation transport into the

FIG. 4. Directional photon loss ratio for N = 100 with equal sizes of
clean zone and disordered zone. (a) Time-evolved DPLR and (b) the
probability distribution when w̄ = 0.5 (blue line), 0.2 (red line), 0.15
(black line), 0.1 (green line), 0.02 (cyan line) with ξ = 0.25π,D =
0.2. (c) DPLR with D = 0.2 for ξ/π = 0.125 (red line), 0.25 (blue
line), 0.5 (black line), 1 (green line) at γt = 4000. (d) DPLR with
ξ = 0.25π for D = −0.2 (red line), 0 (black line), 0.2 (blue line),
0.333 (green line) at γt = 4000.

clean zone is lost, the loss from the sustained excitation in the
disordered zone dominates the decay process, resulting in the
subsequent revival of DPLR. As a comparison, in a weaker
disorder regime, a larger and delayed peak and subsequent de-
cline of DPLR represent the tendency of delocalization. The
former is owing to larger direct loss from the right end, which
is also demonstrated in Fig. 4(b), and the latter results from
more excitation transport into the clean zone. After γt ∼ 102,
in weak disorder regime (w̄ ∼ [0.1,0.2]), when the localiza-
tion is still sustained, the excitation transport into the clean
zone is limited, resulting in larger DPLR after long-time evo-
lution. On the contrary, when the excitation is delocalized
(w̄ ≲ 0.1), the excitation can transport into the left half-chain
and exits from the left end. Therefore, DPLR decreases and
approaches to γR/γL as the disorder strength decreases to zero
in long-time dynamics. Accordingly, we define the localiza-
tion crossover point of w̄ at which the maximal DPLR appears
in the long-time regime.

To further investigate the influence of the dipole-dipole in-
teraction strength and directionality D, in Fig. 4(c), we present
DPLR under different ξ . The rising and decreasing behavior
of DPLR is common when ξ/π = 0.125,0.25,0.5. Larger lo-
calization crossover points appear at smaller ξ also indicates
the facilitation of delocalization at smaller ξ . However, when
ξ = π , there is no obvious rising or decreasing in DPLR under
all ranges of disorder strength. In this case, the initial symmet-
ric Dicke state is close to the decoherence-free state at D = 0.
Therefore, the excitation dynamics at ξ = π is different from
the other ξ , and crossover point is hard to be determined in
this condition. For the effect of D, in Fig. 4(d), DPLR un-
der different directionality D is presented. In strong disorder
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FIG. 5. The mean gap ratio, PR and DPLR under different sizes and clean-disordered zone ratios. (a) The mean gap ratio under D = 0, (b)
PR/N under D = 0.2,γt = 4000 with different quantum emitter numbers and w̄ for ξ = 0.25π and Nc = Nd . (c) PR/Nd with different N in
(b). (d) DPLR for N = 50,100,150,200 under different disorder strength with equal size in clean order zone and disordered zone size. (e) The
mean gap ratio with D = 0 (f) PR with D = 0.2,γt = 4000 varies Nc and w̄ while N = 500 and ξ = 0.25π . (g)(h) PR and DPLR with different
size of clean zone while Nd = 50, ξ = 0.25π,D = 0.2,γt = 4000. The red dots in (a) and (e) represents the localization crossover points.

regime, the value of DPLR is similar since the excitation dy-
namics is mainly determined by the disorders. Yet, as w̄ de-
creases, the behavior deviates for different D. The crossover
point occurs at a larger w̄ when |D| is larger, showing that the
excitation localization emerges with a larger disorder strength
to counteract the effect of D. In comparison, near the disorder-
free regime, the excitation dynamics is mainly determined by
directionality D, and DPLR converges to γR/γL for each D.
DPLR serves as an experimental measure for delocalization
by utilizing the inherent loss of TLQE systems, which also
reflects the complex interplay of disorders, dipole-dipole in-
teraction, and directionality. We note that the photon loss also
depends on the initial state. Therefore, different initial states
result in different behaviors of the DPLR.

VI. SIZE EFFECTS

Finally, we search for the signature of quantum avalanche-
like behaviors in the TLQE system through investigating the
size effects on the clean-disordered interface via the mean gap
ratio, PR, and DPLR. The size of the clean zone plays a crucial
role in determining quantum avalanche dynamics in many-
body localization system [18], where a larger clean zone size
leads to a faster delocalization from the clean-disordered in-
terface. Therefore, we explore the delocalization phenomenon
in a similar fashion by modifying the relative sizes between
the clean and the disordered zones. In Fig. 5, we present sev-
eral cases of different size parameters. The first case is to
change the overall size of the TLQE systems with a fixed ratio
of clean zone. The results are shown in Fig. 5(a). As the over-
all system size increases, the phase crossover points measured

by the mean gap ratio occur at smaller disorder strength w̄,
which demonstrates the enhancement of localization via scal-
ing. In addition, Figs. 5(b) and 5(c) present that the value of
PR/Nd decreases slower as w decreases in the strong disor-
der regime, where Nd(Nc) denotes the atomic number in the
disordered (clean) zone. It indicates that the robustness of
the localization is also enhanced in a larger system. Mean-
while, DPLR in Fig. 5(d) shows that the localization crossover
points and the photon scattering behavior is saturated as size
increases, which indicates that the system reaches a thermo-
dynamic limit of scaling. Both PR/Nd and DPLR provide
insights into the finite size effects on the clean-disordered in-
terface and the influence of direct loss at the end of the system.

The second case is to investigate the effect of tuning the
ratio of the clean-disordered zone on the phase crossover of
excitation localization. As shown in Fig. 5(e), as the ratio
of the clean zone increases, the phase crossover points deter-
mined by the mean gap ratio occur at larger disorder strength
w̄, which demonstrates that the ratio of the clean zone facil-
itate the excitation delocalization. In Fig. 5(f), PR over the
atomic number in disordered zone Nd is presented for differ-
ent clean-disordered zone size ratios when N = 500. We find
that as the ratio of clean zone increases, the value of PR/Nd
decreases faster as w decreases in the strong disorder regime.
We note that when Nd is close to N, the excitation distribu-
tion will be close to the uniform distribution. Therefore, PR is
inaccurate in this parameter regime since PR involves a com-
parison of excitation distribution to the uniform distribution.
The results shown in Figs. 5(e) and 5(f) represent the enhance-
ment of excitation delocalization as the ratio of clean zone
increases. In other words, as the ratio of disordered zone in-
creases, the excitation localization is favored. On the other
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hand, as the overall size of the system increases with a fixed
ratio, the excitation localization is favored for a smaller disor-
der strength owing to the multi-atom effect on the suppression
of spin hoppings.

In the end, we follow the analysis in the experimental work
[18] by tuning the number of emitters in the clean zone Nc
while keeping the number of emitters in the disordered zone
Nd constant. As shown in Fig. 5(g), in strong disorder regime,
when Nc < 20, PR decreases more significantly as the disor-
der strength w decreases due to the boundary loss from the left
end. In contrast, when the clean zone size is large enough, PR
converges to a constant value in the strong disorder regime,
which reflects the excitation localization in the disordered
zone at the interface. Meanwhile, in Fig. 5(h), when Nc < 20,
DPLR remains almost constant under every disorder strength
because of excitation loss from both ends of the TLQE system.
Whereas once Nc ? 20, the phase crossover points determined
by DPLR becomes constant, and the rising and declining fea-
tures of DPLR are recovered, which demonstrates the conver-
gence of collective dissipation behaviors once the boundary
loss from the left end is not dominated. These suggest that
the effect of overall size on enhancing the localization is more
significant than the effect of the clean zone ratio that facilitates
delocalization under a fixed number of the whole chain.

VII. DISCUSSION

The absence of delocalization enhancement in the TLQE
system demonstrates a fundamental difference in localization
mechanisms compared to other systems. In TLQE system,
the position fluctuations of the emitters result in a random and
complex spin-exchange process between each emitter, which
leads to excitation localization. Under this disorder-assisted
localization, the excitations still redistribute through the co-
herent hoppings and collective decay as time evolves. From
the analysis of level statistics, we find that while TLQE ex-
hibits level repulsion under weak disorder, larger mean gap
ratio appears in clean-disordered system under strong disor-
der regime compared to fully disordered system due to the
contribution of the clean zone. We further calculate the partic-
ipation ratio which can quantify the distribution of excitations
and localization behaviors. In addition, the directional pho-
ton loss ratio also reflects the localization behaviors. When
the excitations are delocalized, the excitations spread through
the whole chain and decay from both sides, resulting in the
declining feature of DPLR in the delocalized side. Therefore,
we utilize the maximal point of DPLR as a measure of lo-
calization crossover points. With these measures, how the
localization behaviors influenced by the scaling size can be
determined. A larger disordered zone leads to the tendency
of localization, whereas increasing the size of the clean zone
does not enhance delocalization. This can also be interpreted
as that the scaling overall size that enhances localization sur-
passes the effect from the clean zone ratio that facilitates the
delocalization with a fixed overall size.

There are several potential platforms to experimentally ob-
serve the excitation dynamics in the clean-disordered system
and detect the directional photon loss. One potential platform
is atoms coupled to an optical fiber [31, 70–73]. In recent
experiments [31, 70–73], hundreds of cesium atoms can be
confined surrounding an optical fiber via the evanescent field
of the guided mode. Dipole-dipole interaction between atoms
are mediated by the guided photons in the fibers and give rise
to strong collective interaction behaviors. If photon detectors
are attached at the ends of the optical fiber, radiative photon
loss can be further detected. An alternative approach to ob-
serve the localization to delocalization crossover can be done
by directly detecting excitation population. Through shining
the laser with proper transition frequencies from the side, the
excitation can be detected. This method is widely used in ul-
tracold atom experiments for quantum state detection. An-
other potential platform is superconducting qubits, in which
many-body localization has already been experimentally ex-
plored [74, 75]. With the cavity, microwave photons emitted
from superconducting qubits can be captured and observed
[76–78].

Beyond the scope of this work, we propose other poten-
tial future research directions. For example, we can extend to
multiple excitations regime for investigating how many-body
effects influence current results in this unique system. Very
recently, many-body localization in waveguide QED has been
explored [28, 29]. Further exploration with input fields on
the current system can provide more insights on the excitation
dynamics. Another potential work is to decompose an atomic
chain into several chains with different interatomic distances.
With the excitation transport to the interface between these
dissimilar chains, one can study the excitation transmission
and reflection resulting from the collective interactions among
the emitters.
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APPENDIX A: Resonant dipole-dipole interaction in
one-dimensional reservoir

We consider an emitter arrays coupled to a waveguide
which offers a common 1D reservoir [53, 60, 79]. For the µ-
th two-level emitter, we denote |e⟩µ and |g⟩µ for the excited
and ground states with transition frequency ωeg. The system
Hamiltonian Hsys reads,
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Hsys = h̄
N

∑
µ=1

ωegσ
†
µ σ

−
µ , (A1)

where σ
†
µ ≡ |e⟩µ⟨g| with σµ = (σ†

µ)
† denotes the dipole oper-

ator.
The corresponding reservoir Hamiltonian Hr reads

Hr = ∑
q

∑
d=L,R

h̄ωa†
ωq,daωq,d , (A2)

where aωq,dare bosonic annihilation operators for the right
(left) propagating bath modes q with frequency ωq for d =
R(L).

In the interaction picture, the system-reservoir interaction
is given by

Hsys−r = ih̄ ∑
µ,d,q

gωq,d(σ
†
µ +σµ)

(a†
ωq,dei(ωqt−ωxµ/vd)+aωq,de−i(ωqt−ωxµ/vd)), (A3)

where gL(gR) is the emitter-photon coupling strength into the
left(right) propagating reservoir modes with speed vd .

Therefore, the reservoir operators aωq,d(t) can be obtained
by solving the Heisenberg equations of motion

aωq,d(t) = aωq,d(0)e
−iωt + i

∫ t

0
dt ′

N

∑
µ=1

gωq,d [σµ(0)+σ
†
µ(0)]e

−iωqt ′−iωqxµ/vd . (A4)

For an arbitrary emitter operator A acting on the Hilbert space
of the spins, we obtain

Ȧ(t) = iωeg ∑
µ

[σ†
µ σµ ,A]− i ∑

µ,d,q
gω,d,q{eikd,qxµ

[σ†
µ +σµ ,A]aωq,d(t)+ e−ikd,qxµ a†

ωq,d(t)[A,σ
†
µ +σµ ]},

where kd,q ≡ ωq/vd . We assume Born-Markov approximation
is valid in our system. The Born approximation states that the
coupling between the emitters and the reservoir modes is so
weak that the system operators can be approximately related
to the first order of the coupling strength. Markov approx-
imation suggests that the correlation time between the bath
and the system is so short compared to the system evolution.
Besides, we neglect the time retardation effect from photon
propagation, which is valid when the time scales of system
operators evolution is much larger than the time for photon
propagation in the waveguide. The initial bath state is as-
sumed to be the vacuum state. We then obtain the expectation
value of system operator ⟨A(t)⟩ = Tr{A(t)W (0)} by tracing
over the reservoir modes, where W (0) is the density matrix of

the initial system = ρ(0)⊗ |vac⟩⟨vac|. The equation of mo-
tion ⟨A(t)⟩ is given by

⟨Ȧ⟩(t) = ∑
µ ̸=ν ,d

iΩµ,ν ,d [σ
†
µ σν ,A]+∑

d
Ld(A), (A5)

where

Ld(A) = ∑
µ,ν

Γµ,ν ,d [σ
†
µ Aσν −

1
2
(Aσ

†
µ σν +σ

†
µ σν A)]. (A6)

The coupling strength Jµ,ν ,d ≡ 1
2 Γµ,ν ,d + iΩµ,ν ,d can be ob-

tained as

Jµ,ν ,d = ∑
q

∫ t

0
ds|gωq,d |

2eikd,qxµ,ν (ei(ωeg−ω)s + e−i(ωeg+ω)s)

= ∑
q
|gωq,d |

2eikd,qxµ,ν [πδ (ωeg −ω)+πδ (ωeg +ω)

+ iP(ωeg −ω)−1 − iP(ωeg +ω)−1],

where P denotes the principal values, and xµ,ν ≡ xµ − xν .
Considering the summation of the mode to the continuous

limit, Σq →
∫ dq

2π
L, where L is the quantization length.

Therefore, we have

Jµ,ν ,d =
∫

∞

0

dqd

2π
ḡ2

ωq,dLeikω,dxµ,ν [πδ (ωeg −ω)

+πδ (ωeg +ω)+ iP(ωeg −ω)−1 − iP(ωeg +ω)−1]

=
∫

∞

0

dω

2π
|∂ω q(ω)|ḡ2

ωq,dLeikω,dxµ,ν [πδ (ωeg −ω)

+πδ (ωeg +ω)+ iP(ωeg −ω)−1 − iP(ωeg +ω)−1]

=
∫

∞

0

dω

4π
γdeikω,dxµ,ν [πδ (ωeg −ω)

+πδ (ωeg +ω)+ iP(ωeg −ω)−1 − iP(ωeg +ω)−1].

where γd ≡ 2|∂ω q(ω)|ḡ2
ωq,dL and kω,d ≡ ω/vd .

Finally, we simplify the equation above as

Jµ,ν ,d =
γd

4
eikω,dxµ,ν − i

P

2π

∫
dω

γdeikω,dxµ,ν

ω −ωeg
,

=
γd

4
eikω,dxµ,ν + i

γd

4
sin(|kω,dxµ,ν |). (A7)

This coupling strength Jµ,ν ,d provides the foundation of the
chiral coupling in Eqs.(1) to Eqs.(3).

APPENDIX B: Photon Flux

To observe the photon flux propagating out the system, in-
stead of using the master equation and effective Hamiltonian
[52] which traces out the photonic fields, we consider the
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Hamiltonian including both atomic and photonic basis. There-
fore, the Hamiltonian of this system H can be decomposed of
the emitter term Hem, photonic terms Hp, and emitter-photon
interaction terms Hem−p:

H = Hem +Hp +Hem−p, (B1)

where

Hem = ∑
µ

h̄ωegσ
†
µ σ

−
µ (B2)

Hp = ∑
d

∫
h̄ωa†

ω,daω,ddω (B3)

Hem−p = ih̄ ∑
µ,d

∫
dω(gdemd iksxµ )σµ a†

ω,d +H.c., (B4)

where ks and gd denote the photon wave vector and the cou-
pling constant between quantum emitters. The photon with
propagation direction d toward the left (right) such that md =
+1(−1). aωd (a

†
ωd ) denotes the annihilation (creation) opera-

tor of the photon with frequency ω and direction d .
To obtain the output photon flux, we calculate the annihila-

tion operator in Heisenberg picture.

daω,d

dt
=

i
h̄
[H,aω,d ]

=−iωaω,d −∑
µ

(gdemd iksxµ )σµ , (B5)

after integrating to time, we have annihilation operator

aω,d(t) = aω,d(t0)e−iω(t−t0)

−
∫ t

t0
ds∑

µ

(gdemd iksxµ )σµ e−iω(t−s)

and

aω,d(t) = aω,d(t f )e−iω(t−t f )

−
∫ t

t f

ds∑
µ

(gdemd iksxµ )σµ e−iω(t−s),

where we set our initial condition of the time integral as initial
time t0 and final time t f .

Therefore, we have

aω,d(t f )e−iω(t−t f ) = aω,d(t0)e−iω(t−t0)

+
∫ t f

t0
ds∑

µ

(gdemd iksxµ )σµ e−iω(t−s). (B6)

Integrating over the frequency ω , we have

∫
dωaω,d(t f )e−iω(t−t f )

=
∫

dωaω,d(t0)e−iω(t−t0)+
∫

dω

∫ t f

t0
ds

∑
µ

(gdemd iksxµ )σµ e−iω(t−s).

Defining the output signal operator aout,d(t) and the input sig-
nal operator ain,d(t) as

aout,d(t)≡
1√
2π

∫
dωaω,d(t f )e−iω(t−t f ),

and

ain,d(t)≡
1√
2π

∫
dωaω,d(t0)e−iω(t−t0).

The input-output relation is obtained as

aout,d(t) = ain,d(t)+
√

2π ∑
µ

(gdemd iksxµ )σµ(t).

In our system setup, there is no photonic input source for driv-
ing atomic transitions. Therefore, ain(t) = 0, and

aout,d(t) =
√

2π ∑
µ

(gdemd iksxµ )σµ(t). (B7)

With defining γd ≡ 2πg2
d , then output photon flux is obtained

as

⟨a†
out,d(t)aout,d(t)⟩= ⟨∑

µ,ν

γdemd iks(xµ−xν )σ
†
µ(t)σν(t)⟩, (B8)

where md = +1(−1) for the left (right) propagation. γd =
γL(R) when photonic propagation direction d is toward the left
(right).
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