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The realization of correlated multi-photon processes usually depends on the interaction between
nonlinear media and atoms. However, the nonlinearity of optical materials is generally weak,
making it still very challenging to achieve correlated multi-photon dynamics at the few-photon
level. Meanwhile, giant atoms, with their capability for multi-point coupling, which is a novel
paradigm in quantum optics, mostly focus on the single photon field. In this work, using the
method described in Phys. Rev. Res. 6. 013279 (2024), we reveal that the ladder-type three-level
giant atom spontaneously emits strongly correlated photon pairs with high efficiency by designing
and optimizing the target function. In addition, by encoding local phases into the optimal coupling
sequence, directional two-photon correlated transfer can be achieved. This method does not require a
nonlinear waveguide and can be realized in the conventional environment. We show that the photon
pairs emitted in both the bidirectional and the chiral case exhibit strong correlation properties in
both time and space. Such correlated photon pairs have great potential applications for quantum
information processing. For example, numerical results show that our proposal can realize the
two-photon mediated cascaded quantum system.

I. INTRODUCTION

Giant atoms, which are different from point-like small
atoms, can be comparable to or much larger than
the wavelength of the interacting field in size [1–7].
Therefore, the dipole approximation becomes invalid,
enabling giant atoms to achieve multi-point coupling
with waveguides [8–14]. At present, most studies
on giant atoms focus on the field of single-photon
processes, such as frequency-dependent couplings [15–20]
and chiral quantum optics [20–28]. These studies have led
to significant advancements in controlling light-matter
interactions at the single-photon level. However, only a
few studies have delved into the multi-photon dynamics
of giant atoms [29, 30], for which nonlinear media are
required.

Meanwhile, multi-photon dynamics are crucial for
building long-range, high-fidelity quantum information
and quantum communication networks [31–38], typically
implemented in nonlinear media [39–48]. Multi-photon
processes have made significant progress in the fields of
quantum entanglement dynamics, quantum interferome-
try, dissipative quantum dynamics and optical parameter
processes et al. [49–59]. However, there are still great
challenges in the field of multi-photon problems, such
as photon loss, nonlinear effects and quantum noise,
which limit the stable transmission of multi-photon states
[60–67]. Moreover, the weak nonlinearity of the optical
materials imposes great limitations on the multi-photon
dynamics.

∗ wangxin.phy@xjtu.edu.cn

In recent years, the exploration of quantum optics
within the structured environment of giant atoms has
been proposed [68]. Unlike previous studies of giant
atoms which only considered a few coupling points,
this study proposes to use the coupling of multiple
points x1, ..., xN with interaction strength g(xi), where
the distances between different coupling points are
unequal. The optimal coupling sequence is obtained by
using the sequential quadratic programming algorithm
to optimize the objective function of the interaction
between the giant atom and the conventional waveguide
in momentum space, and by using an inverse Fourier
transform to obtain the coupling sequence in real space.
With this method, exotic quantum phenomena such as
simulated band-gap environment and broadband chiral
emission are realized. Here, we extend this optimization
method to multi-level giant atom. We find that the multi-
photon processes which are correlated in both time and
space can be realized in conventional linear waveguides
without requiring any nonlinear media. Moreover, we
can achieve high-fidelity quantum state transfer between
two three-level giant atoms under this scheme.

In this paper, we propose to use a ladder-type three-
level giant atomic platform to achieve correlated two-
photon processes in a linear waveguide. Firstly, we
consider the bidirectional propagation of photons. By
calculating the spontaneous decay process numerically
and analytically, we prove that the three-level giant
atom emits two correlated photons simultaneously, rather
than in cascades. In addition, we obtain the optimal
coupling sequence by designing the objective function
and optimizing it. Using this coupling sequence, we
explore the spatial correlation properties of the two
photons. Secondly, we also focus on the case where the

ar
X

iv
:2

40
6.

12
41

4v
1 

 [
qu

an
t-

ph
] 

 1
8 

Ju
n 

20
24

https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.6.013279
mailto:wangxin.phy@xjtu.edu.cn


2

correlated two photons can only propagate in the same
direction. Finally, the two-photon mediated cascaded
quantum system based on our method is proposed.

II. BIDIRECTIONAL TWO-PHOTON
EMISSION

A. Model and Equations

As shown in Fig. 1(a), we consider a ladder-type three-
level giant atom with ground state |g⟩ and first (second)
excited states |e⟩ (|f⟩), coupled to a one-dimensional
conventional waveguide. The three-level giant artificial
atom can be easily implemented with superconducting
qubit circuits [12, 69, 70]. As shown in Fig. 1(b) the
energy of the first (second) excited state is denoted as
ωeg (ωfg), respectively. The Hamiltonian of the system
is (setting ℏ=1)

H = ωfgσ
+
fgσ

−
fe + ωegσ

+
egσ

−
eg +

∑
k

ωka
†
kak

+
∑
k

gka
†
kσ

−
fe +

∑
k,k′

gk′a†k′σ
−
eg +H.c., (1)

where ak (a†k) is photon annihilation (creation) operator,
with k being the wave vector in momentum space, and
σ+
fe = |f⟩⟨e| (σ+

eg = |e⟩⟨g|) denotes the atomic transition
operator. We consider the giant atom coupling to the
waveguide at multiple points x1, ..., xN with distinct
interaction strength g(xi). The interaction strength in
momentum space is expressed as gk =

∑
xi
g (xi) e

−ikxi

[69–71]. In our model, the waveguide is considered to
be conventional without periodical structure, with linear
dispersion ωk = c |k|, and c being the group velocity.

In the rotating-wave approximation, the total Hamil-
tonian of the system is

HI =
∑
k

(ωk − ωeg) a
†
kak

+
∑
k

gka
†
ke

2i∆tσ−
fe +

∑
k,k′

gk′a†k′σ
−
eg +H.c., (2)

where ∆ = ωeg − ω0 = ω0 − ωfe [see Fig. 1(b)]. In the
two-excitation subspace, the state of the system can be
expressed as

|ψ (t)⟩ = cf (t) |f, 0⟩
+ ce,k (t) |e, k⟩+ cg,k,k′ (t) |g, k, k′⟩.

(3)

Here, cg,k,k′(t) denotes the probability amplitude of
the giant atom being in the ground state, while
simultaneously exciting two photons with wave vector k
and k′ in the waveguide. Additionally, ce,k(t) (cf (t)) is
the probability amplitude of the intermediate state (the
second excited state).

For small atoms, the interaction between the emitter
and waveguide is point-like coupling, the coupling

strength can be considered as a constant. Under these
conditions, it becomes challenging to observe peculiar
phenomena in quantum optics when small emitters
interact with conventional linear waveguide. Therefore,
we propose employing a three-level giant atom to realize
two-photon processes.
Initially, the three-level atom is considered to be in the

second excited state, while the waveguide is in its vacuum
state, i.e., |ψ (t = 0)⟩ = |f, 0⟩. According to Schrödinger
equation, we derive the following coupling equations

iċf (t) =
∑
k

g∗ke
−2i∆tce,k (t), (4a)

iċe,k (t) = (ωk − ωeg) ce,k (t)

+gke
2i∆tcf (t) +

∑
k′

g∗k′cg,k,k′ (t), (4b)

iċg,k,k′ (t) = (ωk + ωk′ − 2ωeg) cg,k,k′ (t)

+gk′ce,k (t) . (4c)

Assuming the objective coupling function in mo-
mentum space following the form of window function,
specifically confined to the range [±k0−δw/c,±k0+δw/c],
with c|k0| = ωfg/2, and a window function width of
2δw. In this work, we take k0 and ω0 = c|k0| as units
of wave vector and frequency, respectively. To avoid
the emission of a single photon, the coupling strength is
zero at frequencies ωfe and ωeg, and is identical near ω0,
resulting in no mode in the waveguide resonating with
the two transition frequencies of the giant atom. On the
contrary, the photons will be significantly excited via a
second-order process around ω0. The process of releasing
two photons from the three-level giant atom is no longer
cascaded, but it is possible to result in the simultaneous
production of two correlated photons. Therefore, we
calculate the evolution by using adiabatic elimination,
i.e., ċe,k (t) = 0. We obtain

ce,k (t) = −
gke

2i∆tcf (t) +
∑

k′ g∗k′cg,k,k′ (t)

ωk − ωeg
. (5)

After substituting Eq. (5) into Eq. (4b,4c), we can
calculate cg,k,k′(t) as

cg,k,k′ (t) = i
gk′gk

ωk − ωeg

∫ t

0

e−iδ′(t−t′)e2i∆tcf (t
′) dt′, (6)

with

δ′ = (ωk + ωk′ − 2ωeg)−
g2k′

ωk − ωeg
. (7)

The Stark shift of the state |f, 0⟩ is derived as

δωf =
∑
k

g2k
ωk − ωeg

. (8)

Therefore, the probability amplitude cf (t) is rewritten as

ċf (t) = iδωfcf (t)

−
∑
k,k′

g2kg
2
k′

(ωk − ωeg)
2

∫ t

0

e−i(δ′+2∆)tcf (t
′) dt′.

(9)
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FIG. 1. (a) Sketch of the bidirectional model: A three-level giant atom couples to the linear conventional wavguide at positions
x1, ..., xN , which photons can travel in both directions. (b) Energy level diagram of the ladder-type three-level giant atom. (c)
The dispersion relation of the linear waveguide, ωk = c|k|.

FIG. 2. (a), (b)The numerical and analytical results of the spontaneous emission when the objective function takes the form
of window function, setting δw/ω0 = 0.033 with ∆/ω0 = (a) 0.067, (b) 0.20. (c) The spontaneous decay rate changes with the
detuning between the intermediate state frequency ωeg and ω0, with δw/ω0 = 0.033. (d) The spontaneous decay rate changes
with the width of the window function, with ∆/ω0 = 0.33.

By defining

c̃f (t) ≈ cf (t) e
−i

∑
k

g2k
ωk−ωeg

t
, (10)

we can renormalize energy level of |f⟩ with dynamical
Stark shift as

˙̃cf (t) = −
∑
k,k′

g2kg
2
k′

(ωk − ωeg)
2

∫ t

0

e−iδk,k′(t−t′)c̃f (t
′) dt′,

(11)

where δk,k′ = ωk +ωk′ −ωfg is the two-photon detuning.
The modes satisfying ωk + ωk′ = ωfg have great
contribution to the dynamics of the two-photon process
(cf. Eq. (11)). By employing the Wigner-Weisskopf
theory [72], the summation over k is transformed into
an integral, i.e.,

∑
k → L

2π

∫ π

−π
dk, with L → ∞ being

the waveguide length, and Eq. (11) is written as

˙̃cf (t) = −
(
L

2π

)2 ∫ t

0

∫ ∞

−∞

∫ ∞

−∞

g2kg
2
k′

(ωk − ωeg)
2

e−iδk,k′(t−t′)c̃f (t
′) dkdk′dt′. (12)

Given that we consider a linear waveguide, where ωk =

c |k|, and obtain

˙̃cf (t) = −
(
L

2π

)2
1

c2

∫ t

0

∫ ∞

−∞

∫ ∞

−∞

g2kg
2
k′

(ωk − ωeg)
2

e−iδk,k′(t−t′)c̃f (t
′) dωkdωk′dt′. (13)

To calculate the spontaneous decay rate, we perform a
variable substitution for ωk and ωk′ , i.e.,{

ω+ = ωk + ωk′ ,

ω− = ωk − ωk′ .
(14)

We calculate the frequency-dependent component in
Eq. (13) and obtain∫ ∞

0

∫ ∞

0

1

(ωk − ωeg)
2 e

−iδk,k′(t−t′)dωkdωk′

= 2

∫ ∞

0

− 1

ω+ + ω− − 2ωeg
|2δw−2δw

e−i(ω+−ωf )(t−t′)dω+.

(15)

We assume that the coupling strength is much smaller
than the bandwidth around ω0. Moreover, since
the atomic spontaneous radiation is centered at the
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transition frequency, we can employ the integral∫ ∞

0

e−i(ω+−ωf )(t−t′)dω+ ≃ 2πδ (t− t′) ,

and obtain

˙̃cf (t) =
L2|gk0 |4δw

2πc2
c̃f (t)

∆2 − δ2w
. (16)

Therefore, the exponential decay is calculated as

cf (t) = e−
Γ
2 t, Γ =

L2|gk0
|4

πc2
δw

∆2 − δ2w
, (17)

with Γ representing the spontaneous decay rate of
emitting two correlated photons, note that this rate
depends on the width of the window function and ∆. As
depicted in Fig. 2(a,b), we numerically and analytically
show the evolution of the three-level giant atom for
different values δw and ∆, observing discrepancies
between numerical and analytical results. To determine
appropriate values, we explore how the agreement
between numerical and analytical results varies with
changes in δw and ∆ [see Fig. 2(c,d)]. We find that the
agreement improves as the window function narrows or
as ωe moves further from ω0.

B. Optimization for bidirectional case

FIG. 3. The optimizing coupling function in momentum space
for bidirectional correlated two-photon decay. The dashed red
line represents the objective function, and the solid blue line
is the optimized coupling function. The real-space coupling
sequence {xi, g (xi)} is listed in Table. I [see Appendix. B].
We set |k2|/k0 = 1.067 (|k1|/k0 = 0.933) and N = 50.

In this section, we present the method to realize
the optimization of target coupling for giant atoms.
We assume that the coupling strength of the right
(k > 0) and left directions (k < 0) are identical, i.e.,

FIG. 4. (a) The evolution of probability amplitudes of the
three energy states |f⟩, |e⟩ and |g⟩ of the giant atom with
time. We set the parameter as ωe/ω0 = 1.167 and g0 =
0.015. (b) The probability of the giant atom’s transition to
the intermediate state varies with ∆, with δw/ω0 = 0.067.

g−k = g∗k, indicating that the two-photon field propagates
bidirectionally in the waveguide [68]. By designing an
objective function in the form of a window function
in momentum space, the coupling strength is required
to be exactly zero at the atomic transition frequencies
between the three energy levels, as shown in Fig. 1(b),
and maximum at ω0 = ωf/2, i.e.,

gTk /g0 =


0, {ωfe − cδw < c |k| < ωfe + cδw} ,
1, {ω0 − cδw < c |k| < ω0 + cδw} ,
0, {ωeg − cδw < c |k| < ωeg + cδw} .

(18)

To obtain the coupling sequence in real space, we define
the constraint condition as

Cm =

∫ kmax

−kmax

dk
∣∣|gk| − ∣∣gTk ∣∣∣∣w (k), (19)

which represents the difference between the optimized
coupling function gk and the objective coupling function
gTk , with w(k) being the weight function which describes
the similarity between the optimized and objective
functions in different regimes. In our work, to achieve
correlated two-photon emission, we focus on the modes
around c|k| = ω0 and c|k| = ωfe (ωeg). Due to
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FIG. 5. (a) The two-photon field distributions in real-space at ∆t = 100 . (b) The two-photon field distribution in momentum
space. (c) The second-order correlation function of two photons in the case of bidirectional propagation. We set g0 = 0.02,
other parameters are the same with those in Fig. 4.

the large detuning effect, the modes far away from
these frequencies contribute little to the dynamics of the
system. Therefore, we assign much greater weights to
these three regions mentioned in Eq. (18) compared to
others.

The coupling mechanism of linear quantum electrody-
namics (QED) elements requires that g(xi) are of the
same sign. Employing the method described in Ref. [68],
we optimize the objective function with a sequential
quadratic programming algorithm, obtaining the optical
coupling sequence {xi/x0, A (xi)} in real space, as listed
in Table I [see Appendix. B]. When δw is large, the
numerical results agree well with the analytical results.
However, when the width of the window function is
narrow, the required number of coupling points N in
the optimization process will be large, which is very
demanding experimentally. Therefore, we set |k2|/k0 =
1.067, and the coupling point number is N = 50 in this
work.

Furthermore, the optimal coupling function in momen-
tum space is obtained by Fourier transformation gk =∑

xi
g (xi) e

−ikxi , which is illustrated in Fig. 3. For the
modes far away from the atomic transition frequency ω0,
the coupling strength gk remains almost constant with
respect to k. Due to g(xi) having the same sign, the
coupling around k ≈ 0 ( the dc component) is strong.
To achieve correlated two-photon emission, we set the
atomic transition frequency ω0 far away from c|k| = 0,
making the influence of these low-frequency modes on the
system dynamics negligible due to the large detuning.

C. Super-correlated photon pairs

Based on the theoretical analysis in Sec. II A, when
adopting the coupling function depicted in Fig. 3, the
correlated radiation of two photons can be achieved. To
explore this two-photon process, we plot the evolution
of the three-level giant atom shown in Fig. 4(a). We

find that the probability amplitudes of the giant atom
being in the state |e⟩ is extremely low, indicating that
the |e⟩ is only an intermediate state during the correlated
decay process. In Fig. 4(b), the population in the
intermediate state decreases as ωe moves further from ω0.
This reduction in state |e⟩ population contributes to the
improved agreement between numerical and analytical
results with increasing ωe. The evolution of the state
|f⟩ approximately follows the form of exponential decay,
demonstrating that the three-level atom decays from
the state |f⟩ to the ground state |g⟩ by simultaneously
releasing two photons into the waveguide. Therefore,
the two photons are strongly correlated in space, and
their second-order correlation function exhibits strong
bunching.
We explore the wavefunction of two photons in both

real and momentum space, focusing on the direction
of their propagation. The atomic wavefunction, which
describes the momentum distribution of two photons in
k space, is written as

ψ(k, k′) = a†ka
†
k′ |ψ (t = 0)⟩, (20)

with the initial state being |f, 0⟩. According to the
numerical method in the Appendix. A, we derive the
wavefunction in k-space.
The real space wavefunction for two correlated

photons, |ψ (x, y)⟩, is obtained via Fourier transform,
which represents the probability of detecting two photons
simultaneously at position (x, y), that is

|ψ (x, y)⟩ = a†ka
†
k′e

ikxeik
′y|f, 0⟩. (21)

where a†k(k′) is the operator that creates a photon within

momentum in the waveguide.
The distributions of the two photons in both

momentum and real space are shown in Fig. 5(a,b).
In momentum space, the energy of the two emitted
photons is conserved, matching the energy of the three-
level atom. For bidirectional propagation, the condition
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FIG. 6. (a) Sketch of the chiral model: A three-level giant
atom couples to the linear conventional wavguide, which
photons can only travel in the right direction. (b) Energy
level diagram of the ladder-type three-level giant atom.

c |kx| + c |ky| = ωfg is satisfied in both right and left k
directions, which indicates that there is no energy loss
during the propagation of two photons. In real space, we
can clearly observe the bidirectional propagation of the
two photons in the waveguide. We take x0 (y0) = 2π/k0
as the units of the space length.

The second-order correlation function is defined as

g(2) (x, y) =

〈
a†xa

†
yayax

〉〈
a†xax

〉〈
a†yay

〉 , (22)

with r = x−y signifies the spatial separation between the
two photons, which are plotted in Fig. 5(c) for the field
evolution at ∆t = 100. Notably, the strongest correlation
peaks occur both at r = 2c∆t and r = 0, which
shows that the two photons can propagate either in the
same direction or in opposite directions. In conclusion,
in terms of spatial correlation, our scheme can realize
bidirectional propagation of correlated two-photons.

FIG. 7. The optimizing coupling sequence in k-space for chiral
case. The dashed blue line represents the objective function,
and the solid orange line is the optimized coupling function.
The real-space coupling sequence {xi, A (xi) , θ (xi)} is listed
in Table. II [see Appendix. B]. The blue region represents the
discrepancy between the objective function and the optimized
result.

III. DIRECTIONAL TWO-PHOTON CHIRAL
EMISSION

In our bidirectional propagation case study, we assume
that the giant atom interacts with the waveguide via
linear conventional elements. Therefore, there is no phase
difference between the coupling strength of each coupling
point. However, if we consider coupling with nonlinear
QED elements, a local phase θ(xi) will be encoded at
xi, then the coupling strength is g (xi) = A (xi) e

iθ(xi)

[28, 68]. The coupling strength in k-space becomes
asymmetric, i.e., |gk| ≠ |g−k|.
The objective function in the form of window function

is designed as

gTk =

{
1, {ω0 − δw < c |k| < ω0 + δw} ,
0, others.

(23)

According to the same coupling method discussed in
Sec. II B, we obtain the optimized coupling sequence
{xi/x0, A (xi) , θ (xi)} in real space with N = 50. The
corresponding data of the real space coupling sequence
under the chiral case are presented in Table II [see
Appendix. B].
By employing the Fourier transform, we illustrate

the optimized coupling function in momentum space in
Fig. 7. For modes around ω0/c, the coupling strength gk
varies slightly with k, but it approaches zero at ωfe/c
(ωeg/c) and ω0/c in the left direction. Similarly, the
effect of the strong coupling between the emitter and the
waveguide at k ≈ 0 on our dynamics can be considered
negligible.
Under these conditions, the giant atom only interacts
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FIG. 8. (a) The second-order correlation function of two photons in real space at ∆t = 100. (b) The two-photon field
distribution in real space. (c) The two-photon field distribution in momentum space. Other parameters are the same with
those in Fig. 5.

with the modes which propagates to the right direction,
enabling the observation of correlated two-photon
emission, as shown in Fig. 6(a). Initially, a virtual process
occurs where the giant emitter transitions from the |f⟩
state to the |e⟩ state, releasing a photon with momentum
around +k0 which propagates to the right direction. Due
to the non-conservation of energy, the atom keeps on
rapidly decaying from the intermediate state |e⟩ to the
ground state |g⟩ by emitting an identical photon +k0,
as shown in Fig. 6(b). We find that these two photons
are released simultaneously and propagate to the same
direction, leading to a strong spatial correlation in one
direction.

As depicted in Fig. 8(a), the two-photon correlation
peaks exclusively at r = 0, indicating that the two
photons only propagate in the same direction. To
further investigate the propagation direction of the
photons, we focus on the two-photon distributions in real
space in Fig. 8(b). The results reveals a distribution
predominantly in the right direction, thus confirming
the right emission. Furthermore, in momentum space,
we observe the satisfaction of energy conservation ckx +
cky = ωfg, which is depicted in Fig. 8(c). Therefore, we
can achieve directional correlated two-photon emission
without energy loss. The same approach can be taken
for photon pairs that achieve propagation in the left
direction.

IV. TWO-PHOTON MEDIATED CASCADED
QUANTUM SYSTEM

In this section, based on the directional two-photon
chiral emission discussed above, we consider the two-
photon mediated cascade quantum network for three-
level giant atoms. We take the simplest setups where
two giant atoms are coupled to a conventional linear
waveguide for example (cf. Fig. 9). The coupling centers
of two giant atoms are xA,B . Now we derive the cascaded
master equation for this two-photon mediated system.

FIG. 9. Diagram of a two-photon mediated cascaded quantum
system, illustrating the emission and rightward propagation
of two photons between two distant three-level atoms.

Given that two giant atoms are identical and two photons
are emitted simultaneously, the interaction Hamiltonian
for Eq. (6, 9) is given by

Hint =
∑

i=A,B

∑
k,k′

gi,kk′eiδk,k′ tσ+
i akak′ +H.c., (24)

gi,kk′ =
gikgik′

ωk − ωeg
, gBk = gAke

ikds , (25)

where gk,k′ represents the two-photon coupling strength,
and σ+ = |f⟩⟨g| denotes the atom transition operator.
Here, ds is the separation distance between two giant
atoms. Due to the state |e⟩ being adiabatically
eliminated, the giant atoms are treated as two-level
qubits which decay to their ground state by emitting two
correlated photons. In this scenario, two giant atoms
are unidirectionally mediated by correlated photon pairs.
The cascaded master equation governing the system’s
evolution can be derived as [72, 73]

ρ̇s (t) = −iTrR [Hint, ρ (t)]

− TrR

∫ t

t0

[Hint (t) , [Hint (t
′) , ρ (t′)]] dt′,

(26)

with ρ (ρs) being the density matrix operator of the
system (two emitters). By substitution Eq. (25) into
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Eq. (26), we obtain [74]

ρ̇s (t) = −
∑
i,j

∫ t

t0

dt′A (xi, xj ; t, t
′)

(
σ+
i σ

−
j ρs (t

′)− σ−
j ρs (t

′)σ+
i

)
+H.c., (27)

with A (xi, xj ; t, t
′) being the spatiotemporal correlation

function for the propagating field. According to Eq. (13),
it is defined as

A (xi, xj ; t, t
′) =

∑
k,k′

gi,kk′g∗j,kk′eiδk,k′(t−t′)

≈ L2|gk0
|4

4 (2π)
2
c2

δw
∆2 − δ2w

2πδ
(
t− t′ − xij

c

)
, (28)

where xij = xi − xj . In our proposal, we consider the
waveguide to be a linear medium ωk = c|k|. When
the separation distance ds is significantly smaller than
the size of wavepacket, the time-retardation effect is
negligible. Given that two atoms chirally decay/absorb
two correlated photons, the master equation is simplified
as [73]

ρ̇s (t) =
ΓR

2

∑
i=A,B

[
σ+
i σ

−
i ρs(t)− σ−

i ρs(t)σ
+
i

]
−ΓR

[
σ+
Bσ

−
Aρs (t)− σ−

Aρs(t)σ
+
B

]
+H.c.,(29)

where

ΓR =
L2|gk0 |4

8πc2
δw

∆2 − δ2w

is the rate of the spontaneous decay to the right direction.
The evolution of the system can be described by

ρ̇s (t) = −iHeffρs + iρsH
†
eff + LρsL†,

Heff = −i
∑

i=A,B

ΓR

2
σ+
i σ

−
i − iΓRσ

+
Bσ

−
A , (30)

with L being the collective jump operator, L =√
ΓR

(
σ−
A + σ−

B

)
. From the last term of the Eq. (30),

we derive that the two-photon state emitted by emitter
A is reabsorbed by the emitter B, but does not flow
back into the emitter A. Note that the cascaded master
equation ignores the time decay effects by tracing over
the waveguide’s degrees of freedom. To overcome these
constraints, we employ a simulation based on the unitary
dynamics governed by the Hamiltonian Eq. (24). As
discussed in Appendix. A, this numerical method can
effectively capture the time delay effects.

Assuming that the emitter A is initially in |f⟩,
Fig. 10(a) illustrates the temporal evolution of the
population on the two emitters being in |f⟩ (denoted
as |cfA(B)|2). It is clear that emitter B reabsorbs
the correlated photon pair from emitter A. In parallel,
as depicted in Fig. 10(b), we show the evolution of
the field distribution in real space along the x = y

FIG. 10. (a) The evolution of probability amplitudes between
two giant emitters. Initially, emitter A is excited and
spontaneously decay. After a retardation time, emitter B is
excited at t = ds/c. (b) The distribution of the field along
the x = y direction varies with time. We set ds/x0 = 50.

direction over time. We find that at the initial of the
evolution, the emitter A decays spontaneously, emitting
a two-photon field that propagates in the right direction.
After a propagating time t = (xB − xA)/c, the emitted
field reaches emitter B, and be absorbed without being
scattered back to emitter A, indicating that the two-
photon mediated cascaded system is realized. Compared
with chiral setups mediated by single photon, our
proposal can mediate three-level giant atoms, and two
correlated photons serve as correlated flying qubits,
which might underpin unique application in many-body
physics and quantum information processing [29, 35].

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we explore how to realize two-photon
correlated emission by considering a three-level giant
atom interacting with a conventional linear waveguide.
In contrast to previous studies, this proposal does
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not need nonlinear medium. By optimizing the
objective coupling function using sequential quadratic
programming algorithm, the emission of a single photon
is prevented, while the process of two correlated photons
being emitted from the giant atom is significantly
enhanced. Meanwhile, the optimal coupling function in
momentum space are illustrated by Fourier transform.
Considering the emitter coupling to the waveguide via
linear elements, the coupling strength in right and left
directions are symmetric. We show the spatial field
distribution and the second-order correlation function,
revealing the bidirectional propagation of photons in the
waveguide and the strong spatial correlations between
two identical itinerant photons. Meanwhile, this scheme
ensures energy conservation without photon loss, thereby
addressing the issue of photon loss in multi-photon
dynamics.

Similarly, when the coupling element are adopted
as nonlinear element, local phase are encoded at each
coupling point. When the giant atom interacting with
the waveguide in either the right or left direction, we
achieve directional chiral two-photon correlated emission,
which both photons propagate in the same direction.
Since our proposal does not need nonlinear medium,
the efficiency of emitting correlated photons can be
much higher. Moreover, we show that the emitted
two photons can mediate remote three-level atoms,

indicating our work can enable the cascaded process
of quantum information in qutrit systems, which can
be configured for quantum information and many-body
quantum physics.
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Appendix A: The numerical simulation method

We briefly introduce the numerical method in this
work. The specific steps are as follows:
(a) We discretize a set of M = 2000 modes within

the range of k ∈ (−2k0, 2k0], corresponding to the
discretization of a finite waveguide with a length L =
2000λ0 in real space, with λ0 = 2π/k0. The considerable
length of L is crucial in preventing the propagating
wavepacket from reaching the simulation boundary of the
waveguide.
(b) In the two-excitation subspace, the state of the

system is denoted as |ψ (t)⟩ = cf (t) |f, 0⟩+ce,k (t) |e, k⟩+
cg,k,k′ (t) |g, k, k′⟩. The dimensions of the Hamiltonian
matrix is M2 +M + 1, which is expressed as



ωf gk1 gk2 ··· gkM 0 0 ··· 0 0 ··· 0 ··· 0 ··· 0

g∗
k1 ωk1+ωe 0 ··· 0 gk1 gk2 ··· gkM 0 ··· 0 ··· 0 ··· 0

g∗
k2 0 ωk2+ωe

. . . 0 0 0 ··· 0 gk1 ··· gkM ··· 0 ··· 0

...
...

. . .
. . . 0 0 0 ··· 0 0 ··· 0 ··· 0 ··· 0

g∗
kM 0 0 0 ωkM+ωe 0 0 ··· 0 0 ··· 0 ··· gk1 ··· gkM

0 g∗
k1 0 0 0 ωk1+ωk1 0 ··· 0 0 ··· 0 ··· 0 ··· 0

0 g∗
k2 0 0 0 0 ωk1+ωk2

. . . 0 0 ··· 0 ··· 0 ··· 0

...
...

...
...

...
...

...
. . . 0

. . . ··· 0 ··· 0 ··· 0
0 g∗

kM 0 0 0 0 0 0 ωk1+ωkM 0 ··· 0 ··· 0 ··· 0

0 0 g∗
k1 0 0 0 0 0 0 ωk2+ωk1 0 0 ··· 0 ··· 0

...
...

...
...

...
...

...
...

...
. . .

. . . 0 ··· 0 ··· 0
0 0 g∗

kM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ωk2+ωkM 0 0 ··· 0

...
...

...
...

...
...

...
...

...
...

...
. . .

. . .
. . .

. . . 0
0 0 0 0 g∗

k1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ωkM+ωk1 0 0

...
...

...
...

...
...

...
...

...
...

...
...

. . .
. . .

. . . 0
0 0 0 0 g∗

kM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ωkM+ωkM



where ωki
is the frequency at mode ki and gki

is the
coupling strength between the giant atom with mode ki.

(c) We assume the giant atom initially in the second
excited state and these is no photon in the waveguide, i.e.,
|ψ (t = 0)⟩ = |f, 0⟩, we employ Qutip package [75, 76]
to numerically solve the Schrödinger equation. We can

obtain the probability of the three-level giant emitter and
the field distribution in both real space and momentum
space.

Appendix B: Optimized coupling sequence
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position xi/x0 -6.97974 -6.1012 -5.85101 -5.13147 -4.87762 -4.62711 -4.37708 -4.12705 -3.87654 -3.6265

amplitude g(xi) 0.01244 0.024889 0.019228 0.035245 0.036471 0 0 0.04685 0.047951 0

position xi/x0 -3.37631 -3.12612 -2.87609 -2.62542 -2.37539 -2.12536 -1.87532 -1.62497 -1.37492 -1.12481

amplitude g(xi) 0 0.056732 0.057731 0 0 0.064517 0.064959 0 0 0.069555

position xi/x0 -0.87483 -0.62465 -0.37443 -0.12434 0.125658 0.376449 0.626466 0.876546 1.126562 1.376579

amplitude g(xi) 0.069423 0 0 0.0717 0.070923 0 0 0.070929 0.06927 0

position xi/x0 1.626723 1.877073 2.127106 2.377138 2.62733 2.878317 3.12835 3.381033 3.630324 3.880516

amplitude g(xi) 0 0.067023 0.064766 0 0 0.060415 0.057325 0 0 0.051466

position xi/x0 4.130548 4.381695 4.885579 5.140068 5.628992 5.882367 6.141789 6.40344 6.881541 7.13237

amplitude g(xi) 0.047489 0 0.041289 0.035751 0 0.027585 0.02458 0 0.012783 0.011244

TABLE I. The optimized coupling sequence in the case of bidirectional photon propagation in real space.

position xi/x0 -7.14176 -6.86085 -6.57867 -6.27723 -5.99664 -5.71971 -5.44167 -5.16728 -4.88574 -4.59289

amplitude A(xi) 0.005645 0.009507 0.00452 0.0083 0.018594 0.015474 0.000308 0.021212 0.030514 0.013119

phase θ(xi) -0.30258 0.70513 1.5708 -0.65417 0.27106 1.1329 1.5708 -0.34866 0.62847 1.4027

position xi/x0 -4.22891 -3.94545 -3.63653 -3.35117 -3.06548 -2.76914 -2.48218 -2.19666 -1.90779 -1.61892

amplitude A(xi) 0.022308 0.040937 0.025162 0.014754 0.045659 0.040736 0.002907 0.040073 0.05328 0.024942

phase θ(xi) -0.5722 0.38919 1.2498 -1.0289 -0.00959 0.847 1.5708 -0.46378 0.42104 1.3122

position xi/x0 -1.33496 -1.05367 -0.77144 -0.48584 -0.19703 0.077228 0.35786 0.642509 0.92504 1.21284

amplitude A(xi) 0.023473 0.055365 0.045693 0.000698 0.044941 0.05631 0.027011 0.022645 0.056513 0.046022

phase θ(xi) -0.97905 -0.07208 0.82751 1.5708 -0.59173 0.32023 1.1815 -1.1586 -0.21906 0.70155

position xi/x0 1.801634 2.081588 2.370613 2.67635 2.956144 3.259493 3.558705 3.850913 4.158241 4.446152

amplitude A(xi) 0.044359 0.051272 0.019786 0.025138 0.049259 0.032616 0.009067 0.039377 0.034449 0.003942

phase θ(xi) -0.67889 0.27091 1.0651 -1.1264 -0.16069 0.72162 -1.5708 -0.51485 0.39107 1.5708

position xi/x0 4.744091 5.034389 5.316889 5.595251 5.893508 6.17362 6.455643 6.732413 7.009979 7.322878

amplitude A(xi) 0.024155 0.029487 0.013626 0.008667 0.020083 0.014884 0.001918 0.007753 0.009316 0.004281

phase θ(xi) -0.9162 -0.01658 0.95508 -1.4322 -0.51606 0.44446 1.4502 -1.0517 -0.08926 0.76751

TABLE II. The optimized coupling sequence in the case of directional photon propagation in real space.
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