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We explore the collective Zeno dynamics of giant artificial atoms that are coupled, via multiple
coupling points, to a common photonic or acoustic reservoir. In this regime, the establishment
of atomic cooperativity and the revivification of exponential decay, are highly intertwined, which
is utterly beyond the non-Markovian regime with only retarded backaction. We reveal that giant
atoms build up their collective emission smoothly from the decay rate of zero to that predicted by
Markovian approximation, and show great disparity between different waveguide QED setups. As
a comparison, the step-like growth of instantaneous decay rates in the retardation-only picture has
also been shown. All of these theoretical pictures predict the same collective behavior in the long
time limit. From a phenomenological standpoint, we observe that the atomic superradiance exhabits
significant directional property. In addition, the subradiant photons feature prolonged oscillation
in the early stage of collective radiance, where the energy is exchanged remarkably between giant
emitters and the field. Our results might be probed in state-of-art waveguide QED experiments,
and fundamentally broaden the fields of collective emission in systems with giant atoms.

I. INTRODUCTION

Spontaneous emission from an unstable system, as one
of the earliest quantum field theory phenomena, was
first predicted by Einstein and subsequently extended
to multi-atomic ensembles in 1953 which is known as
Dicke superradiance [1]. These significant contributions
have profoundly solidified the concept of exponential
decay law. However, it is not the whole physical
picture because the realistic spontaneous emission is
generally exposed to a mnon-Markovian environment.
Indeed, non-Markovianity can have a wealth of physical
origins [2-8] with a hallmark of strong informational
back-flow.  Light-matter interactions within such a
non-Markovian bath open new routes for unprecedented
phenomena, such as genuinely non-Markovian steady
states[9, 10], collective superradiant burst [11, 12] and
engineered Floquet bound state[13]. In particular,
the retardation induced non-Markovianity has been
demonstrated to endow collective radiation with a
common intuition: Each emitter initially undergoes
independent exponential decay, altering its decay
behavior upon interaction with delayed photons emitted
by other emitters [11].

Recently, Zeno regime of spontaneous emission comes
to the fore in the community of waveguide quantum
electrodynamics (QED), revealing how point-like
atoms cooperatively modify their decay behavior
in the building of collective emission[14]. In this
context, atoms complete their significant transition from
non-exponential to exponential decay by exchanging
virtual photons in a very short time. This time scale
evaluates the duration of non-exponential decay, i.e.,
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the Zeno time 7z, during which the atomic survival
probability is quadratic in time [15-18].

Featuring exotic self-interference effects and the
nature of non-local couplings [19-21], “giant” artificial
atoms (GAs) have spurred a rapidly growing interest
in the emerging area of waveguide QED. It has been
manipulated to interact with surface acoustic waves
(SAWs) [22] or meandering coplanar waveguide (CPW)
[23-25] via multiple connecting points as sketched in
Fig.1. Leveraging the state-of-the-art quantum device,
such a novel designation has recently been extended
to “giant” ferromagnetic spin ensemble [26, 27].
Of particular interest is the exploration of mnovel
non-Markovian effects with GAs, and considerable efforts
have been made to manifest a rich variety of intriguing
outcomes, including tunable localization-delocalization
quantum phase transition [28], oscillating bound
states [29-31], enhanced Dicke superradiance[32] and
so on[33-37]. However, it seems that the mechanism
of non-negligible time-delayed feedback underlies all of
these efforts. Thus, the scenario of collective emission
beyond the retardation, i.e., GAs go Zeno region, is still
unexplored.

In this work, we have investigated the collective
radiative dynamics of a linear chain of N GAs coupling
to a 1D waveguide, and show that it exhibits prominent
non-Markovianity beyond retardation. To incorporate
the relaxation dynamics into Zeno regime, the array of
GAs is designed to guarantee 79 < Tz, where 7y is
the time taken by a single photon or phonon traveling
between adjacent coupling points. On this occasion, the
GAs build up their cooperativity obeying the combined
action of time-delayed feedback and memory effect of the
electromagnetic field. As a consequence, we find that
the non-Markovianity can be enhanced by increasing the
coupling points or modifying the waveguide QED setups.
In contrast to the previous achievements obtained outside
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FIG. 1. Schematic diagram of theoretical model and experimental implementation for a linear chain of N GAs. (a) and
(b) respectively show N two-legged separate and braided superconducting qubits are coupled to a 1D waveguide at multiple
connecting points with the light blue dots denote the coupling points. The experimental setup in separate case is depicted
accordingly in (c), i.e., N transmon qubits (superconducting quantum interference devices marked by black circles) are embedded
in a surface acoustic waves transmission line. Each qubit interacts with the propagating phonons via piezoelectric effect utilizing
the large interdigital transducers from its two islands. For braided case, panel (d) exhibits N X-mon qubits coupled capacitively
to a meandering microwave coplanar waveguide with the central waveguide (dark green line) is terminated to 5092.

the Zeno region, the full development of collective
emission shows a dominating signature: Each emitter
grows their instantaneous decay rate smoothly from zero
to that predicted by Markovian theory, and predictions
from different waveguide QED setups are distinguished
by the building speed of emission and the magnitude
of the memory effect. We also put forward step-like
growth of decay rates in the retardation-only picture
for the purpose of comparison. In an anticipated
manner, these predictions can eventually coalesce with
each other at long enough time. To get further
insight into the collective Zeno physics, we have also
studied the dynamics of the field emitted from the
array of GAs, during the establishment of collective
radiation. Interestingly, we find that the chiral radiation
occurs when the superradiant development of GAs is
asymmetric. Moreover, a remarkable oscillation can be
captured in the early stage of subradiance, where the
atoms are periodically emitting and absorbing photons.

II. MODEL HAMILTONIAN AND ZENO TIME
OF WAVEGUIDE QED

We consider N GAs interacting with an open 1D
waveguide through multiple coupling points and apply
a strict two-level approximation with the ground state
lg) and the excited state |e). Figs. 1 (a) and 1 (b)
illustrate the theoretical model of two-legged separate
(all coupling points of each atom are outside those of
another atom) and braided (part of the coupling points
of each atom is inside those of another atom) GAs,
respectively. The waveguide QED setups with giant
atoms have at least two different experimental platforms
associated with SAWs or superconducting transmission
line, as sketched respectively in Figs. 1 (¢) and 1 (d).

The total Hamiltonian for the GAs+bath system reads

N

Hiyt = Ha + Hp + Hiy, where Hy = wo Y olo, is
n=1

the free Hamiltonian for the GAs of resonance frequency

wp, with the creation operator of n'" atom is of =

le),, (9l; Hp = fi\A %wkalak is the free Hamiltonian

for the 1D continuum of bosonic modes where a,t is

the generation operator of the waveguide mode with
wave number k, satisfying bosonic commutation relation
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FIG. 2. The instantaneous decay rate I'ins (in units of I'g) of
a single giant atom as a function of scaled time wot. Time
evolved decay rates are depicted by (a) gradually increasing
the atomic coupling points with fixed T'g/wo = 107* or (b)
changing the ratio of I'g/wo. In panel (a), we distinguish
different coupling points by coloring: M=2 (blue), M=3
(red), M=4 (green), and the numerical results obtained from
const-wQED (solid lines) or lin-wQED (dotted lines) have
been marked. Also, we utilize gradient color to distinguish the
data under different ratios in panel (b), with the predictions
of const-wQED (solid lines) or lin-wQED (dashed lines) have

also been marked. Other parameters are A/wo = 10* and
d = 0‘171'/&}0.
[a, al,] = 270(k — k). Here we adopt a linear dispersion

relation wy = |klv, with vy is the group velocity of the
field. To isolate the non-Markovian effect stemming from
the band edges of photonic or phononic bath [38—40], the
resonant wave number kg = wg/v, is assumed to be far
enough away from the cutoff of the wave number A. The
nonlocal interactions between M-legged GAs and bosonic
field are described by (A =1)

mt—_zz Z/ 7gk O'n+0' )akeikz:;—f—H.C., (1)

n=1m=1

where 27, denotes the m™

coupling point of the n'P
giant atom (z7), < zy,, if mi < mg). In the context
of waveguide QED, there are many general choices
for the specific form of coupling strength g¢r, among
which constant and linear spectral density are frequently
considered. The above two types of coupling formalism
are referred to as “const-wQED” and “lin-wQED”
corresponding to gr = \/I'ovy/2 and gr = \/Tovg|k|/2ko,
respectively, with Ty is the relaxation rate at single
coupling point. Commonly, the Hamiltonian H;. can not
be solved exactly and the rotating-wave approximation
(RWA) is usually applied. Instead, the counterrotating
terms in Eq.(1) can not be neglected in our case, since
the time scale we focused on is extremely short. In
order to analysis the impact of the full Hamiltonian
1 on the short-time collective dynamics, we employ
a polaron-like unitary transform [41-43] on Hie, i.e.,

Heff = €iUHtOt€_iU with
N M

U= o) are™m +He.. (2
S5 [ o e @

n=1m=1

The transformed Hamiltonian is given by Heg = Ha +
Hp + Hyc + O(g7) with

Ho= Y [ Boolai ine, )
n=1m=1
2wo gk

where ¢lC = is the scaled coupling of Jaynes-

wotwi
Cummings (JC) type interaction; O(g}?) contains terms
of order higher than g, and thus can be safely dropped
in the limit of g, < 1.

We now proceed by determining the duration of
nonexponential decay for a single excited giant atom with
M legs, which can be well characterized by the Zeno time
Tz. After some standard algebra, we obtain the Zeno
time 7,2 = 2FOT“’OMIH(A/kO) for the lin-wQED; and the
one for the const-wQED has the form of (see Appendix.
A for more details)

o 2owo o Ny
=M +2ZW (tn (14 8)=xn (1)), (4)

where x,, (z) = (M —n)[sin(np)Ci(npx)—cos(ny)Si(npx)]
and ¢ = kod have been introduced for simplicity, with d
the minimal distance between adjacent coupling points.
Note that the distance between two coupling points from
a single giant atom is d for separate two-legged GAs
and 3d for braided two-legged GAs, as we can see from
Figs.1(a)-(b). The integral functions Ci(x) and Si(x) are
defined as follows:
1z

o0
Csi(z) = Ci(x) + iSi(z) = / dz%. (5)
xr
We note that the results of Zeno time for the two
mentioned waveguide-QED setups are cutoff-dependent,
arising from the self-interference effect of an individual
giant atom, which is different from a single “small”
atom. The quantity ng shows different behaviors
by increasing cutoff wave number A: divergence for
lin-wQED and convergence for const-wQED, hence a
more pronounced memory effect of the radiation field
is expected for the latter. Importantly, the collective
radiation can completely established during the Zeno
time under the assumption of weak atom-field couplings.
More specifically, 7z > d/v, is guaranteed by wy >
In(A/kg) for lin-wQED and wp > 1 for const-wQED.
We determine the Zeno time for N GAs in Appendix.A
for completeness.

III. EQUATIONS OF MOTION AND THEIR
SOLUTIONS

In this section, we study the dynamical process of
spontaneous emission from N GAs into waveguide,
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FIG. 3. The instantaneous decay rate I'ins (in units of I'g) of (a) N = 10 separate GAs (background-color: pink) or (b) braided
GAs (background-color: pale green), as a function of scaled time wot. The panels labeled by “Total” and “No.n” represent the
decay rate of the whole GAs or n'" giant atom, respectively. The numerical predictions obtained from const-wQED (blue),
lin-wQED (red) or retardation (dark green) have also been marked. The minimal distance d between adjacent coupling points
is taken as d = 0.17/ko in panel (a) and d = 0.257/ko in panel (b). Other parameters areM = 2 and T'g/wo = 107°.

according to the excitations-conservative Hamiltonian
Heg. Assuming that the dynamics of total GAs plus
field system is limited in the single excitation subspace,
the state at £t > 0 is

A

N
) =3 enlt)l|G) + / ar(t)allG),  (6)

—A

where ¢, (t) and aj(t) are the amplitudes of probability
to find an excitation populated in n'" giant atom or in
propagating mode with wave number k, respectively, at
time ¢. |G) is the ground state of the total system, where
all of the GAs are in their lower state |g) while the
waveguide modes are empty. Utilizing the schrodinger
equation |y (t)) = Heg|t(t)), the atomic equation of
motion (EOM) in the interaction picture is given by

w2 % [F]

n'=1lmm’'=1""

t
dr|gi®|Pen (1)
!Ll

x el(@o—wr)(t=7) gik(zy, —a ) (7)
with a mathematical form tracing back the whole
historical dynamics of the system. In general, Eq.(7)
has no simple closed form of the analytical description.
Here, we present an exact solution in terms of convolution
integral:

const 2l N M ¢ const
R DYDY s
n'=1m,m’'=1

XK1 (@, 6) — Ka(oi ), ) F 2Ks(p, )], (8)

where @' = kolz?, — 2™, is the acquired field
phase and ¢ = wp(t — 7), the expressions for the
kernels Ky, Ko and K3 are given in Appendix.B. Note
that c<°ms*(¢)/cli®(¢) denotes the dynamical solution for

const/lin-wQED (the initial state c¢,(t = 0) does not
depend on the specific choices of waveguide setups).

The non-Markovian dynamics in the regime of
non-negligible time delays, can also be derived under
several assumptions in Appendix.B, and the resulting
atomic EOM induced merely by retardation is

pa M F nn nn nn
Cn (t) = ?Focn (t)f Z 70/8n(7mm” @mm’)@(thmm’)

mz#£m/

S b O, (9)

where 8, (7, @) = ¢, (t — 7)€’ and 727, = |27, — | /v
is the time taken by a single photon or phonon traveling
between the m*™ coupling point of n'* atom and the m/t"
coupling point of n’*" atom.

The first term on the right-hand side of Eq. (9)
describes the spontaneous emission processes due to the
Markovian dynamics. The second term arising from the
nature of nonlocal coupling of a single M-legged giant
atom, and the remainder describes the atomic relaxation
dynamics mediated by the delayed photons released from
other GAs. In contrast to Eq.(7), the time evolution
given by Eq.(9) predicts that the atomic dynamics
response at time ¢t depends only on the state of the
system at some specific delay times (this prediction will
be labeled as “retard” in the following). Up to now, the
collective emission phenomena of N GAs with arbitrary
configurations would be readily simulated based on the
Eq. (7) and Eq. (9).

IV. THE BUILDING OF NON-MARKOVIAN
COOPERATIVITY: BEYOND RETARDATION

In the Zeno regime, the interference properties of
the field would be modified drastically due to the
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FIG. 4. Time evolution of the change on the scaled atomic
population AP.wq/To for atom 1 in the array of separate GAs
(a) and braided GAs (b). Subradiant instantaneous decay
rates (in units of I'g) for separate GAs (c) and braided GAs
(d) with fixed d = 0.17/ko. Other parameters, legend and
the notations of background-coloring are the same as Fig.3.

joint action of retardation and memory effect of the
field. The rich interference between emission from the
connected coupling points may enhance or suppress the
decay of collective GAs. This phenomenon is famous
as super/subradiance [44—46], respectively. Generally
speaking, the collective dynamics is sensitive to the
specific configurations of GAs, initial states, and
the acquired propagating phase between neighboring
coupling points. The nonexponential decay of a linear
chain of N GAs can be characterized quantitatively by
instantaneous decay rate

d
1_\ins = _£ lnpe(t)v (10)

N
where P.(t) = Y |c,(t)|? for total decay rate of GAs, and

n

P.(t) = |, (t)]? for individual decay.

A. Single giant atom: spontaneous emission

We begin by investigating the spontaneous emission of
a single giant atom with M coupling points. As shown in
Fig.2(a), we plot I'jys (in units of T'g) versus scaled time
wpt by increasing the number of coupling points from
M =2 to M = 4. We show that the decay rates for both
of the waveguide QED setups are growing gradually from
zero over time until they reach the critical “radiation
burst”. This emerging burst, for instance, is roughly
about 5.46T"g for M = 2. After which the decay rates will
exhibit oscillating behavior for a while, and eventually be
stabilized on the Markovian decay rate

sin? My /2
0 sin? /2

(11)

1—‘Mar,M =

at long time limit. The non-Markovianity of const-
wQED is more obvious then that of lin-wQED, and can
be enhanced by adding coupling points according to the
anticipation from their Zeno time, i.e., Eq.(4). Moreover,
the influence of ratios I'g/wp on the instantaneous decay
rates has also been plotted in Fig.2(b), implying that the
establishment of emission is not sensitive to this ratio.

B. Many giant atoms: collective emission

We proceed by considering N GAs bathed in a
common radiation field where the interference behaves
constructive. The considered initial state of the system
inherits the analogue of timed-Dicke state with the
concept originated from the “small” atoms[47]. For
illustration purpose, we briefly describe the preparation
mechanism of the initial state.

The interaction between incident single photon with
wave number k and GAs is

N M
V(t)=—i Z Z GiCol apettrn—ilrwolt L e (12)

n=1m=1

and the corresponding unitary time evolution operator is
Ut) = Te 1 Jo VI where T the time ordering operator.
When a single resonant photon is incident from the
waveguide, the state of the GAs+field system at time
t will be evolved into

N M
U(t)af, |G)~a) |G)+giCt SN ofettormG), (13)

n=1m=1

where g;loct is assumed to be very small. Therefore, if we
fail to probe the photon in the output channel, then we
conclude that the total system has been prepared in

r N M
N, _ 0 1/2 t ikozl, ) 14
) = () P 22 2 eI (1)

n=1m=1

The dynamical descriptions in Sec.III combined
with the specific initial state |¥Uy,) enable the whole
observation for the building of collective emission.
As shown in Fig.3, we plot the instantaneous decay
rates I'ips for N = 10 separate GAs (see Fig.3 (a),
background-color: pink) and braided GAs (see Fig.3 (b),
background-color: pale green), and the spacing d is taken
as 0.17/kg and 0.257 / ko, respectively. Here, the curves of
T'ins for total GAs and individual giant atom have been
labeled as “Total” and “No.n” with n enumerates the
emitters, respectively.

The predictions of the total I'y,s from the const-wQED
(blue) and lin-wQED (red) setups feature a continuous
growth, while the one obtained from only retardation
(dark green) gives the steplike increase. These three
curves are inconsistent with each other in the early stage
of time evolution, but eventually tend to be consistent



Low BN High

Atom 1

Atom 2

-2 0 2 4
1_‘ins/l_‘(]

FIG. 5. Bosonic field density of emissions from two separate
GAs that are prepared initially in (a)-(b) |Ux,) and (d)-(e)
|Wsub), respectively. Panels labeled by “retaed”/“const”
are plotted according to Eq.(16)/Eq.(17). (c) and (f) are
the corresponding instantaneous decay rates. We have
distinguish the numerical results for atom 1 (solid lines)
and atom 2 (dotted lines) in (c), and the blue/dark
green curves are predictions from const-wQED /retardation.
Furthermore, the vertical dashed lines plot the positions
of coupling points z/d = z7,/d where (xi,z3, 2%, 23) =
(—1.5d,—0.5d,0.5d, 1.5d); the transverse dashed lines plot the
minimal delay time wot = kod. The spacing d = 0.27/ko
for (a)-(c) and d = 0.57/ko for (d)-(f) are used. Other
parameters are M = 2,Tg/wo = 107% and A/wo = 10*.

roughly at ¢t > 10/wq for separate GAs and longer time
for braided GAs.

For the purpose of further insights of collective
behavior in the Zeno regime, we select five GAs, No.1,
2, 5, 8, 10, and plot their individual decay rate T'j,s.
We find that the GAs in atomic array could exhibit a
wide variety of decay behaviors. Firstly, the stabilized
decay rate of individual GAs tends to increase as they
are positioned closer to the right, and the scenario will be
the opposite when |Uy, ) — |¥_,). Secondly, the three
theory frameworks reveal distinct emission dynamics. On
the one hand, taking atom 1 (No.l) in separate GAs
array as an example, the blue curve shows that the
atom quickly enters a long time absorption dynamics
after experiencing a short time radiation; the red curve
shows that the atom persistently emits excitations into
the waveguide while the dark green curve implying
two radiation-absorption cycles. Nevertheless, all three
curves would be dominated by absorption in the case
of braided GAs. It can also be clearly captured by the
change on atomic population AP, (t) = P.(t) — P.(0), as
shown in Figs.4(a)-(b). On the other hand, taking atom
10 (No.10) as an another example, the dark green curve
shows a stable step-like upward trend for the separated
GAs. Instead, it shows an oscillating zigzag upward trend

for braided GAs, with the upper and lower boundaries
of the oscillation are close to blue and red curves
periodically. Thus, the received delay signal enable
the decay rate that is predicted by retardation-only
picture to exchange faithfully between const-wQED and
lin-wQED. Last but not least, the above three curves
agree better at long time for the middle atom (i.e., No.5)
in atomic array.

We are now in a position to study the subradiant
emission of N GAs where the interference between
their emissions is destructive. In the Markovian
approximation, the effective Hamiltonian for atomic
excitations is available by tracing out the waveguide
modes [48-50], and has the form of

N N ,
. 5 n n
Heg= E (Wb, —il E elkolxmﬂ’m/‘)alanl. (15)
n,n’'=1 m,m’/=1

Numerical diagonalization of Heg in the one-excitation
manifold gives N eigenstates. After that the subradiant
state |Ug,p,) might be found by searching the state with
minimal decay rate.

We plot the subradiant decay rates I'j,s for N = 10
separate GAs and braided GAs in Figs.4 (¢) and (d),
respectively. It shows that the subradiant emission is
established by undergoing several radiation-absorption
cycles. The instantaneous decay rates I'j,s oscillate
around 0 with different amplitudes for three predictions.
More concretely, the dark green curve predicted from
retardation-only picture has largest amplitude. Later
discussion shows the opposite case indicating that the
const-wQED possesses more strong non-Markovianity
in the building of subradiance [see Fig.5(f)]. This
pronounced revival of atomic survival probability gives
rise to intriguing phonomenon of oscillating bound states.

V. CHIRAL EMISSION AND OSCILLATING
BOUND STATES

Until now, we have studied the non-Markovian
collective phenomena in a linear chain of N GAs, with
the attention is mainly focused on atomic dynamics.
The asymmetric superradiant behavior in Fig.3 and
the significant memory effect of subradiance predicted
by const-wQED, inspire us to explore the dynamics
of bosonic field. Thus, a more complete dynamical
description of atom-field quantum system is expected.

An important figure of merit to quantify the dynamics
of bosonic field in this regard is its bosonic field
density [11, 32] I(w,t) o ((8)] E*(z, 1), 1) (1)),
where E(x,t) is the electric field operator.  The
distribution function I(x,t) describes the probability
density at position x and time ¢ to find a single photon for
all possible wave vectors k. After some algebra presented
in Appendix. C, we find the exact formula of bosonic field
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FIG. 6. Bosonic field density of emissions from a single giant
atom that is prepared initially in its excited state. Upper
raw: intensity distributions for a 3-legged giant atom with the
numerical predictions are predicted from (a) retardation-only
or (b) cons-wQED. (c) plots the corresponding instantaneous
decay rates of spontaneous emission. The panels in lower
raw are the same as that in upper raw but M = 5, and the
distance between adjacent coupling points is d = 0.66417/ko
for (a)-(c) and d = 0.79857/ko for (d)-(f). Other parameters
are I'g /wo = 1076 and AJwo = 106.

density in the retardation-only picture:

—!ZZZﬂn 28

n=1lm=1p==+

2

o(t—tf)—e(-t)]|", (16)

ret ard

where tf = £2%m kot®.
distribution functlon I(x,t) for const-wQED is given by

7|Zz/dmmt VSum(t — )7, (17)

n=1m=1

me and @P = Similarly, the

Const
with the kernel

Snm(t - 7—) = fnm(¢» 1+ A) - ]:nm(d)v 1)3
S €0+ Csi* (248) and ¢ =
(=%

¢ ko(xz—2),) have been introduced for simplicity. Here,
Tretard and Teonst are the normalization constants. One
may note that summation terms in Egs.(16) describe
the unidirectional emission from all possible coupling

points. These emissions collide each other and modify

(18)

where Fm (0, )

the interference properties of the electromagnetic field,
which can be shown from their rich interference patterns.

We plot the bosonic field density I(z,t) for the fields
emitted by two separate GAs when atoms are initially
prepared in |Uy, ), as shown in Figs.5(a) (retard) and (b)
(const-wQED). The corresponding instantaneous decay
rates for atom 1 (solid lines) and atom 2 (dotted lines)
are plotted in Fig.5(c). In this case, the atom 2 decays
faster than atom 1 leading to an asymmetric distribution
of emitted fields. Thus, the interference properties of
emissions are strongly modified and eventually exhibit
obvious chirality. As a consequence, most of the energy
is carried away by the right-moving waveguide modes.
Noticed that the opposite occurs by replacing |¥y, ) —
(W)

We proceed by exploring the intriguing interference
behaviors when the GAs build their subradiance. The
pronounced revival of atomic excitations in Fig.5(f) at
early time implying that the energy is alternately stored
between GAs and the fields. We plot the bosonic field
density I(x,t) for two separate GAs in Figs.5 (d) and (e)
according respectively to the Egs. (16) and (17), when
atoms are prepared initially in | Wy, ). The corresponding
decay rates for total GAs are shown in panel (f) for
comparison purpose. As anticipated, the field intensity
predicted by const-wQED is enhanced /weakened during
the time window of atomic radiation/absorption stages.
Such “oscillating” behavior of bound state would vanish
when the system dynamics enters completely the regime
of exponential decay.

This oscillating behavior for bound states can also arise
in the scenario of single giant atom when dark state is
formed. In order to illustrate it intuitively, we first plot
the intensity distributions of emissions emitted from a
M = 3-legged giant atom according to Egs. (16) and
(17), as shown respectively in Figs.6(a) and (b). We
find the atom periodically emits and absorbs photon or
phonon in const-wQED which can also be witnessed in
Fig.6(c). The similar case occurs for a 5-legged giant
atom [Figs.6(d)-(f)] with richer interference patterns,
where photons or phonons bouncing back and forth
between certain coupling points. Furthermore, we stress
that the discovered oscillating and long-lived bound
states in [29] are the consequence of coexistence of bound
modes in the picture of retardation-only. In our case, the
similar phenomenon appears, but the mechanism based
on the combination of both non-negligible delay feedback
and memory effect of the field and only exists in the early
stage of spontaneous emission.

VI. CONCLUSION AND OUTLOOKS

In summary, we have studied the spontaneous
radiation of a linear chain of N M-legged GAs that
are coupled to a 1D waveguide, with arbitrary atomic
configurations. We illustrate the collective emission
by comparing three completely different theoretical



formalisms which give rise to abundant dynamical
performance. These predictions enable us to show how
GAs build up their collective emission. In particular, the
time evolution of atomic population features significant
environment memory effect with a highly relaxed
temporal resolution. Moreover, we have also investigated
the dynamics of the emitted field, characterized by
their intensity distribution, to give a more complete
perspective for the radiation physics. Interestingly,
when prepared in certain superradiant states, the system
allows directional emission where the most of energy is
either carried away by right or left propagating modes.
We also predict a significant oscillating phenomenon
in the development of atomic subradiance. Possible
applications of our results might be efficient protection of
quantum information in the quantum networks with GAs
via dissipation engineering[51, 52], or fundamentally
useful for theoretical predictions of Zeno physics [53-55].

As for future works, it is instructive to explore the
many-body signatures of collective emission [56-59] with
GAs in the Zeno regime. In this case, the system
dynamics is no longer limited to the single excitation
space and interesting multi-particle correlations might
emerge. One can also extend the coupling mechanism
to that with higher dimensional photonic or phononic
bath [60, 61]. And interesting physics may be explored by
combining the present results with platforms pertaining
to topological [62] or chiral quantum optics [63].
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APPENDIX A: CALCULATIONS OF THE ZENO
TIME

In this section, we give the derivations of the Zeno
time 7z for a single giant atom and 77y for N GAs,
with arbitrary coupling points. The definition of Zeno
time is given by the short-time expansion of the atomic
survival probability

(ol e et o) P =1 — 2/73+---, (A1)

where |ig) is the initial state of the emitters+field
system.

1. Zeno time for a single giant atom

We begin by considering a M-legged giant atom
initially prepared in |¢) = of |G), and then the Zeno
time can be obtained easily according to Eq.(A1)

22 = (ol H2o o) — (to| Hic |tho)”

Z/dk

m,m’=1

)2 cos[k(zl — )] (A2)

We then substitute the coupling strength ggc for
const-wQED and lin-wQED into Eq.(A2), with the
obtained results are denoted respectively as 7z . and
TZy,- For the former, we have

_ dk 4Tgv, /2
Tmesc = Z / 1 n kj]i ) S(k|$71n - x}ml)
m,m’=1
M-
o 2FOW0 Z
n=1
[sin(n)Ci(nipz) — cos(ng)Si(npz)]| 1™}, (A3)

and for the latter, we have

dk 2F0ng/k0 S(/flxl —fEl /|)

S /

m,m’=1 1+ k/k )
T M—-1
— 0%o
= T T AM (A1) 42 Zl (M —n)

x [cos(ny)Ci(nzp) + Sin(ng@)Si(nZgO)H/l\Jrl}

N QF()(UO

M1n(A + 1), (A4)

where ¢ = kod and a short hand replacement A/ky — A

has been made.

2. Zeno time for many giant atoms

Now we consider giant atoms prepared in a so-called
timed-Dicke state

N M
) =N YD e mal|G), (A5)
n=1m=1
where N = 7% % is the normalization coefficient.

Thus, the Zeno time 7z y of state |¢p,) can be found by



inserting Eq.(A5) into Eq.(A1):

Ty = (gl Hic [tbg) — (tq| Hc |t0g)?

NNZ Z eiq(z mm NNZ Z eiq(z mm,))2]w8
2 dk PCIERICICAE
+NZZ/ pilk=a) (@l —a7)
N M M
=F2{(1 - F})w} + 757 +— > ZZ
n;én mm/ jj'
—1 x”/,ﬂv” dk i x,%):
emintar=) / SR, (a6)

where F, = sin® £ gy/sin® 2qp and 77 is the Zeno time
of a smgle giant atom, i.e., Eq.(A2). Noticed that we
have assumed that each giant atom in atomic array is
identical, no matter what the configuration of GAs is.

APPENDIX B: TIME EVOLUTION OF N GIANT
ATOMS

We are now in a position to discuss the time evolution
of the system composed of N GAs coupling to a 1D
waveguide. In the interaction picture, the system
Hamiltonian is

iy 3 [ 4

n=1m=1

JC Takez(wo—wk)t lk1m+H c..
(B1)

Given the wave function ansatz in the single excitation
space

N A :
C. T o a
D=3 ek 16 + / on(ellG). ()

we can immediately obtain the coupled differential
equations of the emitters-field system by applying the

schrodinger’s equation 4 w(t)> = H [4(t)), which have

the form of

dk . I
Z / 7ggc )ez(wofwk)tezk:rm , (B3)
m=1
e (t) — Z Z gZJCCn(t)e z(wgfwk)tefikxfﬁ (B4)

The probability amplitudes of bosonic modes can be
solved formally as follows

ZZQ*JC/ dre, (1) Wowr)Te=iken, —(B5)

n=1lm=1
Therefore, the atomic equations of motion can be derived
by inserting Eq.(B5) into Eq.(B3):

Y [ e

n’'=1m,m’=1

% ez(wo wg) (t— T)elkt(.L"L J,:n/)

(B6)

In the following, we will solve numerically the Eq.(B6)
by considering different waveguide-QED setups.

1. Solutions of equations of motion

The above integro-differential equation Eq.(B6) can be transformed to an integral equation

cn(t) = Cn

n’=1m,m’=1

Ccos Z‘Pnn’ mm/ )‘ggcz|2k0(
e dre(r) [ dz (
a0+ Y S [t [ i =2

n’'=1m,m’'=1

AJko
Z Z /dt/ —/ dio\gkOZ Zep (T )ei“’(’(l_z)(t/_ﬂcos(zgp%ﬁ,/l/)

1— eiWQ(lfz)(th))




10

where we have defined gomm, = kolz, — xZL//| for simplicity. We then proceed by plugging the coupling strength of
const-wQED gj, = /Tov,/2 into Eq.(B7), with the obtained solution is given by

cos(:mp%%,)l eiwo(1=2)(t—)

s 21—‘07, A —
const t) = n const / d
() =c Z Z / (7) 0 o 1+ 2)2 1

n’'=1m,m’=1

2F i cons nn’ nn
:Cn 0 Z Z / ch t K:l(gomm 7¢) K:Q ((pmm” ) - 2K:3(@mm’>¢)]’ (BS)

n’=1m,m’=1

where ¢ = wy(t — 7), and the kernels in Eq.(B8) are given by

nn’ nn’

e“pmm , e Wrim/

1 / / _

Ka(Prs 6) = loos (s ) Cileglin) = sin (@i ) Silzpime) = —5—Csilzpnm ) = 5 Csi* (= DI}
’ / / / el(¢7¢nmyin,7) ’ (¢+A‘0:Inyin+) A+1
Kol 8) =7 lcos (i ) Citaspims) + sin (i )SiCeepins) — S = Csi(zplnny) — g Csi Gz I,

cos(Aeim) | , , ,
K (Pl 8) =5 — gl ATV 1] 41— e — i [cos (som/)suzsomo — sin (i ) Cilolim )]

4 A+1

+ 2@”" T et(20- “’mm”C&(zg@Z{%,) 230:;%+ et (2otenins) Csi chgf;:f }|A+1, (B9)
where @%ﬁj = ‘Pmm =+ ¢ is introduced. Following the similar procedures, we can easily obtain the time evolution of
atomic population for lin-wQED, which is given by

lin QFOZ 11n
Cn (t) = Cn (0 Z Z ch [Kl (@mm” ¢) Ko ((pan” d)) + 2’C3((pmm 7¢)] (BIO)

n’=1m,m’'=1
As the dynamics controlled by Eq.(B1) conserves the total number of excitations, thus the normalization of atomic
probability amplitudes obtained in Eq (B8) and Eq.(B10) should be done by making a transformation c,(t) —

(t)/+/Ien(t)]?2 + Np(t). Here, Np(t f '\ 2% |y () ]2 is the number of excitations in the 1D waveguide. After some
algebra, the expression of Ng(t) has the form of

Z Z /dT/ A7’ cn(7)en: (7) Bunssmme (T—=7'), (B11)

n,n'=1m,m’'=1

where the kernel B, mm is given by

2o g (2¢te)

const A ipz A 3 —ihs (] A+1
By (T=7') = = "l +;2¢se Csi(20s)|, | (B12)
for const-wQED, and
I
B (T=7) = =267 3~ e Csi(z04) [} = Bl (7 = 1) (B13)

& s==+

for lin-wQED, where ¢4 = ¢ + cpﬁﬁ;, is introduced. Up to now, the exact solutions for atomic time evolution are
found for both the waveguide setups, as shown in Eq.(8) in the main text.
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2. Non-Markovian dynamics in the retardation-only picture

In order to obtain the equations of motion considering only the retardation, one can rewrite the Eq.(B6) in the

limit of A — oo as follows

S [ e

n’'=1m,m’=1

__ Z Z / de; JC|2 /t chn’(T> [e7w0(t T) lwk(mT
0

n’'=1mm’=1

J02
QM/ dren(T)o(t — 1) Z / dren (T

m#m/
N M ’

T ‘l‘?n—l'%/
Sy > T

n'#nm,m’=1

M Lo Prm’ \ iom™
= — ?Focn(t)f Z ?Cn(thO)e mm/

’

M FO nn
= — ?FOCn (t)_ Z 2 ﬂ (Tmm’? @mm’)

m#m/

[yeitolen—erlg s —

m m’

(7)o e (=) gik(eh —a1)

al —a™ ) (I’+n

(t—) _|_ezwo(t e Wi

—(t— T)}

n

|xm — xnm’l

— 7)etkolTnm =z 1]

’
nn

nn’ ’
-y Y D0y (1 Pty i oy P
wo wo

’;énmm’ 1

Somm’

Z Z 76” mm”@fﬁm )e(t_T:#:n’)?

n’'#n m,m’=1

(B14)

which is exactly the Eq.(9) in the main text, and ©(e) is the Heaviside step function. Such a simplified equation
of motion for GAs 1nd1cates that the time evolution of atom n at time ¢ is decided only by the historical dynamics

at certain instants 7

mm’
lin-wQED.

APPENDIX C: DETAILED CALCULATIONS OF
FIELD INTENSITY DISTRIBUTION

We now turn to focus on the dynamical properties of
the bosonic field emitted from the coupled GAs, which
can be characterized by its field intensity distribution

€0Vg

I(z,t) =

(W) BNz, ) Bz, 1) [$(t)),  (C1)

where E(x,t) is the electric field operator at position z
and time ¢ with a general form

E(x7t):/0 dkExle*ar(k)+e *ay (k)|e”rt. (C2)

Here, ag,r(k) is the annihilation operator of the
right- /left-moving mode with frequency wy and & is
assumed to be a constant &, for all k. Combined with
the Eq.(B5) and Eq.(C2), the field density distribution

As a consequence, it shows great discrepancy from that predicted from const-wQED and

(

I(z,t) for const-wQED can be calculated as follows

€ 2 A . .
I(z,1) =%I<GI /O dk[e™ ap(k) + e " ar (k)]
ekt (1))]”
_8I‘nglo|nz:1mz:l/ dT/ dk1+k/k0 o (T)

coslk(z — al)]e _’(“’"‘_“’0)(’5_7)|

1+A/ko kO
_2I‘ngIO| Z Z/ dren (T / dz;

n=1m=1

X [ i("‘nvn_¢)z l(2¢_rn7n)+e_7:(7‘n'm+¢)z 7;(2¢+‘7‘n7n)”2

_2rovgfo|§;z / d7ea(T)Sum(t—T)% (C3)

n=1m=1

which is exactly the Eq.(17) in the main text, where Iy =

2
%, Tnm = ko(x — 7)) and the atomic probability

amplitude ¢, (7) is given by Eq.(B8). The kernel S, (t—
7) inEq.(C3) reads

T) = Fam(9: 1+ A) = Frum (¢, 1).
here, we have introduced the notation Fy.,(d,x) =

D ei(¢+¢<)Csj*(x¢<) for simplicity.
(=%

Snm(t - (04)



We proceed by calculating the field intensity of the

12

emitted field in retardation-only picture. In the limit of
large enough A — oo, we have

2
& &0 . , .
I(a, 1) eovgl?"““|<G| / Ak an (k) + e~ Ha (k)] x e~ (1)) 2
0
I F o t N M . z—wxp, . z—xp . m—xp . z—xp 2
0 O‘/ dZ/ dTZZCn(T)[eu( g +7—1t) Xezwo( g 7t)+efzz( 9 7'r+t)671w0( o +t)}
21}9 > 0 n=1m=1
27T2I0F0 S n iwo (), —x) /v x?n_x x;l’b_‘r
DD IR L e O ]
: n=1m=1 [
o no_ no_ 2
+cn(t+x:zn/vg_x/vg)e—zwo(mm—z)/vg [@(%Uix) —O(t+ xmvix)]}‘
g9 g
221,y NoM T— TP wopiim x—xpy T— Ty 9
TR Y Y el —p e [0 - p— ) — O(—p— ), (C5)
g g g g9

n=1m=1p==+

which is exactly the Eq.(16) in the main text. Therefore,
the calculations of the field intensity distribution for

(

const-wQED and the one with only retardation are
completed.
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