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We study the superradiant decay of a chain of atoms coupled to a chiral waveguide, focusing on
the regime of non-negligible photon propagation time. Using an exact master equation description
which accounts for delay effects, we obtain evidence to suggest that competition between collective
decay and retardation leads to the emergence of an effective maximum number of atoms able to
contribute to the superradiant dynamics, resulting in a plateau of the peak emission rate. To develop
this analysis further, we investigate the inter-atomic correlations to find features consistent with the
formation of individual superradiant domains. Moreover, we find that retardation can also result in
persistent oscillatory atomic dynamics accompanied by a periodic sequence of emission bursts.

Amajor objective of modern quantum optics is to char-
acterise cooperative phenomena, one of the most striking
examples being superradiance [1], the emission of a short
radiation burst from a collection of N emitters, with a
peak intensity scaling superlinearly in N . Since the first
formulation of the theory of superradiance [2], there has
been significant interest in understanding superradiant
dynamics in extended media [3–8], where the build-up
of coherence among atoms may be undermined by their
spatial separation. In particular, a key question which re-
mains open is how superradiance is affected in the regime
where propagation times of the photons mediating dissi-
pative interactions are non-negligible, rendering the dy-
namics non-Markovian.

A novel setting for exploring superradiance is that
of waveguide quantum electrodynamics (WQED). Here,
long-range dissipative interactions mediated by photonic
modes confined in a waveguide enable the superradi-
ant decay of distant emitters [9–11], signatures of which
have already been observed in a variety of experimen-
tal platforms [12–18]. In suitably structured waveguides,
the group velocity of the guided modes can be engi-
neered [19, 20] to enter the regime of non-negligible retar-
dation in a controlled manner. Some theoretical works
have already explored the non-Markovian effects which
arise in this slow-light WQED setting [21–26], however
these studies were limited to a few excitations, since sim-
ulating many-body dynamics beyond the Markovian ap-
proximation is generally exceedingly difficult.

As we will demonstrate, this is not true in the case
of a chiral waveguide, where the photon-mediated in-
teractions are unidirectional [27–29]. Here, the emitter-
waveguide setup constitutes a cascaded quantum sys-
tem [30–32], which is much more tractable. Recently, a
superradiant burst from N ≈ 103 atoms in such a system
was experimentally observed [17, 33], and chiral WQED
therefore presents a unique vantage point for exploring
the effects of retardation on superradiance, combining
the possibility of rigorous theoretical investigation with
a proximity to experiments.

In this Letter, we show that non-negligible photon
propagation times can significantly alter the collective
decay dynamics in a chiral WQED setting. Our simu-
lations, based on an exact master equation description,
reveal that retardation suppresses the characteristic su-
perradiant scaling of the peak emission rate, leading in-
stead to a plateau in peak emission along the chain of
waveguide-coupled atoms. This signals the emergence
of a maximum cooperative system size, resulting in lo-
cal rather than global synchronisation among the atoms.
We characterise this further by studying the atomic cor-
relations and supplement our numerical observations by
mean-field analyses. Finally, we demonstrate that suffi-
ciently long chains support sustained oscillatory dynam-
ics, resulting in a periodic emission of intensity bursts.

Model & exact master equation. —We consider a one-
dimensional linear waveguide and N two-level atoms cou-
pled chirally to the right-propagating guided modes, de-
scribed by the Hamiltonian (ℏ = 1) [27, 34–37]

H(t) = −iv
∫ ∞

−∞
dx b†(x)

∂

∂x
b(x)

+
√
ΓvΘ(t)

N∑

n=1

(
σ†nb(xn) + H.c.

)
,

(1)

where v > 0 is the group velocity of the guided modes,
Γ is the single-atom decay rate into the waveguide, and
xn denotes the position of the nth atom. We label the
atoms according to their position, with xn < xn+1.
Moving beyond the Markovian assumption of negligi-

ble photon propagation times typically requires explicit
simulation of the environment. However, in cascaded set-
tings such as the one considered here, the absence of
feedback from atoms further downstream allows us to
trace out the waveguide exactly. To this end, we in-
troduce a time-shifted picture, where the time axis for
atomic operators is shifted depending on the atomic po-
sition. Explicitly, for an arbitrary operator On acting on
the nth emitter, the relation between the Heisenberg pic-
ture and the time-shifted picture (denoted with a hat) is
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Ôn(t) = On(t − tn), where tn = (xN − xn)/v. Alterna-
tively, we can define the atomic density operator in the
time-shifted picture, ρ̂(t), which evolves as (see Supple-
mentary Material (SM) [38]),

∂tρ̂(t) =
∑

n

Θ(t− tn)Lnρ̂(t)

Lnρ̂(t) =
Γ

2
[σnρ̂(t), σ

†
n] + Γ

∑

m>n

[σnρ̂(t), σ
†
m] + H.c.

(2)

Although it is well established that delay times can be ac-
counted for through suitable frame transformations [32],
the physical consequences of this have hardly been ex-
plored. In particular, most previous works have focused
on steady-state properties or sufficiently long-time dy-
namics [23, 30, 31, 39, 40], for which time delays have no
significant impact. However, in the context of superradi-
ance, they play a crucial role.

In the following, we assume the emitters to be equidis-
tantly arranged with spacing d, and denote by τ = d/v
the time taken for photons to propagate between neigh-
bouring atoms. We focus on initial states with no pho-
tons in the waveguide and the emitters in a pure state
ρ(t = 0) = |ψ0⟩⟨ψ0|, where

|ψ0⟩ =
[
cos

(
θ0
2

)
|g⟩+ sin

(
θ0
2

)
|e⟩
]⊗N

. (3)

We study the collective decay of these states, after the
atom-photon coupling is turned on at time t = 0, as
accounted for by the heaviside step function Θ(t) in
Eq. (1). Specifically, we compute local emission rates
rn(t) = −∂t⟨σ†nσn⟩t, with ⟨. . .⟩t ≡ tr(. . . ρ(t)), noting
that the dynamics of any emitter is independent of the
presence of more emitters further downstream, so rn(t)
is insensitive to the total number of atoms N .

Even with the emitter-only description of the exact
dynamics through Eq. (2), its simulation still presents a
considerable computational challenge. In this work, we
tackle this problem using simulations based on the Trun-
catedWigner Approximation (TWA) [41–46] (see SM [38]
for details). In the large-N limit, Dicke superradiance is
known to consist of classical evolution driven by initial
quantum fluctuations [47], which aligns ideally with the
approximations of the TWA [48–54]. Since chiral interac-
tions and time delays break the permutation symmetry
of the Dicke problem, we further establish the accuracy
of our TWA simulations by benchmarking against quan-
tum trajectory simulations with Matrix Product States
(MPS), finding excellent agreement (see SM [38]).

Partially-inverted initial states. —In Fig. 1a, we show
emission dynamics for a partially-inverted initial state
(θ0 < π in Eq. (3)) for different time delays τ . We ob-
serve the characteristic signature of a superradiant burst,
namely a peak value rpkn of the site-n emission rate rn(t)
exceeding the single-atom maximum value, rpkn > Γ, at a

FIG. 1. Effect of retardation for a partially-inverted state
with θ0 = 0.7π, computed using TWA (markers) and MFT
(solid lines). (a) Local emission rate rn(t) at n = 200, evalu-
ated for various time delays τ . (b) Scaling of rpkn with n for
various τ , with the values of τ shown in panel (a) indicated by
the corresponding colours. (c) Comparison of the peak emis-
sion rate reff and time teff with the analytical predictions (4).

delayed peak emission time t = tpkn > 0. With respect to
the retardation-free case, the effect of the retardation is
to delay the peak emission further, resulting in a super-
radiant burst with a lower amplitude rpkn at a later time
tpkn . This reflects the fact that a non-negligible retarda-
tion time allows for atoms downstream to decay indepen-
dently before the light emitted from previous atoms im-
pinges on them, reducing the buildup of the superradiant
pulse along the waveguide. Note also that rn(t = 0) > Γ
for τ = 0, since a state (3) with θ0 < π contains (classi-
cal) correlations between atoms, however for τ > 0, their
effect can only manifest progressively.

In Fig. 1b, we show the scaling of the peak emission
rate rpkn with n. In the retardation-free case, we ob-
serve the Dicke scaling rpkn ∼ nΓ [1, 2], while for τ > 0,
the value of rpkn instead plateaus to a maximum effec-
tive emission rate reff . A similar effect can be seen for
the peak emission time tpkn , which plateaus to some teff .
This suggests that the competition between retardation
and cooperative emission leads to an effective maximum
number of atoms Neff which can contribute to the super-
radiant decay. This maximum cooperative system size
can be estimated by a self-consistency argument: the
time taken for photons emitted by the first atom to reach
the n-th atom along the waveguide is nτ , while this atom
decays superradiantly on a timescale ∼ 1/(nΓ). Equat-
ing these times, the effective number of atoms upstream
from the nth atom which can enhance its emission should
scale as Neff ∼ (Γτ)−1/2, such that the Dicke relations
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FIG. 2. (a)-(c) Same as Figs. 1a-c for a fully-inverted initial state, with n = 150 in (a). (d) Time-evolution of the correlator
C(n, n − j, t) at n = 150, for τ = 0 (top) and Γτ = 10−3 (bottom). In both panels, we overlay rn(t) for qualitative reference
and also indicate the peak emission time tpkn . In the lower panel, we also indicate the light cone. (e) Scaling of ξpkn with n
for increasing τ , with the values of τ shown in panel (a) indicated by the corresponding colours. (f) Scaling of the asymptotic
correlation length ξeff with τ , with the small-τ power law scaling indicated by the dashed line.

rpkn ∼ nΓ and tpkn ∼ 1/(nΓ) imply

reff ∼ (τ/Γ)−1/2 and teff ∼ (τ/Γ)1/2 . (4)

While these scalings were already proposed in Ref. [4],
we are now in a position to confirm them numerically. In
Fig. 1c, we show the dependence of reff and teff on τ , and
find that, indeed, at sufficiently small Γτ , the scalings (4)
are observed. At larger delays, however, we find that for
sufficiently large initial inversion angles θ0, the scalings
diverge from the prediction (4). This can be understood
by noting that the scalings rpkn ∼ nΓ and tpkn ∼ 1/(nΓ)
hold for n≫ 1, however at large Γτ the effective coopera-
tive system size Neff becomes small enough for these scal-
ings to break down. This effect is more pronounced for
larger θ0, where the asymptotic scalings are approached
more slowly.

Mean-field analysis. —For partially-inverted initial
states, the emission dynamics are also captured by a
mean field theory (MFT) description in the limit of
small delay times (Γτ ≪ 1), where the atomic array
can be treated as a continuous medium [1, 3, 4, 6–
8, 52]. We express ⟨σn⟩t = 1

2 sin θ(n,Γt) and ⟨σz
n⟩t =

− 1
2 cos θ(n,Γt), in terms of a continuous bivariate func-

tion θ(x, t) with dimensionless arguments obeying (see
SM [38] and Refs. [55, 56])

[
(Γτ)

∂2

∂t2
+

∂2

∂t∂x

]
θ(x, t) + sin θ(x, t) = 0 , (5)

with boundary conditions θ(x, 0) = θ(0, t) = θ0. A
numerical solution using the method of finite differ-
ences [57] shows excellent agreement of the emission dy-
namics with the TWA numerics for sufficiently small de-
lays (see Figs. 1a,b).

Moreover, Eq. (5) itself serves as a starting point for
some insightful scaling arguments: For τ = 0, Eq. (5)
becomes the Sine-Gordon equation [58] ∂t∂xθ(x, t) +
sin θ(x, t) = 0, which is symmetric under x ↔ t. With
our boundary conditions, it can be solved as θ(x, t) =
u(xt) with z u′′(z) + u′(z) + sinu(z) = 0, subject to
the initial conditions u(z = 0) = θ0 and u′(z = 0) =
− sin θ0 [4]. Note that this change of variables implies
θn(t) = θm(nt/m) and hence rn(t) = (n/m) rm(nt/m),
which is a statement of the scalings for the retardation-
free case assumed above. More generally, we can see
from Eq. (5) that the solution θ(x, t; τ) for a given de-
lay τ is related to the solution for a delay ατ (α > 0)
as θ(x, t;ατ) = θ(

√
αx, t/

√
α; τ). Defining the associ-

ated emission rate r(x, t; τ) = − 1
2 sin θ(x, t; τ)∂tθ(x, t; τ),

we can then see that r(x, t;ατ) = r(
√
αx, t/

√
α; τ)/

√
α.

From these relations, it follows directly that the asymp-
totic scalings in Eq. (4) are exact at the mean-field level
(see Fig. 1c) and the departure from these scalings at
larger Γτ is consistent with the breakdown of the contin-
uum approximation in this regime.

Fully-inverted initial state. —Beyond capturing depar-
tures from mean-field predictions, our numerics also allow
us to study the fully-inverted initial state |ψ0⟩ = |e⟩⊗N
conventionally considered in Dicke superradiance, which
is adynamical under Eq. (5), since the decay of this state
is initialised by vacuum fluctuations not accounted for
by MFT [47]. In Figs. 2a,b we see that the plateau ef-
fect described above for partially-inverted states man-
ifests analogously in this case. However, the scaling
of teff displays a significant divergence from the pre-
dicted scaling. This can be understood by noting that
the correct n-dependence of tpkn in the retardation-free
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case is actually given by tpkn = c1 log(c2n)/n, with some
constants c1, c2 [59]. Indeed, we find that the scaling
teff = c3(τ/Γ)

1/2 log(c4/(Γτ)) implied by this is a much
better fit (see Fig. 2c).

We now consider the implications of the emergent
maximum cooperative system size Neff for a chain of
N ≫ Neff atoms: intuitively, such a chain can be ex-
pected to “split” into individual regions of size ∼ Neff ,
each decaying superradiantly. As a starting point for
characterising this domain structure, we introduce the
multi-time correlator

C(n,m, t) = ⟨σ†n(t)σm(t− (n−m)τ)⟩0 , (6)

which is real-valued for the fully-inverted initial state. In
Fig. 2d, we show the time-evolution of C(n, n− j, t). In
the retardation-free case, we observe a buildup of corre-
lations around t ≈ tpkn , reflecting the emergent coherence
across the atoms known to accompany superradiant de-
cay [1, 2]. Contrary to the Dicke case, however, these
correlations are not uniform, but decrease with distance
j from the nth site.

The case of τ > 0 displays two important differences
with respect to the retardation-free case: Firstly, Fig. 2d
shows the emergence of a “light cone” structure, since
C(n, n − j, t) = 0 for t < jτ . Secondly, the correlations
at peak emission decay with j over shorter length scales
along the atomic array. To make this second observation
more quantitative, we note that for t ≤ tpkn , the cor-
relations are well-captured by a compressed exponential
fit C(n, n − j, t) = C0e

−(jd/ξn(t))α (see SM [38]), where
the fit parameter ξn(t) can be interpreted as a (time-
dependent) correlation length. In the retardation-free
case, we find that its value at t = tpkn , which we denote
by ξpkn = ξn(t = tpkn ), scales as ξpkn ∼ nd. For τ > 0, we
can see that ξpkn instead approaches a fixed asymptotic
value ξeff just like rpkn and tpkn (see Fig. 2e). This asymp-
totic n-independent correlation length provides a direct
signature of the formation of superradiant domains: it
implies that in a large system, any atom sufficiently far
along the chain can synchronise only across a finite range
∼ ξeff , leading to local rather than global collective de-
cay. Additionally, we find that ξeff displays the scaling
ξeff/d ∼ (Γτ)−1/2 at sufficiently small τ (see Fig. 2f), in
accordance with our interpretation of a maximum coop-
erative system size.

Multi-peak structure. —Finally, while in the preceding
discussion we have focused entirely on the properties of
the first maximum of rn(t), retardation also leads to in-
triguing novel features in the emission dynamics at later
times. For τ > 0, our preceding discussion has shown
that the evolution of all atoms sufficiently far down the
chain will be determined by an identical environment of a
fixed number of atoms further upstream. At the level of
the MFT, this can be formalised as θ(x→ ∞, t) = θ∞(t),
where θ∞(t) denotes the solution to the equation ob-
tained by dropping the spatial derivative in Eq. (5), i.e.

FIG. 3. Dynamics of the site-n emission rate rn(t) (top row)
and local field intensity In(t) (bottom row) for θ0 = π/2 and
Γτ = 5× 10−4, evaluated at various n using TWA (solid blue
lines). We also indicate the asymptotic mean-field predictions
(dashed black lines) and the time t = nτ (dashed gray lines).

(Γτ)θ̈∞(t) + sin θ∞(t) = 0. The solution to this equa-
tion can be obtained analytically (see SM [38]) and dis-
plays a periodic time-dependence: θ∞(t) oscillates be-
tween ±θ0, while the asymptotic (uniform) local emis-
sion rate r(x → ∞, t) = − 1

2 sin θ∞(t)θ̇∞(t) ≡ r∞(t) os-
cillates between ±reff . In Fig. 3, we compare this mean-
field prediction against our numerics by examining the
site-n emission rate rn(t) for n ≫ 1. We observe that
indeed rn(t) ≈ r∞(t) until a time t ∼ nτ , at which
point the finite-site effects propagating from the begin-
ning of the emitter chain reach the nth site. A similar n-
independent periodic behaviour can be seen for the field
intensity in the waveguide immediately after the nth site,
In(t) = ⟨b†(x+n )b(x+n )⟩t (with x+ ≡ x + 0+), which can
be expressed in terms of local emission rates as

In(t) =
1

v

∑

m≤n
Θ(t− (n−m)τ) rm(t− (n−m)τ) . (7)

Specifically, the oscillations in rn(t) are accompanied by a
sequence of emission bursts in In(t) ≈ I∞(t) (see Fig. 3).
The prediction of infinitely sustained periodic dynam-

ics in the thermodynamic limit raises intriguing ques-
tions. Firstly, the precise physical mechanisms underly-
ing the phenomenon remain to be understood. Secondly,
the fate of the oscillations beyond MFT is unclear, since
the errors due to neglected correlations at the mean-field
level accumulate over time, and in a many-body system
like the one considered here, thermalisation effects could
be expected to wash out coherent dynamics at late times.
We leave a detailed investigation of these questions to
future work, and emphasise here only that the dynam-
ics in Fig. 3 represent a departure from the well-studied
retardation-free superradiant dynamics.

Conclusion. —In this Letter, we have shown that non-
negligible photon propagation times can lead to striking
qualitative departures from the standard theory of su-
perradiance, by inhibiting the global synchronisation of
the atoms typically associated with superradiant decay.
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An effective maximum cooperative system size emerges,
which manifests in a suppression of the characteristic su-
perlinear scaling of the peak emission rate with system
size, and in the formation of locally synchronised super-
radiating domains. Building on a mean-field description,
we have also identified regimes in which retardation in-
duces sustained periodic atomic dynamics which manifest
in a regular sequence of emission bursts.

The contribution of our work is two-fold: Firstly, we
have provided a partial answer to the long-standing prob-
lem of superradiance in extended atomic media, relying
on sophisticated numerical simulations beyond qualita-
tive conjectures. In doing so, we have also identified the
setting of slow-light chiral WQED as a potential experi-
mental platform for exploring this regime in a controlled
manner. Secondly, our results provide a first glimpse into
the varied phenomena that could be observed in collec-
tive decay dynamics beyond the Markov approximation.
Suitably structured photonic environments can give rise
to a host of non-Markovian phenomena, which have only
been explored in the single-excitation regime [60–65], and
our work is a timely addition to the nascent research ef-
fort to explore the many-body dynamics of such systems.
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[56] G. Calajó and D. E. Chang, Emergence of solitons from
many-body photon bound states in quantum nonlinear
media, Physical Review Research 4, 023026 (2022).

[57] H. Le Dret and B. Lucquin, Partial Differential Equa-
tions: Modeling, Analysis and Numerical Approximation
(Springer International Publishing, 2016).

[58] P. G. Drazin and R. S. Johnson, Solitons: An Introduc-
tion, 2nd ed., Cambridge Texts in Applied Mathematics
(Cambridge University Press, 1989).

[59] D. Malz, R. Trivedi, and J. I. Cirac, Large-N limit of
Dicke superradiance, Physical Review A 106, 013716
(2022).



7
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de Bruxelles October 28 to November 4, 1991 (Springer
Berlin Heidelberg, 1993).

[71] A. J. Daley, Quantum trajectories and open many-body
quantum systems, Advances in Physics 63, 77 (2014).

[72] J. Dalibard, Y. Castin, and K. Mølmer, Wave-function
approach to dissipative processes in quantum optics,
Physical Review Letters 68, 580 (1992).

[73] I. P. McCulloch, From density-matrix renormalization
group to matrix product states, Journal of Statistical Me-
chanics: Theory and Experiment 2007, P10014 (2007).
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S1. EXACT MASTER EQUATION IN TIME-SHIFTED PICTURE

The goal of this section is to derive the master equation in the main text. The starting point for this derivation is
the Heisenberg equation of motion under the atom-waveguide Hamiltonian for an arbitrary emitter operator O(t),

Ȯ(t) = i
√
ΓvΘ(t)

∑

n

(
[σ†n(t), O(t)]b(xn, t) + b†(xn, t)[σn(t), O(t)]

)
. (1)

Note that the Hamiltonian can also be expressed in terms of waveguide modes b(k) =
∫∞
−∞ dx e−ikxb(x)/

√
2π with

well-defined momenta k as H(t) = Hwg +Θ(t)
∑N

n=1Hn, where

Hwg = v

∫ ∞

−∞
dk k b†(k)b(k) and Hn =

√
Γv

2π

∫ ∞

−∞
dk
(
eikxnσ†nb(k) + H.c.

)
. (2)

From this expression, we can derive the Heisenberg equations of motion for the waveguide modes,

∂tb(k, t) = −ivk b(k, t)− i

√
Γv

2π
Θ(t)

∑

n

e−ikxnσn(t) , (3)

which can be integrated with respect to time to obtain

b(k, t) = e−ivkt b(k, 0)− i

√
Γv

2π

∑

n

e−ikxn

∫ t

0

ds e−ivk(t−s)σn(t) . (4)

The time-evolved real-space modes can be obtained by means of a Fourier transform, b(x, t) =
∫∞
−∞ dk eikxb(k, t)/

√
2π.

Evaluated at the emitter positions x = xn, they are given by [1–3]

b(xn, t) = b(xn − vt, 0)− i

2

√
Γ

v
Θ(t)σn(t)− i

√
Γ

v

∑

m<n

Θ(t− tm + tn)σm(t− tm + tn) . (5)

The first term corresponds to the free evolution of the waveguide modes, i.e., in the absence of emitters. For a
nonzero coupling Γ > 0, the field at position xn starts to depend on the state of the atoms further upstream after
the corresponding delay times, tmn = tm − tn = (xn − xm)/v, for 1 ≤ m ≤ n. Substituting Eq. (5) into Eq. (1), we
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realize that the evolution of an operator on the nth emitter, On(t), depends on operators of other emitters further
upstream, evaluated at earlier times,

∂tOn(t) = i
√
ΓvΘ(t)

(
[σ†n(t), On(t)]

{
b(xn − vt, 0)− i

2

√
Γ

v
σn(t)− i

√
Γ

v

∑

m<n

Θ(t− tmn)σm(t− tmn)

}
+ · · ·

)
. (6)

The different time-dependencies can be neatly accommodated by defining time-shifted local operators, Ôn(t) = On(t−
tn). These operators in the time-shifted picture obey

∂tÔn(t) = i
√
ΓvΘ(t− tn)

(
[σ̂†n(t), Ôn(t)]

{
b(xN − vt, 0)− i

2

√
Γ

v
σ̂n(t)− i

√
Γ

v

∑

m<n

Θ(t− tm)σ̂m(t)

}
+ · · ·

)
, (7)

where now all atomic operators are evaluated at the same time. One can think of the definition of time-shifted
operators as a frame transformation to the time-shifted picture, where operators evolve as

Ô(t) = V †(t)OV (t) , V (t) = T→
{
exp

(
i

∫ t

0

H ′(s)ds

)}
. (8)

Here, O is an arbitrary operator in the Schrödinger picture, and Ô(t) is the corresponding operator in the time-
shifted picture. Moreover, H ′(t) is a time-dependent Hamiltonian in which emitters are coupled to the waveguide
consecutively, starting with the last emitter and ending with the first emitter,

H ′(t) = Hwg +
∑

n

Θ(t− tn)Hn , (9)

and T→ {. . . } denotes the anti-time-ordered product of the operators inside the curled brackets, such that

V (t) =





UN (t) , 0 < t ≤ tN−1
UN (tN−1)UN−1(t− tN−1) , tN−1 < t ≤ tN−2

...

UN (tN−1)UN−1(tN−2 − tN−1) · · ·U1(t− t1) , t > t1

, (10)

where Um(t) = exp(−it(Hwg +
∑

j≥mHj)). From Eq. (6), we can understand how this transformation produces the

desired result when applied to local atomic operators. First of all, any On commutes with all Um(t) with m > n, so

Ôn(t) = On for t ≤ tn. Second, since any On(t) starts to depend on mth-emitter operators (m ≤ n) only for t > tmn,

U†m(t)OnUm(t) = U†m−1(t)OnUm−1(t) , for 0 < t ≤ tm−1 − tn and m ≤ n . (11)

All the different Eqs. (7), for n = 1, . . . , N , can be combined into a single one, which reads

∂tÔn(t) = i
√
Γv
∑

m

Θ(t− tm)
(
[σ̂†m(t), Ôn(t)]b(xm, t− tm) + b†(xm, t− tm)[σ̂m(t), Ôn(t)]

)
, (12)

noting that local, time-shifted operators of different atoms evaluated at the same time commute, [Ôm(t), Ôn(t)] = 0
for all m,n. In fact, Eq. (12) holds for arbitrary (possibly non-local) atomic operators in the time-shifted picture,

Ô(t) = Ô1(t)Ô2(t) · · · ÔN (t), noting that for t > tm,

[Ôn(t), b(xm, t− tm)] = [On(t− tn), b(xm, t− tm)]

=

{
U†1 (t− tn)[On(0), b(xm, tnm)]U1(t− tn) , tn > tm
U†1 (t− tm)[On(tmn), b(xm, 0)]U1(t− tn) , tm > tn

= 0 ,

where the last equality follows from the expression of the waveguide field, Eq. (5), and the equations of motion of
local atomic operators, Eqs. (6). For tn > tm, b(xm, t) only starts to depend on any On(0) for t > tnm; and, similarly,
for tm > tn, On(t) starts to depend on b(xm, 0) only for t > tmn.
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<latexit sha1_base64="TLcmrBd+4ldxR3xDUQ8PEFtkhFY=">AAAB6nicbVBNS8NAEJ34WetX1aOXpUXwYklE1GPBiyepaD+gDWWznbRLN5uwuxFK6E/w4kERr/4ib/4bt20O2vpg4PHeDDPzgkRwbVz321lZXVvf2CxsFbd3dvf2SweHTR2nimGDxSJW7YBqFFxiw3AjsJ0opFEgsBWMbqZ+6wmV5rF8NOME/YgOJA85o8ZKD3dnXq9UcavuDGSZeDmpQI56r/TV7ccsjVAaJqjWHc9NjJ9RZTgTOCl2U40JZSM6wI6lkkao/Wx26oScWKVPwljZkobM1N8TGY20HkeB7YyoGepFbyr+53VSE177GZdJalCy+aIwFcTEZPo36XOFzIixJZQpbm8lbEgVZcamU7QheIsvL5PmedW7rHr3F5VaOY+jAMdQhlPw4ApqcAt1aACDATzDK7w5wnlx3p2PeeuKk88cwR84nz94A40q</latexit>

N � 1
<latexit sha1_base64="KYf2i471eDTbnAOa6ud5f00lr5A=">AAAB6HicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LC2Cp5KIqMeCF48t2A9oQ9lsJ+3azSbsboQS+gu8eFDEqz/Jm//GbZuDtj4YeLw3w8y8IBFcG9f9dgobm1vbO8Xd0t7+weFR+fikreNUMWyxWMSqG1CNgktsGW4EdhOFNAoEdoLJ3dzvPKHSPJYPZpqgH9GR5CFn1Fip6Q3KVbfmLkDWiZeTKuRoDMpf/WHM0gilYYJq3fPcxPgZVYYzgbNSP9WYUDahI+xZKmmE2s8Wh87IuVWGJIyVLWnIQv09kdFI62kU2M6ImrFe9ebif14vNeGtn3GZpAYlWy4KU0FMTOZfkyFXyIyYWkKZ4vZWwsZUUWZsNiUbgrf68jppX9a865rXvKrWK3kcRTiDClyABzdQh3toQAsYIDzDK7w5j86L8+58LFsLTj5zCn/gfP4AcvWMmw==</latexit>

1
<latexit sha1_base64="XZdNDrJHmY2BOHwnhiXMfpOYzoY=">AAAB6HicbVBNS8NAEJ34WetX1aOXpUXwVBIR9Vjw4klasB/QhrLZTtq1m03Y3Qgl9Bd48aCIV3+SN/+N2zYHbX0w8Hhvhpl5QSK4Nq777aytb2xubRd2irt7+weHpaPjlo5TxbDJYhGrTkA1Ci6xabgR2EkU0igQ2A7GtzO//YRK81g+mEmCfkSHkoecUWOlxn2/VHGr7hxklXg5qUCOer/01RvELI1QGiao1l3PTYyfUWU4Ezgt9lKNCWVjOsSupZJGqP1sfuiUnFllQMJY2ZKGzNXfExmNtJ5Ege2MqBnpZW8m/ud1UxPe+BmXSWpQssWiMBXExGT2NRlwhcyIiSWUKW5vJWxEFWXGZlO0IXjLL6+S1kXVu6p6jctKrZzHUYBTKMM5eHANNbiDOjSBAcIzvMKb8+i8OO/Ox6J1zclnTuAPnM8fnumMuA==</latexit>

N
<latexit sha1_base64="TLcmrBd+4ldxR3xDUQ8PEFtkhFY=">AAAB6nicbVBNS8NAEJ34WetX1aOXpUXwYklE1GPBiyepaD+gDWWznbRLN5uwuxFK6E/w4kERr/4ib/4bt20O2vpg4PHeDDPzgkRwbVz321lZXVvf2CxsFbd3dvf2SweHTR2nimGDxSJW7YBqFFxiw3AjsJ0opFEgsBWMbqZ+6wmV5rF8NOME/YgOJA85o8ZKD3dnXq9UcavuDGSZeDmpQI56r/TV7ccsjVAaJqjWHc9NjJ9RZTgTOCl2U40JZSM6wI6lkkao/Wx26oScWKVPwljZkobM1N8TGY20HkeB7YyoGepFbyr+53VSE177GZdJalCy+aIwFcTEZPo36XOFzIixJZQpbm8lbEgVZcamU7QheIsvL5PmedW7rHr3F5VaOY+jAMdQhlPw4ApqcAt1aACDATzDK7w5wnlx3p2PeeuKk88cwR84nz94A40q</latexit>

N � 1
<latexit sha1_base64="KYf2i471eDTbnAOa6ud5f00lr5A=">AAAB6HicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LC2Cp5KIqMeCF48t2A9oQ9lsJ+3azSbsboQS+gu8eFDEqz/Jm//GbZuDtj4YeLw3w8y8IBFcG9f9dgobm1vbO8Xd0t7+weFR+fikreNUMWyxWMSqG1CNgktsGW4EdhOFNAoEdoLJ3dzvPKHSPJYPZpqgH9GR5CFn1Fip6Q3KVbfmLkDWiZeTKuRoDMpf/WHM0gilYYJq3fPcxPgZVYYzgbNSP9WYUDahI+xZKmmE2s8Wh87IuVWGJIyVLWnIQv09kdFI62kU2M6ImrFe9ebif14vNeGtn3GZpAYlWy4KU0FMTOZfkyFXyIyYWkKZ4vZWwsZUUWZsNiUbgrf68jppX9a865rXvKrWK3kcRTiDClyABzdQh3toQAsYIDzDK7w5j86L8+58LFsLTj5zCn/gfP4AcvWMmw==</latexit>

1
<latexit sha1_base64="XZdNDrJHmY2BOHwnhiXMfpOYzoY=">AAAB6HicbVBNS8NAEJ34WetX1aOXpUXwVBIR9Vjw4klasB/QhrLZTtq1m03Y3Qgl9Bd48aCIV3+SN/+N2zYHbX0w8Hhvhpl5QSK4Nq777aytb2xubRd2irt7+weHpaPjlo5TxbDJYhGrTkA1Ci6xabgR2EkU0igQ2A7GtzO//YRK81g+mEmCfkSHkoecUWOlxn2/VHGr7hxklXg5qUCOer/01RvELI1QGiao1l3PTYyfUWU4Ezgt9lKNCWVjOsSupZJGqP1sfuiUnFllQMJY2ZKGzNXfExmNtJ5Ege2MqBnpZW8m/ud1UxPe+BmXSWpQssWiMBXExGT2NRlwhcyIiSWUKW5vJWxEFWXGZlO0IXjLL6+S1kXVu6p6jctKrZzHUYBTKMM5eHANNbiDOjSBAcIzvMKb8+i8OO/Ox6J1zclnTuAPnM8fnumMuA==</latexit>

N
<latexit sha1_base64="TLcmrBd+4ldxR3xDUQ8PEFtkhFY=">AAAB6nicbVBNS8NAEJ34WetX1aOXpUXwYklE1GPBiyepaD+gDWWznbRLN5uwuxFK6E/w4kERr/4ib/4bt20O2vpg4PHeDDPzgkRwbVz321lZXVvf2CxsFbd3dvf2SweHTR2nimGDxSJW7YBqFFxiw3AjsJ0opFEgsBWMbqZ+6wmV5rF8NOME/YgOJA85o8ZKD3dnXq9UcavuDGSZeDmpQI56r/TV7ccsjVAaJqjWHc9NjJ9RZTgTOCl2U40JZSM6wI6lkkao/Wx26oScWKVPwljZkobM1N8TGY20HkeB7YyoGepFbyr+53VSE177GZdJalCy+aIwFcTEZPo36XOFzIixJZQpbm8lbEgVZcamU7QheIsvL5PmedW7rHr3F5VaOY+jAMdQhlPw4ApqcAt1aACDATzDK7w5wnlx3p2PeeuKk88cwR84nz94A40q</latexit>

N � 1
<latexit sha1_base64="KYf2i471eDTbnAOa6ud5f00lr5A=">AAAB6HicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LC2Cp5KIqMeCF48t2A9oQ9lsJ+3azSbsboQS+gu8eFDEqz/Jm//GbZuDtj4YeLw3w8y8IBFcG9f9dgobm1vbO8Xd0t7+weFR+fikreNUMWyxWMSqG1CNgktsGW4EdhOFNAoEdoLJ3dzvPKHSPJYPZpqgH9GR5CFn1Fip6Q3KVbfmLkDWiZeTKuRoDMpf/WHM0gilYYJq3fPcxPgZVYYzgbNSP9WYUDahI+xZKmmE2s8Wh87IuVWGJIyVLWnIQv09kdFI62kU2M6ImrFe9ebif14vNeGtn3GZpAYlWy4KU0FMTOZfkyFXyIyYWkKZ4vZWwsZUUWZsNiUbgrf68jppX9a865rXvKrWK3kcRTiDClyABzdQh3toQAsYIDzDK7w5j86L8+58LFsLTj5zCn/gfP4AcvWMmw==</latexit>

1

<latexit sha1_base64="hZtDoGCWLTFqa0IBWCJUDLY+7GA="></latexit>

@t⇢̂(t) = LN ⇢̂(t)
<latexit sha1_base64="6QaSeBDv8vlg2eRwmhhZAuHyRH8="></latexit>

@t⇢̂(t) = (LN�1 + LN ) ⇢̂(t)
<latexit sha1_base64="3ue4ZvxSkMelj1tBRSQUnyU69eE="></latexit>

@t⇢̂(t) = (L1 + . . .+ LN�1 + LN ) ⇢̂(t)

…
<latexit sha1_base64="WFp8Hslrz6ZZll4uX1gM4AUjf/Y=">AAAB6nicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LFbBU0lE1ItQ8OKxov2ANpTNdtMu3WzC7kQooT/BiwdFvPqLvPlv3LY5aOuDgcd7M8zMCxIpDLrut1NYWV1b3yhulra2d3b3yvsHTROnmvEGi2Ws2wE1XArFGyhQ8naiOY0CyVvB6Hbqt564NiJWjzhOuB/RgRKhYBSt9IA3bq9ccavuDGSZeDmpQI56r/zV7ccsjbhCJqkxHc9N0M+oRsEkn5S6qeEJZSM64B1LFY248bPZqRNyapU+CWNtSyGZqb8nMhoZM44C2xlRHJpFbyr+53VSDK/9TKgkRa7YfFGYSoIxmf5N+kJzhnJsCWVa2FsJG1JNGdp0SjYEb/HlZdI8r3qXVe/+olI7yeMowhEcwxl4cAU1uIM6NIDBAJ7hFd4c6bw4787HvLXg5DOH8AfO5w/JTY1h</latexit>

t = 0
<latexit sha1_base64="Z1vLmgWHlJzYFfHhWjSyOPg81/s=">AAAB6HicbVBNS8NAEN3Ur1q/qh69LFbBU0lE1GPBi8cW7Ae0oWy2k3btZhN2J0IJ/QVePCji1Z/kzX/jts1BWx8MPN6bYWZekEhh0HW/ncLa+sbmVnG7tLO7t39QPjxqmTjVHJo8lrHuBMyAFAqaKFBCJ9HAokBCOxjfzfz2E2gjYvWAkwT8iA2VCAVnaKUG9ssVt+rOQVeJl5MKyVHvl796g5inESjkkhnT9dwE/YxpFFzCtNRLDSSMj9kQupYqFoHxs/mhU3pulQENY21LIZ2rvycyFhkziQLbGTEcmWVvJv7ndVMMb/1MqCRFUHyxKEwlxZjOvqYDoYGjnFjCuBb2VspHTDOONpuSDcFbfnmVtC6r3nXVa1xVamd5HEVyQk7JBfHIDamRe1InTcIJkGfySt6cR+fFeXc+Fq0FJ585Jn/gfP4A2RuM4A==</latexit>

t
<latexit sha1_base64="JJj0XIVq6Prcf5zuOxYfIxsrI0s=">AAAB8HicbVDLSgNBEOyNrxhfUY9eBqPgxbArol6EgBdPEsE8JFnC7GQ2GTI7u8z0CmHJV3jxoIhXP8ebf+PkcdDEgoaiqpvuriCRwqDrfju5peWV1bX8emFjc2t7p7i7VzdxqhmvsVjGuhlQw6VQvIYCJW8mmtMokLwRDG7GfuOJayNi9YDDhPsR7SkRCkbRSo94jZ3s7tQbdYolt+xOQBaJNyMlmKHaKX61uzFLI66QSWpMy3MT9DOqUTDJR4V2anhC2YD2eMtSRSNu/Gxy8IgcW6VLwljbUkgm6u+JjEbGDKPAdkYU+2beG4v/ea0Uwys/EypJkSs2XRSmkmBMxt+TrtCcoRxaQpkW9lbC+lRThjajgg3Bm395kdTPyt5F2bs/L1WOZnHk4QAO4QQ8uIQK3EIVasAggmd4hTdHOy/Ou/Mxbc05s5l9+APn8wcm3I/k</latexit>

t = tN�1
<latexit sha1_base64="J2HRzPCiOZlsPal2xcGIUnu36zs=">AAAB8HicbVDLSgNBEOz1GeMr6tHLYBS8GHaDqBch4MWTRDAPSZYwO5lNhszsLjO9QljyFV48KOLVz/Hm3zh5HDSxoKGo6qa7K0ikMOi6387S8srq2npuI7+5tb2zW9jbr5s41YzXWCxj3Qyo4VJEvIYCJW8mmlMVSN4IBjdjv/HEtRFx9IDDhPuK9iIRCkbRSo94jZ3s7qw86hSKbsmdgCwSb0aKMEO1U/hqd2OWKh4hk9SYlucm6GdUo2CSj/Lt1PCEsgHt8ZalEVXc+Nnk4BE5sUqXhLG2FSGZqL8nMqqMGarAdiqKfTPvjcX/vFaK4ZWfiShJkUdsuihMJcGYjL8nXaE5Qzm0hDIt7K2E9ammDG1GeRuCN//yIqmXS95Fybs/L1aOZ3Hk4BCO4BQ8uIQK3EIVasBAwTO8wpujnRfn3fmYti45s5kD+APn8wcoYY/l</latexit>

t = tN�2
<latexit sha1_base64="Msu0db6Nj4b4wH+JVraY3Tg7am8=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LFbBU0lE1ItQ8OKxgrGFNpTNdtMu3WzC7kQoob/BiwdFvPqDvPlv3LY5aOuDgcd7M8zMC1MpDLrut1NaWV1b3yhvVra2d3b3qvsHjybJNOM+S2Si2yE1XArFfRQoeTvVnMah5K1wdDv1W09cG5GoBxynPIjpQIlIMIpW8vEGe16vWnPr7gxkmXgFqUGBZq/61e0nLIu5QiapMR3PTTHIqUbBJJ9UupnhKWUjOuAdSxWNuQny2bETcmqVPokSbUshmam/J3IaGzOOQ9sZUxyaRW8q/ud1Moyug1yoNEOu2HxRlEmCCZl+TvpCc4ZybAllWthbCRtSTRnafCo2BG/x5WXyeF73Luve/UWtcVLEUYYjOIYz8OAKGnAHTfCBgYBneIU3RzkvzrvzMW8tOcXMIfyB8/kDVzaOSQ==</latexit>

t = t1

… … …

<latexit sha1_base64="lAhgorD1e4vKJDjz7YKub2noiCU=">AAACBXicdVDLSgMxFM34rPVVdamLYBXqZpipbWdcCAU3LkQq2Ae0w5BJM21o5kGSEcrQjRt/xY0LRdz6D+78G9OHUEUPBE7OuZd77/FiRoU0jE9tYXFpeWU1s5Zd39jc2s7t7DZElHBM6jhiEW95SBBGQ1KXVDLSijlBgcdI0xtcjP3mHeGCRuGtHMbECVAvpD7FSCrJzR10AiT7GLH0alSQJ+dzX/fazeUNvXxm2VYRGnqlZJ9aZUVso2xZBjR1Y4I8mKHm5j463QgnAQklZkiItmnE0kkRlxQzMsp2EkFihAeoR9qKhiggwkknV4zgsVK60I+4eqGEE3W+I0WBEMPAU5XjJcVvbyz+5bUT6dtOSsM4kSTE00F+wqCM4DgS2KWcYMmGiiDMqdoV4j7iCEsVXFaF8H0p/J80irpZ0c2bUr56NIsjA/bBISgAE1igCi5BDdQBBvfgETyDF+1Be9Jetbdp6YI269kDP6C9fwHIE5iw</latexit>L(t) = LN

<latexit sha1_base64="qbn2YkLc4wukMqnlB1i68aT/034="></latexit>L(t) = LN�1 + LN

<latexit sha1_base64="drUTTdvJPBSiw0p6hymZ2FePEe8="></latexit>L(t) = L1 + . . .LN�1 + LN

<latexit sha1_base64="N6hpklcdOA/InNafk1edOVFA4zE=">AAAB6nicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LFbBU0lE1GPBi8eK9gPaUDbbSbt0swm7G7GE/gQvHhTx6i/y5r9x2+agrQ8GHu/NMDMvSATXxnW/ncLK6tr6RnGztLW9s7tX3j9o6jhVDBssFrFqB1Sj4BIbhhuB7UQhjQKBrWB0M/Vbj6g0j+WDGSfoR3QgecgZNVa6f+p5vXLFrbozkGXi5aQCOeq98le3H7M0QmmYoFp3PDcxfkaV4UzgpNRNNSaUjegAO5ZKGqH2s9mpE3JqlT4JY2VLGjJTf09kNNJ6HAW2M6JmqBe9qfif10lNeO1nXCapQcnmi8JUEBOT6d+kzxUyI8aWUKa4vZWwIVWUGZtOyYbgLb68TJrnVe+y6t1dVGoneRxFOIJjOAMPrqAGt1CHBjAYwDO8wpsjnBfn3fmYtxacfOYQ/sD5/AEEoo2I</latexit>x1
<latexit sha1_base64="W1VLc+MODaUVAHjiGOFFqwUxoG0=">AAAB7nicbVBNS8NAEJ34WetX1aOXxSp4sSQi6rHgxZNUsB/QhrLZTtqlm03Y3Ygl9Ed48aCIV3+PN/+N2zYHbX0w8Hhvhpl5QSK4Nq777Swtr6yurRc2iptb2zu7pb39ho5TxbDOYhGrVkA1Ci6xbrgR2EoU0igQ2AyGNxO/+YhK81g+mFGCfkT7koecUWOl5lM3uzvzxt1S2a24U5BF4uWkDDlq3dJXpxezNEJpmKBatz03MX5GleFM4LjYSTUmlA1pH9uWShqh9rPpuWNyYpUeCWNlSxoyVX9PZDTSehQFtjOiZqDnvYn4n9dOTXjtZ1wmqUHJZovCVBATk8nvpMcVMiNGllCmuL2VsAFVlBmbUNGG4M2/vEga5xXvsuLdX5Srx3kcBTiEIzgFD66gCrdQgzowGMIzvMKbkzgvzrvzMWtdcvKZA/gD5/MH0XWPIw==</latexit>xN�1

<latexit sha1_base64="wNTn0hy4WE8Vcm7INRm8GViDS54=">AAAB6nicbVBNS8NAEJ34WetX1aOXxSp4KomIeix48SQV7Qe0oWy2m3bpZhN2J2IJ/QlePCji1V/kzX/jts1BWx8MPN6bYWZekEhh0HW/naXlldW19cJGcXNre2e3tLffMHGqGa+zWMa6FVDDpVC8jgIlbyWa0yiQvBkMryd+85FrI2L1gKOE+xHtKxEKRtFK90/d226p7FbcKcgi8XJShhy1bumr04tZGnGFTFJj2p6boJ9RjYJJPi52UsMTyoa0z9uWKhpx42fTU8fkxCo9EsbalkIyVX9PZDQyZhQFtjOiODDz3kT8z2unGF75mVBJilyx2aIwlQRjMvmb9ITmDOXIEsq0sLcSNqCaMrTpFG0I3vzLi6RxVvEuKt7debl6nMdRgEM4glPw4BKqcAM1qAODPjzDK7w50nlx3p2PWeuSk88cwB84nz8wlo2l</latexit>xN
<latexit sha1_base64="N6hpklcdOA/InNafk1edOVFA4zE=">AAAB6nicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LFbBU0lE1GPBi8eK9gPaUDbbSbt0swm7G7GE/gQvHhTx6i/y5r9x2+agrQ8GHu/NMDMvSATXxnW/ncLK6tr6RnGztLW9s7tX3j9o6jhVDBssFrFqB1Sj4BIbhhuB7UQhjQKBrWB0M/Vbj6g0j+WDGSfoR3QgecgZNVa6f+p5vXLFrbozkGXi5aQCOeq98le3H7M0QmmYoFp3PDcxfkaV4UzgpNRNNSaUjegAO5ZKGqH2s9mpE3JqlT4JY2VLGjJTf09kNNJ6HAW2M6JmqBe9qfif10lNeO1nXCapQcnmi8JUEBOT6d+kzxUyI8aWUKa4vZWwIVWUGZtOyYbgLb68TJrnVe+y6t1dVGoneRxFOIJjOAMPrqAGt1CHBjAYwDO8wpsjnBfn3fmYtxacfOYQ/sD5/AEEoo2I</latexit>x1

<latexit sha1_base64="W1VLc+MODaUVAHjiGOFFqwUxoG0=">AAAB7nicbVBNS8NAEJ34WetX1aOXxSp4sSQi6rHgxZNUsB/QhrLZTtqlm03Y3Ygl9Ed48aCIV3+PN/+N2zYHbX0w8Hhvhpl5QSK4Nq777Swtr6yurRc2iptb2zu7pb39ho5TxbDOYhGrVkA1Ci6xbrgR2EoU0igQ2AyGNxO/+YhK81g+mFGCfkT7koecUWOl5lM3uzvzxt1S2a24U5BF4uWkDDlq3dJXpxezNEJpmKBatz03MX5GleFM4LjYSTUmlA1pH9uWShqh9rPpuWNyYpUeCWNlSxoyVX9PZDTSehQFtjOiZqDnvYn4n9dOTXjtZ1wmqUHJZovCVBATk8nvpMcVMiNGllCmuL2VsAFVlBmbUNGG4M2/vEga5xXvsuLdX5Srx3kcBTiEIzgFD66gCrdQgzowGMIzvMKbkzgvzrvzMWtdcvKZA/gD5/MH0XWPIw==</latexit>xN�1
<latexit sha1_base64="wNTn0hy4WE8Vcm7INRm8GViDS54=">AAAB6nicbVBNS8NAEJ34WetX1aOXxSp4KomIeix48SQV7Qe0oWy2m3bpZhN2J2IJ/QlePCji1V/kzX/jts1BWx8MPN6bYWZekEhh0HW/naXlldW19cJGcXNre2e3tLffMHGqGa+zWMa6FVDDpVC8jgIlbyWa0yiQvBkMryd+85FrI2L1gKOE+xHtKxEKRtFK90/d226p7FbcKcgi8XJShhy1bumr04tZGnGFTFJj2p6boJ9RjYJJPi52UsMTyoa0z9uWKhpx42fTU8fkxCo9EsbalkIyVX9PZDQyZhQFtjOiODDz3kT8z2unGF75mVBJilyx2aIwlQRjMvmb9ITmDOXIEsq0sLcSNqCaMrTpFG0I3vzLi6RxVvEuKt7debl6nMdRgEM4glPw4BKqcAM1qAODPjzDK7w50nlx3p2PWeuSk88cwB84nz8wlo2l</latexit>xN

<latexit sha1_base64="N6hpklcdOA/InNafk1edOVFA4zE=">AAAB6nicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LFbBU0lE1GPBi8eK9gPaUDbbSbt0swm7G7GE/gQvHhTx6i/y5r9x2+agrQ8GHu/NMDMvSATXxnW/ncLK6tr6RnGztLW9s7tX3j9o6jhVDBssFrFqB1Sj4BIbhhuB7UQhjQKBrWB0M/Vbj6g0j+WDGSfoR3QgecgZNVa6f+p5vXLFrbozkGXi5aQCOeq98le3H7M0QmmYoFp3PDcxfkaV4UzgpNRNNSaUjegAO5ZKGqH2s9mpE3JqlT4JY2VLGjJTf09kNNJ6HAW2M6JmqBe9qfif10lNeO1nXCapQcnmi8JUEBOT6d+kzxUyI8aWUKa4vZWwIVWUGZtOyYbgLb68TJrnVe+y6t1dVGoneRxFOIJjOAMPrqAGt1CHBjAYwDO8wpsjnBfn3fmYtxacfOYQ/sD5/AEEoo2I</latexit>x1
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FIG. 1. Schematic illustration of time-evolution in the time-shifted picture, viewed as the piecewise retardation-free dynamics
of increasingly larger systems through the sequential inclusion of sites further upstream.

We can now derive a master equation for the reduced atomic density operator ρ̂(t) = trwg{V (t)χ(0)V †(t)}, as
follows. Tracing Eq. (12) with χ(0) = ρ(0)⊗ |vac⟩⟨vac|, so that terms ∝ b(x, 0) and ∝ b†(x, 0) vanish, and using the
cyclic properties of the trace, we arrive at

∂t⟨Ô(t)⟩ = Γ tr

{
O
∑

n

(
1

2
Θ(t− tn)[σnρ̂(t), σ

†
n] +

∑

m<n

Θ(t− tm)[σmρ̂(t), σ
†
n] + H.c.

)}
. (13)

Since this equation is valid for any atomic operator, O, it implies the master equation stated in the main text for
the reduced atomic density operator, with a time-dependent Liouvillian L(t) =

∑
n Θ(t − tn)Ln, that involves an

increasing number of emitters, as shown schematically in Fig. 1.
When computing expectation values in the physical (un-shifted) frame, the time shift must be accounted for and

reversed. For instance, one-time correlators between emitters take the form of two-time correlators in the time-shifted
frame and vice versa. Specifically, we can define the correlator (as in the main text)

C(n,m, t) = ⟨σ†n(t)σm(t− (n−m)τ)⟩0 = tr{σ†nσmρ̂(t+ (N − n)τ)} . (14)

The occupations of the n-th emitter at time t in the un-shifted frame are given by C(n, n, t) (i.e. occupation of the
n-th emitter at time t+ (N − n)τ in the time-shifted frame). Furthermore, an expression for the site-n emission rate
rn(t) = −∂tC(n, n, t) can be computed by substituting O = σ†nσn in Eq. (12) to obtain

rn(t) = Γ

{
C(n, n, t) + 2

∑

m<n

Θ(t− (n−m)τ)ReC(n,m, t)

}
. (15)

From the above expressions, it is evident that in order to obtain the site-N emission rate rN (t) up to some time t, we
need to record one-time correlations in the time-shifted frame up to time t+ (N − 1)τ .

Note that more general multi-time correlation functions in the time-shifted frame can also be computed. For
example, let us consider ⟨Â(t′)B̂(t)⟩, for t′ > t, where Â(t) and B̂(t) represent atomic operators in the time-shifted

frame. It is easy to see that ρ̂B(t) = trwg{V (t)B̂(t′)χ(0)V †(t)} fulfills the same master equation as ρ̂(t), noting that

[b(xN − vt, 0), B̂(t′)] = 0 for all n. Thus, ⟨Â(t′)B̂(t)⟩ = tr{AV(t, t′)[Bρ̂(t′)]}, for t > t′, with

V(t, t′) = T←
{
exp

(∫ t

t′
L(s) ds

)}
, (16)

where T← {. . . } denotes the usual time-ordered product of the operators inside the brackets. Similarly, for t′ > t,

⟨Â(t′)B̂(t)⟩ = tr{BV(t′, t)[ρ̂(t)A]}.

S2. DETAILS ON NUMERICAL SIMULATIONS

In this section, we provide details on the numerical simulations employed in our work. We first review the exact
simulations based on quantum trajectories with Matrix Product States (MPSs). This approach has previously proved
successful in the context of WQED [4] owing to the fact that, as we will show, both the non-Hermitian Hamiltonian and
the collective jump operator required for the trajectory simulations can be represented as Matrix Product Operators
(MPOs) of fixed bond dimension. We then introduce the semi-classical Truncated Wigner Approximation (TWA)
and present benchmarks establishing the accuracy of the TWA as compared to MPS simulations.
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A. Matrix Product States

The action of the time-dependent Liouvillian can be re-written as L(t)ρ̂(t) = i
(
H(t)ρ̂(t)− ρ̂(t)H†(t)

)
+S(t)ρS†(t),

where S(t) =
∑

n Θ(t − (N − n)τ)σn is the permutation-invariant collective jump operator on the sites which are
‘active’ at time t, and H is the non-Hermitian Hamiltonian [5, 6]

H(t) = −iΓ
∑

n

Θ(t− (N − n)τ)

{
1

2
σ†nσn −

∑

m>n

σ†mσn

}
. (17)

Within the formalism of quantum trajectories [7–9], we divide the time span of interest into sufficiently small time
intervals δt and then assume a pure state |ψ(t)⟩ of the atoms, which is evolved under the effective Hamiltonian H(t)
as |ψ(t+ δt)⟩ ≈ (1− iH(t)δt) |ψ(t)⟩, punctuated by stochastic applications of the jump operator S(t) (and subsequent
normalisation of |ψ(t)⟩). This gives rise to a single trajectory |ψ(j)(t)⟩. Observables (in the time-shifted picture) are
then computed as stochastic averages over Nt ≫ 1 trajectories obtained in this way, i.e.

tr (Oρ̂(t)) ≈ 1

Nt

Nt∑

j=1

⟨ψ(j)(t)|O |ψ(j)(t)⟩ . (18)

We can represent the state |ψ(t)⟩ by an MPS and derive MPO representations for both the non-Hermitian Hamiltonian
H(t) and the collective jump operator S(t) with fixed bond dimension D of the form

O(t) =
D∑

α1,...,αN−1=1

I [1]α0α1
. . . I [n−1]αn−2αn−1

O[n]
αn−1αn

. . . O[N ]
αN−1αN︸ ︷︷ ︸

n≥⌈N−t/τ⌉

(α0 = 1, αN = D) . (19)

Here, O
[n]
αn−1αn is an operator-valued matrix acting on the n-th emitter, which for H and S takes the form [10, 11]

H[n] =



1 −iΓσn − iΓ

2
σ†nσn

0 1 σ†n
0 0 1


 , S[n] =

(
1 σn
0 1

)
, (20)

and I
[n]
αn−1αn denotes the corresponding matrix with only identity operators on the diagonal. In fact, as noted in

Ref. [4], the first-order time-step operator 1− iH(t)δt can also directly be represented by an MPO without increasing
the bond dimension of the Hamiltonian MPO, through the substitution

H[1] →
(
−iδt −δtΓσ1 1− δtΓ

2
σ†1σ1

)
. (21)

The computational efficiency of the MPS simulations relates primarily to the growth of the maximum bond di-
mension of the MPS state representation, which we denote by Dmax. In Fig. 2, we plot the time-evolution of Dmax

averaged over Nt = 20, 000 trajectories. For the fully-inverted initial state, we find that for τ = 0, Dmax grows slowly
and appears to plateau (see Fig. 2a). Notably, Dmax grows faster for partially-inverted states, however the peak

emission also occurs earlier, so that ultimately the computational cost of computing dynamics up to time t = tpkN is
not increased (see Fig. 2b). For τ > 0, we find that the growth of Dmax is initially slower than for τ = 0 but after
some time grows faster, before also tapering off. While this effect is relatively insignificant for small τ (see Fig. 2c),
it becomes notable for larger τ (see Fig. 2d). Therefore, for small τ , the system sizes required to observe e.g. the
plateau effect in the peak emission rate are much larger than can be reached using MPS (e.g. N ≈ 350 for Γτ = 10−4

and θ0 = π). On the other hand, for larger τ , the requirements on N are more attainable (e.g. N ≈ 30 for Γτ = 10−2

and θ0 = π), however in this case, the faster bond dimension growth becomes challenging. Additionally, the bond
dimension growth on individual trajectories can be (much) faster than in the trajectory average (Fig. 2).

B. Truncated Wigner Approximation

The TWA combines classical phase-space dynamics with Monte Carlo sampling of initial conditions to account
for initial quantum fluctuations at leading order [12–17]. While the (discrete) TWA for spin systems was initially
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FIG. 2. Evolution of the trajectory-averaged maximum bond dimension Dmax for N = 20 and (a) θ0 = π and τ = 0, (b)
θ0 = 0.8π and τ = 0, (c) θ0 = π and Γτ = 0.001, (d) θ0 = π and Γτ = 0.005. We indicate the peak emission time tpkn for
(a),(b) and the time tpkn + (N − 1)τ for (c),(d). We underlay the evolution of the maximum bond dimension along individual
trajectories in light gray in each subplot and in (b)-(d) we also plot the evolution of Dmax from (a) in gray for reference.

introduced for closed systems [13], it has since been extended to account for local dissipation [14, 15] and, most
recently, collective decay processes [16, 17]. In our work, we employ in particular the method introduced in Ref. [16].

The equivalence of quantum dynamics on Hilbert space and phase space is formalised through the definition of a
complete set of phase-point operators [12]. For a two-level system, one possible (continuous) parametrisation of the
phase space is given by angular variables {θ, ϕ}, with phase-point operators chosen as A(θ, ϕ) = (1 + s(θ, ϕ) · σ)/2,
where σ = (σx, σy, σz)T is the vector of Cartesian Pauli operators associated with the two-level system, and where

s(θ, ϕ) =
√
3 (sin θ cosϕ, sin θ sinϕ,− cos θ)

T
. (22)

An arbitrary operator O acting on the Hilbert space of the two-level system can be mapped to its Weyl symbol
WO(θ, ϕ) (a function on phase space), and vice versa, through the relations

WO(θ, ϕ) = tr{A(θ, ϕ)O} ⇔ O =

∫
dΩWO(θ, ϕ)A(θ, ϕ) . (23)

Note that s(θ, ϕ) is the Weyl symbol of σ. The above theory can be extended straightforwardly to a collection of N
two-level systems by defining the phase-point operators A(θ,ϕ) = A1(θ1, ϕ1)A2(θ2, ϕ2) . . . AN (θN , ϕN ).

The Weyl symbol associated with the (time-shifted) density operator, Wρ̂(θ,ϕ), is the Wigner quasi-probability
distribution. In principle, the full quantum dynamics of the density operator can be mapped onto a partial differential
equation for Wρ̂(θ,ϕ) under some correspondence rules, however this equation is in general exceedingly complicated,
containing inifite-order derivatives with respect to the phase space variables. In Ref. [16], a set of alternative ap-
proximate correspondence rules is introduced, which leads to a semiclassical equation of motion for the Wigner
distribution. This equation is of the Fokker-Planck type and can therefore equivalently be captured by Stochastic
Differential Equations (SDEs) for the phase space parameters {θ,ϕ} [18].

Applying these correspondence rules to the time-shifted picture master equation, we obtain 2N coupled SDEs of
the form dθn = dθn|loc + dθn|coh + dθn|diss and dϕn = dϕn|coh + dϕn|diss. The deterministic terms read

dθn|loc = −
√
3Γ

2
Θ(t− (N − n)τ)

(
sin θn − 1√

3
cot θn

)
dt (24a)

dθn|coh = −
√
3Γ
∑

m<n

Θ(t− (N −m)τ) cos(ϕn − ϕm) sin θm dt (24b)

dϕn|coh = −
√
3Γ
∑

m<n

Θ(t− (N −m)τ) sin(ϕn − ϕm) cot θn sin θm dt (24c)

The stochastic terms are given by

dθn|diss = ΓΘ(t− (N − n)τ) (cosϕn dW1 − sinϕn dW2) (25a)

dϕn|diss = −ΓΘ(t− (N − n)τ) cot θn (sinϕn dW1 + cosϕn dW2) (25b)

Note that for any n, the stochastic terms depend on the same two independent Wiener increments dW1 and dW2,
reflecting the single-mode nature of the collective dissipation [16].
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FIG. 3. Time evolution of the site-n emission rate rn(t), obtained using MPS (solid lines) and TWA (dashed lines). We fix the
initial inversion angle θ0 and vary either the value of n or retardation time τ , as indicated above each panel.

In practice, evolution of the phase space variables {θ,ϕ} under the stochastic equations gives rise to a single
trajectory {θ(j)(t),ϕ(j)(t)}, subject to some initial conditions. For each such trajectory, we choose the initial conditions
randomly, with probabilities dictated by the initial Wigner quasi-probability distribution. Observables (in the time-
shifted picture) are then computed as stochastic averages over Nt ≫ 1 trajectories obtained in this way, i.e.

tr (Oρ̂(t)) =WO(θ,ϕ)|t ≈
1

Nt

Nt∑

j=1

WO(θ
(j)(t),ϕ(j)(t)) (26)

Unless explicitly stated otherwise, throughout this work we choose Nt = 20, 000. Note that in the above expression,
the evaluation of the Weyl symbol WO(θ,ϕ) may again involve applying the approximate correspondence rules. For
instance, for the correlator C(n,m, t) defined in Eq. (14), we can straightforwardly obtain

C(n, n, t) =
3

4
sin2 θn|t+(N−n)τ −

√
3

2
cos θn|t+(N−n)τ (27a)

C(n,m ̸= n, t) =
3

4
ei(ϕn−ϕm) sin θn sin θm|t+(N−n)τ (27b)

Finally, we comment on the choice of initial conditions as sampled from the Wigner distribution for initial states
considered in the main text. These are based on an equivalence between continuous and discrete parametrisations
of the two-level phase space, as discussed in detail in Refs. [16, 17]. Note that since these initial states are product
states with each atom in the same state, the associated Wigner distributions take the general form Wρ̂(θ,ϕ; t = 0) =
W0(θ1, ϕ1)W0(θ2, ϕ2) . . .W0(θN , ϕN ). For the fully-inverted case θ0 = π, we obtain the very simple form [16]

W0(θ, ϕ) =
1

sin θ↑
δ(θ − θ↑) , θ↑ = π − cos−1

(
1√
3

)
, (28)

implying that the initial values of θn are fixed at θn = θ↑, while the initial values for each ϕn are sampled uniformly
from [0, 2π). Away from the fully-inverted case, we similarly obtain the initial values θn = θ(qn) and ϕn = ϕ(qn, pn)
with qn, pn (n = 1, . . . , N) each sampled uniformly from values {+1,−1}, and with

θ(q) = cos−1
(
cos θ0 − q sin θ0√

3

)
(29a)

ϕ(q, p) = tan−1
(
p, q cos θ0 + sin θ0

)
(29b)

In Fig. 3, we compare the site-n emission dynamics obtained using TWA and MPS for both a fully- and partially-
inverted initial state and for various time delays τ and values of n. We find excellent agreement in all cases.

S3. DETAILS ON MEAN FIELD THEORY

In this section, we derive the continuum mean-field theory (MFT) given in the main text, and compare the mean-
field dynamics with our TWA simulations for different parameters. We also derive an alternative discrete mean-field
description starting from the master equation dynamics in the time-shifted picture, which we show to be equivalent
to the continuum MFT in the retardation-free case and the continuum regime.
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A. Derivation of continuum MFT equation

First, we derive the continuum mean-field equation, following broadly the derivations in Refs. [19, 20]. We make
the continuum approximation by introducing operators σ(x) and σz(x), with σn = σ(xn)d and σz

n = σz(xn)d, which
obey [σ†(x), σ(y)] = 2σz(x)δ(x− y) and [σz(x), σ(y)] = −σ(x)δ(x− y). For Γτ ≪ 1, we approximate

H ≃ −iv
∫
dx b†(x)∂xb(x) +

√
Γv

∫
dx
(
σ†(x)b(x) + H.c.

)
. (30)

for t > 0. Under a mean-field decoupling ⟨AB⟩ ≈ ⟨A⟩⟨B⟩, we can then derive the equations of motion for s(x, t) =
⟨σ(x)⟩t, sz(x, t) = ⟨σz(x)⟩t, and β(x, t) = −i⟨b(x)⟩t. Note that for initial states of the form considered in the main
text, we can assume s(x, t) to be real at all times, which implies for consistency that β(x, t) will be real as well (see
below). The MFT equations then read

∂tβ(x, t) = −v∂xβ(x, t)−
√
Γvs(x, t) (31a)

∂ts(x, t) = −2
√
Γvsz(x, t)β(x, t) (31b)

∂ts
z(x, t) = 2

√
Γvs(x, t)β(x, t) (31c)

The last two of these equations admit the solution s(x, t) = 1
2d sin θ(x, t) and sz(x, t) = − 1

2d cos θ(x, t), where the
inversion angle function θ(x, t) is related to β(x, t) according to

θ(x, t) = 2
√
Γv

∫ t

0

dt′ β(x, t′) =⇒ β(x, t) =
1

2
√
Γv
∂tθ(x, t) . (32)

Substituting the solutions for s(x, t) and β(x, t) into Eq. (31a), we obtain a partial differential equation for θ(x, t).
To make the arguments of θ(x, t) dimensionless, we re-scale x → x/d and t → Γt. We then obtain the final equation
for θ(x, t) quoted in the main text by dividing across by Γv/d in the resulting equation. Quenching on the coupling
at time t = 0 implies the initial condition θ(x, t = 0) = θ0, where θ0 is the initial inversion angle. We obtain the
second boundary condition θ(x = 0, t) = θ0 by integrating with respect to x and taking x→ 0. This second condition
essentially reflects the fact that the continuum MFT only accounts for the collective decay, therefore the atom furthest
upstream cannot decay.

In Fig. 4, we compare the MFT against TWA simulations. As noted in the main text, for τ = 0, the MFT equation
has the symmetric sollution θ(x, t) = u(xt), which implies the asymptotic scaling rn(t) = (n/m)rm(nt/m). In Fig. 4a,
we show that this scaling is indeed approached by the TWA dynamics in the limit of large n,m. Note that agreement
with the TWA is, in some sense, unsurprising; the initial quantum fluctuations, which distinguish the TWA from the
MFT, scale as ∼ 1/

√
n [21], so that in the limit of very large n and τ = 0, the TWA and MFT dynamics should

be expected to be essentially equivalent. For τ > 0, we find excellent agreement with the TWA for smaller initial
inversion angles θ0 (see Fig. 4b). For larger θ0, however, the agreement can be seen to be much worse (see Fig. 4c),
reflecting the increased importance of the initial quantum fluctuations to the dynamics, which are not captured by
the MFT [22].

As noted in the main text, for τ > 0 we can also obtain an asymptotic mean-field equation as x→ ∞ by dropping
the spatial derivative from the MFT equation. The solution θ∞(t) to this equation can be obtained analytically as

θ∞(t) = am(φ0 − t/k
√
Γτ |k2), where φ0 = F(θ0/2|k2) and k = 1/ sin(θ0/2). Here, F(·|·) and am(·|·) denote the

incomplete elliptic integral of the first kind and the Jacobi amplitude, respectively (analytically continued to k2 > 1).

The solution is oscillatory with a period T = 2k
√
ΓτK(1− k2), where K(·) is the elliptic integral of the first kind.

B. Discrete MFT in time-shifted picture

The most striking example of a regime where the continuum MFT breaks down is shown in Fig. 4d; for large τ and
relatively large θ0, the continuum MFT not only fails to accurately approximate the peak emission but also cannot
capture the granularity of the atom array which manifests in a noticeable step-wise increase of the emission rate.
Moreover, the TWA shows the expected initial independent decay rN (t = 0) = Γ sin2(θ0/2), while the continuum
MFT, as noted above, does not account for on-site decay. For the sake of completeness, we note that to better
approximate this regime within a mean-field approach, we can also derive a MFT starting directly from the master
equation in the time-shifted frame without making a continuum approximation.
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FIG. 4. (a) Site-n emission rates for θ0 = 0.7π and increasing n, computed using the TWA (blue lines), compared with the
continuum MFT solution to the Sine-Gordon equation (black line). (b),(c) Comparison of local emission dynamics for n = 200,
computed using TWA (solid lines) and continuum MFT (dashed lines), for various time delays τ and (b) θ0 = 0.6π and (c)
θ0 = 0.9π. (d) Comparison of local emission rate rn(t) for n = 50, θ0 = 0.7π, and Γτ = 10−2, computed using TWA (blue solid
line), continuum MFT (blue dashed line), and discrete MFT (black line).

Starting from the time-dependent master equation, the equations of motion for the (time-shifted) spin expectation
values sn(t) = ⟨σ̂n(t)⟩ and szn(t) = ⟨σ̂z

n(t)⟩ can be derived under a mean-field decoupling as

∂tsn(t) = −Γ

2
Θ(t− (N − n)τ) sn(t) + 2Γ

∑

m<n

Θ(t− (N −m)τ) szn(t)sm(t) (33a)

∂ts
z
n(t) = −ΓΘ(t− (N − n)τ)

(
szn(t) +

1

2

)
− 2Γ

∑

m<n

Θ(t− (N −m)τ)Re
(
s∗n(t)sm(t)

)
(33b)

As we see in Fig. 4d, this discrete MFT shows arguably better agreement with the TWA simulations in the regime
where the continuum approximation is not particularly valid. Note that Eqs. (33) can also be shown to be equivalent
to the TWA equations, with the caveats that (i) the stochastic terms must be dropped, since they vanish in the
statistical expectation values (dW = 0), (ii) the on-site terms in the TWA equations differ, since the mean-field

decoupling is not applied to them, and (iii) the TWA equations are re-scaled by a factor of
√
3 arising from the

conventions in the definition of the phase-point operators.
While the discrete MFT at the level of Eqs. (33) bears little resemblance to the continuum MFT derived in the

previous section, in the retardation-free case we can actually establish a direct connection between the two. In the limit
of large n, i.e. for sites sufficiently far downstream a sufficiently long chain of atoms, the contributions from on-site
terms in Eqs. (33), which induce dynamics on timescales ∼ Γ−1, will be negligible compared to the collective terms,
associated with dynamics on timescales ∼ (nΓ)−1. Once these terms are dropped, it is easy to see that (szn)

2 + |sn|2
represents a constant of the motion. Using this to substitute for szn in Eq. (33a) allows us to decouple the equation
of motion for sn from that for szn at each n, whereby

∂tsn(t) = −Γ
√

1− 4s2n(t)
∑

m<n

sm(t) . (34)

Transforming to angular variables as sn(t) =
1
2 sin θn(t), we find that ∂tθn(t) = −Γ

∑
m<n sin θm(t). We now make

the continuum approximation by defining the bivariate function θ(x, t) with dimensionless arguments, from which
θn(t) = θ(n,Γt). Thus, we obtain

∂tθ(x, t) ≃ −
∫ x

0

dy sin θ(y, t) =⇒ ∂x∂tθ(x, t) + sin θ(x, t) = 0 . (35)

S4. FITTING CORRELATIONS AT PEAK EMISSION

Here, we discuss the empirical fitting of the correlator at peak emission, Cpk
n (j) ≡ C(n, n− j, tpkn ). We first consider

the retardation-free case, for which we find that Cpk
n (j) is well-captured by a Gaussian fit function (see Fig. 5a). Some

qualitative understanding on the accuracy of a Gaussian fit can be obtained by noting that, in the mean-field picture,
the correlator is given by Cpk

n (j) ≈ C0 sinu((1 − j/n)zpk) with C0 = 1
4 sinu(zpk), where we have defined zpk as the

value of z which maximises the mean-field emission rate in the retardation-free case,

r(z) =
sin(z)

2z

∫ z

0

dz′ sinu(z′) , (36)
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and where u(z) denotes the solution to the Sine-Gordon equation (see main text). As we show in Fig. 5b, for z ≤ zpk,

sinu(z) is well-described by a Gaussian fit, i.e. sinu(z) ≈ e−(z−c1)
2/c22 . This implies Cpk

n (j) ≈ C0e
−(jd−c3)2/c24 with

c3 = nd(1 − c1/zpk) and c4 = c2nd/zpk. Note that c4 corresponds with ξn defined in the main text, and c4 ∼ nd
consistent with the scaling of ξn which we observe numerically.

For τ > 0, we find that for partially-inverted states, a Gaussian fit is still a good approximation, with an additional
constant offset to account for the uniform correlations within the “light cone” described in the main text (see Fig. 5c).
For the fully-inverted initial state, on the other hand, we find that a better fit is given by the more general compressed
exponential function Cpk

n (j) = C0e
−(jd/ξn(t))α introduced in the main text (see Fig. 5d). Note that in the literature,

this function is also known as the Kohlrausch–Williams–Watts (KWW) function [23, 24], and has found applications
in a wide range of relaxation processes as an empirical fit function for various observables [25–28], including multi-time
correlators like the ones we study here [29, 30].

FIG. 5. (a) Correlator Cpk
n (j) for a partially-inverted initial state with θ0 = 0.8π in the retardation-free limit. We plot the

correlations computed using TWA (markers), as well as Gaussian fits (solid lines), for various n. (b) Evolution of sinu(z),
where u(z) is the solution to the retardation-free mean-field equation (solid lines) and Gaussian fits (dashed lines) for various
initial inversion angles θ0. (c) Correlations at peak emission Cpk

n (j) for a partially-inverted initial state with θ0 = 0.9π and
n = 200, for different τ . We plot the correlations computed using TWA (markers), as well as Gaussian fits (solid lines). (d)
Correlations at peak emission Cpk

n (j) for a fully-inverted initial state and n = 150, for different τ . We plot the correlations
computed using TWA (markers), as well as KWW fits (solid lines).
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[25] A. Adanlété Adjanoh, R. Belhi, J. Vogel, M. Ayadi, and K. Abdelmoula, Compressed exponential form for disordered

domain wall motion in ultra-thin Au/Co/Au ferromagnetic films, Journal of Magnetism and Magnetic Materials 323, 504
(2011).
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