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Cavity polariton in a quasi-lattice of qubits and its selecive radiation
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In a circuit quantum eletrodynamic system, a chairofjubits inhomogeneously coupled to a cavity field
forms a mesoscopic quasi-lattice, which is characterizatslilegree of deformation from a normal lattice. This
deformation is a function of the relative spacing, that estétio of the qubit spacing to the cavity wavelength.
A polariton mode arise in the quasi-lattice as the dressetkmbthe lattice excitation by the cavity photon. We
show that the transition probability of the polariton modeither enhanced or decreased compared to that of a
single qubit by the deformation, giving a selective spoetars radiation spectrum. Further, unlike a microscopic
lattice with largeV limit and nearly zero relative spacing, the polariton ingo@si-lattice has uneven decay rate
over the relative spacing. We show that this unevennessideisi with the cooperative emission effect expected
from the superradiance model, where alternative excitatio the qubits of the lattice result in maximum decay.

PACS numbers: 42.50.Nn, 32.80.Wr, 85.25.Am

I. INTRODUCTION ton. We call this ratio the relative spacif@f the qubits. The
analytical excitation spectrum of the quasi-lattice camtbe
computed by diagonalizing the deformation-dependent-inte

A. Quasi-lattices of qubits . . -
action Hamiltonian.

Superconducting qubits are a class of two-level systems
based on the superconducting Josephson junctions [1]. When B. Polariton and the radiation problem
interacting with a microwave field stalled in a stripline res
onator, they act like artificial atoms in optical cavitiesthwi The excited states of the quasi-lattice ought to sponta-
cohere_nt exchan_ge qf ph_gton energy mod_eled_ on the ‘]ayneﬁéously radiate microwave photons into the circuit wavegui
C”mm'f‘gs Hamiltonian [4,/3]. Thls combmatmn 9VES MS€ Byt in a circuit QED system, the excitation mode of the quasi-
to circuit quantum electrodynamics (QEL) [4], an er’nmat'onIattice is coherently coupled to a stripline resonator mode
of cavity QED. Circuit QED systems with superconducting here the mixed mode of the two forms a cavity polar’iton
qubits can therefore emulates, in many aspects, quantum op herefore, unlike the conventional radiation problemated '
cal effects similar to those originally discovered on réahas !

X . in atomic physics, such as the Dicke radiation [11, 12], the r
or atcl)mlc rrFe]dla I5] and can be regarded as a type of quantUfiation in the mesoscopic circuit cavity is associated it
simulatorsl[8].

dynamics of the polariton, i.e. dressed quasi-lattice excita-

So far, studies of circuit QED only concerns with circuits of tion mode, instead of a bare lattice excitation mode.
a few superconducting qubits and each qubitis consideted ac |t js known that, in a dielectric, the polariton mode is gener
ing separately with the stripline resonator. To understaal  ated by the recombination of the collective atomic exaitai
collective behavior, a many-qubit theory is wanted. Howeve \jth the radiated photon5 [13]. The polariton mode we treat
traditional many-atom theories such as the Frenkel model fonere, on the other hand, is generated by the dressing through
excitons cannot not be applied because circuit QED systemge cavity photon. The definition is similar to that given in
contain only a finite number of artificial atoms, i.e., larye-  semiconductor cavity QED systemis [14] 15]. The radiated
limit is not taken. Neither do models for finit®, such as  photon modes are designated in a separate Hilbert space from
the Tavis-Cummings (TC) model [7] apply because the mesomat of the cavity photon mode. Therefore, even though the
scopic sizes of the qubits and of the spacings between th@gdiation processes are both polariton-mediated, thefoase
qubits in a CiI’CUit make theil’ deOle-er|d intel’action tCEth a quasi_'attice of qub|ts is Vast'y different from the Cagao
stripline resonator inhomogeneous. To remedy the ina@plic dielectric.
bility, we have proposed a projection-deformation modetth  gesides, the energies and the eigenstates of the quase-latt
generalizes the TC-model to work on inhomogeneous Colexcitation modes are modified by the deformation described
pling scenarios [8./9]. above. The composition of the Fock number states of the po-

The basic idea is that while real atoms form a lattice, thdariton depends thus not only on the eigenenergy of the gubit
superconducting qubits form a quasi-lattice, whose “guasibut also on the deformation of the quasi-lattice. It was show
ness” is measured by the degree of deformation it departs fro that the structure of the underlying medium has a large influ-
a normal lattice. This deformation is related to a deformecdence on the pattern and form of the radiation. For exampde, th
SU(2) algebral [10] obeyed by the collective spin operatbrs ospontaneous emission is found directionally dependertien t
the quasi-lattice and is quantified by a c-number deformatioincident photon/[16] in an extended medium; uneven decay
factor. This factor is parametrized by the ratio of the umifo rates is found in a spherical symmetric medium by including
lattice spacind_, to the wavelength,, of the interacting pho- virtual photon processes [17]; and nonlocal effect ariges f
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single-photon cooperative emission![18]. The purposeisf th
paper is to investigate how the structural change introdbge

the deformation of the quasi-lattice affects the radiatipac- 1 I
trum and the polariton decay. @+ y —@

We find that the cavity polariton has an acutefective
distribution of its radiated microwave photon based on e d mAEEEsEREFE. B
formation. This is shown by the varying amplitude of the in-
teraction coefficient between the polariton and the contimu
of photon modes in the momentum space. This amplitude d&=IG. 1: (Color online) Schematic of a quasi-lattice chairgabits
pends on the relative spacing and has a quasi-periodicty thcoupled to a cavity field. The arrow indicates the direction of
matches this relative spacing with the wavelength of the cavphotons radiated by the polaritons formed from the excitatif the
ity photon, demonstrating the selectiveness of the quaizé¢ ~ quasi-lattice and the cavity field.
about its radiation. Specifically, at the exact periodiafimss
where the radiated photon resonates with the cavity, the mag
nitude of the interaction will obtain its maximum value. here.

Moreover, we find that the polariton decay is also The middle rectangular strip indicates the coplanar waveg-
deformation-dependenton the relative spacing. In fagiras  uide or stripline resonator, which is equivalent to a casity
dicted by Dicke, the decay rate of aii-atom lattice would contains multiple modes of a standing microwave field. How-
increase taV2 when the spin moment of the lattice is at the ever, when the qubits are all tuned resonant with the funda-
maximum cooperation number 6f/2, giving rise to superra- mental mode, the cavity field can be effectively regarded as
diance[[19-21] and superfluorescerice [22—-24]. For the quasi single-mode field [25, 26]. We describe this fundamental
lattice of qubits, it is found that the maximum decay ratelis o mode (the red curve in the figure) by the annihilation oper-
tained when the relative spacing is set to one half, wheng onlator a and denote its frequency and wavelengthuday and
every other qubit couples to the cavity photon. This altexna A\c, respectively. Note that even though the dimensions of a
pattern of coupling excites half of the qubits while leavihg  qubit are negligible compared to the wavelength the spac-
other half unaffected, giving an effective spin momenigf2 ings between the qubits are non-negligible and the coupling
to the quasi-lattice and having the decay rate match with thef each qubit to the cavity field depends on the relative spac-
Dicke model of cooperated radiation. ing ¢ = 2Ly /A described above through a sinusoidal factor

The article is organized as follows. The formation of cavity cos(jn¢). The variablej consequently can be regarded as a
polariton in a quasi-lattice is given in S&d. Il, where trantr  relative coordinate for the qubits along the one-dimeredion
sition matrices for the quasi-lattice as deformed SU(2) spi chain of qubits. This chain of qubits can be regarded as a
is derived in the polariton basis. By writing the qubit opera quasi-lattice, which resembles an atomic lattice but has-an
tors terms of these matrices using a discrete Fourier wamsf homogeneous coupling due to its mesoscopic nature.

we derive the expression of the quasi-periodic interaatimn This quasi-lattice of qubits is also environmentally cagpl
efficient for radiation in Sed¢TIIA. As an example, the sim- to a reservoir, represented by a continuum of quantum oscil-
plest non-trivial case withlv = 4 is plotted especially to il- lators{a;} with frequency spectrunv,, which gives rise to

lustrate the uneven distribution of radiation of the meep&z  spontaneous radiation in and out of the waveguide. These ra-
system. With the derived interaction coefficient, the eimat diated photons carry momentutnand are illustrated as the
of motion for the low-energy polariton states are derived ingreen arrows in Fig.J1. Their propagations in the waveguide
Sec[TIB. The decay rate of the polariton is subsequentiyco are indicated by the wave functioei$™s, wherer; is the coor-
puted under the Markov and the Wigner-Weisskopf approxi-dinate of the associated qubit. Note that, unlike the treats
mations in Sed_IV. The conclusion and relevant discussionfor radiation in atomic media where confinements in pencil-
are given in Se¢. V. shape geometries are usually assumed|[21, 22], the waveg-
uide in superconducting circuits are strictly one-dimenai
and thusk is regarded as a wave number, not a wave vector.
Il. POLARITONS The total system Hamiltonian is therefore divided into ére
parts and can be written as follows (assumiing ¢ = 1)

A. System state space

H = Hsys + V::av + V;"ada (1)

Consider the circuit QED system illustrated in Hi@). 1 with Nl
N superconducting qubits (indicated by gray squares), where sys = wq Z 0j,- +wod'a, (2)
two neighboring ones are spaced at a uniform distaice 7=0
Each qubit can be modeled as a two-level systemin the N-1
diagonalized basis of the Josephson and charge energies of Veay = 7 Z cos(jml) [oj+a+ crj_,fc‘ﬁ] , 3
the junctions that it contains. Depending on the type of the i=0
qubit, the diagonalized eigenenergy is tunable through-mag N-1
netic flux, gate charge, phase, etc. and we considefMhe Viad = ng (ako.lj7+eikrj + azaj,_eﬂ'krj) . (4)
qubits are tuned uniform with level spacing in our study =0 &



Note that the forms taken by Eqgl (2)-(3) assumes a strongtal angular momentum operators
coupling operation regime for the qubits, where each quast h
a maximal coupling strenghmuch greater than the linewidth 5 — Z o ®)
of the circuit cavity, to ensure coherent exchange of pheton = Ly "IE

with the circuit cavity while the non-rotating wave terms fo ]JV:OI
the virtual photons can be ignoreo [3]. Further, based on - ,
Sy = cos(jml)o; +, 9)

the current experiment setups [[26], the magnitude; aé
much smaller tham, such that the quasi-lattice system on J
the other hand does not enter into the ultra-strong couplingnds_ = (S, ) to replace the Pauli operators for the individ-

(USC) regime. Whem is comparable to,,, USC operation 3| qubits. These operators obey the structure of a deformed

will dominate and squeezing terms ofanda’ have to be  SU(2) algebral[30], i.e. we have the commutator become
taken into considerations [27]. These terms entail complex

implications to Dicke phase transitions on circuit QED sys- [S4,5-]=2%, (10)
tems [28] 29]. whereX., is an operator function a$. ando; . with coeffi-
The relevant Hilbert space is tripartite: cients depending oV and the relative spacing[8]. When

N — oo andl — 0, the coefficients in front of ; . vanish and
¥, = S,, for which the normal SU(2) algebra is reinstalled.

®k . . . .
With the introduction of these operators, the expressions f
_ O®N
H =0 xux[[wi, ®)  Hamiltonians[(R)iB) can be simplified to
. . Hys = wqyS. +wca'a (12)
where eachQ = span{[1),|{)} is the internal energy Ve = n(Sya+S_ah (12)

eigenspace for a qubit/ = span{|0),|1),]2),...} is the
Fock eigenspace for the cavity photon, and eagh =
span{|0), ,|1),,]2),,-..} is the Fock eigenspace for spon-
taneous emitted photon of wave numbeA specific system
state vector, for example, in this tripartite Hilbert spaaa be
written as

B. Diagonalizing for polariton

The polariton state is the eigenstate that diagonlizgs +
Veav by transforming the first two product spaces in Kdq. (5).
It arises as the dressed state the quasi-lattice excitayidime
Ut 1) @ [n) ® [{k; ), (6) cavity field.
Since the coupling of the quasi-lattice to the cavity is inho

' , . mogeneous, the polariton state contains implicitly a depen
where the first subvector denotes the configuration of the. o on the relative spacirfg Following the projection-

quasi-lattice of qubits, the second that of cavity photomaAu  yaorormation (PD) method we have introduced([8, 9], it can
ber, and the third that of the photon momentum radiated by, \\ritten as the eigenstate -

each qubit in the quasi-lattice.

Following the idea of either Dicke or Tavis-Cummings, vy =l | u = nin), (13)
the quasi-lattice can be equally expressed in the angular mo n
mentum spacér,m) Wherer = N/2 = Z(ny +ny)is  whereu denotes the total excitation number. This number
the total quantized spin anek the magnetic moment.n  shared between for the photon energy part and = v — n
is also the difference between the number of spin-up qubitfor the quasi-lattice excitation part. It can take eithaeger
and the number of spin-down qubits in the quasi-lattice, i.eor half-integer values since can be half-integer for odd&/
m = %(n/r —ny) € {-r,—r+1,...,r}. Hence, a quasi- of qubits. The implicit dependence dnis reflected in the
lattice state expressed|in m) space has the following corre- expansion coefficients
spondence to the qubit spin states

n/2
cn) =2y e, (14)
(r+m)!(r —m)! q=0
[, m) = \/ o] ; I 1T, through the deformation factor
r+m r—m :
_ _ _ (7) f= 1,1 (1 M) _ (15)
wherell,, is a permutation operation on the ordered spin state 2 4N sinml

[t1--- 14 -+ }) and the summation is over all permutations
of the samen. In other words, the number of permutations is
the degeneracy of the stdiem), which is just the reciprocal
of the constant in front of the summation in Eg. (7).

The expression for coefficients in EQ.114) is found by solv-
ing a recursive relation. Recursively expanding the retati
each iteration gives a term that has the same factor

n—1 .
Corresponding to this angular momentum space represen- P _ [T;=o [e — JAW] (16)
tation of the state of the quasi-lattice, we introduce a $et o " V(e +u)n(r —u+ )7



wheree is eigenvalue for the interactio.,, in Eq. (3) and 0 (8
Aw = wc — wq Is the qubit-cavity detuning. We have used 00 gy, O
the Pochhammer symboig = z(z — 1) --- (z —n+ 1) and o

2" = z(x +1)--- (z + n — 1) to simplify the notation. The A [S_ 2

factor‘ﬁq(“) with a fixedq can be regarded as the contribution 000

to au-number excitation mode witlparts of excitation from : : N

in the quasi-lattice alone. Written explicitly, it reads 000

O v : 0
60 =3 TTEn) G+ 1) |

(J1eeJk---dny2) k=1
FIG. 2: Matrix representation of the ladder operafarin the photon

— 9 _ y 1
r —|—u. JE T u_+]k + , (A7) basis, where the non-zero elements are clustered in bldtkbeo
v—JkAw v =k + D)Aw block-diagonal line.

where ,under the multi-dimensional summation,

(j1---Jk---Jns2) represents the descending index set

{Vk < 1:0 < < jr— 2} For example, fory = 2,

the summation is two dimensional, with the first index =+\/f(r+u—n)(r —u+n+1)|r,u—n—1;n). (20)

j1 € {0,1,2} and the second indej € {0}. Appendices B

and C of Ref.[[8] gives the detailed derivation. Applying the two operation rules above, the matrix elements
in the polariton basis vanish except for the first off-diagion
line because of the conservation of energy in the total exci-

C. Excitation operators in polariton basis tation number:. This gives the raising operator as a lower

off-diagonal matrix

S_|r,u —n;n)

The vectorr, m; n) represents the state of the quasi-lattice () (u—1)
and cavity system by denoting the lattice excitation and the S+luu—1 = Z ey Vi Hu—n)(r —u+n+1),

n

photon state, separately. Whereas the vdetar) represents (1)

the same combination by denoting the polariton state. GOnsg,nq the |owering operator as an upper off-diagonal matrix
guently, the part of the total Hamiltonian not relating tosp

taneous radiation, i.e. Eq$. {11)(12), can be written & th _ (w) (ut1) — —
polariton basis [S-Juutr = ;Cn AV —u+n)(r+u—n+1).

(22)
Hyys + Veay = Z Qy |u, r) (u,r| (18) Since each polariton consists of a series of combinations of
u photons and quasi-lattice excitations that sum up to theesam
total excitation number, th@:, © — 1)-th non-zero element of
S, inthe polariton basis can be expanded as-d by u block
submatrix in the photon basis of This submatrix resides un-
der the(u, u)-th block matrix along the diagonal, making the

vidual q?k;:ts’ sho_u_ld how pe _wri;ten as ;Ehe oﬁc;cgag_on;g ele transition matrixS,. lower block off-diagonal. Correspond-
ments of the transition matrix in the transformed basis db we ; g,5_ in the photon basis is upper block off-diagonal, where

To find the expression of the matrix elements, we expancJ;]e(u u+1)-th element expands toa 1 by u-+2 submatrix
the bra’s and ket’s of the polariton state vector into the-two as shbwn in Fig12. ’
partite form in Eq.[(IB). We can observe that, even though

there is exchange of energy between the quasi-lattice &nd th

cavity field, the total number of excitations is preserved over Ill. EQUATIONS OF MOTION

the exchange process when we disregard the energy gain and
loss due to spontaneous radiation, as reflected in the tera

tion of Eq. [4). As aresult, the diagonal elements of thediran

tion matrices for operators, andS_ are zero in the polariton
: S : Equipped with Egs.[(21)-(22), we are ready to deal with

basis, as we have verified in Agpl A. e \ L .
For the non-diagonal elements, we first observe that thi€ Hamiltonian((#) responsible for radiation. First, wede

non-uniformity of the quasi-lattice has the effect of reitigc to considgr the qubit operatoss, af‘d%— in the polariton
transition amplitudes as photons are more difficult to teseit SPace- This can be done by regarding the opergfadefined

absorbed or emitted with< 1: in Eq. (9) as a discrete cosine transform{ef . }. Eacho; |
- can then be written as the inverse transform

where the eigenfrequendy, is determinech posteriori by
a recursive relatior [9]. The ladder operatéts andS_ in
Veav, originally indicating the collective excitation from ird

A. Discrete Fourier transform and coupling coefficients

Sy |r,u—n;n) ] Nl

=Vflr—u+n)r+u—n+1)|ru—n+1;n), (19) 7%t TN leiocos(jwl)Sl_,Jr,

(23)



where we have usedl/ € {0, --- , N —1} to denote the index
1 €{0,%, ..., 2=}, j andl hence become a pair of conju-
gate variables for the discrete Fourier transforms sudh{@a
and [23) satisfy the orthonormality and unitarity condigo
imposed by Parseval’'s theorem.

Interpreted physically, the forward transform regardg tha
the individual qubit excitations over allpositions constitute
the collective excitation, where those withat the antinodes
of the cavity field contribute most to the amplitude of the-col
lective excitation. Whereas, the inverse transform ingaeat
the collective excitations over a set of particularonstitute
an individual excitation af, where the morématches witly,
the more it will contribute to the amplitude of the individua
excitation. 0 10 20 30

We should emphasize that even thouglesignates length, Radiated photon frequenay (GHz)
its meaning is distinct frond. While ¢ = 2L,/), is a fixed
value determined by the physical circuit layoliis only an  FIG. 3: (Color online) (a) The magnitude and (b) the phasehef t
indexing or transform variable that takes value from a @iger  periodic coupling coefficient, (k), for photons radiated by polari-
set of numbers. tons in the circuit QED system over a frequency rafge wy, =

Substituting the inverse transform of EG.1(23) into Eg. (4),ck < 30GHz. A quasi-lattice ofV' = 4 qubits with relative spacing
we have the Hamiltonian in the polariton basis inz;/f is assumed, for which can take four value, 1/4, 1/2,

Magnitude b(l(k)|

Phase oj(l(k)

_ T
H= Z Qu |u,r) (u,r| + Zwkakak‘f' of the individual qubits. Since the polaritons arises frdm t
“ k resonance between the quasi-lattice and the cavity, tbisrfa
= Gk 1o (DT 1 h o4 x:(k) is determined by the geometric structure of the underly-
Z Z N [ax 5,4 cos(jml)e’™ +hic.],  (24) ing quasi-lattice: the total number of qubi¥sand the relative
3,NI=0 "k spacing/.
for which the system now essentially consists of two parts; How N and ¢ determines the radiation character of the
the polaritons and the radiated photons from the polaritondN€S0scopic system can be illustrated from the simplest non-
Since the collective excitation operatsy . has no depen- trivial example with anV = 4 quasi-lattice, which is experi-
dence on the relative coordinagethe functions involvingg ~ mentally realizable in circuit QED [25]. We taketo be2/3
in the second line of the equation can be summed. Writing thé @ typical inhomogeneous coupling. Singeis a com-
coordinates:; = jL, = jlr/ko whereky = 27 /Ac is the plex number, its magnitude and phase are plotted separately

momentum of the cavity photon, we find the radiation part of2gainst the radiated photon frequency in Eig. 3. In the Fig-
the Hamiltonian become ure, we have assumég adopt the value based on the first

harmonic given in the multi-qubit circuit by Finkt al [25],

N-1 i wherewc = cky = 6.729GHz.
Viaa = 3 Y W Da(k)arSi+ +hc] (25) We observe that the periodicity of the many exponentials in
Ni=0 k Eq. (26) makes; (k) quasi-periodic. The quasi-period is
where the coefficient
koo _dop @

xi(k) = [1 + e NHDE Ko ¢ [(N — 1) f ta
For the¢ = 2/3 case plotted in the figure, the period in
_ eiUNTR/ko o0 N — e#mk/ko cog lw}/ terms of frequency isx = 20.2GI—_|z. Th_is q_gasi-periodicity
matches the zeros ¢f;| with the discontinuities of the phase
, . of x; and the local maxima dfy;| with the zero phase of;.
[1 + Pl ko 9gitmk/ko cog lﬁ} (26)  Infact, sincey, (k) is an entirg fulnction of the real variable
the real and the imaginary parts gf(k) obey the Kramers-
is a function of the momentur of the radiation photon. Kronig relations if we extend to the complex plane. This im-
Comparing the interaction term of Ed. {25) with that of plies an anomalous absorption and dispersion relationeof th
Eq. (4), we observe the original interaction between thé ind radiation spectrum of the polariton due to the inhomogeseou
vidual qubits and the radiation is quantified by the dipodddfi  coupling [31].
coupling amplitudey,, only, which depends on the dipole mo-  The radiation process is therefore either enhanced or sur-
ment of the qubits and the volume of the cavity. The coeffi-pressed, depending on whether how well the radiation photon
cient x; (k) shows that an extra gain factor is introduced be-of frequencyw; matches with the resonance between the cav-
cause the photons here are radiated from the polaritoresitist ity of frequencywc and the quasi-lattice of relative spacing



£. The fact that certain radiation range can be enhanced is be- We note here that the coupled equations of motion are not
cause the photons emitted from these ranges are reabsgrbeddissimilar to those originally given for the radiation obatic
the quasi-lattice before reemitting into the waveguideonir lattices. The fact that it is the polaritons undergoing the r
Egs. [26)1{(2F), the number of extremayin indicating the ex-  diation is reflected by two changes to the original equations
act matching and the exact mismatching, is determined by th@) the amplitude of radiation is controlled by the extratéac
number of qubitsV while the distance it between two such  x;(k) and (ii) the radiated photon is not contributed by a sin-
extrema is determined by the relative spading gle excitation, but by a group of them with non-zero traositi
In other words, we expect the polariton radiation on a quasiprobabilities distributed iiS; ]. The weight of each contri-
lattice of superconducting qubits provides a selectivecspe bution is determined by the deformation facfand thus by
trum of radiation according not only to the eigenenergy ofthe relative spacing of the quasi-lattice.
the qubits, but also to their geometric layout in the circuit  To solve the coupled equations of polariton dynamics, con-
The quasi-periodic character is unique to the mesoscopic naider that the dipole-field exchange of excitation of eadbitqu
ture of the circuit QED system. For in an atomic lattice, theis a much slower process than the photon oscillation in the
equivalent inter-atom spacing, approaches zero. The cor- cavity. That means mathematically the variation of the func
responding quasi-perioll defined by Eq.[{27) will approach tion «(t) is adiabatic compared to the propagating functions
infinity and the periodicity vanishes. e™rt ande’a? of the photons. In other words, the change of
a(t) can be computed from the average of the temporal expo-
nentials. We hence combine Eds.](30)}(31) and apply Markov
B. Equations of motion approximation to arrive at the equation

t
To study how exactly the varying interaction coefficientaf- 5 — _ Z gils(k)>a(t) / dr e i wa—wr)(t=7) = (32)
fects the radiation spectrum, we derive the equation ofonoti A 0

of the polariton here and compute its decay rate in the follow

ing section. where we have used the notation
Introducing the eigenfrequency, = ck for the radiation ;N
photon, the Hamiltonian in the interaction picture betwten s(k) = — Z x1(k)[St,+]- (33)
polariton and the radiation photon reads (see Adp. B for dis- N Ni=0
cussion)

The application of Markov approximation also accords with

N-l O . Wigner-Weisskopf’s original treatment of atomic decay, by
Hiw(t) = N [Xl(k)ak51,+e_z(“q_“’“)t +he.|. assuming the decaying function be exponential. That is, the
NI=0 k exponetial functiony(7) ~ ¢~77/2 would be a much slower

_ _ (28)  process than the oscillating functien™. We follow this
To study the low-energy dynamics of multi-atom systems withline of thought and derive the decay of polariton in the next
weak coupling, it is customary to look at the Schroedingerggction.

equations of the lowest excited product states: stateseiith

ther one excited atom across the lattice and zero photon or no

excited atom and one photan [16+18]. In the polariton basis, |v. WIGNER-WEISSKOPF APPROXIMATION AND
these two states translate into theexcitation state and the DECAY RATE

1-excitation state of the dressed quasi-lattice

%) = a(t)|1,7) @ [0) + Y Bi(t)[0,7) @ [14), (29)
k

A. Wigner-Weisskopf approximation

_ . _ The approximation of Wigner-Weisskopf assumes a contin-
which couple, respectively, to the zero and the one radiatedous radiation spectrum, so the summation over momehtum

photon state. The radiated photons are indexed by their m@an be extended to an integral and EEq] (32) reads
mentumk.

Applying Schrdinger equation with the Hamiltonian)28) to ia(t) __Xc
this state, we find a pair of coupled equations of motion for dt 2w
the two coefficients of the state vector

1— e—i(wq—wk)t
dk gils(k)[a(t) . (34)

i(wg — wk)

At steady statet(— oo), the last factor with the exponential

N_l . . -
do , o can be replaced by a principal value and a delta function
= i Y S g[Sy ]e e (30)

— _ o—i(wg—wg)t
NI=0 k 1 —e"%a . P
N_1 . =—i + mo(wq —wg).  (35)
dﬂk . gk (wq—wi )t Z(wq — wk) Wq — Wk
w - Waxf(k)[sl,f]el YaTwk (31) . . .
NI—o Replacing this factor into Eq. (84), we get
where [S;] and [S_] are the matrix elements given by d . ‘Ac [. gils(b))> 2
Eq. (21)-[22) for the transitions betwe@+excitation state and dta(t) = a(t) 27e iz dk kg —k TGk 5 (ko)

1-excitation state. (36)



where the principle value of the first term integral is angnég
avoiding the singularities, one of which residegat

Since the matrix elements ¢f, andS_ are independent 3l
of k andy; (k) is an entire function ok, s(k) in Eq. (33) will
not contribute any singularity. The only other source of sin 2r
gularity is the interaction coefficient,. For atomic systems —~

in semiclassical treatments for Wigner-Weisskopf appra¢i = I
tion, g, can be regarded as a constant [32]. But here, sinct = ¢ s s ‘ ‘
we treat the spontaneous radiation field as a quantum field i = 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
Eq. [@), we adopt the coupling coefficient to e 1) [33] % R’elatlve‘ spacing £
, W(QWQ ckfl;ﬂ . ? 6 ]
k= eV~ 2ekV ST

where, for the circuit QED system, denotes the dipole mo-
ment of each qubit andthe dielectric constant of the waveg- 2F
uide.V originally designates the volume of the cavity photon,
roughly the box size of the optical cavity. For a supercon- 0 : :

. L o 5 10 15 20
ducting circuit,V corresponds to the volume of the stripline Qubit frequency w, (GHz)

resonator.

5 . . . .
We segy; is an inverse function of and it contributes the i 4: piot of the decay rate of a function of (a) the relatipacing

other singularityk = 0 to Eq. [36). Extending the real vari- y and (b) the qubit frequenays,.
ablek to the complex plane, we are able to compute the inte-

gral by replacing the principal value of an integral overrid
line with a contour integral over a closed loop. Since the sinor smaller decay rate than microscopic atomic ensemble de-
gularities only lie on the real line, the contour integrahigh  pends on whethefs(k,)| is larger or smaller thams(0)|.
except for the path along a small semicircle above the singun other words, the decay is largely determined by the fre-
larities. See App_IC for the derivation and the proof that thQ;]uencywq and the relative spacing of the qubits in the
integral converges. Finally, the equation of motion beceme quasi-lattice. We illustrate the scenario through the-fquipit

d Nk 12 (r = 2) quasi-lattice case in Figl 4. The ground stgter)

—at) = _a(t)M {2 |5(kq)|2 _ |5(0)|2} (38) corresponds ta, = —2 and the excited statdl,r) corre-

dt 4eV sponds tou = —1. The former is composed of a single
state|r,u — n;n) = |2,—2;0) in the basis before the trans-
formation of Eq.[(IB) and the latter is composed of two states
|2, —2; 1), where the excitation resides in the cavity field, and
|2, —1;0), where the excitation resides in the quasi-lattice.

Then according to Eq.(215,, for the ground to the excited

B. Decay rate

From Eq.[(38), we derive the decay rate

gt ) ) state transition consists of a single entttyFc{™"c{ ™. Us-
7= 2 L21s(kg) P~ ls(0)} @9 e ndind—) ande—2
4eA ing the method outline in App.ID for findi ande; 7,
where A denotes the cross-section area of the stripline rese© have
onator. g .- 4dnf 40
To interpret the expression of the decay rate, we look at its [S1+] = \/m (40)

limiting form. Note that the factos(k), being a function of

x:(k) and thus ofk, also depends oAwhenk £ 0. If the  wheree is the Stark splitting, separating the substates in the

polariton radiation was occurring on an atomic ensembis, th one-polariton clustered state, i.e.

relative spacing would approach zero andk,) is identical

to 5(0), which leaves the brace of EG.{39) with only one term — [Aw + \/m} . (41)

|5(0)|?. Furthermore, for an atomic ensemble in a dielectric, 2

the atomic numbeN approaches infinity ang; (k) = 1/2

since the two cosines witly in their arguments cancel outat  Using Eq. [4D) for|s(k,)| and|s(0)|, the decay rate as a

the largeA limit. Consequently|s(0)|*> becomes a summa- function of both?¢ andw, is plotted in Fig[#. The plot in

tion of [S; ][S;,—] over alll. In other words, the decay rate part (a) shows a symmetric decay rate about the qubit spac-

~ falls back to a sum rule summing all transitions back to theng. At the two limiting ends witl¢ = 0 and/ = 1 where

ground state, which is no different from the usual result wethe coupling factoros(jn¢) falls back to 1, all qubits in the

have for atomic radiation using Wigner-Weisskopf approxi-quasi-lattice are maximally coupled to the cavity field. ©nd

mation. such a circumstance, each qubit is equally excited and leas th
When we havé # 0 for a quasi-lattice of qubitgs(k,)| #  least probability to reabsorb radiated photons, resuiting

|s(0)|]. Whether this mesoscopic system will have a largeminimal probability of spontaneous radiation and the sktwe



8

decay. On the contrary, at the middle ground witk= 1/2,  We expect that more interesting physical phenomena will be
only half of the qubits (the qubits at the antinodes) are teip  discovered when more variables are added to the system, es-
to the cavity field while the other half (the qubits at the ng)de pecially those quantum optical effects emulatable in asupe
are never excited by the cavity photon. The latter half dre alconducting qubit circuit[5]. It was found that, for exampde
open to reabsorbed the photons emitted from the former halgingle qubit can be dressed by the cavity field to form an effec
maximizing the likelihood of spontaneous emission acresst tive three-level system. When a strong coherent field is @dde
gubits and giving the largest decay rate for the quasikatti  to drive this three-level system, tunable electromagadyic
The inhomogeneous coupling here unevenly excites everinduced transparency and absorption can be achieved due to
other qubit. When the population of every other qubit isyfull the tunable dressed relaxations [37]. We can resonablycéxpe
inverted, the spin momenmt of the entire quasi-lattice would that the situation would be much more complex if the quasi-
become zero. Following Dicke's argument|[11], this resultslattice is driven by the coherent field. For example, whike th
in a radiated intensity proportional 1@(% + 1), i.e. super- currentexperiments only demonstrate the stimulated éoniss
radiance. The prediction of a strong but short radiatios@ul on a single qubit [38, 39] similar to those in atomic optite t
matches the largest decay rate predicted here. extension to a quasi-lattice of qubits might lead to new pat-
From the plot in Fig[4(b), we see the decay also matcheterns of stimulated emission. And the quasi-lattice of tgibi
with the selective radiation we derived in SEC] IlIIA. At the is experimentally accessible using current technologies.
quasi-periodk of Eq. (27) or half of it, the quasi-lattice are  Another direction worth investigating is to consider thuat t
resonant with the cavity where the emitted photons have theigenfrequencies of the qubits are also non-uniform. Is thi
highest probability of being trapped in the cavity and reab-case, the deformed SU(2) algebra formed by the quasidattic
sorbed by the quasi-lattice, giving a minimal decay rate. Atwould need further generalizations. One way to include this
the non-resonant cases, the photons emitting into the wavegon-uniformity into the deformed algebra is through the sta
uide increase and thus the decay increases. tistical approach similar to what we have adopted for quasi-
lattices with non-uniform spacings in Refl [9], where theiva
ations are measured by a pair of mean variance. These two
V. CONCLUSION AND DISCUSSIONS parameters can then be included in the deformation facébr th
describes the quasi-lattice. We hope to extend this corsside

We study the formation of polaritons in a quasi-lattice of su fion @nd give a more detailed study in a future paper.

perconducting qubits, that is a linear chain of qubits witha-

mogeneous coupling to a cavity field in a stripline resonator

We show that the radiation of the quasi-lattice polariton is Acknowledgments

different from that of an atomic lattice: the radiation ampl

tude can be either enhanced or lowered over the radiatien fre | thanks the support of FDCT of Macau under

quency, depending on the resonance between the polaron agrant 013/2013/A1 and University of Macau under grant
the radiated photon. This amplitude shows a quasi-peitgdic MRG022/IH/2013/FST. Y.X.L. is supported by the National
determined by the structure of the quasi-lattice. Further, Natural Science Foundation of China under Grant Nos.
find that the decay of the polariton excited states also d&pen 61025022, 91321208, the National Basic Research Program

on the structure of the quasi-lattice, in particular its@pa’  of China Grant No. 2014CB921401.
between the qubits relative to the cavity wavelength. The de

cay obtains its maximum when the qubits in the quasi-lattice

are alternatively excited by the cavity field. These unicpee f

tures demonstrate the distinction of the mesocopic natiire o

superconducting qubit systems as opposed to the micrascopi

atoms they emulate. To verify that the diagonal elements 81 in the polariton
In addition, since superconducting qubit circuits havebasis vanish, consider for arbitramy

played a great role in the development of quantum compu-

tation, the ability to filter quantum signals selectivelyngsa [Stluw = (u,r[ Sy |u,7)

set of such qubits will benefit the designs of sophisticated p

cessing devices for quantum signals. For example, when the

Appendix A: Matrix elements of the excitation operator

= Zcfncn (m;ryu —ml| St nyr,u—mn)

qubits are replaced by three-level systems fabricated en su o

perconducting circuits, sophisticated photon detectarshe = Z CnenVHr —u+n)(r+u—n+1)
implemented|[34, 35]. Further, it was shown coherent photon mn

transport can be realized on coplanar waveguides with embed x (m;r,u—m|n;u —n+ 1)

ded atoms [36]. Henceforth, if we regard the quasi-lattia a

mediating device in the coplanar waveguide, complex controwhere the inner product in the last line equals to the Kro-

over photon transports by the structure of the quasi-iatic necker product,,,,0,—m u—n+1. Sincem cannot simulta-

very likely to occur. neously equal to botlk andn + 1, the diagonal elements
Overall, the study we present here aims to lay the groundfS, ... = 0 for any«. Similar arguments also apply to the

work for the physics of many-qubit systems in a circuit cavit conjugateS_.
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For the non-diagonal elements with== v, we expand the where we have broken up each polariton eigenfrequéhcy
bra’s and ket's using Eq._(1L3) to get into two parts: the excitation energy patt, and the lattice-
(54 Juw = (1, 7] S [0, 7) ph(_)t(_)n interaction part, [9].. The latter accounts for fine
+ + splittings due to the interaction of each cluster energegllev
= Z W) (r 4 — m;m| Sy |r,v —nyn) uwy. Itis determined by the coupling strengtand the detun-
ing Aw. For low excitation number, its value is less affected
by the number: and the difference between two consecutive

_ (u)* .(v) _ _ S :
Z e e Vil —vtn)(r+o—n+1) ones is minimal as compareddq, i.e.c, — £, 1 < wq.
m,n . . .
5o s Therefore, we can consider the commutation relation for
X Om,nOu—m,v—n+1 S still preserves after the transformation to the polaritan b

— Z C(u)* v) Vir—v+n)(r4+v—n+ 1)0y0s1.  Sis. Normal Baker-Hausdorff formula can then be applied to
obtain the Hamiltonian in the interaction picture as in 2&)(

The last line in the expansion demands that except for the firs
off-diagonal, all other off-diagonal elements vanish stigiv-
ing the expression in EJ._(R1). Following the same logic, the
lowering ladder operator has also only the first off-diagona APPendix C: Convergence in Wigner-Weisskopf approximation
elements.
[S_Juo = (u, 7| S_ |v, 7) First, substit_uting the gxpression of into Eq. [36), we
have the equation of motion
= Z W) (1 y — m;m| S |r,v —n;yn)

- d Ackg SR

=Y Vo —n) - v+ D) ar ) = o0y [3” J W ie i~ k)
mon (C1)
X O nOu—m,v—n—1 When extending the integration variableto the complex

B () (v) plane of variablez, the principal value avoids the singular-
= eVt o= n)(r — vt nt Doue, ity at = = 0, effectively setting the integral as the difference
" of two integrals
giving the expression of Ed. (22).

W/dZ—hm[/ / }dz-%dz—/dz (C2)
Appendix B: Commutation relations of the deformed operatois

For the operator§S., S, S_} of the collective excitations where¢ indicates a closed contour integral with an infinite-
on the quasi-lattice, their structure of deformed SU(2¢hta  radius arc in the upper complex plane afidindicates a path

breaks one of the commutation relatiof,, S_] # 2S,.  integral along a small semi-circle over= 0.
However, the other two commutation relations are preserved To verify the path along the infinite-radius arc does not con-
[S., S4] = £8.. :gbhu;\(jeto the integration, we can first decompose the facti

See App. A of Ref[[8] for a detailed derivation and discussio

In the transformed polariton basiS,. is expressed using ls(k)|2 i (k)2 |s(k)[?
Eq. [19) and Eq[{21). We can see the commutation relation /dkik(k: Wk /dk [ - (C3)
q q

becomes
ZQu |U7T> <U7T|7S+ : ;
" prove the convergence of the integral from(k) directly.
Sincex; (k) is a finite sum of the exponentiaf*"s, we can
:ZQU[&]M% [lu,r) (0 = 1,7 dup = [0,7) (s 7] Gu1,] simply verify that, in the modulusy;(k)|?, each product

where |s(k)|? is a sum of|y;(k)|?. It is not necessary to

o terme?("i=75) be convergent with the integration along the
_Z O, { Stluut |usr) (u—1,7| infinite-radius arc. That is,
eik(j—j/)Lq eiZ
= [Stlurtulu+1,7) <U,T|} /dk:T - / R
’ arc z

lim i d9|z|iei076Xp{i|Z|ew}
|z]=0 J |Z|€w

:Z (= Q1) [St uyu—t [u, ) {u — 1,7

_qu+ + Z — Eu—1 S+]u u—1 |u ’I’> <U — 1, 7’| s — lim Z/ de |:ei|z|cos«9€7|z|sin9:|
0

|z|—00
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For Holder’s inequality, we see the modulus is upper-b@dnd Plugging the above result into Eq._(C1), we see the terms
™ aboutk, will cancel out and arrive at the equation of mo-
lim do

/ < ei|z|cos«9 . ’ef\z\sinﬁ tion @)
arc |z|=o0 Jo
s
= lim de ‘e“z‘sme
|z]=0 Jo
/2
= lim 2/ dfeIsin0,
lz=o0  Jo Appendix D: Deriving the coefficients for one-excitation in

Furthermore, the integral vanishes when the limit is taken. N = 4 quasi-lattice
Observe that foé € (0, 7/2), the exponential function above
is monotonically non-decreasing. Since the sine function i
the first quadrant is always greater than the diagonal liee, i
|z|sin 6 > |z|ﬂi}2, by exponentiating both sides, we have

For aN = 4 quasi-lattice, we have the total spin= 2
and the magnetic moment € {—2,-1,0,1,2}. Since we
confine ourselves to the discussion of the ground and the first

e~ lzlsing - o —2|z]0/m excited state, i.e. the excitation numhebeing—2 and—1,
, ) o respectively, there are three possible combinatiomsafdm
The right hand side can be easily integrated such that that satisfies: + m = u. For the ground state = —2, we
/2 have one configuration in the expansion of EEq] (13), so
/ < lim 2 e 2210/
arc |z]—o00 0
m (1 — el —2

When the limit is taken, we see the path integral vanishes.
For the second term in Eq.(C3), we see it is identical to the

first term up to an exponential factor: For the coefficients in the expansion of the first excited
o, _ polariton state, we can either plugging in the numbers into

/dkezk(aﬂ Ma eikq(jfj’)Lq/ P Eq. [T3) or follow the routine of finding a set of difference

k —kq arc 2 equations [8]. In this case, the latter is simpler and we have

wherez = k — kq, i.e. k is extended to the complex with

a translated origin akt = k4. Similarly, it will also vanish (1) £ (-1)

at|z| — oo. The proof that the contour integral in EG.{C2) G = 5 7%
. . i 20/}
vanishes is now completed and the only contribution to the A
principal value is the second integral|at — 0. 0= = wcg‘” — V2TV,
For this integral along a small semicircle above the singu- nv2f

larities, we compute the contribution by each exponential i

5 ! :
Js(k)I*. qu the first term in EqL{T3), Combining these two equations, we find a quadratic equation

iz 0
/ dze_ = lim ’L/ de [ei\z\coseef\z\sine] — for e
sc z [2]=0 Jx

The second term has the identical result with the same extra

. 2 A _ 4 2 —
exponential factor as above, hence € we —4n7f =0,

A ika (1) L
/dkik(k —kq) = kq {1 e q} the solution of which is given in Eq_(#1).
For the total contribution ofs(k)|2, we then have Further, using the normality condition for the superpositi

Is(k)[2 coefficients, we get
S
g/dk,i

ik(k — kq)

L N1 N o (<1) A2
=N Z Z cos(jnl) cos(jml’) |1 — ekali=3)1a ¢ = = 21 4n?f
4 NI,NU §,5

[S1,+]10[Sr o1 D g?
N-1 ! e2 + 4dn?f’

™ *
= 2 [0 (0) = xika)xis (k)] [Stot 0[St Jon
4 NINU
B Then, substituting the coefficients into the expression

K 2 2
T kg UsO)F —ls(ka)l*} 2/fcl Vel for 5,1, we arrive at Eq[{40).
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