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Quantum plasmonics extends cavity quantum electrodynamics (cQED) concepts to the nanoscale,
taking benefit from the strongly subwavelength confinement of the plasmon modes supported by
metal nanostructures. In this work, we describe in detail collective strong coupling to a plasmonic
nanocavity. Similarities and differences to cQED are emphasized. We notably observe that the Rabi
splitting can strongly deviate from the standard

√
Ne∆Ω1 law, where Ne is the number of emitters

and ∆Ω1 the Rabi splitting for a single emitter. In addition, we discuss the collective Lamb shift
and the role of quantum corrections to the emission spectra.

I. INTRODUCTION

Light emission by dipolar quantum emitters (QEs)
strongly depends on their environment. It can be con-
trolled by placing emitters in a designed cavity, which
is the basis of cavity quantum electrodynamics (cQED)
concepts [1]. For an emitter weakly coupled to the cav-
ity, the decay rate of the excited state can be enhanced
to reach the coherence limit and produce indistinguish-
able photons of strong interest for quantum technologies
[2]. In the strong coupling regime, there is reversible ex-
change of energy between emitters and cavity so that hy-
bridization of their states occurs, leading to the so-called
dressed states because the emitter’s states are modified
in presence of the cavity. The manipulation of dressed
states permits the generation of non classical photon
states [3] but also to control chemical reactions [4–7],
opening the door towards exciting and unexpected ap-
plications [8]. Moreover, strong efforts have been made
since more than a decade to transpose cQED concepts to
nanophotonics and plasmonics for integration purposes
[9–15]. The strong coupling regime is characterized by
the Rabi splitting in the spectrum of the coupled sys-
tem that generally follows ~ΩR ∝ ~

√

Ne/Vm where Ne

is the number of QEs and Vm is the effective volume of
the cavity mode involved in the coupling process [16, 17].
Quantum plasmonics mainly relies on the strongly sub-
wavelength plasmon volume to achieve the strong cou-
pling regime but collective strong coupling can further
increase the effect.

In this work, we analyse in detail the collective strong
coupling regime in a plasmonic nanocavity. We discuss
the role of the localized surface plasmons (LSPs) in the
coupling process and discuss the dependence of the Rabi
splitting on the number of QEs. We also carefully inves-
tigate quantum corrections to the collective Lamb shift
and observe a significant effect on the dressed states en-
ergies.

∗ gerard.colas-des-francs@u-bourgogne.fr

II. QUANTUM DESCRIPTION OF THE

COUPLED SYSTEM

In this section, we briefly recall the main ingredients
of the model and state our main working hypothesis. A
scheme of the hybrid system is shown in Fig. 1. Ne

QEs are located close to a spherical metal nanoparticle
(MNP) so that they can collectively couple to the LSPs
supported by the MNP.

FIG. 1. Spatial configuration for the strong coupling regime.
Ne orthoradial QEs are homogeneously spread in the equator
plane 2 nm from the silver particle of radius R = 8 nm. The
dipole moment is d = 24 D.

A. Lossy plasmon modes quantization and

continuous model

The Hamiltonian of Ne identical emitters coupled to
the MNP is

Ĥ = ĤQE + ĤMNP + ĤI , (1)

ĤQE =

Ne
∑

j=1

~

(

ω0 − i
γ0
2

)

σ̂
(j)
+ σ̂

(j)
− ,

ĤMNP =

∫

dr

∫ +∞

0

dω ~ωf̂†ω(r) · f̂ω(r) ,

ĤI = −
Ne
∑

j=1

[

σ̂
(j)
+ ⊗

∫ +∞

0

dω d
(j) · Ê+

ω (rj) +H.c.

]

.

ω0 is the transition angular frequency between the ground
state |g〉j and excited state |e〉j of emitter j and we in-
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troduce the coupling operator of the jth emitter σ̂
(j)
+ =

|e〉j j〈g| and σ̂
(j)
− = |g〉j j〈e|. In equation (1), the first

term is the QE energy and we have phenomelogically
introduced the decay rate γ0 of the excited state. The
second term describes the total energy of the electromag-

netic field where f̂
†(r) (f̂ (r)) is the LSP polaritonic vec-

tor field operator at the position r associated to the cre-
ation (annihilation) of a quantum in the presence of the
MNP. The last term describes the emitters-field interac-
tion under the rotating-wave approximation.We discuss
later this approximation.
Ê

+
ω is the electric field operator associated to the field

scattered in presence of the MNP. We note Gtot(r, r
′)

the Green tensor associated to the electric field response
at position r from an excitation localized at r

′ in the
medium. The electromagnetic field is quantized within
the Langevin type model [18] and the electric field oper-
ator can be written as

Ê
+
ω (r) =i

√

~

πǫ0
k20

∫

dr′
√

ε′′ω(r
′)Gtot(r, r

′, ω)f̂ω(r
′) (2)

where k0 = ω/c is the wavenumber. The wave function
of the hybrid system can be written at time t as

|ψ(t)〉 =
Ne
∑

j=1

C
(j)
e,∅(t)|e(j),∅〉 (3)

+

∫

dr

∫ +∞

0

dω e−iωt
Cg(r, ω, t) · |g,1ω(r)〉 ,

where |e(j),∅〉 represents the jth emitter in its excited
state and no LSP mode excited. For instance, for Ne = 4
emitters, |e(2),∅〉 = |g, e, g, g,∅〉. |g,1ω(r)〉 corresponds
to all emitters in their ground state and a single excited
LSP mode of energy ~ω. For the collective strong cou-
pling, we consider the initial coherent superposition

|ψ(0)〉 = |B,∅〉 = 1√
Ne

Ne
∑

j=1

|e(j),∅〉 . (4)

This state corresponds to the last excited state in the
Dicke superradiance cascade [19] but an initial state ob-
tained by incoherent pumping can be considered as well
[20]. The optical response is characterized by the spectral
density

D(ω) =
γ0
2π

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ +∞

0

CB,∅(t)e
iωtdt

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

(5)

=
γ0

2πNe

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

Ne
∑

j=1

∫ +∞

0

C
(j)
e,∅(t)e

iωtdt

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

where CB,∅(t) = 〈B,∅|ψ(t)〉 is the probability ampli-
tude associated to the state |B,∅〉. The dynamics of
the wavefunction follows the time-dependent Schrödinger
equation

i~
∂

∂t
|ψ(t)〉 = Ĥ|ψ(t)〉 (6)

so that the evolution of the spectral density obeys (see
appendix A)

D(ω) ∝
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

Ne
∑

k=1

Ne
∑

l=1

{

[(

(ω − ω0) + i
γ0
2

)

I+M(ω)
]−1

}

kl

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

,

Mij(ω) = i
ω2

~ǫ0c2
Im[Gij(ω)] (7)

+
1

~πǫ0
P

∫ ∞

0

dω′ω
′2

c2
Im[Gij(ω

′)]

ω′ − ω

Gij(ω) = d
(i) ·Gtot(ri, rj , ω) · d(j) .

We decompose the Green tensor Gtot = G0 + Gscatt

where G0 is the free space contribution (homogeneous
background of dielectric constant ǫb) and Gscatt refers
to the MNP contribution only. We emphasize that we
phenomenologically introduced the free-space decay rate
γ0 in the Hamiltonian (eq. 1), assuming the free space
Lamb shift taken into account into ω0. Since the free-
space contribution is taken into account in γ0 and ω0,
Gii(ω) = d

(i) · Gscatt(ri, ri, ω) · d(i) for j = i. See also
Refs. [21–26] for a discussion on the free-space contribu-
tion.
We will discuss in detail the interpretation of the term

Mij as the dipole-dipole shift [27, 28] in section IV. We
will notably demonstrate the role of the quantum correc-
tion, corresponding to the integral term in the expression
ofMij . This term is generally neglected for single emitter
configurations [29–31] but we will show that it is propor-
tionnal to the number of emitters for all emitters at the
same location. Practically, the numerical simulations of
the spectral density necessitate to compute the quantum
correction integral in Mij that could lead to numerical
difficulties due to the pole on the real axis. Better con-
vergence can be achieved deforming the integration path
on the imaginary axis [27] or using a symmetry relation
of the Green function to remove the singularity [28]. Still,
it necessitates numerical integration. An alternative ap-
proach consists in the effective model described in the
next section.

B. Effective model

The construction of the effective model relies on the
Lorentzian profile of the LSP resonances [32]. We use
a modal Mie expansion of the Green tensor Gscatt =
∑

G
n
scatt and the coupling constant between jth QE and

LSPn obeys

|κ(j)n (ω)|2 =
k20

~πǫ0
Im

[

d
(j) ·Gn

scatt(rj , rj , ω) · d(j)
]

=
Γn

2π

[g
(j)
n ]2

(ω − ωn)2 +
Γ2
n

4

. (8)

with the coupling strength g
(j)
n to the plasmon mode of

order n (LSPn). ωn and γn are the LSPn resonances
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frequencies and widths, respectively. An effective Hamil-
tonian is derived [32]

Ĥ = Ĥ ′
QE + ĤLSP + ĤQE−LSP , (9)

Ĥ ′
QE =

Ne
∑

j=1

(

ω0 + δω
(j)
0 − i

γ0
2

)

σ̂
(j)
+ σ̂

(j)
− ,

δω
(j)
0 = − k20

~ǫ0

Ne
∑

i=1

Re
[

d
(j) ·G0(rj , ri, ω) · d(i)

]

ĤLSP =

Ne
∑

j=1

N
∑

n=1

~(ωn − iγn)â
(j)†
n â(j)n ,

ĤQE−LSP = ~

Ne
∑

j=1

N
∑

n=1

(

g(j)n σ̂
(j)
+ â(j)n + (g(j)n )∗â(j)†n σ̂

(j)
−

)

.

δω
(j)
0 is frequency shift induced by the free-space dipole-

dipole Van der Waals interactions between the atoms
[20, 33]. We don’t include the free-space dipole-dipole

coupling (imaginary part) since it is negligible. â
(j)†
n and

â
(j)
n describe the creation or annihilation of a plasmon of

order n by the emitter j. Building the effective Hamil-
tonian, we have defined LSPs with respect to the po-
sition of the emitter that can excite them, leading to

non-orthogonal modes. As a consequence, â
(j)
n operators

do not obey the standard bosonic commutation relations
but

[

â(i)n , â
(j)†
n′

]

= δnn′µ(ij)
n , (10)

µ(ij)
n =

1

π~ε0

ω2
n

c2
Im

[

d
(i) ·Gn(ri, rj , ωn) · d(j)

]

κ
(i)
n (ωn)κ

(j)∗
n (ωn)

, (11)

where µ
(ij)
n is the modal overlap function. One can define

Nind independent creation (b̂
(l)†

n ) and annihilation (b̂
(l)
n )

operators satisfying the standard commutation rules by
a Löwdin orthormalisation [19, 34, 35]. This leads to an
alternative form of the effective Hamiltonian

Ĥ = Ĥ ′
QE + Ĥ ′

LSP + Ĥ ′
QE−LSP , (12)

Ĥ ′
LSP =

N
∑

n=1

Nind
∑

j=1

~

(

ωn − i
γn
2

)

b̂(j)
†

n b̂(j)n ,

Ĥ ′
QE−LSP =

Ne
∑

j=1

N
∑

n=1

Nind
∑

l=1

~

(

g(jl)n σ̂
(j)
+ b̂(l)n +H.c

)

.

with the coupling strength g
(jl)
n between the emitter j

and the mode LSP
(l)
n .

The wave function of the hybrid system is finally
written on a single excitation basis of dimension M =
Ne +N ×Nind as

|ψ(t)〉 =
Ne
∑

j=1

C
(j)
e,∅(t)|e(j),∅〉 (13)

+

N
∑

n=1

Nind
∑

l=1

C
n,(l)
g,1 (t)|g, 1(l)n 〉 .

|1(l)n 〉 = b̂
(l)†

n |∅〉 refers to a Löwdin plasmonic state

LSP
(l)
n .

The dynamics of the hybrid system is efficiently de-
scribed in the eigenbasis of the effective Hamiltonian; the
M eigenvectors (dressed states) |ΠD

m〉 are associated to
the complex eigenvalues Λm = Ωm − iΓm/2 and

|ψ(t)〉 =
M
∑

m=1

ηme
−iΛmt|ΠD

m〉 , (14)

ηm = 〈ΠD
m|ψ(0)〉 .

Assuming again the initial state |ψ(0)〉 = |B,∅〉 de-
fined above, the spectral density is finally expressed as

D(ω) =
γ0

2πN2
e

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

M
∑

m=1

|∑Ne

l=1m
(l)
0 |2

ω − Ωm + iΓm

2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

(15)

m
(l)
0 = 〈e(l),∅|ΠD

m〉

III. COLLECTIVE STRONG COUPLING

A. Rabi splitting as a function of the number of

emitters

Emission spectra as a function of the QE transition
frequency ω0 are presented in Fig. 2 for Ne =1 to 100
QEs. Van der Waals dipole-dipole interactions induce a
blue shift that strongly depends on the distance d12 be-
tween two adjacent dipoles and ranges from δω0 = 12
meV for 15 atoms (d12 = 4.2 nm), δω0 = 438 meV (50
atoms, d12 = 1.3 nm) to δω0 = 3.5 eV (d12 = 0.6 nm).
However, the dipole-dipole interaction is probably over-
estimated for d12 = 0.6 nm and a dedicated model should
be considered, beyond the scope of this work [36]. Since
this solely induces a frequency shift that is identical for
all the emitters, but does not change the Rabi splitting
value, we ignore it for Ne = 100, without loss of under-
standing the strong coupling characteristics.
For a single emitter, we observe a Rabi splitting ∆Ω1 =

88 meV, for a QE emission close to the high order LSP
resonances ω0 ≈ ω∞ ≈ 2.95 eV, originating from the
coupling to numerous high order modes [31]. The Rabi
splitting increases as a function of the number of QEs and
reaches ∆Ω100 = 217 meV forNe = 100. ForNe > 15, we
also observe the opening of a second gap at QE emission
close to the dipolar LSP1 resonance (ω0 ≈ ω1 ≈ 2.8 eV).
This results from the collective coupling of allNe emitters
to the dipolar LSP1 mode. The LSP1 mode radiatively
leaks into the far-field so that such strong coupling regime
can be recorded in the far-field zone [16, 37]. For Ne ∼
50 the two strong coupling regimes occur at the same
QE emission frequency ω0 ≈ 2.85 eV and the two Rabi
splittings become difficult to separate for higher number
of QEs. See also the discussion in section III B.

It is of great interest to compare the collective strong
coupling behaviour to the ideal situation where all the
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FIG. 2. Normalized emission spectra for (a) Ne = 1, (b) Ne = 15, (c) Ne = 50 and (d) Ne = 100 (the Van der Waals frequency
shift δω0 is ignored for Ne = 100, see the text for detail). The color maps corresponds to the density spectra calculated using
Eq. (15) and solid white lines indicate the angular frequencies Ωm of the dressed states that contribute mainly to the strong
coupling. The emission spectra are normalized with respect to their maximum.

emitters are located at the same position. In this case
all the Ne QEs are coupled to the same Löwdin plasmon

modes LSP
(1)
n . All the emitters are fully equivalent and

one can define collective operators [19]

Ŝ+ =
1√
Ne

Ne
∑

j=1

σ̂
(j)
+ , (16)

Ŝ+ = Ŝ†
− , (17)

in order to display the collective coupling
√
Negn

in the interaction Hamiltonians. Indeed, gj1n =
gn∀j and gjln = 0 if l 6= 1, so that the effec-
tive Hamiltonian associated to the ideal configuration
simplifies to the following representation in the basis

{

|B,∅〉, |g, 1(1)1 〉, |g, 1(1)2 〉, . . . , |g, 1(1)N 〉
}

Heff = ~

















ω0 − iγ0

2

√
Neg1

√
Neg2 · · ·

√
NegN√

Neg1 ω1 − iγ1

2 0 · · · 0
√
Neg2 0 ω2 − iγ2

2

. . .
...

...
...

. . .
. . . 0√

NegN 0 · · · 0 ωN − iγN

2

















(18)

The emission spectra in the ideal configuration are pre-
sented in Fig. 3. The Rabi splitting is strongly in-
creased compared to the ring configuration (Fig. 2) due
to the collective coupling to the same mode. We com-
pare the Rabi splittings obtained from the two configu-
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FIG. 3. Normalized emission spectra for (a) Ne = 15, (b)
Ne = 50 considering ideal configuration.

rations as a function of the number of QEs in Fig. 4.
For the ideal configuration, we recover almost the usual√
Ne∆Ω1 collective Rabi splitting. The small deviation

to the
√
Ne∆Ω1 law is attributed to the difficulty to sep-

arate the strong coupling regime to either the high order
LSP mode or the dipolar mode LSP1. See the next sec-
tion for a discussion. The Rabi splitting becomes much
lower for the ring configuration of QEs (see also ref. [38]).
This originates from a discernable coupling of each emit-
ter to LSP modes, strongly jeopardizing the collective
behaviour. A similar blockade of the collective coupling
has been discussed in the weak coupling regime for plas-
monic superradiance [19].

At this point, we can discuss the rotating wave ap-
proximation we have done (Eq. 1) and the feasibil-

10 20 30 40 50

N
e

100

200

300

400

500

600

 
 (

m
e
V

)

5 10 15 20N
e

20

40

60

 
 (

m
e
V

)

FIG. 4. Rabi splitting as a function of the number of emit-
ters. The blue curve corresponds to all QEs at the same po-
sition (ideal configuration) and follows a

√
Ne∆Ω1 law (green

curve). The yellow and purple curves represents the Rabi
splitting associated to the strong coupling to high-oder mode
or dipolar mode, respectively. The inset represents the evolu-
tion of the Rabi splitting between emitters and LSP1 in the
ideal configuration.

ity of reaching ultra-strong coupling [39]. The atomic
transition is ω0 ∼ 3 eV and the coupling strength be-
tween a single quantum emitter and localized plasmons
is typically g ∼ 15 meV in the discussed configuration.
Collective coupling with Ne emitters ideally located at
the same position follows gNe

∼
√
Neg so that ultra-

strong coupling could be reached for Ne ∼ 400 emitters
(gNe

∼ 0.1ω0). For radially oriented emitters, g ∼ 50
meV [25] so that the ultrastrong coupling could occur
for only Ne ∼ 40 emitters if located at the same po-
sition. For emitters spread all around the particle, the
collective coupling is significantly below

√
Neg, even for

the optimized ring configuration, and we estimate that
ann ultrastrong regime would necessitate several thou-
sand emitters. That is why we don’t consider this regime
in this work. However, this could be achieved experi-
mentally and would be of strong interest to investigate,
keeping the counterrotating contributions in the interac-
tion Hamiltonian [20, 40].

B. Dressed states

We represent in Fig. 5-8 the evolution of the spectra
for Ne emitters strongly coupled to the LSPs modes in
the ideal configuration and for Ne ranging from 1 to 50.
We also plot the corresponding energy diagrams of the
dressed states (Jaynes-Cumming ladder). Dressed states
are the eigenvectors of the Hamiltonian so that their en-
ergy and the contribution of the emitters and LSPs states
are determined from the diagonalization of the Hamilto-
nian. For 1 ≤ Ne < 3, the strong coupling regime origi-
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nates from the cumulative coupling to high order modes
(see Fig. 5b and 6b) [31]. Since high order modes have
similar energies, they can be approximated by a single ef-
fective LSP mode so that the systems behaves similarly
to emitters coupled to a single mode cavity and the Rabi
splitting closely follows the

√
Ne∆Ω1 law .

For 3 ≤ Ne ≤ 15, we also observe a second strong cou-
pling regime with the dipolar LSP mode since only LSP1

is involved (see 7b). We estimated in Fig. 4 the Rabi
splittings for strong coupling to either high order modes
or to LSP1 only. For Ne > 15, the strong coupling oc-
curs with all the LSP modes and a single Rabi splitting
can be defined, see Fig. 8b). Finally, we emphasize that
the strong coupling regime, including with LSP1, occurs
for emitter’s frequency ω0 far from the dipolar mode fre-
quency ω1, when the number of emitters increases, as
clearly observed on Fig. 8b). This originates from the
collective Lamb shift discussed in detail in the following
section.

IV. LAMB SHIFT AND ROLE OF QUANTUM

CORRECTIONS

Additionnal understanding of the collective coupling
and the role of the quantum corrections is possible com-
paring the continuous and effective models. Indeed,
the continuous model is fully equivalent to the effective
model but it clearly shows quantum corrections to a semi-
classical description. In particular, the expression (7) of
the spectral density involves the inverse of the matrix
[((ω − ω0) + iγ0/2) I+M(ω)] with

Mij(ω) = ∆ωij(ω) + i
Γij(ω)

2
(19)

Γij(ω) =
2ω2

~ǫ0c2
Im[Gij(ω)]

∆ωij(ω) = +
1

~πǫ0
P

∫ +∞

0

dω′ω
′2

c2
Im[Gij(ω

′)]

ω′ − ω

so that Γij and ∆ωij corresponds to the cooperative de-
cay rate modification and dipole-dipole shift [18, 25, 27].
We interprete in detail the dipole-dipole shift expression
in the following paragraphs.

A. Lamb shift

1. Effective model

For i = j, the dipole-dipole shift reduces to the Lamb
shift of emitter j [18, 27, 28]

∆ωjj(ω0) =
1

π~ǫ0
P

∫ +∞

0

dω
ω2

c2
ImGjj(ω)

ω − ω0
(20)

Recalling the construction of the effective model relies on
the Lorentzian profile of the LSP resonances, see Eq. (8),

the integral can be calculated explicitely and leads to

∆ωjj(ω0) =

N
∑

n=1

g2n(ω0 − ωn)

(ω0 − ωn)2 + (Γn/2)2
, (21)

in full agreement with the previous work of Ref. [25].

2. Continuous model

Another expression can be obtained using the
Kramers-Kronig relations. FromGscatt = Gtot−G0, and
considering a Drude metal ǫm(ω) = ǫ∞−ω2

p/(ω
2+iΓpω),

it immediately follows that

Gscatt(ω) ∼
ω→+∞

G∞(ω)−G0(ω) , (22)

where G∞ is the Green tensor of a homogeneous medium
of dielectric constant ǫ∞. In the Drude model, ǫ∞ = 1 so
that Gscatt(ω) tends to zero in the high frequency limit
for air background (ǫb = 1) and satisfies the Kramers-
Kronig relations [27]

ω2
0

c2
Re[Gij(ω0)] =

1

π
P

∫ +∞

−∞
dω
ω2

c2
Im[Gij(ω)]

ω − ω0
, (23)

so that the Lamb shift becomes [27, 41]

∆ωjj(ω0) =
1

π~ǫ0
P

∫ +∞

0

dω
ω2

c2
ImGjj(ω)

ω − ω0
(24)

=
ω2
0

~ǫ0c2
Re[Gjj(ω0)]−

1

π~ǫ0
P

∫ 0

−∞
dω
ω2

c2
ImGjj(ω)

ω − ω0

=
ω2
0

~ǫ0c2
Re[Gjj(ω0)]−

1

π~ǫ0
P

∫ +∞

0

dω
ω2

c2
ImGjj(ω)

ω + ω0

where we used Gjj(−ω) = G⋆
jj(ω). The first term in-

volving the real part of the Green tensor is equivalent to
the classical Lamb shift deduced from the driven dipole
model [42, 43] so that the second term can be considered
as a quantum correction (see also appendix C). It can be
recast as proposed by Tian et al [28] to obtain

∆ωjj(ω0) =
ω2
0

~ǫ0c2
Re[Gjj(ω0)]−

1

2
∆ωjj(0) (25)

+ω0

∫ ∞

0

dω
ω2

c2
ImGjj(ω)

ω(ω + ω0)

∆ωjj(0) =
ω2
0

~ǫ0c2
Re[Gjj(0)] (26)

∆ω⊥(0) ≃ d2

4π~ǫ0ǫbR3

N
∑

n=1

(n+ 1)2

(1 + h/R)2n+4

∆ω//(0) ≃ d2

8π~ǫ0ǫbR3

N
∑

n=1

n(n+ 1)

(1 + h/R)2n+4
,

where we approximate the Green tensor by its quasi-
static limit at low frequency [44]. We present in Fig. 9
the Lamb shift calculated considering the effective model
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FIG. 5. a) Strong coupling spectrum for a single emitter (Ne = 1). b) Corresponding dressed states. The atomic state energy
is represented by the blue point on the left whereas the red points on the right correspond to LSPs energies. Dotted lines
represent the states contribution to the hyridized states. The line thicknness is proportionnal to the states’ weigth. The two
dressed states that mainly contributes to the strong coupling regime are indicated in green.

FIG. 6. Same as Fig. 5 for Ne = 5.



8

FIG. 7. Same as Fig. 6 for emitters strongly coupled to LSP1.

FIG. 8. Same as Fig. 5 for Ne = 50.
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FIG. 9. Lamb shift calculated as a function of the emission an-
gular frequency ω0 for a dipolar emitter parallel (a) or perpen-
dicular (b) to the particle surface. The QE is at 2 nm from a
30 nmMNP (R=15 nm), in air (ǫb = 1). The parameter of the
metal Drude constant are ǫ∞ = 1, ωp = 1.26× 1016 rad s−1

and Γp = 1.41 × 1014 rad s−1, mimicking gold behaviour in
the visible range. ”Classical” refers to the first tem of Eq.
(25), ”quant. corr.” corresponds to the full Eq. (25) (includ-
ing the quantum correction to the classical expression), ”Eff.
model” is the Lamb shift obtained from the effective model,
Eq. (21).

(eq. (21)), the classical contribution and the classical
contribution plus the quantum correction (eq. (25)).
We observe an excellent agreement between the effective
model and the continuous model when the quantum cor-
rection is taken into account. However, the quantum cor-
rection remains small in this configuration (below 5%).

One generally modifies the Drude model to include in-
terband transitions and better reproduce experimental
data. This can be done adding a constant, for instance
ǫ∞ = 6 for silver. We observe in Fig. 10 a small dis-
crepancy between the Lamb shift calculated considering

the continuous model (eq. 25) and the effective model
(eq. 21). We attribute this difference to the fact that
Gscatt does not satisfy the Kramers-Kronig condition for
ǫb 6= ǫ∞. We check numerically that the agreement is
recovered for ǫb = ǫ∞ (not shown) and expression (25)
is the Lamb shift compared to a homogeneous medium
of dielectric constant ǫ∞ instead of ǫb. Stated differ-
ently, since the derivation of eq. (21) does not involve
the Kramers-Kronig relations, it holds for any configura-
tion and corresponds to the Lamb shift compared to the
background medium.
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FIG. 10. Same as Fig. 9 but for a silver MNP. ǫ∞ = 6,
ωp = 1.20 × 1016 rad s−1 and Γp = 7.74 × 1013 rad s−1.

Since the quantum correction remains small in all the
cases discussed above, the classical Lamb shift can be sat-
isfactorily used to compute the emission spectrum in the
continuous model, simplifiying the computing task. How-
ever, for a multi-emitter configuration, we will demon-
strate in section IVC2 that the Lamb shift is propor-
tionnal to the number of emitters when all emitters are
at the same location, so that the quantum correction can-
not be neglected anymore.
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Since the effective models holds, we can estimate the
quantum correction without numerically computing the
integral as

∆ω(j)
c = − 1

π~ǫ0
P

∫ 0

−∞
dω
ω2

c2
ImGjj(ω)

ω − ω0
(27)

=

N
∑

n=1

[g
(j)
n ]2(ω0 − ωn)

(ω0 − ωn)2 + (Γn/2)2
− ω2

0

~ǫ0c2
Re[Gjj(ω0)]

that is valid independantly of the value of ǫb.

B. Dipole-dipole shift

Simarly, for i 6= j, the dipole-dipole shift is expressed
using the effective model [19]

∆ωij(ω0) =
1

π~ǫ0
P

∫ +∞

0

dω
ω2

c2
ImGij(ω)

ω − ω0
(28)

=

N
∑

n=1

(ω0 − ωn)

(ω0 − ωn)2 + (Γn/2)2
g(i)n g(j)n µi,j

n (ωn) .

In the context of the continuous model, we can write

∆ωij(ω0) =
ω2
0

~ǫ0c2
Re[Gij(ω0)]

− 1

π~ǫ0
P

∫ 0

−∞
dω
ω2

c2
ImGij(ω)

ω − ω0

=
ω2
0

~ǫ0c2
Re[Gij(ω0)] + ∆ω(ij)

c , (29)

where ∆ω
(ij)
c is the quantum correction to the classical

dipole-dipole shift that is easily calculated as the dif-
ference between the effective model and classical model
expressions of the dipole-dipole shift. We estimate the
quantum correction (including Lamb shift and dipole-
dipole quantum corrections) for each emitter to ∆ωc =

|∑Ne

j=1 ∆ω
(1j)
c | = 22 meV for Ne = 50 emitters in the

ring configuration. It increases to ∆ωc = 219 meV for
Ne = 500.

C. Effect of quantum corrections on the emission

spectrum

1. Single emitter configuration

For a single emitter coupled to a MNP, the emission
spectrum is expressed in the continuous model, see Eq.
(7) [45]

D(ω) =
γ0
2π

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

ω − ω0 +∆ωc(ω) + iγ0

2 +
k2

0
G11(ω)
~ǫ0

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

. (30)

We observe that the quantum correction does not signif-
icantly change over the considered spectral range so that
we can safely replace ∆ωc(ω) ≈ ∆ωc(ω0) and

D(ω) =
γ0
2π

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

ω − ω0 +∆ωc(ω0) + iγ0

2 +
k2

0
G11(ω)

~ǫ0

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

.(31)

The quantum correction clearly introduces a small res-
onance shift in the emission spectrum. This correction
can be neglected as shown in Fig. 11.
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FIG. 11. Emission spectrum for a single QE coupled to a silver
MNP using the continuous model without (a) or with (b)
the quantum correction. Vertical lines indicate the energies
of the two main dressed states contributing to the coupling.
The emitter is orthogonal to the MNP. Other parameters are
the same as in Fig. 10. The emission frequency leading to
the strong coupling is indicated on the figures. The quantum
correction is ∆ωc(ω0) = −7.5 meV.

2. Multi-emitter configuration

For several emitters, an additionnal dipole-dipole shift
occurs. It decreases fastly as a function of the distance
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between two emitters so that we restrict our study to the
ideal configuration to demonstrate the role of quantum
corrections. In this case, all the elements of the matrixM

are identicalMij =M11 , ∀i, j and the emission spectrum
takes the simple form (see Eq. (B3d))

D(ω) ∝

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

ω − ω0 +Ne∆ωc + iγ0

2 +
Nek2

0

~ǫ0
G11(ω)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

, (32)

so that the cumulative effect of quantum corrections
Ne∆ωc(ω0) is now clearly apparent and cannot be ig-
nored for a large number of QEs. A significant spectral
shift is observed neglecting the quantum corrections, as
shown e.g in Fig. 12 for only 25 emitters.
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FIG. 12. Emission spectrum for Ne = 25 QEs coupled to a
silver MNP using the continuous model without (a) or with
(b) the quantum correction. Solid white lines indicate the
angular frequencies Ωm of the dressed states that contribute
mainly to the strong coupling.

As a last configuration, we consider 50 emitters ran-
domly oriented all around the particle, see Fig. 13. The
Rabi splitting remains low (about 100 meV) compared to
the ideal and ring configurations. This originates from
different frequency shifts for each emitter, notably be-
cause of the quantum corrections. Indeed, we compute
Van der Waals frequency shifts ranging from -15 meV
to +15 meV and quantum corrections ranging from -35
meV to 5 meV. This leads to a different strong coupling
gap frequency for each emitter, hence a lower total Rabi
splitting.

FIG. 13. Emission spectrum for Ne = 50 randomly oriented
emitters spread around the MNP (see inset).

V. CONCLUSION

We have investigated the collective strong coupling
regime in a plasmonic nanocavity. We observe that the
Rabi splitting is proportionnal to

√
Ne if all the emitters

are located at the same position, but it strongly deviates
from this behaviour for a homogeneous ring configura-
tion around the particle, severely decreasing the collec-
tive strong coupling behaviour. We derive a continuous
approach and an effective model, bringing a clear physi-
cal understanding of the collective coupling process, em-
phasizing notably the role of LSP modes. In addition,
the comparison between the two equivalent approaches
leads to a full understanding and estimation of quan-
tum corrections to the classical expression for the Lamb
shift. We also identify a collective Lamb shift proportion-
nal to the number of emitters when located at the same
position. The effective model intrinsically includes quan-
tum corrections whereas the continuous model necessi-
tates their carefull estimation. Quantum corrections af-
fect the dipole-dipole coupling and introduce a frequency
shift. When they are neglected, the continous model sim-
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plifies to the classical approach. A better understanding
of the collective behaviour of multiple quantum emitters
strongly coupled to a plasmonics nanocavity is crucial for
optimizing the hybrid system, paving the way towards
the generation of non classical plasmon states in analogy
to cQED devices [3, 46] or controling chemical reactions
[4–6].
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Appendix A: Emission spectrum in the continuous model

The dynamics of the wavefunction (Eq. (3)) is governed by the Schrödinger equation (Eq. (6)) with the Hamiltonian
(1) so that

˙̃C
(l)
e,0(t) = − 1√

~πε0

∫ +∞

0

dω

∫

d3r
ω2

c2

√

εI(r, ω)d
(l) · ¯̄G(rl, r, ω) ·Cg(r, ω, t)e

i(ω0−ω)t − γ0
2
C̃e,0(t), (A1a)

Ċg(r, ω, t) =
1√
~πε0

ω2

c2

√

εI(r, ω)

Ne
∑

l=1

¯̄
G

∗(r, rl, ω) ·
(

d
(l)
)∗

C̃
(l)
e,0(t)e

i(ω−ω0)t, (A1b)

with C̃
(l)
e,0(t) = C

(l)
e,0(t) e

iω0t. We first define the spectral density for each emitter:

Dl(ω) =
γ
(l)
0

2π

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ +∞

0

C̃
(l)
e,0(t)e

i(ω−ω0)tdt

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

, (A2a)

=
γ0
2π

∣

∣

∣
FT

[

C̃
(l)
e,0(t)

]

(ω)
∣

∣

∣

2

, (A2b)

where FT denotes the Fourier transform.
Formally integrating equation (A1b), Eq (A1a) is expressed as

˙̃C
(l)
e,0(t) = − 1

~πε0

∫ +∞
0 dω ω2

c2 e
i(ω0−ω)t

∑Ne

j=1

[

∫ t

0 dt
′ C̃

(j)
e,0(t

′)ei(ω−ω0)t
′

×
∫

d3r ω2

c2 εI(r, ω)d
(l) · ¯̄G(rl, r, ω)

¯̄
G

∗(r, rj , ω) ·
(

d
(j)

)∗
]

− γ0

2 C̃
(l)
e,0(t), (A3a)

˙̃C
(l)
e,0(t) =

∫ t

0 dt
′ ∑Ne

j=1 Klj(t− t′)C̃
(j)
e,0(t

′)− γ0

2 C̃
(l)
e,0(t), (A3b)

with

Klj(t− t′) = − 1

~πε0

∫ +∞

0

dω
ω2

c2
e−i(ω−ω0)(t−t′)

d
(l) · Im

[

¯̄
G(rl, rj , ω)

]

·
(

d
(j)

)∗
, (A4)

where we used the property

∫

d3r
ω2

c2
εI(r, ω)

¯̄
G(rl, r, ω)

¯̄
G

∗(r, rj , ω) = Im

[

¯̄
G(rl, rj , ω)

]

, (A5)

Finally,

−C̃(l)
e,0(0)− i(ω − ω0)FT

[

C̃e,0(t)
]

(ω) =

Ne
∑

j=1

FT [Klj(t)] (ω)FT
[

C̃
(j)
e,0(t)

]

(ω)− γ0
2
FT

[

C̃
(l)
e,0(t)

]

(ω), (A6)
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with C̃
(l)
e,0(0) the initial condition on the state |e(l),0〉. The Fourier transform of Klj(t) is expressed as

Mlj(ω) =
i

~πǫ0

∫ ∞

0

dω′ω
′2

c2
ImGlj(ω

′)

∫ ∞

0

dte−i(ω′−ω)t (A7a)

=
iω2

~ǫ0c2
Im[Glj(ω)] +

1

~πǫ0
P

∫ ∞

0

dω′ω
′2

c2
Im[Glj(ω

′)]

ω′ − ω
(A7b)

Glj(ω) = d
(l) ·Gscatt(rl, rj , ω) ·

(

d
(j)

)⋆

, (A7c)

where we have used the property (see also [45] for the single emitter case Ne = 1)

∫ ∞

0

dte−i(ω′−ω)t = πδ(ω′ − ω)− iP

(

1

ω′ − ω

)

(A8)

In order to solve the system of equation (A6), we define the column vector

C̃e,0(t) =

















C̃
(1)
e,0(t)

C̃
(2)
e,0(t)

C̃
(3)
e,0(t)
...

C̃
(Ne)
e,0 (t)

















, (A9)

so that

−C̃e,0(0) + i(ω0 − ω)FT
[

C̃e,0(t)
]

(ω) = iM(ω) FT
[

C̃e,0(t)
]

(ω)− γ0
2
FT

[

C̃e,0(t)
]

(ω) , (A10)

and

FT
[

C̃e,0(t)
]

(ω) =
1

i

[(

ω0 − ω − i
γ0
2

)

I−M(ω)
]−1

C̃e,0(0) . (A11)

We obtain the spectral density of emitter l:

Dl(ω) =
γ0
2π

∣

∣

∣

∣

{

[(

ω − ω0) + i
γ0
2

)

I+M(ω)
]−1

C̃e,0(0)

}

l

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

, (A12)

and the spectral density of the complete hybrid system is expressed as

D(ω) =
γ0
2π

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ +∞

0

Cα(t)e
iωtdt

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

, (A13)

where Cα(t) is the probability amplitude of the state

|α〉 = 1
√

∑Ne

l=1 |al|
2

Ne
∑

l=1

al|e(l),0〉. (A14)

The projection of state |α〉 on the wavefunction (3) leads to

D(ω) =
γ0
2π

1
∑Ne

l=1 |al|
2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

Ne
∑

l=1

a∗l

{

[(

ω − ω0) + i
γ0
2

)

INe
+M(ω)

]−1

C̃e,0(0)

}

l

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

. (A15)

and for the initial coherent superposition |ψ(0)〉 = 1√
Ne

∑Ne

l=1 |e(l),∅〉, the spectral density simplifies to Eq. (7) in the

main text.
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Appendix B: Configuration with all QEs at the same position

For all QEs located at the same position, and considering the initial condition |ψ(0)〉 = |B〉, all the element of the

matrix M are identical, Mij(ω) = M11(ω) = k20/(~ǫ0)G11(ω) + ∆ωc and C
(l)
e,∅(0) = 1/

√
Ne ∀ l, so that the spectral

density is expressed as

D(ω) =
γ0

2πN2
e

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

Ne
∑

k=1

Ne
∑

l=1

{

[(

(ω − ω0) + i
γ0
2

)

I+M11(ω)P
]−1

}

kl

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

, (B1a)

P =











1 1 · · · 1
1 1 · · · 1
...

...
. . .

...
1 1 · · · 1











. (B1b)

One can simplify the expression of D(ω) using the property

[aI+ bP]
−1

=
1

a
I− b

a(a+Neb)
P , (B2)

with a = ω − ω0 + iγ0/2 and b =M11(ω) so that

D(ω) =
γ0

2πN2
e

1

(ω − ω0)2 + γ0/2)2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

Ne
∑

k=1

Ne
∑

l=1

{

I− M11(ω)

(ω − ω0) + iγ0

2 +NeM11(ω)
P

}

kl

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

, (B3a)

=
γ0

2πNe

1

(ω − ω0)2 + γ0/2)2

∣

∣

∣

∣

1− NeM11(ω)

(ω − ω0) + iγ0

2 +NeM11(ω)

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

, (B3b)

=
γ0

2πNe

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

(ω − ω0) + iγ0

2 +NeM11(ω)

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

, (B3c)

=
γ0

2πNe

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

(ω − ω0 +Ne∆ωc) + iγ0

2 +Nek20/(~ǫ0)G11(ω)

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

. (B3d)

Appendix C: Classical Drude-Lorentz model

A classical derivation of the collective strong coupling can be done considering the Drude-Lorentz driven dipole
model. Each dipolar emitter is modeled by an oscillating dipole d

(i). In presence of an electric field E, the dynamics
of each emitter obeys the equation [42]

−ω2
d
(i) − iωγ0d

(i) + ω2
0d

(i) =
e2

m
fi · E(ri) , (i = 1, . . . , Ne) , (C1)

where e is the elementary charge and m the electron mass, respectively. f is the oscillator strength of the ith emitter.
The electric field scattered at position ri, by the dipole d

(j) is

E(ri) =
k20
ǫ0

Gtot(ri, rj , ω) · d(j) (C2)

so that the dynamics of the ensemble of oscillators obeys

−ω2d(i) − iγ0ωd
(i) + ω2

0d
(i) =

k20e
2

mǫ0

Ne
∑

j=1

d
(i) ·Gtot(ri, rj , ω) · d(j)(i = 1, . . . , Ne) , (C3a)

[(ω2
0 − ω2)− iγ0ω]d

(i) − e2

m
µ0ω

2
Ne
∑

j=1

d
(i) ·Gtot(ri, rj , ω) · d(j)(i = 1, . . . , Ne) . (C3b)
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Close to atomic transition ω0, we approximate (ω2
0 − ω2) = (ω0 + ω)(ω0 − ω) ≈ 2ω0(ω0 − ω) so that

[(ω − ω0) + i
γ0
2
]d(i) +

e2

2m
µ0ω0

Ne
∑

j=1

d
(i) ·Gtot(ri, rj , ω0) · d(j) = 0 , (i = 1, . . . , Ne) , (C4a)

i
γ0
2
d(i) +

e2

2m
µ0ω0

Ne
∑

j=1

d
(i) ·Gtot(ri, rj , ω0) · d(j) = (ω0 − ω)d(i) , (i = 1, . . . , Ne) . (C4b)

Finally, using the classical radiation reaction linewidth [47] γ0 = 2e2ω2
0/12πǫ0mc

3, it comes

i
γ0
2
d(i) +

γ0
2

6π

k0

Ne
∑

j=1

d
(i) ·Gtot(ri, rj , ω0) · d(j) = (ω0 − ω)d(i) , (i = 1, . . . , Ne) , (C5)

so that it is equivalent to finding the eigenvalue of the matrix

i
γ0
2

[

I+
6π

k0
K

]

,with Kij = d
(i) ·Gtot(ri, rj , ω0) · d(j) (C6)

At this point, it is useful to compare the quantum and classical model. Remembering the expression of the spectral
density obtained within the quantum continuous model (Eq. 7) and the expression of the matrix M(ω) simplified
using Kramers-Kronig relations (Eq. 19 and 29)

D(ω) ∝
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

Ne
∑

k=1

Ne
∑

l=1

{

[(

(ω − ω0) + i
γ0
2

)

I+M(ω)
]−1

}

kl

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

, (C7a)

Mij(ω) =
k20
~ǫ0

d
(i) ·Gtot(ri, rj , ω0) · d(j) +∆ω(ij)

c (C7b)

∆ω(ij)
c = − 1

~πǫ0
P

∫ 0

−∞
dω
ω2

c2
Im[Gij(ω)]

ω − ω0
(C7c)

If we neglect the quantum corrections ∆ω
(ij)
c , it reduces to

Dclass(ω) ∝
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

Ne
∑

k=1

Ne
∑

l=1

{

[

(

(ω − ω0) + i
γ0
2

)

I+
k20
~ǫ0

K(ω)

]−1
}

kl

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

, (C8a)

Dclass(ω) ∝
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

Ne
∑

k=1

Ne
∑

l=1

{

[

(ω − ω0)I+ i
γ0
2

(

I+
6π

k0
K(ω)

)]−1
}

kl

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

, (C8b)

where we have used γ0 =
d2ω3

0

3πǫ0~c3
. Therefore the eigenvalue of the classical model (Eq. C6) corresponds to the peak

of the quantum model if we neglect the ∆ω
(ij)
c contribution. ∆ω

(ij)
c represents quantum corrections to the classical

Drude Lorentz model. Stated differently, the continuous model is equivalent to the classical model when the quantum
corrections in the Lamb shift or dipole-dipole coupling are neglected. See also ref. [41] for a deep discussion of
quantum and classical descriptions of the Lamb shift.
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