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Resonant enhancement of three-body loss between strongly interacting photons

Marcin Kalinowski,"? * Yidan Wang,!* * Przemyslaw Bienias,":3> Michael J. Gullans,"** Dalia P. Ornelas-Huerta,

1

Alexander N. Craddock,' Steven L. Rolston,' J. V. Porto,! Hans Peter Biichler,” and Alexey V. Gorshkov':3

Joint Quantum Institute, NIST/University of Maryland, College Park, Maryland 20742 USA
Faculty of Physics, University of Warsaw, Pasteura 5, 02-093 Warsaw, Poland
3Joint Center for Quantum Information and Computer Science,
NIST/University of Maryland, College Park, Maryland 20742 USA
*Department of Physics, Princeton University, Princeton, New Jersey 08544 USA
SInstitute for Theoretical Physics Il and Center for Integrated Quantum
Science and Technology, University of Stuttgart, 70550 Stuttgart, Germany
(Dated: January 20, 2022)

Rydberg polaritons provide an example of a rare type of system where three-body interactions can be as strong
or even stronger than two-body interactions. The three-body interactions can be either dispersive or dissipative,
with both types possibly giving rise to exotic, strongly-interacting, and topological phases of matter. Despite
past theoretical and experimental studies of the regime with dispersive interaction, the dissipative regime is still
mostly unexplored. Using a renormalization group technique to solve the three-body Schrédinger equation,
we show how the shape and strength of dissipative three-body forces can be universally enhanced for Rydberg
polaritons. We demonstrate how these interactions relate to the transmission through a single-mode cavity,
which can be used as a probe of the three-body physics in current experiments.

Introduction.—Systems exhibiting strong interactions be-
tween single photons are an exciting frontier of quantum op-
tics [1]. They are practically relevant for quantum networks
[2] and can give rise to new exotic states of matter [3—5]. Ob-
taining better control and understanding of these systems in
the quantum few-body limit is central to realizing this poten-
tial in near-term experiments. An important step in this direc-
tion is the mastery of the three-body problem. Although in
general not analytically solvable, the three-body problem has
emergent universal properties, such as the existence of Efimov
bound states [6]. Moreover, three-body forces can greatly in-
fluence the properties of quantum many-body systems as in
the case of nuclear systems [7], neutron stars [8], and frac-
tional quantum Hall states [9].

By coupling photons to Rydberg atoms using electromag-
netically induced transparency (EIT) [10], strong and tunable
pairwise interactions between photons are achievable [11-29].
Recently, it has been demonstrated that three-body forces be-
tween Rydberg polaritons can be very strong as well [23, 30—
33], which distinguishes them from weaker three-body forces
engineered with ultracold atoms [34] and molecules [35-38].
However, the study of dissipative three-body interactions has
only begun to be explored [39]. Dissipative forces are of in-
terest as they often lead to exotic nonequilibrium dynamics in
driven-dissipative systems [12, 40-43], while also finding ap-
plications in engineering topological phases of matter such as
the Pfaffian state [44].

In this Letter, we study the influence of dissipative three-
body interactions on the physics of Rydberg cavity polari-
tons. Pure three-body scattering processes in Rydberg-EIT
systems are strong and often comparable to two-body effects
[23, 24, 30, 31, 39]. There is also evidence that effective three-
body interactions are enhanced in this system [23, 30, 31] due
to Rydberg blockade effects [45]. Here, by studying a sim-
plified cavity model that can be treated with a rigorous renor-

malization group technique, we clearly establish the existence
of a universal regime where both dispersive and dissipative
three-body forces can be enhanced in a tunable fashion. This
enhancement appears due to a near-resonant process when the
incoming state can conserve energy and momentum by scat-
tering to a large manifold of intermediate lossy states [see
Fig. 1(b)]. Due to the role played by an intermediate res-
onant channel, this effect has similarities to Feshbach reso-
nances [46]. The interaction can be tuned using the strength
and the frequency of the classical control fields. We show how
these effects can be probed in current experiments by studying
the cavity transmission.

Because of the multi-component nature of the Rydberg po-
laritons, the theoretical description of the three-body problem
is nuanced and complex. To make our analysis analytically
tractable, we concentrate on a single-mode cavity, with the
extensions to multi-mode cavities presented in our upcom-
ing work [47]. Specifically, based on the microscopic model
of photons in a cavity [14, 48-52] interacting with Rydberg
atoms under EIT conditions, we derive analytical formulae
for the interaction-induced shifts in energies and decay rates
of three dark-state polaritons (DSPs). We show how to gain
additional insights into the system by introducing an effec-
tive Hamiltonian describing dark state polaritons alone—this
approach may be useful in deriving effective descriptions of
the free-space system. We solve the three-body problem using
a simplified version of the Faddeev equations. The methods
introduced here allow one to extend the analysis of Ref. [30]
to compute energy shifts for arbitrary multi-mode cavities and
improve the accuracy of the extracted three-body force. They
may also aid in developing a more systematic and rigorous
renormalization group approach for the free-space problem
[31].

System.—The medium we consider consists of three-level
atoms with ground-state |¢), and an intermediate state |p) cou-
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FIG. 1. (a) Gas of neutral atoms is suspended in an optical cavity.
Each atom is a three-level system with the ground state |g), inter-
mediate lossy state |p) with half-width ~, and a high-lying Rydberg
state |s), which experiences strong interactions. Classical control
field with Rabi frequency €2 and detuning 6 couples states |p) and |s).
Quantum photon field with collective coupling g drives the |g) — |p)
transition and is tuned to the two-photon resonance. (b) Energy of
the upper (blue) and lower (green) branches of spin waves as a func-
tion of the single-photon detuning. At § = /+/2 scattering of three
DSPs into spin waves is on resonance.

pled to Rydberg state |s) by a coherent laser, with Rabi fre-
quency §2, and a complex detuning A = § — iy [see Fig. 1(a)],
which captures the |p)-state’s decay rate 2. The atomic cloud
is suspended in a single-mode running-wave cavity. The quan-
tum photon field, with collective coupling g, is tuned to the
EIT resonance with the noninteracting Hamiltonian
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where 01 (2) = [u(2)at, PT(2), S1(2)] is a vector of bosonic
creation operators for the cavity field a with mode function
uo(z) and atomic states |p),|s) at position z. We set i = 1
throughout. Hy couples the cavity field to one |p) mode and
one |s) mode, both with the same mode function wug(z). Di-
agonalizing the resulting 3-by-3 matrix leads to three eigen-
modes. The zero-energy mode is the DSP, which has no
overlap with the lossy intermediate state. The two “bright-
state” polariton modes are energetically separated and do not
influence the DSP behavior in the experimentally relevant
limit of strong coupling (9 — o0) considered here. The
remaining eigenstates of Hy (spin waves) correspond to the
excitations of the atomic cloud, have no photonic compo-
nent, and couple to the polaritons only via atom-atom in-
teractions. In the presence of Rydberg interactions Hiy,, =
1 [ dzdz'ST(2)ST(2")V (2 —2")S(2")S(2), polaritons experi-
ence an effective two-body potential [53-55]

_ V()
1= x(w)V(r)’
where y(w) is a function of A, (2, and the total energy w of

the incoming polaritons. The bare interaction V (r) = Cg/r°
is the van der Waals potential between two atoms separated

Uz(w;r) 2

by distance r. The effective potential in Eq. (2) saturates to a
constant value at short distances and decays as 1/r° for large
separations. Intuitively, at large distances, the van der Waals
interaction is directly transferred onto the polaritons, while at
distances shorter than the blockade radius 7, = |x(0)Cg|'/®,
the interaction shifts the two Rydberg states out of resonance
(the so-called Rydberg blockade mechanism) leading to the
renormalization of the effective interaction potential. Previ-
ous works on the three-body problem considered the restricted
limit 2 < |d] [30-32]; here, we extend the regime of applica-
bility to 2 > |J]|, which allows for a more general description
of the system, including repulsive photons [53] and dissipative
behavior.

Three-body problems are complex both in classical and
quantum physics. To gain insight into few-body interactions,
we consider a cavity as our setup, since its treatment requires
only a finite number of photonic modes. When the photonic
modes are near-degenerate (or there is only one relevant pho-
tonic mode), there is a natural separation of scale that appears
between low-energy polaritons and high-energy atomic exci-
tations (spin waves). We can take advantage of this energy
separation to obtain an effective theory for the polaritons—
renormalized by the influence of high-energy spin waves. In
contrast, in free space, there is a continuum of energies con-
necting these two regimes, which makes a similar procedure
more difficult.

For simplicity, we consider an effectively one-dimensional
running-wave cavity with a single, fixed-momentum photonic
mode on EIT resonance and a uniform density of atoms fill-
ing the entire cavity mode. We present the generalization of
our results to nonuniform setups, e.g., as in Fig. 1(a), in our
upcoming work [47]. We focus on this model because we
have found that it captures generic physical features of multi-
mode systems, while simplifying certain technical aspects of
the calculations.

Independent of the geometry, in such cavity models, the in-
teractions between polaritons most simply appear as shifts in
the energies and decay rates of the polariton modes. To cal-
culate these shifts, we use a master equation description of
the problem in the weak-driving regime, such that the anti-
Hermitian part of the non-Hermitian Hamiltonian is sufficient
to account for losses in the system [56]. At a technical level,
complex energy shifts for the two- and three-body problems
coincide with the value of poles in the corresponding two-
and three-body 7T-matrix describing correlation functions in
this system. Here, we present only the important steps of the
derivation, while detailed calculations are included in the Sup-
plemental Material [57].

Two-body problem.—First, we turn to the two-body prob-
lem as the result is required as input to our solution for the
three-body problem. Consider an incoming state of two po-
laritons (labeled 1 and 2) initially located at positions & =
(z1,22) and later measured at positions Z’ after interac-
tions take place. The amplitude for this process can be de-
scribed within the framework of scattering theory. The multi-
component nature of the polariton problem means that the
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FIG. 2. (a) Diagrammatic representation (see inset for legend) of
the Lippmann-Schwinger equation for the scattering of two dark-
state polaritons. Processes with only one spin wave are forbidden
by momentum conservation. (b) Schematic representation of Fad-
deev equations for the three-body T-matrix T3> (w), where particles
1 and 2 interact first. (c) Truncation of the three-body equations (b)
to second order in 7,/ L allows for expressing the spin-wave contri-
bution in the form of an effective three-body potential Us between
DSPs.

full (bold) two-body T-matrix Ty (w) is a 3 x 3 operator-
valued matrix. However, only the Rydberg (|s)) component
experiences interactions. Therefore, we can restrict our con-
siderations to the ss-component 75(w) of the full two-body
T-matrix Tg(w) [53, 58, 59]. Tg(w) is governed by the
Lippmann-Schwinger equation, see Fig. 2(a). In the running-
wave cavity with a uniform atomic density, the problem is
simplified because both the polariton and spin-wave modes
become plane waves. In addition, due to the general fact
that propagators do not depend on momentum in these cav-
ity problems, one can equivalently study the integrated 7'-
matrix Ty (w) = [ dZdz’ To(w; Z,Z’). Then, the solution of
the Lippmann-Schwinger equation is

wUs(w)

B = @ - ox @)
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where Uy = [ %Ug (w;r) and L is the mode volume of the
DSP. One can obtain an exact equation for the two-body en-
ergy shift by solving for the poles of T (w).

Three-body problem.—Although dramatically simplified,
the three-body problem cannot, to the best of our knowledge,
be solved exactly in this single-mode cavity model. Instead,
we approximate the full result by a power series in the small
parameter ry, /L, which is effectively the product of the block-
ade radius and the density of polaritons in this few-body limit.
In experimental realizations, this condition is often satisfied,
which is an additional motivation for working within this ex-
pansion. We stress, that this approach is still nonperturbative
in the bare interaction V' (r). The three-body energy shift to
second order in 7/ L is given by

2
0By = 2B + LEP o0/, @

and our goal is to derive coefficients Eél/ 2, Similarly to the

two-body case, we consider just the sss-component Tj of the
full three-body 7-matrix Ty (bold).

The three-body quantum scattering problem can be recast
as an infinite series of two-body interactions using Faddeev
equations [60]. In this formalism, all scattering processes are
grouped depending on which pair of particles interacts first.
Crucially, the T-matrix separates into the sum

R 1 .
Ty(w) = 3 D T (w, ), (5)

i<j

where T;j (w, €) denotes the T-matrix for scattering where
particles i, j interact first and the third particle k& # i, j has
incoming energy €;. The equation for T312 (w, €), when all
outgoing states are DSPs, is

T3 (w,€) = Ty (W — )3 () [T5*(w) + T (w)]+ (6)

/Eﬁfw—@%ﬁmw—e—ﬂﬁ%wa+ﬂ%%m,

where T213 describes the two-body scattering of particles la-
beled 1, 3. Equations for the other 73’ can be obtained by
permutation of particles. The Rydberg-component propagator
Js is a complex object that involves contributions from differ-
ent spin-wave branches and the DSP mode. It is also restricted
by momentum conservation, which forbids single spin-wave
excitations. Note that the simple form of Eq. (6) is thanks
to the use of abstract operators. The representation in e.g. a
coordinate basis is more involved [57].

To derive an effective DSP theory, we separate spin-wave
and DSP components in g5, which will allow us to perform
expansion in 7,/ L. The equation for the T-matrix describing
DSP-to-DSP scattering T3(w) = T4%(w, 0) is represented di-
agrammatically in Fig. 2(b), where we explicitly showed sep-
arated spin-wave (red) and DSP (black) propagators. Next, we
restrict both sides of Eq. (6) to the second order in r;,/L. To
understand which contributions can be neglected, we exam-
ine constituents of our diagrams. First, each two-body vertex
gives a factor of 7, /L, which follows from Eq. (3) because
Ty ~ 1/ L. Second, whenever the summation over a macro-
scopic number of spin waves is present, the propagator intro-
duces a factor of L. Third, when all three intermediate exci-
tations are DSPs the propagator equals [w + i0%]~1, which
is of order L/ry, since the energy shift satisfies w ~ 7,/L.
All other contributions are O(1). Finally, we rewrite the
original Faddeev equations in an approximate form shown in
Fig. 2(c) — without any spin-wave degrees of freedom. The
leading-order contribution due to spin waves is contained in
the effective three-body potential Us(w), which is represented
by a star-like diagram in Fig. 2(c). The equations defining
Us(w) = [dPzUJ(w;T) are expressed in terms of matrix
equations for the integrand UY (w; %), which can be solved an-
alytically for each Z and then integrated numerically to get
the value of Us(w). We provide the full set of equations in the
Supplemental Material [57]. Similarly to the two-body case,
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FIG. 3. (a) Ratio of imaginary parts of E§2) and Eél) aty/Q = 0.01.
Near §/Q = 1/+/2, we observe enhancement caused by a three-body
resonance. § = €2 is a singular point where 7, — 0. (b) Real and
imaginary parts of E§2> as a function of v/Q at 6 /Q = 1/+/2. (inset)
Our numerical results (blue) agree with analytical scaling arguments
(dashed red) suggesting that the ratio Im(EéQ))/ Re(E§2>) diverges
as 2/~ in the limit v/Q — 0.

we obtain the equation for the energy shift in the system as a
pole in T3(w), which we solve self-consistently to obtain the
expansion of d F’3 as in Eq. (4).

From the analytic structure of our solution for 75 and Us,
we predict a strong enhancement (~ /) of three-body losses
in the vicinity of the resonance condition § = €2/ \/2. This
enhancement phenomenon has an intuitive explanation: three
dark-state polaritons propagating at EIT resonance have zero
energy. At the same time, upper and lower branches of spin
waves have energies e = 2 (A++/A2 +402). Strong losses
occur at 6 = Q/ /2 because, at this point, 2¢_ + €4 =0,
which means that three-body scattering into lossy atomic ex-
citations is on energetic resonance [see Fig.1(b)].

In Fig. 3(a), we characterize the strength of three-
body loss using the ratio of the expansion coefficients
Im(Eéz))/Im(Eél)). The denominator Im(E:gl)) from Eq. (4)
contains contributions to three-body loss from disconnected
two-body processes only. We see the predicted enhancement
at the resonance condition § = 2/ /2. There is an additional
resonant feature at § = € that arises because of a two-body
interference effect whereby x vanishes and, therefore, r;, goes
to zero. This leads to an overall enhancement of both two
and three-body interaction effects, which makes this regime
difficult to analyze. In contrast, for the three-body resonance
condition § = 2/ V/2, there are no resonant features that ap-
pear in the two-body problem. Therefore, we interpret the
enhancement of the three-body loss observed at this point as a
genuinely three-body effect.

In Fig. 3(b), we show the dependence of Eéz) on the de-
cay rate + at the resonance condition § = Q/v/2. We find
a divergence as /) — 0 (see inset), consistent with above
analytic scaling arguments, indicating that the enhancement
factor for three-body loss can be made arbitrarily large. We
note, however, that our calculations only apply when the per-
turbative expansion in Eq. (4) is valid. As a result, we cannot
definitively say whether the three-body loss dominates over
two-body loss for finite r;,/L because we have not obtained

FIG. 4. (a-b) Three-body loss parameter r3 in units of '~ 2 as a func-
tion of real and imaginary part of u3/I" for the case of u2 = 0, which
corresponds to negligible two-body correlations in the microscopic
model. A local maximum appears in 73 due to a blockade of the cav-
ity when three-body interactions are strong. The five curves in (b)
correspond to the five values of Im(us) indicated by the horizontal
lines in (a).

any estimates or bounds on the higher order terms in the ex-
pansion.

As we discuss in the follow-up work [47], this enhancement
is independent of the details of the photonic mode geometry;
therefore, we interpret it as a universal effect for Rydberg po-
lariton systems. Because this regime of enhanced losses is
prevalent across different cavity setups, it is a promising can-
didate to realize physical systems driven by three-body in-
teractions. The significance of this three-body resonance to
free-space transmission is difficult to determine due to the in-
creased complexity of the free-space problem. Recently, we
experimentally studied an enhanced three-body loss feature in
free-space that occurs in a similar parameter regime 2 ~ &,
but has a richer physical origin [39].

Experimental probing.—In order to relate our microscopic
description to experimentally measurable quantities, we now
study the transmission through our cavity system. We use a
low-energy model for the transmission where the only exci-
tations in the cavity coupled to the waveguide are the DSPs.
The effective Hamiltonian for the cavity-DSPs is

H = —i(T + £)bTb+ ua (b)20% + us (b))%, ()

where b' is a bosonic creation operator for the DSPs, 2T is
the decay rate of DSPs from the cavity into the waveguide, 2+
is the decay rate to other modes, and the coefficients ug, us
are related to energy shifts 6 F5, § F’3, calculated as described
above from the full microscopic theory, through us = 6 F5
and ug = § 5 — 30 E5. For simplicity, we focus on the limit
where three-body effects dominate over two-body phenomena
by taking us = 0 in Eq. (7). We use a measure of three-body
loss that is appropriate when all decay is into the waveguide
(k = 0) and when two-body interactions u9 are zero or negli-
gibly small:

r3 = /dTldTQ [1—g®(r1,m)], (8)
where ¢ (1, 73) is the three-photon correlation function at
the output of the waveguide for a weak, continuous-wave



coherent-state input and where 77 o are the relative coordi-
nates of the three photons. The r3 parameter measures the
probability that three-photons are lost from the pulse due to
the interactions. We can analytically compute 73 for this
transmission problem as detailed in the Supplemental Mate-
rial [57]. We have also extended these calculations to account
for arbitrary k, uo, and ug [61]. In Fig. 4(a), we show a con-
tour plot of r3 as a function of the real and imaginary parts
of the three-body interaction us. Interestingly, 73 does not in-
crease arbitrarily as the three-body loss rate is increased, but
instead has a maximum value at Im(us) ~ I'. In Fig. 4(b), we
show several cuts at different values of Im(ug) near the maxi-
mum in r3. The appearance of a maximum in r3 is attributable
to a type of quantum Zeno effect, whereby too large a value of
three-body loss blocks the photons from entering the cavity,
reducing the overall amount of loss in the system.

Outlook.—In this Letter, we showed the existence of a pa-
rameter regime for Rydberg polaritons where three-body loss
can be resonantly enhanced. We focused on dissipative dy-
namics because, for currently accessible experimental param-
eters [25-28], the dissipative interactions can be strongly en-
hanced by working close to the resonance. Through further
experimental improvements and by tuning slightly away from
the resonance, one could also operate in a regime where dis-
persive three-body interactions are strongly enhanced, which
is an interesting direction for future studies. We would like
to stress that although our results are based on a perturba-
tive expansion, this does not mean the interactions are weak.
On the contrary, the asymptotic expansion in r,/L means
that our results hold for arbitrary optical depths and can give
rise to strong effects on the correlations between few pho-
tons [62]. To efficiently study the many-body regime in quasi-
1D geometries, one can apply matrix-product-state methods
[43, 63]. The extension of the presented work to free space
is another important direction to explore. Our work clearly
demonstrates the possibilities offered by Rydberg-EIT to tune
the properties of multi-body interactions. This motivates fur-
ther exploration of possible interactions, which might give rise
to different exotic phases of matter [33, 64].
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Supplemental Material for ‘Resonant enhancement of three-body loss between strongly interacting
photons”

In this Supplemental Material, we provide detailed calculations used to obtain results mentioned in the main text. This covers
the in-depth introduction of the microscopic model and related quantities (Sec. I), the solution to the two-body problem (Sec. II),
the solution of three-body problem (Sec. III), and the description of our effective transmission model (Sec. IV).

I. RUNNING-WAVE CAVITY HAMILTONIAN

In this section, we introduce the details of the microscopic model used in this work.

We consider a running-wave optical cavity in one dimension, supporting a single photonic mode. Moreover, we assume a
constant density of the atomic cloud, so that the system is translationally invariant. The cavity mode with the profile ug(z) is
created by the operator . While there is only one photonic mode present, the atomic medium can support a broad range of
excitations, which are captured by introducing additional mode functions w40 (2). Together, {ug, ug20} form an orthonormal
basis and can be used to express various field operators

ET(z) = ug(z)aT, P(;f = /dzuq(z)PT(z), S’; = /dzuq(z)eikczST(z), (S1)

where ET(z) creates the cavity photon at position z, while PT(z) and ST(z) create an excitation of the medium at position z to
the atomic state |p) ans |s), respectively. Thanks to the translational symmetry, we can identify index ¢ with momentum and
write the explicit form of these mode functions: u,(z) = %ezqz. This way, the momentum ¢ = 0 corresponds to the cavity

photon in the rotating frame. The Hamiltonian for such a system is

T
a 0 g O
o= (2] (s 2 o )(n +Z( ) (A 2 )(?) H, (52
So 0 Q —ivs) \Sy) a0 V) \Pa
Photon mode Spin waves

where A = ¢ — i~y is the complex detuning of the classical field with Rabi frequency €, 2+; is the decay rate of the Rydberg
state, and 9, is the (two-photon) detuning from the EIT resonance. The interaction Hamiltonian Hjy is

Hin = % / dzdz'ST(2)ST(2 )V (2 — 2/)S(Z) Z St ST, SuS_a dfr V(r)eiln—ar, (S3)
lh,QQ

where second equality holds for vanishing total momentum K = 0, which is the case we consider here (as we will explain in
Sec. III, only the K = 0 solution to the two-body problem will be necessary for our solution to the three-body problem).We
assume A = J to be real throughout all derivations. Then, we analytically continue the result to the complex case A = ¢ —
Throughout all derivations, we also consider the situation where the photon field is on the EIT resonance (9, = 0) and the
Rydberg state decay rate is negligible (ys = 0).

Spectral decomposition of the spin-wave part of the Hamiltonian (S2) gives energies e1 of the upper/lower spin wave and
their respective overlaps c1 with the |s) state:

1 1 A
2 2 — 4
—Q(A:l:\/A +4Q), Q4 2(1:|: S 2). (S84)

In the coordinate space, the single-particle propagator (g, in the main text) is

. N — iq(z—x'
gs(wiz,x) = Z w—eﬂ—|—10+ Z ! w—l—zO“" (53)
p=

n(w)

where the first term corresponds to the spin-wave excitation and the second to the dark-state polariton. In the large-coupling limit
g > Q,|Al, only the dark branch of polaritons contributes because the energy of bright polaritons is proportional to g — oo, so



their effect can be neglected — see Ref. [53] for a more detailed discussion. The energy-dependent factor 7(w) can be evaluated
to

w—A
@) = T Ay (56)
and one needs to use the full expression with 707 included if integration occurs.

In the previous work of Refs. [30, 31], the authors considered the limit {2 < A, where only one spin-wave branch contributes.
However, in our regime of interest {2 ~ A and we must solve the more general problem that includes all branches. In addition,
both Ref. [30] and Ref. [31] made (different) simplifying approximations which led to slight quantitative differences between
all three solutions for the effective three-body force: Ref. [30], Ref. [31], and the present work. The current approach is more
systematic and can be rigorously derived as an asymptotic perturbative expansion of the solutions to the three-body Schrodinger
equation. We present further extensions of these results to general multi-mode cavities in our upcoming work [47]. Generalizing
these cavity solutions to the free-space problem remains an outstanding challenge. An alternative technique, that has been
successfully applied in free-space, is to define effective three-body parameters through nonperturbative matching techniques
[23]. In this alternative approach, these parameters are tuned in an effective field theory to reproduce low-energy observables
(e.g., the dimer-polariton scattering length) obtained from the solution to the microscopic model.

II. TWO-BODY PROBLEM

In this section, we introduce notation important for our scattering analysis and solve the two-body problem.

To gain insight into the influence of the additional spin-wave branch, we begin by studying the two-body problem. Description
of the two-body processes is contained in the off-shell two-body T-matrix 7T5(w). Here, we derive Eq. (3) from the main
text. An equation for 75(w) can be written explicitly using a supporting definition T (w) = [ 9T (w;r), where To(w;r) =
J %deTg(w; Z,7), % = (x1,22), & = (a),x}), r = x1 — x4 is the relative coordinate, and R = (x1 + 22)/2 is the center of
mass coordinate. T»(w;r) is given by

d/
Tv

Towir) = V) + [ TV ()Gafwir v Ta(wsr), 7

where the two-body propagator G2 can be obtained from the Hamiltonian (S2) and is given by

Gawir, 1) = (w+i0") 7+ x(w) Y e, (S8)
q7#0

where the zero-momentum term (w + i07) ! is the propagator of two dark-state polaritons. It can be related to our formulation
using g via

d !/
Gz(w;r,r')i/%QS(W';xlwi)gs(w*w’;wz,w’z), (S9)

|
where = means that it is equal only under the integral in Eq. (S7) and after enforcing the total-momentum conservation.The
coefficient y(w), in the part of G5 corresponding to the double excitation of spin waves, is

A-g -3
Z S10
w(A—%)+202 (510)

x(w) =

which coincides with the two-body propagator in free space in the infinite-momentum limit [53].Equation (S7) is represented
schematically in Fig. 2(a) of the main text. To solve it, we rewrite the propagator from Eq. (S8) as

Go(r,r") = [(w+i0T) ™! — x(w)] + Lx(w) 6(r — 1) (S11)

and plug it back into Eq. (S7). After rearrangement and integration of both sides by [ dr " we obtain the equation for T5(w),
which gives

Ty(w) = Uz(w) + Uz (w)[(w 4 i07) ™" = x(w)] To(w), (S12)



10

where Us(w) is a well-known [53] renormalized two-body interaction (for g — oc) between dark-state polaritons, presented in
Eq. (2) of the main text. In the limit of large separation, it reduces to the bare van der Waals potential. Conversely, for small
distances, it saturates at a finite value, an effect caused by the so-called Rydberg blockade mechanism.

Solving algebraic equation (S12) for T5(w) reproduces Eq. (3) from the main text. Notice that, to the leading order in 7,/ L,
equation (S12) describes the scattering of two infinitely heavy particles under the influence of potential Us(w; ). Additional
terms encapsulate effects specific to the cavity setup.

III. THREE-BODY PROBLEM

In this section, we investigate the scattering of three dark-state polaritons relying heavily on definitions and results from the
previous two sections. Schematic representation of the key equations is presented in Fig. 2(b-c) of the main text.

As in the two-body case, the influence of the interaction on the physics of the three-body problem is captured by the analytical
structure of the T-matrix T3. Specifically, the energy shift corresponds to the pole of the integrated T-matrix 73 (w).

To calculate this object, one can in principle employ the Schrodinger equation. However, such a treatment can lead to spurious,
nonphysical solutions. In order to avoid this issue, another approach to the quantum three-body problem was developed by
Faddeev [60]. In this formulation, all scattering processes are grouped depending on which two particles interact first. This way
one introduces a rigorous method for expressing the three-body scattering as a series of two-body processes (a three-body force
can also be included). As a consequence, the three-body T-matrix can now be written as a sum of three (sub)T-matrices

1 .
=3 > T (w,er), (S13)

1<J

where Tij (w; €) denotes the T-matrix for the group of processes, where particles labeled ¢ and j interacted first and the third
particle k # 4, j has energy €. These T (w, €x) objects are coupled to each other by the set of equations called Faddeev
equations. In our case, the situation is further complicated by the multi-component nature of the polariton system. Let us define
T3 (w) = T4 (w; 0) and T:ﬂ (W) = T (W) €umt).

Every T-matrix we consider has all three outgoing DSPs. In our system, exact Faddeev equations [60] describing the off-shell
scattering of three zero-momentum DSPs are

T5*(w) = Ta(w) Ts(w) + Ta(w) (T5%(w) + T3 (w))

2
RERTIE w4+ i0+
dris d
+Z/2£T2 (wir12) aun (T,° (@i @) + T2 (w3 7)) — To(w) auny (T, (@) + T (W) (S14)

and the two analogous equations for 73%(w) and T3*(w) obtained through permutation of indices. Here T} (w;Z) =

Ik ‘iL“‘; di T” w; T, @) is the T-matrix for the process with the third incoming leg being a spin wave belonging to the branch
1. Varlable r12 denotes the distance between particles labeled 1 and 2, r3 = (x1 + x2)/2 — x3 is the standard third Jacobi
coordinate, and 77, = n(w — €,).

Eq. (S14) is a direct implementation of the operator equation [Eq. (6)] from the main text. Here, we explicitly separated spin-
wave and DSP terms of g, as in Eq. (S5) and then performed the € integration with the enforcement of momentum invariance.
Note that, in contrast to the two-body problem, here we do not obtain an effective few-body propagator as x(w), since the
three-body T-matrix depends on the energy of the third particle and prevents such grouping.

Now we introduce our main approximation, which allows us to write a self-consistent system of equations to the lowest non-
trivial order in 7,/ L. For this purpose, we keep only those terms where either the sum over a macroscopic number of spin waves
is present or the all-dark intermediate state arises. The sum over a macroscopic number of spin waves introduces a factor of
L §(x), while the all-dark-state propagator contributes (w + i07) =1, which is of order L /7. In comparison, all other terms are
negligible in the limit of vanishing r;, /L, as they are of order ~ 1 or smaller. The key consequence of these rules is as follows:
{T5} = 1and {T},} = 2, where { X} denotes the leading order of X in r;/L

For clarity, we will omit terms that arise from higher-order corrections to the g, propagator (such as the last term in Eq. (S14))
as they do not contribute to our lowest-order solution. We note that, in general, the T matrix depends on the total momentum of
two particles K, but in all our equations we can either truncate it to Us, or it arises in a situation (outer 75 contributions) where
K =0.

In order to close the system of equations, we need to calculate 7%/, which is described by another set of Faddeev equations
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expanded to leading order in r, /L

TP (w, @) = Y

US (21 = w2)nu Ta(w; @y, — x,) + Y @y US (w1 — w2)mp T (w5 f)]

b#(12)(3) v=+
1 C1 C:
+ Z Ul (z1 — z2)n, To(w; zp, — xb2)m 2T5(w) + Z 15 (w) | (S15)
b#(12)(3) c#(b1b2)(b3)

where U} (z) = Us(w — €,;x) and 1, = n(w — €, — €,). It is easier to first calculate T;}Q, where the tilde denotes that it is a
T-matrix where the intermediate DSPs come only from nonperturbative corrections to 75. This is given by

Tf(w, Z) = Z

b#(12)(3)

U (1 — x2)mp Ty, — 20,) + > U (1 — 22)1 TP (w5 i’)} (S16)
v=+

and is related to Eq. (S15) by

TV (w; %) = T2 (w; &) + T (w; T) (T3 (w) + T53 (w) + 2T (w)) . (S17)

w+ 0t
This solution can be verified by inserting Egs. (S16) and (S17) into Eq. (S15) and seeing that everything cancels out (we also
use Ty’ (w) = TH'(w) for any i # j, k # 1).The system of algebraic equation in Eq. (S16) can be solved analytically.Inserting
this result into Eq. (S14) and summing over all pairs 7, j gives the renormalized system of equations for the dark-state T-matrix

2

m Tg(w>+¢)2 U3((JJ)+(I)2U3(W)

Ts(w) = Th(w) Ty (w) +To(w) [T3(w) + Ta(w)]+O(r3 /L?), (S18)

w4+ 10T w+ 10T
where ® = T5(w)/Us(w) is the non-perturbative correction. The effective three-body potential Us(w) can be concisely written
as

dr d ~
Us(w) = / yZm — ) o TR (ws 2, y), (S19)

which was possible due to symmetries with respect to the relabeling of particles and coordinates. Variables x = x1 — x2 and
y = x3 — x describe relative distances of pairs of particles and T, (w; z,y) = Tf (w; x,y)/® is governed by Eq. (S16) with
T5 — Us.The function Us(w) can be intuitively understood as an effective three-body potential, with direct analogy to Us(w) in
the two-body scenario.

Solving Eq. (S18) for T3(w), we get

2 _ _ 2
Ty(w) = 2T (w)? 4+ (w + 2T (w)) Us /(1 — Us[1 — x(w wQ) ’ (520)
w = 2(Tz(w) + Us(w)/(1 = Uz2(w)[1 = x(w) w])?)
Its pole gives the equation for the three-body energy shift:
§E3 = 3Us(0E3) + 3U3(0E3) — x(0)Us(8E3) 6E3 + O(ry /L?). (S21)

To obtain a self-consistent solution, we must expand both sides to the appropriate order in 7}, /L. For this purpose, we analyze
the order of each constituent:

{0Es} =1, {Ua} =1, {Us} =2, {x(0)} = 0. (S22)

This allows us to write the final solution

6F3 = 3U, +3Us+3U, (3US — xUs) +O(r3 /L3), (S23)
O(ry/L) O(r2/L?)

where U} = dU,/dw and all functions are evaluated at w = 0. Notice that the multi-branch character of the problem is contained
in Us and in the more complicated form of y compared to the regime Q < |4].
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IV. TRANSMISSION CALCULATIONS

In this section, we present the model describing the transmission of photons in a chiral waveguide coupled to a single-mode
cavity described by Eq. (7) in the main text. We analytically calculate the three-body loss parameter rs in the case when
up = Kk = 0, which corresponds to the situation where three-body effects dominate. The results presented in this section are
used to obtain Fig. 4(a-b) in the main text.

The whole system is described by the transmission Hamiltonian

+0o0 +oo
Hy = / di kT (k) O (k) + / dkV/2mg (b1 C(k) + CT(k)b) + us (b1)%0,

— 00 — 00

where the first term describes the Hamiltonian of the photons in the chiral waveguide. C'f(k) and C(k) are creation and annihi-
lation operators of chiral photons at momentum k, respectively. Speed of light is set to unity (c = 1). The second term describes
the quadratic coupling between photons in the waveguide and the cavity, where b' (b) creates (destroys) a cavity photon. The
last term describes the three-body nonlinear interactions of cavity photons.

To compute few-photon scattering, it is convenient to partition the Hamiltonian into the quadrtic part Hy and the nonlinear
interactions:

Htr = HO + U7
+oo +oo
Ho = / di ke CH(R)C (k) + / dkv/3mg (B C (k) + O (k)b)

U = usz (b7)3(b)3.
The quadratic part H, of the Hamiltonian Hy, can be diagonalized into the scattering eigenstates:

“+o0
Ho = / dk kL,

— 00

+oo
o :eka+/ Ak (K CT (k),

—00

where ej, = ﬁﬁ and [y, 1&,:,] =0(k—K). {%Uk € (—o0,400)} form a complete basis of the Hilbert space, which
we refer to as the dressed-photon basis.Let 1y (z) be the Fourier transform of ¢ (k') in the coordinate space. The asymptotic
behavior of 15 (2) gives the single-photon transmission coefficient

im0 Yr(z)  k—dl

(S24)

P limas oo Yr(z) kil
The nonlinear interaction U can also be expressed in the dressed photon basis:
Uk, k) = e egus, (S26)

where we have used the definitions k = (ki ko, k3) ande; = ey, ex,ey,.Note that, in the dressed-photon basis, U (k,K') is
expressed as the product of separable functions of the incoming and outgoing momenta. We will use this feature to introduce a
simple ansatz for the three-body dressed-photon T-matrix, which is a solution to the Lippmann-Schwinger equation:

L. L oo L U(Kk.E oo
T w, k, k') = Uk, k) + / dk”Lk)T(?’) (w, k, k7). (S27)
oo w—
Proposing an ansatz T®) (w, k, k') = T(w)e% ey and inserting it into Eq. (S27), we find
— 1
T(w)=5—"7"; (S28)
us w317

where we have assumed that Im[w] > 0.
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Hence we obtain the three-photon S-matrix for the dressed photons:
SOk E) =6(k — k') — 2mis (K — K')T®) (K +i0, k, k'), (S29)

which represents the transmission amplitude of incoming dressed photons with energy k= (k1, ko, k3) scattered into outgoing
dressed photons with energy k' = (K|, kb, k5). K and K are the total momenta/energies of the incoming and outgoing photons:
K = ki + ko + ks, K' = ki + k5 + k%. Note that the S-matrix Ség) for free photons (as opposed to dressed photons) is more
relevant for direct experimental measurements and can be obtained from the dressed-photon S-matrix S(3) using single-photon
transmission coefficients: S(()3) (kK = tkitkétkgs(‘g) (k, k).

Next, we calculate r3 defined in Eq. (8) in the main text and representing a good measure of three-body loss in the case of
zero one- and two-body losses:

“+o0
ry = / drdr [1 — g(3)(7'1, T2)]. (S30)

— 0o

g(3) (71, 72) is the three-photon correlation function at the output of the waveguide, where 71 = to — t3, 70 = t; — t3 are the
time differences between the photon number measurements at times 1 2 3. For a weak and continuous coherent-state input with
photon momentum %, ¢ (11, 72) is related to the output three-photon wavefunction 1/)(3)(21 = l1,29 = to9,23 = t3) in the
dressed-photon basis, which is the Fourier transform of S®) (k = (k, k, k), k') with respect to the output momenta k.

Defining R = (z1 + 22 + 23)/3 as the center of mass coordinate, we have

P (21, 22, R) = exp(3ikR) (1 — ¥ (21, 22)), (S31)

where ¢3) (21, z,) is the Fourier transform of y(k}, k) = 2miT®) (3k 410, k, k|, k}, k} = 3k — k|, — ki) with respect to k|, k.
g®) (11, 72) is then given by

9(3) (T17 T2) = |w(3)(zla 22, R)|2 = |1 - ¢(3) (Zl7 22>|2, (832)
where z; = —%7'1 + %7'2, 29 = %7’1 — %7’2. Hence r3 defined in Eq. (S30) can be calculated as follows:
+o0o .
Ty :/ dzidzy [1— 1 — 6P (21, 22) ] (S33)
+m b Q
= / dz1dzy 2Re[¢pP) (21, 20)] — |0 (21, 22) 2 (S34)
+oo
= 2Rely(K, =k =) [ kil (k, )P (535)
ro1 \° Im[—]
A [ = 3 > 0. S36
uz ~ 3k+3i0

We comment that the calculation of r3 presented here for k = us = 0 is a special case of a general calculation applicable to
arbitrary values of k, uy and presented in an upcoming work on cavity transmission [61].
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