
ar
X

iv
:2

01
0.

14
06

4v
2 

 [
qu

an
t-

ph
] 

 5
 N

ov
 2

02
0

Entanglement of Two Distinguishable Atoms in a Rectangular Waveguide: Linear

Approximation with Single Excitation
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We consider two two-level systems (TLSs) coupled to the vacuum of guided modes confined in a
rectangular waveguide. Two TLSs are fixed at different points in the waveguide and initially share an
excitation. For the energy separation of the TLSs far away from the cutoff frequencies of transverse
modes, two coupled delay-differential equations are obtained for the probability amplitudes of the
TLSs. The effects of the difference of TLSs’ energy separations and the inter-TLS distance on the
time evolution of the concurrence of the TLSs are examined.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The quantum superposition principle allows a system
composed of multipartite quantum systems to has states
that cannot be factorized in products of states of the in-
dividual quantum systems. This nonseparability, labeled
as entanglement, is an important physical resource for ap-
plications of quantum information processing. Scalable
quantum information processing in quantum computa-
tion and communication is essentially based on a quan-
tum network [1]. A quantum network consists of quan-
tum channels and nodes. Two-level systems (TLSs) fixed
at quantum nodes are called stationary qubits which gen-
erate, store, and process quantum information. It is es-
sentially important to generate or keep the correlation
among TLSs located at different positions for protect-
ing quantum information. The bipartite entanglement
involving two TLSs is of special interest. Spatially sepa-
rated TLSs talking to each other can be either mediated
or destroyed via electromagnetic fields[2–5]. Complete
disentanglement is achieved in finite time for two TLSs
coupled individually to two vacuum cavities [6]. The en-
tanglement exhibits revivals in time for two TLSs coupled
collectively to a multimode vacuum field in free space [7].

To build large scale quantum networks, an electro-
magnetic field in a one-dimensional (1D) waveguide is
of special interest. The electromagnetic field is confined
spatially in two dimensions and propagates along the re-
maining one, so it consists of infinite modes for right
and left-going photons of continuous varying frequencies.
Spontaneously emitted waves from the TLS will interfere
with the incident wave [8–14]. The coupling of the elec-
tromagnetic field to a TLS can be increased by reducing
the transverse size. A waveguide with a cross section
has many guided modes, e.g. transverse-magnetic (TM)
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modes or transverse-electric (TE) ones. However, most
work only consider TLSs interacting with one guided
mode of the waveguide [9–14, 16–22], which means that
the transverse-size effect has been ignored. In this paper,
we study the time evolution of entanglement measure for
two uncoupled TLSs interacting with the electromagnetic
field confined in a 1D rectangular hollow metallic waveg-
uide. The TLSs share initially an excitation and the field
is in vacuum. Such waveguide has many guided modes.
There is a continuous range of frequencies and a mini-
mum frequency (called cutoff frequency) allowed in each
guided mode [15]. when the transitions of the TLSs are
far away from the cutoff frequencies of guided modes, the
probability amplitudes the TLSs is described by the de-
lay differential equations by tracing out the continuum of
bosonic modes in the waveguide. The spatial separation
of the two TLSs introduces the position-dependent phase
factor and the time delay (finite time required for light
to travel from one TLS to the other) in each transverse
mode. The phase factors and the time delays are differ-
ent in different transverse modes. The effect of the phase
factors and the time delays on the entanglement dynam-
ics of the TLSs are studied in details by considering the
TLSs interacting with single transverse mode and double
transverse modes.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we intro-
duce the model and establish the notation. In Sec. III, we
derive the relevant equations describing the dynamics of
the system for the case of the TLSs being initially shar-
ing an excitation and the waveguide mode in the vacuum
state. In Sec. IV, we analyze the behavior of the TLSs’
concurrence when the TLSs interact resonantly with the
electromagnetic field of one or two guided modes. We
make a conclusion in Sec. V.

http://arxiv.org/abs/2010.14064v2
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FIG. 1: (color online) Schematic illustration for an infi-
nite waveguide of rectangular cross section A = ab (a) cou-
pling to two TLSs (b) located at ~r1 = (a/2, b/2, z) and
~r2 = (a/2, b/2, z + d).

II. TWO TLSS IN A RECTANGULAR

WAVEGUIDE

The Hamiltonian of the TLSs interacting with the elec-
tromagnetic field of a rectangular waveguide consist of
three parts

Ĥ = Ĥa + Ĥf + Ĥint. (1)

The fist part is the free Hamiltonian of the TLSs

Ĥa =

2
∑

l=1

~ωlŜ
+
l Ŝ

−
l , (2)

where Ŝ+
l ≡ |el〉 〈gl| (Ŝ−

l ≡ |gl〉 〈el| ) is the rising (low-
ing) atomic operator of the l-th TLS, ωl(l = 1, 2) are
the energy difference between the excited state |e〉 and
the ground state |g〉. The rectangular hollow metal-
lic waveguide made of perfect conductors is confined in
the x-y plane with the area A = ab of its cross sec-
tion, and translational invariant in the z direction, as
shown in Fig. 1. For the convenience of later discus-
sion, we set a = 2b. The fields in the rectangular
waveguide are classified as transverse magnetic (TM) or
transverse electric (TE) according to whether the elec-
tric field or magnetic field transverse to the axial di-
rection of the guide. Each guiding mode is character-
ized by three wave numbers {mπ/a, nπ/b, k}. Its dis-

persion relation is given by ωmnk=
√

Ω2
mn + (ck)2, where

Ωmn = c
√

(mπ/a)2 + (nπ/b)2 is the cutoff frequency.
We note that we only study the role of the guided modes
in this paper and the evanescent modes are not consid-
ered. The free Hamiltonian of the fields reads

Ĥf =
∑

j

∫

dk~ωjkâ
†
jkâjk (3)

where â†jk (âjk) is the creation (annihilation) operator of

the TMmn modes. Here, the numbers (m,n) have been
replaced with the sequence number j, i.e., j = 1, 2, 3....
The reason why only TMmn modes are considered will
be given in the following. Two TLSs, named TLS 1 and
TLS 2, are separately located inside the waveguide at
positions ~r1 = (a/2, b/2, z1) and ~r2 = (a/2, b/2, z2), the
distance between the TLSs is denoted by d = z2 − z1.
We assume the dipoles of TLSs are along the z axis. In
this case, only the TMmn guided modes with odd integer
m and n are interacted with the TLSs. The interaction
between the TLSs and the the electromagnetic field is
written as

Ĥint =
2

∑

l=1

∑

j

∫

dk
igjl√
ωjk

eikzl Ŝ−
l â

†
k + h.c. (4)

in the electric dipole and rotating wave approximations,
where gjl = Ωjµl sin

mπ
2 sin nπ

2 /
√
A~πǫ0 and µl the mag-

nitude of the dipole of the l-th TLS. We assume that
µl is real. If the dipoles µl = µ, the parameter gjl is
independent of the subscript l and it becomes

gj =
Ωmnµ√
~Aπǫ0

sin
mπ

2
sin

nπ

2
, (5)

where ǫ0 is the permittivity of free space, and j =
(1, 1), (3, 1), (5, 1) · · · in the ascending order.

III. TIME EVOLUTION OF THE TLSS

In the case of a single excitation present in the system,
the state vector of the system can be written as

|ψ(t)〉 = b1 |eg0〉+ b2 |ge0〉+
∑

j

∫

dkbjk â
†
jk |gg0〉 (6)

where |0〉 is the vacuum state of the quantum field,
bl (t) , l = 1, 2 is the probability amplitude for TLS l
being excited, bjk (t) the probability amplitude for the
excitation in a mode k of the TMj guided mode. The
initial state of the system is denoted by the amplitudes
b1 (0) , b2 (0), bjk (0) = 0. The Schrödinger equation re-
sults in the following coupled equation of the amplitudes

ḃ1 = −iω1b1 −
∑

j

∫

dkbjk
gj1√
ωjk

e−ikz1 (7a)

ḃ2 = −iω2b2 −
∑

j

∫

dkbjk
gj2√
ωjk

e−ikz2 (7b)

ḃjk = −iωjkbjk +
eikz1
√
ωjk

(

gj1b1 + gj2b2e
ikd

)

(7c)

We introduce three new variables to remove the high-
frequency effect

b1(t) = B1(t)e
−iωAt, (8a)

b2(t) = B2(t)e
−iωAt, (8b)

bjk(t) = Bjk (t) e
−iωjkt, (8c)
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and define the mean frequency of the TLSs as well as the
difference of the TLSs’ frequencies

ωA =
ω2 + ω1

2
, δ =

ω1 − ω2

2
(9)

Then, we formally integrate equation of Bjk (t), which
is later inserted into the equations for B1 (t) and B2 (t).
The probability amplitudes for one TLS being excited are
determined by two coupled integro-differential equations.
Assuming that the frequency ωA is far away from the
cutoff frequencies Ωj , we can expand ωjk around ωA up
to the linear term

ωjk = ωA + vj (k − kj0) , (10)

where the wavelength of the emitted radiation kj0 =
√

ω2
A − Ω2

j/c is determined by ωjk0 = ωA, and the group

velocity

vj ≡
dωjk

dk
|k=kj0 =

c
√

ω2
A − Ω2

j

ωA

(11)

is different for different TMj guided modes. Integrating
over all wave vectors k gives rise to a linear combination
of δ (t− τ − τj) and δ (t− τ), where τj = d/vj is the
time that the emitted photon travels from one TLS to the
other TLS in the given transverse mode j. The dynamics
of two TLSs is governed by the differential equations[23–
27]

(∂t + Γ1 + iδ)B1(t) = −
∑

j

γje
iϕjB2 (tj)Θ (tj)(12a)

(∂t + Γ2 − iδ)B2(t) = −
∑

j

γje
iϕjB1 (tj)Θ (tj)(12b)

where we have defined the phase ϕj = kj0d due to the
distance between the TLSs, and γj = gj1gj2π/(vjωA)
are caused by the interaction between the TLSs and the
vacuum field in a given transverse mode j, Θ (x) is the
Heaviside unit step function. The decay rate of the l
TLS to all TMj modes is denoted by Γl =

∑

j γlj , where

γlj = g2jlπ/(vjωA) is the decay rate of the lth TLS to the
continuum of the TMj mode, the retard effect has been
implied by the symbol tj = t− τj . Eqs.(12) that the two
separate TLSs are coupled after the time min τj due to
the spontaneous emission from one TLS to the other by
the TLSs coupled to the same modes of the vacuum field.

IV. ENTANGLEMENT DYNAMICS OF THE

TLSS

To measure the amount of the entanglement, we use
concurrence as the quantifier[28]. By taking a partial
trace over the degrees of freedom of the waveguide, the
density matrix of the two TLSs is of an X-form in the two-
qubit standard basis {|gg〉 , |eg〉 , |ge〉 , |ee〉}. The concur-
rence for this type of state can be calculated easily as

C(t) = max(0, 2 |B1(t)B
∗
2 (t)|) (13)

for TLSs initially sharing single excitation.

A. single transverse mode

A TLS in its excited state radiates waves into the con-
tinua of the modes which are resonant with the TLS.
If all TLSs’ energy separations lie within the frequency
band between Ω11 and Ω31 and are far way from the cut-
off frequencies Ω11 and Ω31, they only emit photons into
the TM11 (j = 1) guided mode. The equations for the
amplitudes of the TLSs read

(∂t − iξ1)B1(t) = −α1B2 (t1)Θ (t1) (14a)

(∂t − iξ2)B2(t) = −α1B1 (t1)Θ (t1) (14b)

where ξ1 = iγ11 − δ, ξ2 = iγ21 + δ and α1 = γ1e
iϕ1 . By

assuming that the TLSs are excited initially and there is
no photons in the field, the Laplace transform of Eqs.(14)
leads to

B1(s) =
(s− iξ2)B1 (0)− α1e

−sτ1B2 (0)

(s− iξ2) (s− iξ1)− (α1e−sτ1)
2 , (15a)

B2 (s) =
(s− iξ1)B2 (0)− α1e

−sτ1B1 (0)

(s− iξ1) (s− iξ2)− (α1e−sτ1)
2 . (15b)

The integrand in the inverse Laplace transform yields
the time-dependent amplitudes of the TLSs. Defining

t
(n)
1 = t − nτ1, the integrand can be expanded into a
power series

B1(t) =

∞
∑

n=0

B1 (0)Θ
(

t
(2n)
1

)

[An (ξ2) +Bn (ξ1)] (16a)

−
∞
∑

n=0

B2 (0)Θ
(

t
(2n+1)
1

)

[Cn (ξ2) + Cn (ξ1)] ,

B2(t) =

∞
∑

n=0

B2 (0)Θ
(

t
(2n)
1

)

[An (ξ1) +Bn (ξ2)] (16b)

−
∞
∑

n=0

B1 (0)Θ
(

t
(2n+1)
1

)

[Cn (ξ1) + Cn (ξ2)] ,

where the functions are defined as

An (ξk) = lim
z→ξk

dn−1

dzn−1

(−iα1)
2n eizt

(2n)
1

(n− 1)! (z − ξl)
n+1 , (17a)

Bn (ξk) = lim
z→ξk

dn

dzn
(−iα1)

2n
eizt

(2n)
1

n! (z − ξl)
n , (17b)

Cn (ξk) = lim
z→ξk

dn

dzn

(

−iγ1eiϕ1
)2n+1

eizt
(2n+1)
1

n! (z − ξl)
n+1 .(17c)

with subscripts k, l ∈ {1, 2} and k 6= l. The TLSs show
different behavior depending on the retardation times nτ1
required for light to travel between two TLSs located at a
finite distance, the phase ϕ1, the difference δ of the TLSs’
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frequencies and the difference γ11 − γ21 of the decaying
factors. For t ∈ [0, τ1], only one term appears

Bl(t) = Bl(0)e
iξlt. (18)

Two TLSs decays as if they are isolated in the waveg-
uide, so the concurrence decay from |B1(0)B2(0)| with a
rate γ11 + γ21. As long as (γ11 + γ21) τ1 ≫ 1, two TLSs
emit photons independently, the photon travels along the
waveguide for time τ1, then the part toward the other
TLS will be absorbed, and the TLSs is partially excited,
later TLSs reemit the photon again, the whole process of
emission and absorption was repeated as time goes on,
however no interference occurs, so the phase ϕ1 has no
effect on the entanglement. Eq.(18) is also the solution of
Eq. (14) with τ1 → ∞. If the TLSs decay slowly so that
(γ11 + γ21) τ1 is smaller than or equal to 1, it is possible
for a TLS to be aware of the other very soon, interfer-
ence can be produced by multiple reemissions and reab-
sorptions of light, which leads to an oscillatory energy
exchange between the TLSs. It can be easily seen that
the atomic upper state population contains two terms for
t ∈ [τ1, 2τ1]

B1(t) = B1(0)e
iξ1t −B2 (0)α1

eiξ2(t−τ1) − eiξ1(t−τ1)

i (ξ2 − ξ1)

B2(t) = B2 (0) e
iξ2t −B1 (0)α1

eiξ2(t−τ1) − eiξ1(t−τ1)

i (ξ2 − ξ1)

The second term in the last equation shows that the TLS
is aware of the other, and presents the absorption and
reemission of the other TLS, so interference is possible.
As time goes on, multiple reemissions and reabsorptions
of photons appear which implied in the summation in
Eq.(16), then the phase ϕ1 has the influence on the en-
ergy exchange between TLSs.
To show the effect of the energy difference δ of the

uncoupled state |eg〉 and |ge〉 on the entanglement dy-
namics, we consider the dipoles µl = µ, so the damp-
ing rates γ11 = γ12 = γ1. It is known in Ref. [29] that
there is a dark state for two identical TLSs which is com-
pletely isolated and evolves independently, it can preserve
the concurrence, the dark state could be the symmetry
state |s〉 = (|eg〉+ |ge〉)/

√
2 and the antisymmetry state

|a〉 = (|eg〉 − |ge〉)/
√
2 could have a maximum damping

rate 2γ when the phase ϕ1 = (2n+ 1)π; the antisymme-
try state |a〉 is the dark state and the symmetry state |s〉
could have a maximum damping rate 2γ when the phase
ϕ1 = 2nπ. In terms of the amplitudes Ca (t) and Cs (t)
of the antisymmetry and symmetry state, Eq.(14) can be
written as

(∂t + γ1)Cs (t) = −iδCa (t)− α1Cs (t1) Θ (t1)(20a)

(∂t + γ1)Ca (t) = −iδCs (t) + α1Ca (t1) Θ (t1)(20b)

In Fig. 2, we plot the concurrence as a function of the
time in unit of τ1 with the TLSs initially in the anti-
symmetry state |a〉 for γ1λ1/v1 = 1.5× 10−10 where the
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FIG. 2: (Color online) The concurrence between the TLSs
as functions of the dimensionless time t/τ1 with the TLSs
initially in the antisymmetry state |a〉 for a difference energy
separation δ = 0 (green dot-dashed line), δ = γ (blue dotted
line), δ = 2γ (black solid line), δ = 5γ (red dashed line) in (a)
n = 1.0× 109, (b) n = 8.0× 109, (c) n = 8.0× 1010. We have
set the following parameters: a = 2b, ωA = (Ω11 + Ω31)/2,
γ1λ1/v1 = 1.5× 10−10, ϕ1 = 2nπ.

wavelength λ1k10 = 2π. The evolution of C(t) is pro-
foundly affected by the difference δ, phase ϕ1 and delay
time τ1, where ϕ1 and τ1 are introduced by the inter-
TLS distance. It can be observed from Fig. 2(a) that the
evolution of C(t) is independent of the finite propagating
time of the light for the delay time τ1 ≪ γ−1

1 , the two
TLSs act collectively. When δ = 0 the antisymmetry
state |a〉 is a dark state which preserve the entanglement
among the TLSs; as δ increases but still smaller than 2γ,
the concurrence decreases monotonous as time increases,
as δ is larger than 2γ, the concurrence decreases non-
monotonically. The dependence of the entanglement on
δ in Fig. 2(a) can be understood by letting τ1 → 0. In
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this case, Eq.(20) becomes

∂tCs (t) = −iδCa (t)− 2γ1Cs (t)

∂tCa (t) = −iδCs (t)

As long as δ 6= 0, the energy difference δ of two TLSs
introduces the coupling between state |s〉 and |a〉. Sym-
metry state |s〉 is not only coupled to antisymmetry state
|a〉 but also coupled to the broad continua of the field,
the coupling of the state |s〉 to the field introduces the
dissipation, which characterized by the damping rate 2γ.
Energy loss occurs when |s〉 is populated. When 2γ > δ,
the loss out of the two TLSs is the dominant coupling,
the initially unoccupied state |a〉 exchanges energy with
state |s〉, but the energy in state |s〉 losses to the field
quickly, so it can not be back to state |a〉, this is why
the concurrence is a monotonically decreasing function
of time. When 2γ < δ, the population in state |s〉 can
transferred back to state |a〉, so the concurrence under-
goes oscillations before decaying to zero. As the inter-
TLS separation increases a little bit to meet τ1 ∼ γ−1

1 in
Fig. 2(b), the interference produced by multiple reemis-
sions and reabsorptions of photon results in an oscillatory
entanglement even when δ = 0. However the exchange
of population reduces the magnitude of the concurrence.
Panel (c) of Fig. 2 illustrates the dynamics of entangle-
ment for a larger inter-TLS distance with τ1 ≫ γ−1

1 . It
can be observed that at time interval [0, τ1], each initially
excited TLS emits light to the waveguide, and the entan-
glement decays exponentially from unity to zero. The
radiation field emitted into the waveguide returns to the
TLSs after τ1, then the entanglement is created. But, the
periodic maxima of the concurrence are in magnitude as
time increases due to the energy loss carried away by
the forward-going and the backward-going waves. Pop-
ulation exchange introduced by the energy difference δ
further lower the periodic maxima of the concurrence,
however, oscillations can be observed when δ > 2γ af-
ter time τ1. We would like to note that non-vanishing δ
can also raise the transient behaviors of the concurrence
if the TLSs are initially in the symmetry state |s〉 with
ϕ1 = 2nπ, as shown in Fig. 3.

B. two transverse modes

As the energy splitting of both TLS increases so that
they are much larger than the cutoff frequency Ω31 and
much smaller than Ω51, the TLSs interact with the field of
both TM11 and TM31 guided modes. For dipoles µl = µ,
the equations for the amplitudes of the symmetry and
antisymmetry states reads

∂tCs(t) + ΓCs(t) + iδCa(t) (21a)

= −α1Cs (t1)Θ (t1)− α2Cs (t2)Θ (t2)

∂tCa(t) + ΓCa(t) + iδCs(t) (21b)

= α1Ca (t1)Θ (t1) + α2Ca (t2)Θ (t2)
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FIG. 3: (Color online) The concurrence between the TLSs
as functions of the dimensionless time t/τ1 with the TLSs
initially in the symmetry state |s〉 for a difference energy sep-
aration δ = 0 (green dot-dashed line), δ = γ (blue dotted
line), δ = 2γ (black solid line), δ = 5γ (red dashed line) in
(a) n = 1.0 × 109, (b) n = 8.0 × 109. Other parameters are
the same as Fig. 2.

where Γ = γ1 + γ2 and αj = γje
iϕj (j = 1, 2). The

definitions of delay time τj and phase ϕj indicate that
τj < τj+1 and ϕj < ϕj+1 for a given TLSs’ separation.
Through an inspection of Eq.(21) for d = 0, it can be
found that the antisymmetry state |a〉 is still a dark state
and the symmetry state |s〉 has a maximum damping rate
2Γ. As d increases a little bit but still satisfying ϕ1 = 2nπ
and the energy difference δ = 0, state |a〉 is no longer a
dark state, it damps with a damping rate γ2 −Reα2, the
width of state |s〉 becomes 2γ1+γ2+Reα2 which is smaller
than 2Γ, but there is a energy splitting 2Imα2 between
the two states. when δ 6= 0, the two states are coupled
to each other, so the oscillation strength is changed from

Ω = δ in one guiding mode to Ω =

√

δ2 + (Imα2)
2 in

two guiding modes, the damping rates of the two states
are also changed. As long as the oscillation strength Ω
is larger than the sum 2Γ, the population will oscillate
obviously when the effect of the phase on the dynamics
is more important than the delay time.

In Fig. 4, we have plotted the concurrence between the
TLSs as a function of the dimensionless time t/τ1 with
the TLSs initially in the antisymmetry state |a〉. Panel
(a) shows the entanglement dynamics when the inter-
TLS distance d = 0 with different δ, it can be found
that the concurrence remain its initial value when δ = 0,
however, as δ increases until 2Γ, the faster the popula-
tion changes between the two states, the faster the con-
currence decays. As δ increases further, i.e. more than
2Γ, there is an oscillation. In panel (b), the delay time
τ2 ≪ γ−1

2 , which means there is no delay in the absorp-
tion of the energy by another TLS in both TM11 and
TM31 modes. The antisymmetry state interacts with the
field in TM31 guiding mode due to the phase ϕ2 6= 2nπ,
the concurrence undergoes an exponential decay when
δ = 0. Although the concurrence is further decreased by
the increasing of δ, its evolution deviates from the expo-
nential decay. The dotted blue line in panel (c) exhibits a
behavior different from that in panel (b), which indicates
that phases and delay times play an equal role. In the in-
terval [0, τ2], the concurrence exponentially decay with a
rate Γ up to time τ1. After this, it still decreases but de-
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FIG. 4: (Color online) The concurrence of the TLSs as func-
tions of the dimensionless time t/τ1 with the TLSs initially in
the antisymmetry state |a〉 and a = 2b, ωA = (Ω31 + Ω51)/2,
γ1λ1/v1 = 1.1 × 10−11, and ϕ1 = 2nπ. Panel (a): n = 0,
δ = 0 for dash-dotted green line, δ = 2γ2 for dotted blue
line, δ = 2(γ1 + γ2) for black solid line, δ = 5(γ1 + γ2) for
dashed red line. In panels (b)-(d), δ = 0 for dotted blue line,
δ = 1.5γ1 +2γ2 for solid black line, δ = 5(γ1 + γ2) for dashed
red line, and the phases are different: n = 3.1 × 109 in (b),
n = 2.3× 1010 in (c), n = 1.8× 1012 in (d).

viates from the exponential decay, which means that the
phase ϕ1 begins to have an effect until time t = τ2. After
time τ2, the dynamics can be dramatically affected by
the phases ϕj , delay times τj when δ = 0. However, the
energy difference δ can increase the entanglement. We
note that in the interval [0, τ1], the exponential decay of
the concurrence is independent of δ, but it is possible for
the population of state |a〉 to present an oscillating be-
havior as shown in Fig. 5 since the amplitudes obey the
following equation

∂tCs(t) + ΓCs(t) + iδCa(t) = 0 (22a)

∂tCa(t) + ΓCa(t) + iδCs(t) = 0 (22b)

This equation can also explain the exponential decay of
panel (d) of Fig. 4 in the time interval [0, τ1]. Actually,
Eq. (22) also describes the dynamics of TLSs when the
delay time τ1 → ∞, it indicates that two TLSs emit pho-
tons independently, and the emitted photon travels along
the waveguide and is never absorbed by the TLSs. For
two TLSs far apart as shown in Fig. 4(d), the phase ϕj do
not make an sense, and the increase of δ lowers the mag-
nitude of the concurrence.Although the emitted photon
could be absorbed by the TLS resulting the birth of en-
tanglement, but the revival time becomes pτ1 + qτ2 with
p, q are integer, which can be obtained by performing the
Laplace transformation on Eq. (12) with j = 1, 2.

t/t/
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FIG. 5: (Color online) The populations of the symmetry and
antisymmetry states in the time interval [0, τ1] of Fig. 3 (c)
and (d). Here, δ = 0 for dotted blue line, δ = 1.5γ1 + 2γ2
for solid black line, δ = 5(γ1 + γ2) for dashed red line and
ϕ1 = 2nπ: n = 2.3 × 1010 in (a, b), n = 1.8× 1012 in (c, d).

V. CONCLUSION

We have studied the entanglement dynamics of two
distinguishable TLSs characterized by energy difference
δ located inside a rectangular hollow metallic waveguide
of transverse dimensions a and b. The effects of energy
difference δ and the inter-TLS distance on the time evo-
lution of the concurrence of the TLSs are examined in the
single excitation subspace when the energy separation of
the TLS is far away from the cutoff frequencies of the
transverse mode. The inter-TLS distance induces phase
factors and delay times in the delay differential equations.
The energy difference introduces the coupling between
the symmetry and antisymmetry state. For the inter-
TLS distance d = 0, the entanglement can be trapped in
the antisymmetry state when δ = 0 since the antisym-
metry state is decoupled with the guiding mode, how-
ever, the population exchange induced by non-vanishing
δ decreases the entanglement from one to zero. As d
increases to satisfy max{τj} ≪ γ−1

j , two TLSs behave
collectively. It is well known that a change of phase
leads to an enhanced or inhibited exponential decay of
the concurrence, however, δ makes the dynamics of the
concurrence deviating from the exponential decay. As d
increases further so that max{τj} ≈ γ−1

j , although the
interference produced by multiple reemissions and reab-
sorptions of photon results in the dynamic behavior of
the entanglement deviating from the exponential decay,
non-zero δ can raise the entanglement in transient as time
increases. When τj ≫ γ−1

j , an increasing of δ only lower
the entanglement.
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