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Solitons are known to occur in the context of atom-light interaction via the well-known semi-
classical phenomenon of self-induced transparency (SIT). Separately, in the regime where both light
and atoms are fully treated quantum mechanically, quantum few-photon bound states are known
to be a ubiquitous phenomenon that arises in different systems such as atoms coupled to chiral
or bidirectional waveguides, and in Rydberg atomic media. In the specific case of two-level atoms
coupled to a chiral waveguide, a recent analysis based on Bethe ansatz has established that SIT
emerges from the quantum realm as a superposition of quantum many-photon bound states. Beyond
this case, however, the nature of any connection between the full quantum many-body regime and
semi-classical behavior has not been established. Here, we employ a general spin-model formulation
of quantum atom-light interfaces to numerically investigate this problem, taking advantage of the
fact that this approach readily allows for powerful many-body simulations based on matrix product
states (MPS). We first analytically derive the two-photon bound state dispersion relation for a
variety of atom-light interfaces, and then proceed to numerically investigate the multi-excitation
bound states dynamics. Interestingly, for all the specific systems studied, we find that the large-
photon number limit always coincides with the soliton phenomenon of self-induced transparency or
immediate generalizations thereof.

I. INTRODUCTION

One of the most distinct predictions within classical
nonlinear optics is the emergence of solitons, whose shape
does not change during propagation [1]. From early on,
there were also efforts to understand how these soli-
tons might emerge from a fully quantum theory, per-
haps most prominently in continuous Kerr nonlinear me-
dia [2–6]. While the weak nonlinearities of conventional
media historically made quantum properties largely in-
accessible, in recent years there have been diverse sys-
tems, ranging from ensembles of Rydberg atoms [7–10]
to waveguide QED systems coupled to quantum emit-
ters [11–19], where strong interactions at the level of
individual photons [20] can be achieved. An intrigu-
ing effect occurring in such quantum nonlinear media is
the existence of quantum photon bound states, which
have been predicted and studied in these different sys-
tems with equally diverse theoretical techniques, varying
from Bethe ansatz [14, 15, 24, 25] (when the interac-
tions between photons are local in character) to effective
field theories [26–28] (particularly successful for Rydberg
nonlinear media). Most of these techniques have been
exclusively applied to few excitations and/or moderate
size systems and, generally, the many-excitation dynam-
ics remains largely unexplored. Recently an important
step toward this direction was made in the specific case
of an atomic array chirally (unidirectionally) coupled to a
photonic waveguide. There, it has been recently demon-
strated [18] that a linear combination of quantum many-
body photon bound states leads to the emergence of the
well-known self induced transparency (SIT) soliton [21–
23]. However, besides this specific case, a general con-

nection between the quantum many-body dynamics and
the emergent semi-classical behavior in other atom-light
interfaces is still generally unknown.

In recent years, an alternative formalism to capture
quantum atom-light interactions has gained attention.
This formalism is based on the insight that the light-
matter polaritons that form in near-resonant propaga-
tion are in fact almost entirely atomic in character in
typical settings. Thus, the photonic degrees of freedom
can be effectively integrated out, to yield a quantum
spin model describing photon-mediated interactions be-
tween the atoms [29–32]. In principle, if the dynamics
of the spin model can be solved, the correlations of the
outgoing quantum fields can be readily obtained using
an input-output equation [33–36]. Within this frame-
work, particularly in the context of atomic arrays and in
waveguide QED, the spin model has led to the prediction
of many interesting effects, including strongly subradi-
ant states [37–47], photon mediated localized states [48],
topological states [49], chaotic states [50] and subradiant
dimers [51, 52]. Techniques to effectively map continu-
ous, macroscopic nonlinear media such as Rydberg en-
sembles to the spin model have also been proposed and
investigated [53].

Here, we utilize the spin model formalism to investigate
photon bound states and their manifestation in photon
propagation dynamics across different systems. In partic-
ular, we examine an interacting Rydberg atom ensemble,
and also an array of two-level atoms coupled to a waveg-
uide, treating both paradigmatic cases of bidirectional
and chiral [54–56] (unidirectional) emission. Within the
spin model, the procedure to distinguish bound states
is analogous to that of identifying bound magnon ex-
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citations in condensed matter spin models [24, 57–63]
and closely related to previous studies of dimers within
waveguide QED [32, 51, 52]. Here we first describe how
the dispersion relation of two-photon bound states can be
identified and then we show how these bound states man-
ifest themselves in the spatio-temporal correlations of the
output field, given classical weak incident pulses. While
the analytical techniques applied to two-photon bound
states do not readily scale to investigate the properties
of higher photon number, the spin model nonetheless ad-
mits an efficient way to numerically investigate the effect
of many-photon bound states in the correlation of the
output field given large incident pulses. This large pho-
ton number limit is made tractable through the possibil-
ity to naturally encode the spin model in matrix product
state (MPS) representations. In this many-photon limit,
we generally identify signatures of a transition from true
quantum many-body behavior, as characterized by non-
trivial spatio-temporal correlations, to a semi-classical
soliton wave reminiscent of self-induced transparency in
atomic media, irrespective of the underlying details of
the model.

This paper is structured as follows. In Sec. II we intro-
duce a generic model for an ensemble of emitters coupled
to a quasi-one-dimensional (1D) quantum optical field.
From here, we formulate the spin model, and present
general criteria to identify the photon bound states. In
Sec. III we consider as a first case an array of two-level
atoms (TLA) coupled to either a chiral or bidirectional
waveguide. We analyze the single- and two-excitation
spectrum, followed by multi-photon propagation. In par-
ticular, in the many-photon limit, we recover the semi-
classical phenomenon of self-induced transparency (SIT).
In Sec. IV, we apply the spin model to an ensemble of Ry-
dberg atoms. After analyzing the two-excitation bound
state dispersion relation, we make use of an effective
two-level atom description to recover, in the many-body
regime, a solitonic behavior similar to SIT, i.e. Rydberg
SIT. We conclude and provide an outlook of possible fu-
ture directions in Sec. V.

II. MODEL

We consider a setup as illustrated in Fig. 1 where an
ensemble of N atoms is coupled to a quasi-1D propagat-
ing field. We assume that the field couples to a transition
of frequency ωeg involving ground and excited states ∣g⟩
and ∣e⟩, respectively, while the atoms can have other lev-
els (e.g., driven by classical control fields) that need not
be specified now. The spontaneous emission rate of a
single, excited atom into the 1D modes occurs at a rate
Γ, while it can also emit at a rate Γ0 into other modes
besides the 1D continuum. This generic setup describes
well a number of systems consisting of atoms coupled to a
physical waveguide, where one might have Γ0 ≫ Γ (such
as for atoms coupled to optical nanofibers) [17, 64–66],
Γ0 ∼ Γ (for atoms coupled to photonic crystal waveg-

light beam

emitter

waveguide

FIG. 1. Generic quantum nonlinear media. A free-space en-
semble of atoms with an unspecified level structure is cou-
pled to photons in a focused propagating beam via a par-
ticular two-level transition. The system is characterized by
a single-atom emission rate Γ into the beam, and Γ0 into
other modes (free space). Alternatively, we consider an atom
array coupled to a one-dimensional optical waveguide. An
individual atom emits into the left-propagating modes, right-
propagating modes, and free space at rates ΓL,ΓR, and Γ0,
respectively. The free-space ensemble can be mapped to an
effective waveguide model, as we discuss in the main text. In
both scenarios, multi-photon bound states (red shaded area)
can exist due to the nonlinear interactions induced by the
atomic medium.

uides) [67–70], or Γ0 ≪ Γ (superconducting qubits cou-
pled to unstructured or photonic crystal transmission
lines) [71–76]. As pointed out in Ref. [33], free space en-
sembles interacting with quasi-1D optical beams can also
be mapped to this waveguide model, by taking Γ0 ≫ Γ (to
account for the weak free-space light coupling) and find-
ing suitable maps between the microscopic parameters of
this model and the macroscopic parameters of the phys-
ical system such as optical depth (discussed in detail in
Sec. IV). For our situations of interest, we can consider
the waveguide-coupled atoms to be in an array of lattice
constant d, as shown in Fig. 1. For bidirectional waveg-
uides, this avoids Anderson or many-body localization
of light associated with disorder and multiple scatter-
ing [77–79]. For chiral waveguides (and in free space,
where the weak atom-light coupling is essentially equiva-
lent to chiral coupling), the physics is in fact independent
of the specific atomic positions, as we will describe below.

A. Full Hamiltonian

Within the 1D model the full waveguide QED Hamilto-
nian of the system is given by the following contributions

Ĥ = Ĥph + Ĥa + Ĥin. (1)

The fist term Ĥph is the photonic Hamiltonian describing
right- and left-propagating modes traveling in the chan-
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nel with group velocity c. It explicitly reads (h̵ = 1)

Ĥph = −i∫ dx [Ê†
R(x)

∂

∂x
ÊR(x) − Ê

†
L(x)

∂

∂x
ÊL(x)]

(2)

where ÊR(L)(x) is the bosonic field operator annihilat-
ing a right-going (left-going) photon at position x and

fulfilling the commutation rule [ÊR(L)(x), Ê
†
R(L)

(x′)] =

cδ(x − x′). Ĥa is the atomic Hamiltonian which at this
stage is not fully specified. In particular, we will assume
that the atom has ground and excited states ∣g, e⟩ whose
transition of frequency ωeg couples to the quantum prop-
agating field. Beyond that, the atom could contain ad-
ditional levels, dissipation from other photonic channels
(encoded in the rate Γ0), auxiliary control fields acting
on different transitions, or other terms independent from
the interaction of atoms with the quantum propagating
field. The atom-light interaction allows for the creation
or annihilation of excitations on the n-th atom through
the spin operators σ̂nge = ∣gn⟩⟨en∣ and σ̂neg = ∣en⟩⟨gn∣. The
corresponding interaction Hamiltonian reads

Ĥin =∑
n

[σ̂nge (
√

ΓRÊ
†
R(xn) +

√
ΓLÊ

†
L(xn)) +H.c.] (3)

where ΓR and ΓL, with Γ = ΓR +ΓL, are the single-atom
decay rates associated respectively to the emission of
right- and left-propagating photons. Here we explicitly
distinguish the emission into the two directions to
cover both the paradigmatic cases of bi-directional
emission and chiral (uni-directional) emission that will
be discussed in the rest of the paper.

B. Spin model

Standard treatments to tackle Hamiltonian (1) in the
multi-excitation sector (multiple photons and/or excited
atoms) usually follow two different strategies depending
on the regime considered. First, in the limit of strong
dissipation, Γ0 ≫ Γ, individual atoms have negligible in-
teraction with light and interesting phenomena instead
arise by collective coupling. Then, the ensemble of atoms
can be treated as a continuous bosonic field. Interesting
nonlinearities, such as arising from Rydberg interactions,
can be added and be treated by effective field theories (so
far, limited to a few excitations) [26–28], for example.
Conversely, in the waveguide QED regime with negligi-
ble loss, Γ0 ∼ 0, the eigenstates can be exactly computed
using scattering theory formalism (e.g. S-matrix, Bethe
ansatz, etc.) [14, 15, 24, 25] for a few excitations, either
for small atom number in general or for large atom num-
ber and chiral waveguides.

To go beyond specific limitations on excitation number
or system details, we consider an alternative approach,
where the photons are integrated out to arrive at an ef-
fective spin model for the atoms. This approximation
takes advantage of the fact that in most physical systems

of interest, the atom-photon dynamics occur on a time
scale longer than the photon propagation time through
the system, i.e. Γ ≪ c/Nd, so that the light-mediated
interactions can be considered instantaneous. Equiva-
lently, the highly dispersive nature of the atoms due to
the small linewidth causes the light-matter polaritons to
be almost entirely atomic in character. The full system
evolution is then given by the master equation (ME) for
the reduced atomic density operator [33–35]

˙̂ρ = −i [(Ĥeff + Ĥdrive)ρ̂ − ρ̂(Ĥeff + Ĥdrive)
†] +J [ρ̂]. (4)

Here the non-Hermitian collective evolution of the system
is given by the effective Hamiltonian

Ĥeff = Ĥa − i∑
nm

Anmσ̂
n
egσ̂

m
ge, (5)

where the matrix

Anm = [ΓLe
ik0∣xn−xm∣θnm + ΓRe

ik0∣xn−xm∣θmn] (6)

encodes the photon mediated atom-atom interactions
and θnm = θ(xn − xm), with θnn = 1/2, is the Heav-

iside function. The Hamiltonian Ĥeff is invariant un-
der discrete translations of the product of the reso-
nant wavevector k0 = ωeg/c and the lattice constant d,
k0d → k0d + 2π, so a full description is obtained by con-
sidering k0d ∈ [−π,π]. The population recycling contri-
bution to the evolution in Eq.(4) is given by

J [ρ̂] = Γ0∑
n

σ̂ngeρ̂σ̂
n
eg +∑

nm

[(Anm +A∗

nm) σ̂ngeρ̂σ̂
m
eg +H.c.] .

(7)
Finally in Eq.(4) we also explicitly add a driving term

Ĥdrive =∑
n

√
ΓR [Ein(t, xn)σ̂

n
eg +H.c.] , (8)

which couples the emitters to a right-propagating
coherent state input field Ein(t, x) = Ein(t)e

ik0x−iωint

with ωin being the central frequency of the driving field.

While such master equations describing photon-
mediated dipole-dipole interactions have long existed, in
recent years it has been realized that one can also use
their solutions to re-construct the quantum field that has
been previously integrated out, thus constituting a com-
plete model of atom-light interactions. This field takes
the form of an input-output relation [33–36]

ÊR(t) = Ein(t) + i∑
n

√
ΓRe

−ik0xn σ̂nge(t), (9)

ÊL(t) = i∑
n

√
ΓLe

ik0xn σ̂nge(t). (10)

In this work, we will on one hand consider the mi-
croscopic properties of the photon bound states them-
selves, which can be derived from the eigenstates of (5)



4

alone (practically in the few-excitation limit). Sepa-
rately, we will solve the full master equation dynamics of
Eq. (4) in the presence of the input field, to see how the
bound states manifest themselves in the outgoing field
properties of Eq. (9). This dynamics can be computed
numerically even in the many-excitation limit, with an
MPS-based quantum trajectories algorithm discussed in
Appendix A, and, as we are going to discuss in the fol-
lowing, is able to capture the progressive transition from
a correlated output field to semi-classical solitons. While
we will specifically focus on coherent state (photon num-
ber uncertain) input fields here, these calculations can
also be used to study Fock state inputs. In particular,
by simulating the dynamics with a quantum jump algo-
rithm, one can post-select on the total number of jumps
that occurred in the output fields to obtain a fixed pho-
ton number [33].

C. Photon bound states

Photon bound states are states with spatially corre-
lated positions, which propagate through the bulk of a
nonlinear medium experiencing low distortion [18]. De-
spite the name, these bound states are actually almost
entirely atomic (spin-like) in nature when they propagate
through the medium [80, 81]. The problem of identify-
ing these states then becomes similar to that of magnon
bound excitations in spin chains [24, 57]. For example,
within the two-excitation subspace we can follow stan-
dard procedures to diagonalize the Hamiltonian (5) in
the relative and center-of-mass coordinate frame, which
is convenient because the latter is characterized simply
by a plane wave of wavevector K. On the other hand,
the problem in the relative coordinate reduces to finding
single-particle bound states in an effective (and possi-
bly non-trivial) impurity model, whose energies depend
parametrically on K. Due to the nonlinear interaction,
this bound state will have a different energy EBS than
the sum of individual photon energies, which allows for
their spectral identification:

EBS(K) ≠ J(q) + J(K − q). (11)

Here, J(k) denotes the single-excitation dispersion rela-
tion and q the relative momentum.

A crucial difference compared to canonical condensed
matter spin models lies in the dissipative, long-range na-
ture of the interactions encoded in the non-Hermitian
Hamiltonian (5). A number of studies [40, 43, 51, 52]
have already pointed out that in a finite system, this
Hamiltonian can give rise to two-excitation dimers as
eigenstates that are generally lossy, physically due to the
non-zero support of the wave functions with the system
boundaries and their subsequent radiation into the empty
waveguide. While these studies largely focused on how
long-lived or subradiant these states could be, here, we
more generally will study the dispersion relation of this
continuum of bound states, and show that this dispersion

relation and the spatial properties of the bound states in-
deed manifest themselves in the quantum nonlinear op-
tics problem, in terms of correlations of the output field
given a multi-photon input field.

D. Self-induced transparency

In [18] it has been rigorously proven that in the many-
body limit with finite size systems a linear combination
of multi-photon bound states gives rise to the formation
of self-induced transparency (SIT) solitons, when the sys-
tem consists of two-level atoms coupled to a chiral waveg-
uide. As one of our main goals is to investigate whether
SIT emerges in other quantum nonlinear systems from a
full quantum picture, we first briefly review the effect of
SIT, in the previously introduced language of waveguide
QED.

SIT is a semi-classical phenomenon, involving the
emergence of a soliton when the atoms are treated as
two-level systems and the field classically. In order to
write down the SIT equations, we move to a continuum
description, mapping the spin operators to a continuous
density, i.e. σ̂n → σ̂(x)/ν, where ν is the linear density
of the medium and the spin operators fulfill the commu-
tation relation [σ̂ge(x), σ̂eg(x

′)] = −σ̂z(x)δ(x − x
′) with

σ̂z(x) being the Z Pauli matrix. With this mapping, and
assuming that the atoms resonantly interact with a right
propagating field (we omit the R label), the total Hamil-
tonian (1) becomes

Ĥ =−i∫ dxÊ†
(x)

∂

∂x
Ê(x)+

√
Γ∫ dx [σ̂ge(x)Ê

†
(x) +H.c.] .

(12)
Using the Heisenberg equations with respect to this

Hamiltonian and taking the expectation values E(x, t) =

⟨Ê(x, t)⟩ and σ(x, t) = ⟨σ̂(x, t)⟩, we get the mean field
equations

[
∂

∂t
+ c

∂

∂x
]E(x, t) = −ic

√
Γσ−(x, t)

∂

∂t
σ−(x, t) = i

√
Γσz(x, t)E(x, t)

∂

∂t
σz(x, t) = 4

√
ΓIm[E(x, t)σ∗

−
(x, t)],

(13)

where the external dissipation has been set to zero, Γ0 =

0. This set of equations (13) admits a solitonic solution
for the photonic field (see Refs. [18, 23] for a detailed
derivation):

E(x, t) =
nph

√
Γ

2
sech [

nphΓ

2
(
x

vg
− t)] , (14)

with vg = (n2
phΓc)/(n2

phΓ + 4cν) being the group velocity
inside the medium and nph being the average photon
number in the pulse. Translated to a 1D setting for a
chain of N atoms with linear density ν = 1/d, this leads
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to an overall pulse delay of [18]

τnph
= 4N/(n2

phΓ). (15)

This solitonic solution has the property that its inte-
grated Rabi frequency gives a 2π pulse (area law) [18, 21–
23]

2
√

Γ∫ dtE(x, t) = 2π, (16)

letting each individual atom undergoing a full Rabi os-
cillation from the ground to excited state and back. This
condition implies that photons are not taken away from
the original pulse, if the Rabi oscillation occurs on a time
scale faster than the spontaneous emission rate Γ0, al-
lowing the soliton to propagate in a transparent fashion
through the medium.

III. ARRAY OF TWO-LEVEL ATOMS

As a first example of a quantum nonlinear medium,
we consider an array of two-level atoms (TLA) where

the atomic Hamiltonian is simply given by Ĥa = (ωeg −
iΓ0/2)∑n σ̂

n
egσ̂

n
ge. In particular, we focus on the ideal

waveguide QED scenario of low dissipation, Γ0 → 0. In
this regime there is a non-negligible probability that two
propagating photons can interact simultaneously with
the same atom inducing a nonlinear optical response.
Motivated by the previous discussion, we will first calcu-
late the single-excitation dispersion relation, in order to
identify energy gaps in which two-excitation bound states
might exist, and proceed to calculate their spectrum. We
then consider the many-excitation limit observing numer-
ically the emergence of a propagating soliton. We will
consider both cases of a chiral waveguide coupling, ΓL = 0
and ΓR = Γ, where the results for multiple excitations are
exactly known from the Bethe ansatz for photons [18],
and a bidirectional waveguide, ΓL = ΓR = Γ/2.

A. Single excitation sector

1. Chiral array

We work in a rotating frame in order to discard the
atomic frequency ωeg and we assume no additional dis-
sipation (Γ0 = 0). For chiral coupling, one can readily
observe that the specific positions of the atoms do not
affect the physics, provided that no two atoms are at the
same position. In particular, in the master equation (4)
and in the input-output equations (9) and (10), one can
make the transformation σ̂ngee

ik0xn → σ̂nge [55, 56] that

eliminates all of the position-dependent phases eikx. For
example, the effective Hamiltonian (5) after this trans-
formation reads:

Ĥeff = −
i

2
Γ∑
n

σ̂negσ̂
m
ge − iΓ ∑

n>m

σ̂negσ̂
m
ge. (17)

-4

0

4

8

0 0

GAP

-4

0

4

(b))a( )a(

FIG. 2. Single excitation dispersion relation Jk (in units of
the emission rate Γ) versus dimensionless wavevector kd for
the (a) chiral waveguide case, and (b) the bidirectional case
with k0d = 0.2. The vertical dashed lines indicate the values
of the wavevector where the dispersion relation diverges.

The second term (involving the sum n >m) enforces that
a given atom does not couple to atoms to the right, and
thus encodes the unidirectional propagation of excita-
tions along the array. For an infinite lattice of atoms
(N →∞), the single-excitation sector is diagonalized by

Bloch waves of wavevector k, Ĥeff ∣ψk⟩ = Jk ∣ψk⟩ and the
dispersion relation Jk is given by

Jk = −
Γ

2
cot [

kd

2
] . (18)

The dispersion relation is plotted in Fig. 2(a) and is

characterized by a positive group velocity, v
(1)
g (k) =

Γd/(4 sin2 (kd
2
)), for every value of k. Interestingly,

Eq. (18) cannot be derived by directly diagonalizing the
Hamiltonian (17) for a finite system, as Heff is a triangu-
lar matrix with trivial eigenvalues. Instead, one should
realize that the dispersion relation in principle should be
real, and thus diagonalize the Hermitian part of the ef-
fective Hamiltonian:

Ĥh = −
iΓ

2
(∑
n>m

σ̂negσ̂
m
ge − ∑

n>m

σ̂megσ̂
n
ge) . (19)

This observation will be useful to numerically find the
dispersion relation of multi-excitation bound states.

2. Bidirectional ordered array

For a bidirectional ordered array Eq. (5) reads

Ĥeff = −
i

2
Γ∑
mn

eik0∣xm−xn∣σ̂negσ̂
m
ge. (20)

An infinite lattice is again diagonalized by Bloch waves
and the dispersion relation has previously been calculated
to be [37]

Jk =
Γ

4
(cot [

(k0 + k)d

2
] + cot [

(k0 − k)d

2
]) , (21)

as plotted in Fig. 2(a). The dispersion relation (21) ex-
hibits two distinct branches, along with a band gap near
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the atomic resonance frequency where no excitations are
allowed. The dispersion relation reveals the polaritonic
nature of the excitations, being close to the atomic res-
onance frequency (Jk ∼ 0) for wavevectors significantly
different than the resonant wavevector of light (∣k∣ ≠ k0),
while strongly hybridizing with light around ∣k∣ ≈ k0. Due
to the Markov approximation, the slope of the polariton
bands approaches the dashed vertical lines ∣k∣ = k0 (see
Fig. 2)(b) rather than a line of slope c. Note that the
same behavior was also occurring in the chiral case with
the dispersion diverging at k = 0.

Notably, the dispersion relations of Eq. (18) and
Eq. (21) are purely real. This reflects the fact that in
an infinite atom-waveguide system with no additional
dissipation, the full system Hamiltonian (1) (absent the
input field) is Hermitian and thus the system forms loss-
less polaritons. Separately, we note that a large body
of work has been devoted to the study of super- and
sub-radiant eigenstates of finite atomic chains coupled
to waveguides[37, 38, 42]. In this case, the superradiant
eigenstates are quasi-spin wave excitations with wavevec-
tors close to the resonant wavevector of the waveguide
(k = k0 for bi-directional, and k = 0 for chiral). As N
increases, the distribution of wavevectors that are super-
radiant becomes increasingly narrow, thus providing con-
sistency with the lossless dispersion in the infinite system
limit.

B. Two excitation sector and bound states

Similar to the single-excitation sector, we can look
for solutions of Ĥeff ∣ψ

(2)⟩ = E∣ψ(2)⟩, where the two-

excitation eigenstate generically takes the form ∣ψ(2)⟩ =

∑m<n c
(2)
mn∣em, en⟩. It is convenient to re-parametrize the

coordinates in terms of center-of-mass (xcm = (xm +

xn)/2) and relative coordinates (xr = ∣xn −xm∣). We will
again consider the infinite system limit, where the disper-
sion relation should be purely real, and utilize Bloch’s
theorem to write the center-of-mass wave function in
terms of a wavevector K,

∣ψ(2)⟩ = ∑
xcm

eiKxcmf(xr)∣xcm −
xr
2
, xcm +

xr
2

⟩, (22)

where f(xr) is a generic function of the relative coordi-
nate. This form allows one to reduce the two-excitation
problem to a single-excitation one involving just the rel-
ative coordinate, and derive its spectrum as a function
of K.

1. Chiral array

Let us first consider the chiral waveguide case. This
scenario is solvable by Bethe ansatz incorporating both
photons and atoms [18], so we just briefly review how the
same results emerge from the spin model. In the relative

FIG. 3. (a) Spectrum EK of two-excitation eigenstates, as
obtained from Eq. (23), as a function of the center of mass
momentum K. The red curves indicate the bound state dis-
persion relation, while the blue dots indicate continuum states
whose boundaries are given by the black curves. (b) Popula-
tion distribution of the bound state as a function of the di-
mensionless relative coordinate r = xr/d, for different values
of total momentum Kd. These numerical calculations were
performed for N = 150.

coordinate frame Hamiltonian (19) can be rewritten as:

ĤK
= −i

Γ

2
∑
r,r′>0

∑
ε=±1

[e−i
K
2 ∣xr+εxr′ ∣ − ei

K
2 ∣xr+εxr′ ∣] σ̂+r σ̂

−

r′ ,

(23)
which depends parametrically on the center of mass mo-
mentum K. The full two-excitation spectrum can be
easily obtained by numerically diagonalizing (23). The
real part of the eigenvalues, Re(EK), as a function of the
center of mass momentum K is plotted in Fig. 3(a). We
implement this by truncating the single-particle problem
of Eq. (23) to a large, but finite set of sites, with 1 ≤ r, r′ ≤
N − 1 and diagonalizing the resulting (N − 1) × (N − 1)
matrix. The center of mass momenta are sampled at dis-
crete points K = 2πmK/N , with mK = −N/2, ...N/2 − 1
for even N .

As anticipated in Sec. II, we observe in Fig. 3(a) an
energy continuum (blue eigenvalues) that corresponds to
unbound states whose energies can be obtained analyti-
cally by adding up the single-particle dispersion relation
ω(K) = J(q) + J(K − q). This continuum exhibits a gap
where energy and momentum conservation are not simul-
taneously satisfied, whose boundaries are indicated by
black curves. Within this gap, we clearly observe a dis-
crete dispersion branch (red curve), which satisfies con-
dition (11) and it can be identified as a two-excitation
bound state. This bound state exists for any value of K
and its dispersion relation can be exactly computed, by
using a Fourier transform ansatz, ∣q⟩ = ∑r>0 e

iqxr σ̂reg ∣0⟩,

EBS(K) = −2Γcot [
Kd

2
] . (24)

The wave function itself is given by p(r) ∝ e−xrκ with
κd = −i log cos (Kd

2
), which is plotted in Fig. 4(b) for

different values of Kd. The exact dispersion also allows
to derive the bound state group velocity,

v(2)g (K) =
∂EBS(K)

∂K
=

Γd

sin2 (Kd
2

)
= 4v(1)g (k). (25)
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In other words, the bound state travels faster than a
single excitation. This result coincides with the Bethe
ansatz calculation of Ref. [18], which is not surprising,
since the polariton propagation speed is almost entirely
dictated by the atomic dispersion, rather than the speed
of light itself.

2. Bidirectional ordered array

Using the same methodology as in the chiral case,
we rewrite Hamiltonian (20) in the relative coordinate
frame:

ĤK
= −i

Γ

2
∑
r,r′>0

∑
ε,ε′=±1

ei(k0+ε
K
2 )∣xr+ε

′xr′ ∣σ̂regσ̂
r′

ge, (26)

and numerically compute the full spectrum, which is plot-
ted in Fig. 4(a) for different values of the atomic distance
k0d.

Similarly as in the chiral case, we observe a continuum
of unbound states (blue points) with energies given by
ω(K) = J(k) + J(K − q) (black curve). On the other
hand, a gap of forbidden energies occurs in the intervals
Kd ∈ [2k0d, π] and Kd ∈ [−π,−2k0d] (red dashed lines),
and at the singular point Kd = 0. Note that the eigenval-
ues surrounding Kd = 0 are characterized by a vanishing
density of states but do not exhibit a gap. Within the
gaps, we find some discrete two-excitation bound state
energies that satisfy condition (11) and, besides the sin-
gular point at Kd = 0, present a well-defined dispersion
branches (red lines). For the special values Kd = 0 and
Kd = ±π the two-excitation bound states have a sim-
ple analytical form [51], which can be obtained by us-
ing a Fourier transform ansatz in the relative coordi-
nate. These three dimers have energies ω0 = 2Γcot(k0d)
and ωπ = ω−π = 2Γcot(2k0d), and are characterized
by a complex relative momentum, q0d = log cos (k0d)
and q±πd = − log cos (2k0d). These complex momenta
lead to an exponential localization of the wave func-
tion along the relative coordinate, which explicitly reads
p0(r) ∝ e−2xrq0 and p±π(r) ∝ cos2(Kxr

2
)e−xrq±π . Note

that while for the dimer at Kd = 0 the two excitations
have a relative distance of d given by the TLA saturation,
for Kd = ±π they are separated by 2d due to the oscillat-
ing term in the population. An analytical expression for
the bound states with generic center of mass momentum
is reported in Ref. [82]. The population distribution of
these states is shown in Fig. 4(b) as a function of the rel-
ative coordinate, for different representative values of the
total momentum Kd and of the atomic separation k0d.
A full localization is indeed observed when the parame-
ter choices coincide with a gap. However, the neighbor-
hood around Kd = 0 does not exhibit a true bound state
solution, as evidenced by the large-r tail in the popula-
tion of the most localized state plotted in Fig. 4(b) for
Kd = 0.1. These quasi-localized states in the continuum
arise from scattering resonances and are extensively dis-
cussed in Ref. [82].

Such a bound state dispersion relation, as far as we
know, has not been previously derived when the pho-
tonic degree of freedom is explicitly kept. The reduced
complexity is one of the strengths of the spin model ap-
proach, which we will soon see also extends to numeri-
cally exploring the many-body limit.

C. Many-body pulse propagation

While analytically deriving the properties of few-
excitation bound states (beyond two) seems generally
challenging within the spin model, this framework still
offers a route towards numerical investigations, even in
the many-body limit. In this section we utilize such
numerics to explore the dynamics of these many-body
bound states. This problem has been recently studied in
Ref. [18] for an array of atoms coupled to a chiral waveg-
uide, which established the connection between quantum
photon bound states and the emergence of the SIT soli-
ton discussed in Sec.II D. In the following, we first briefly
summarize the general methodology and the results ob-
tained for the chiral case and then we explore the nature
of this transition in a different setting: a bidirectional
array.

1. Methodology

In order to investigate the change in behavior from
weak to strong pulses, we utilize a previously developed
matrix product state (MPS) algorithm for this problem
(see App. A and Ref. [18, 33, 53] for further details).
In this representation, the maximum bond dimension
needed to obtain convergence in the simulations, Dmax,
is directly connected to the entanglement entropy of the
system and it acts as an important figure of merit to un-
derstand if the dynamics is highly correlated, Dmax ≫ 1,
or if a mean field approximation for the atoms suffices,
Dmax ∼ 1.

With this formalism we solve the full emitter dynam-
ics, as governed by the master equation (4). Consid-
ering that the finite spatial extent of the bound states
generally allows for their excitation given a coherent
state input pulse, we specifically start with the atoms
in the ground state ∣g⟩⊗N at t = 0, and we consider
two different pulse shapes. The first consists of a Gaus-
sian pulse, peaked at time t0, with amplitude Ein(t) =
√
nphe

(t−t0)
2
/(2σ2

)/(
√
σπ1/4), where nph is the average

number of photons in the pulse and σ the pulse width.
The second, useful to capture the solitonic transition,
has an SIT-like solitonic shape [18, 21–23], Ein(t) =

(ñph

√
ΓR/2) sech(ñphΓR(t−t0)/2), that matches the SIT

solution given in Eq. (14). Here ñph =
√
n2

ph + (ωin/Γ)2

is the generalized Rabi amplitude and we remind that for
the chiral case ΓR = Γ.

Once sent an incoming pulse trough the system,
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FIG. 4. (a) Spectrum EK of two-excitation eigenstates of a bi-directional waveguide, as obtained from Eq. (26), as a function of
the center of mass momentum K and for different values of the lattice constant k0d. The blue dots indicate continuum states,
whose boundaries are denoted by the black curves. The solid red curves indicate the bound state dispersion relation, while the
red dots indicate the special values Kd = 0 and Kd = ±π where the bound-state properties can be computed analytically. The
red dashed lines indicate the values of K = ±2k0 where the bound state dispersion branch emerges from the continuum. The
horizontal dashed black lines in the first two panels correspond to twice the frequency of the input field used in Fig. 6. (b)
Population distribution of the most localized state as a function of the dimensionless relative coordinate r = xr/d, for different
values of total momentum Kd and lattice constant k0d. These numerical calculations were performed for N = 150.

the transmitted intensity IR = ⟨Ê†
R(t)ÊR(t)⟩ and the

equal-time higher-order correlation functions G(m)(t) =

⟨[ÊR
†
(t)]

m

[ÊR(t)]
m
⟩ (m ≥ 2) are computed by using

the expression for the output field operator given in
Eq. (9) in terms of the input field amplitude and emitter
correlations.

2. Many-body bound states-SIT transition in a chiral array

For a chiral array, it has been proven that a coherent
pulse resonant with the atomic transition can efficiently
excite nph-excitation bound states that experience a pho-
ton number-dependent time delay, τnph

= 4N/(n2
phΓ).

Note that for nph = 2, this result coincides with the bound
state group velocity derived in Eq. (25). In sufficiently
long systems, the combination of photon number uncer-
tainty of the coherent state and the number-dependent
delay results in a train of correlated photons ordered by
photon number at the output [18], as shown in Fig. 5(a).
Here we used an input Gaussian pulse, on resonance with
the atomic transition and with nph = 2 and σΓ = 3, and
we plotted the output intensity and the photon correla-
tion functions as a function of time, indicating with the
vertical dashed line the expected delay. Increasing the
average photon number of the input pulse, large photon
bound states with small delay are excited and the number
components become progressively less separated. This is
shown in Fig. 5(b)-(c) where we used the solitonic input

pulse and we compared the ouptut intensities for different
average photon numbers nph. Note that here the incom-
ing pulse is on resonance with the atomic transition thus
ñph = nph. For sufficiently large photon number, the in-
dividual bound states cannot be resolved anymore and a
single soliton-like peak emerges (see Fig. 5(c)). This be-
havior is also associated to a full 2π rotation of the atoms,
as shown in the inset of Fig. 5(c), where we plot the time-
dependent excited-state population ps(t) of a single atom
in the middle of the array. In this case, it can be explic-
itly shown that a coherent state distribution of bound
states of different photon number in fact coincides with
the classical SIT soliton [18, 21–23], given in Eq. (14)
and plotted in Fig. 5(c) with the black dashed line, thus
establishing a crossover from quantum to classical nonlin-
ear optics. Indeed, one can note that the predicted time
delay coincides with the one given in Eq. (15) obtained
by the solution of the SIT mean-field equations. While
here, we have simply summarized the results already de-
rived for two-level atoms coupled to a chiral waveguide,
in the following, we would like to explore the nature of
the transition to large photon number for other systems,
and look for the emergence of soliton behavior.

3. Exciting many-body bound states in a bidirectional array

We now explore the analogue of these effects in a bi-
directional array. One can already see that a major dif-
ference compared to the chiral case is the emergence of a
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FIG. 5. Few to many-body pulse propagation in a chiral array
of N = 30 atoms. In (a) we plot the time-dependent output

intensity IR(t) and correlation functions G(n)(t), given a co-
herent Gaussian input pulse with width σΓ = 3 and average
photon number nph = 2.0. The input frequencies are set to
resonance with the atomic transition, ωin = 0. In (b)-(c) we
plot the output intensity IR(t) for a solitonic input pulse (see
main text) with different strengths nph as indicated in the
panels. In (c) the black dashed line corresponds to the mean
field SIT soliton solution. In all plots the peak of the in-
put pulse is indicated by the grey vertical line and is set to
Γt0 = 10 for (a)-(b) and Γt0 = 0.3 for (c). The vertical dashed
lines indicate the expected delay of the many-body photon
bound states. In the inste of (c) we also plot the atomic pop-
ulation of an atom in the middle of the array as a function
of time for the same average photon number as in (c). The
simulation has been performed with an MPS based quantum
trajectories algorithm involving Nt = 5000 trajectories and
maximum bond dimension Dmax = 40.

single-excitation band gap around the atomic resonance,
as shown in Fig. 2(a), which causes strong reflectance of
weak resonant pulses. On the other hand, the experimen-
tal observation of SIT does not rely on chirality, and so
one might expect that SIT will arise for strong enough in-
put pulses in the bi-directional case. In the following, we
investigate the how the behavior of the system changes
going from weak to strong pulses.

We start by considering an input Gaussian pulse as
the one used for the chiral case with nph = 2 and σΓ = 3.
Representative output intensities and correlation func-
tions for such a setup are plotted in Fig. 6(a)-(b), for an
array of N = 30 atoms with lattice constants k0d = 0.2π
and k0d = 0.35π. Considering a large array is crucial
because the propagating bound states experience a time
delay at the output, which is proportional to the num-
ber of emitters and the inverse of their group velocity
evaluated at the frequency of the input pulse ωin, i.e.
τ = Nd/vg(ωin). Note that the bound state energies
occur at frequencies away from the atomic resonance,
so we consider input fields with a slightly detuned cen-
tral frequency, i.e. ωin ≠ ωeg. For the lattice constant
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FIG. 6. Few to many-body pulse propagation in a bi-
directional array of N = 30 atoms. In (a)-(b) we plot the
time-dependent output intensity IR(t) and correlation func-

tions G(n)(t), given a coherent Gaussian input pulse with
width σΓ = 3 and average photon number nph = 2.0, for two
different values of the atomic distance k0d. The input fre-
quencies are respectively ωin = 0.33 in (a) and ωin = −0.4Γ in
(b) and are indicated by the black horizontal dashed lines of
Fig. 4(a). In (c)-(d) we plot the output intensity IR(t) for a
solitonic input pulse (see main text) with different strengths
ñph as indicated in the panels. Here we fix k0d = 0.35π and
ωin = −0.4Γ. In (d) the black dashed line corresponds to the
mean field SIT soliton solution. In all plots the peak of the
input pulse is indicated by the grey vertical line and is set
to Γt0 = 10 for (a)-(c) and Γt0 = 0.3 for (d). The vertical
dashed lines in (b) and (c) indicate the expected delay of the
two-photon bound states. In the inste of (d) we also plot
the atomic population of an atom in the middle of the array
as a function of time for same average photon number as in
(d). The simulation has been performed with an MPS based
quantum trajectories algorithm involving Nt = 5000 trajecto-
ries and maximum bond dimension Dmax = 40.

k0d = 0.2π, we set ωin ≈ 0.33Γ, which is situated within
the single-excitation band gap of Fig. 2(a), which sup-
presses transmission of the single-photon component of
the pulse. For the case of k0d = 0.35π, the chosen in-
put frequency ωin = −0.4Γ instead coincides with the flat,
uppermost region of the lower dispersion branch, lead-
ing to a large delay of the transmitted single-excitation
component.

In the case of inter-atomic distance k0d = 0.2π, the two-
excitation bound state dispersion (Fig. 4(a)) is extremely
flat and significantly deviates from a simple linear slope
over the bandwidth of the incoming pulse. Thus, the ex-
cited bound states exhibit both a large delay and signif-
icant distortion at the output, which suppresses the ap-
pearance of a clear peak associated to the bound states
in the output intensity of Fig. 6(a). One can also ob-
serve a faster exiting peak in the higher-order correla-
tion G(3)(t), which could correspond to the excitation of
higher photon number bound states. A similar peak im-
mediately following the input is also observed in Fig. 6(b)
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for the lattice constant k0d = 0.35π. Importantly though,
here we also resolve another intensity peak with a signif-
icant delay Γ(τ − t0) ∼ 30, and an associated peak in

G(2)(t). This peak can be clearly associated to the exci-
tation of a two-photon bound state resonant with the in-
put field, as indicated by the dashed black line in the sec-
ond panel of Fig. 4(a). The numerically calculated group
velocity vg(ωin) at this frequency can be used to predict
the expected delay (vertical dashed line in Fig. 6(b)), and

coincides closely with the peaks in the intensity and G(2).

In summary, as with the chiral case, it is possible to ob-
serve peaks in the output field and its correlations, which
are associated with the excitation of few-photon bound
states. However, unlike the chiral case, this observation
requires more fine tuning in the bi-directional array, due
to the finite bandwidth of the bound state band and its
possibly strong group velocity dispersion.

4. Towards the SIT limit

We now investigate progressively higher photon num-
ber inputs, and the robust transition toward the mean
field solution of SIT. Anticipating such a transition, we
now drive the system with the SIT-like solitonic input
field introduced in Sec. III C 1. This creates a large over-
lap between the field and the many-photon bound state,
assuming the latter approaches the SIT solution.

In Fig. 6(c)-(d) we plot the resulting output intensity
for photon numbers ranging from small (ñph = 2) to large.
In Fig. 6(c), for small ñph, we clearly observe the appear-
ance of the two bound state peaks previously discussed.
Not surprisingly, the second, more delayed peak associ-
ated with the two-photon bound state gets rapidly sup-
pressed as the photon number is increased. For even
larger photon numbers as plotted in Fig. 6(d), we see
that the output intensity gradually approaches the mean
field solitonic solution

ĪR(t) =
ñ2

phΓR

4
sech2

[
ñphΓR(t − t0 − τñph

)

2
] , (27)

which is delayed respect to the input by an amount
τñph

= 4N/(ñ2
phΓR) [18]. The convergence toward this

mean field solution also indicates that the medium be-
comes more transparent to the large photon number
pulse, and that the impedance matching of the pulse to
the atomic array becomes irrelevant despite the bidirec-
tional coupling to the waveguide. As in the chiral case,
the emergence of a transparent soliton is also signaled by
a full 2π rotation of the excited-state population ps(t),
as shown in the inset of Fig. 6(d). Finally, we comment
that, similarly as studied in Ref. [18], the transition to-
ward classical behavior is evidenced by the decreasing
maximum bond dimension required for convergence in
the MPS simulations, from Dmax ∼ 40, for ñph ∼ 1, to
Dmax ∼ 1, for ñph ≫ 1.

5. Experimental considerations

The bound states studied here have the advantage of
not relying on a chiral waveguide setup, which was the
focus of Ref. [18]. Although schemes to realize chiral cou-
pling with superconducting qubits coupled to microwave
transmission lines has been proposed [83, 84], it is more
routine to realize bi-directional coupling in circuit QED
setups either to microwave transmission lines or coupled
resonator arrays [71–76]. Such systems are ideal to in-
vestigate the physics predicted above, as the artificial
qubits can experience extremely low loss into channels
other than waveguide emission, Γ0/Γ < 10−2, and can be
located at precise positions along the waveguide.

IV. PHOTON BOUND STATES IN RYDBERG
MEDIA

We now consider a different quantum nonlinear
medium consisting of a free space ensemble of Rydberg
atoms. The level scheme of the atoms is pictorially shown
in Fig. 7(a) where, besides the ∣g⟩ and ∣e⟩ states, there
is an additional long-lived Rydberg level ∣s⟩, which cou-
ples to ∣e⟩ via a uniform, classical control field of Rabi
frequency Ω and detuning δ. The propagation of pho-
tons interacting with atoms on the ∣g⟩-∣e⟩ transition can
become highly nonlinear, due to strong van der Waals
interactions between Rydberg excitations. In particular,
the van der Waals interaction is responsible for shifting
the resonant energy of a Rydberg level by an amount
V (xr) = C6/x

6
r given the presence of another Rydberg

excitation nearby, with xr being the relative distance be-
tween the two atoms. This can significantly modify the
propagation of two photons (or more precisely, Rydberg
polaritons) that are closer than a Rydberg blockade ra-
dius rb, to be defined later. We first introduce the ef-
fective model used to describe the system, and then we
numerically investigate the many-body photon dynamics.
The results obtained by the full simulation are then in-
terpreted in terms of an effective theory for a generalized
version of SIT, which we show as being able to capture
the main emergent features.

A. Model and spectrum

The three-dimensional Rydberg ensemble can be ap-
proximately treated as one dimensional, provided that
the blockade radius is larger than the beam waist of the
photons exciting the ∣g⟩-∣e⟩ transition, such that the pho-
ton dynamics occurs within a single transverse mode.
As anticipated in Sec. II, this situation can then be
mapped to a 1D array of atoms coupled to a chiral waveg-
uide [26, 33], with a large additional and independent
excited-state dissipation rate Γ0 ≫ Γ to capture the emis-
sion of photons into 4π modes other than the mode of
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interest. The chirality suppresses reflection from the ar-
ray (reproducing the negligible reflection of a free-space
ensemble). We will later see how the artificial parame-
ters of our microscopic model (such as N,Γ,Γ0) can be
matched to physical, macroscopic quantities in an actual
ensemble, and in particular, how a numerically tractable
atom number N and moderate Γ0 for our system can be
used to deduce the physics in an ensemble that exhibits
much larger N but simultaneously larger Γ0.

Within the waveguide mapping, the corresponding spin
model (see Sec. II B) in a rotating frame is given by

Ĥa = −
iΓ0

2
∑
n

σ̂negσ̂
n
ge − δ∑

n

σ̂nsgσ̂
n
gs +Ω∑

n

(σ̂nes + σ̂
n
se)

+ ∑
n<m

V (∣xn − xm∣)σ̂nsgσ̂
n
gsσ̂

m
sgσ̂

m
gs,

(28)

where σ̂ngs = ∣g⟩⟨s∣ (σ̂nsg = (σ̂ngs)
†) and σ̂nes = ∣e⟩⟨s∣ (σ̂nse =

(σ̂nes)
†) are the operators associated with the ∣g⟩-∣s⟩ and

∣e⟩-∣s⟩ transitions of atom n, respectively, and δ = ωc−ωse
is the detuning of the control driving field Ω with respect
to the e-s transition. Here, we assume that dissipation
on the Rydberg level can be neglected owing to its long
lifetime.

It is instructive to first investigate the single excitation
spectrum, in the case of a far off-resonant control field
∣δ∣ ≫ Ω. The dispersion relation is derived in App.B and
plotted in Fig. 7(b) for a representative set of parameters.
It presents the usual three polariton branches [26, 85] and
it is characterized by the occurrence of a band that ex-
hibits electromagnetically induced transparency (EIT),
which is centered around the EIT resonance condition
EEIT = −δ [85] (black dashed line). Around this reso-
nance, the polariton consists mostly of a Rydberg exci-
tation, as indicated by the color scale of Fig. 7(b) asso-
ciated to the amount of population on the ∣s⟩ state. The
excited state population ∣e⟩ and its corresponding emis-
sion is suppressed via interference in excitation pathways,
allowing this “dark state” polariton to propagate without
loss [85].

Two or more dark state polaritons in a close vicinity
of each other then strongly interact via the Rydberg
interaction V in (28). This significantly affects the
transparency condition and results in a strong photon-
photon interaction, which can be either dissipative [86],
for ∣δ∣ ≪ Γ0, or dispersive in nature [9], for ∣δ∣ ≫ Γ0,
depending on the detuning of the control field. Quantum
nonlinear optics has been extensively explored around
the EIT transition. Notably, in the dispersive regime,
this includes the observation of signatures of bound
states, via photon bunching correlations in the outgoing
field given a cw input [9, 10]. Theoretically, these states,
which can be of rich and varying nature, have been
characterized via effective continuum theories [26–28].

Here, in order to distinguish from previous work and
to also explore connections with SIT, we will consider
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FIG. 7. (a) Sketch of the three levels of a Rydberg atom in-
volved in the scheme. (b) Single excitation dispersion relation
associated to the Hamiltonian (28) for Ω = 2Γ and δ = 3Γ. The
color scale is associated to the fraction of population in the
Rydberg state ∣s⟩. The horizontal black dashed line indicates
the EIT (EEIT) resonance while the red dashed line the Stark
shifted one Est. (c) Two-excitation spectrum EK (relative to
the Stark shifted resonance Est) of the effective spin model
(29), as a function of the center of mass momentum K for
C6/(d)

6
= 600Γ̄. In grey we have superimposed the equivalent

spectrum (continuum and bound states) obtained by solving
the full model with δ = −10Γ and Ω = Γ (see App. B). The
black lines indicate the boundaries of the continuum states,
obtained from the single excitation dispersion relation.

the nonlinear effects that arise around the narrow, effec-

tive two-level (Stark shifted) resonance, Est ∼ −δ − Ω2

δ
,

indicated by the red dashed line of Fig. 7(b). Around
this resonance, the excited state ∣e⟩ can be effectively
eliminated, and ∣s⟩ can be considered the new, effective
“excited state” of a two-level atom, with renormalized
properties. This is evidenced by the similarity between
the single-excitation dispersion relation in the vicinity
of Est (Fig. 7(b)), and that of Fig. 2(b) for a chain of
TLA coupled to a chiral waveguide. This intuition can
be made more concrete by formally eliminating the far-
detuned excited state, obtaining the effective Hamilto-
nian

Ĥeff =(Est − i
Γ̄0 + Γ̄

2
)∑
n

σ̂nsgσ̂
n
gs − iΓ̄ ∑

n>m

σ̂nsgσ̂
m
gs

+ ∑
n<m

V (∣xn − xm∣)σ̂nsgσ̂
n
gsσ̂

m
sgσ̂

m
gs.

(29)

This is indeed equivalent to the one given in Eq. (17)
with renormalized emission rates Γ̄ = ΓΩ2/δ2 and Γ̄0 =
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Γ0Ω2/δ2. The main differences with respect to Eq. (17)
are the additional spin-spin Rydberg interaction term,
and the (large) additional independent emission Γ̄0.

For more than one excitation, the Rydberg interaction
allows for multiple bound state modes. This is illustrated
in Fig. 7(c), where we plot the real part of the energy
EK vs K around the Stark shifted resonance Est. A
more in-depth discussion of these Rydberg bound states
is provided in App. B and App. C. However, the large ad-
ditional dissipation Γ0 acting on the bound states would
make their observation challenging in free-space ensem-
bles (although perhaps Rydberg-like interactions could
be emulated within waveguide QED [87, 88] where the
ratio of Γ/Γ0 can be extremely high). Instead, in the
following we will investigate the many-body limit, where
it is known that SIT is robust in normal TLA ensembles
with large dissipation, and examine how SIT changes in
the presence of the long-range Rydberg interactions.

B. Many-body dynamics

Finding an analytic solution of the mean field equa-
tions (13) generalized to Rydberg interactions is more
involved than in standard SIT due to the interactions.
An approximate solution for these equations has been
derived in Ref. [89] using a local field approximation
that neglects two-body correlations. However, such a
mean-field approach fundamentally breaks down in the
case where V is sufficiently large that a blockade radius
emerges, a correlation effect in which two ∣s⟩ excitations
cannot be excited within a distance rb of one another due
to the prohibitive energy cost. In particular, given a Ry-
dberg excitation in the middle of the ensemble and a peak
Rabi frequency Ωr, associated with the incoming pulse,
the condition V (rb) = Ωr sets the distance at which the
pulse can overcome the dispersive Rydberg energy shift
and efficiently drive a second Rydberg excitation. The

resulting “blockade radius” is then rb = (C6/Ωr)
1/6

[90].
The blockade region consisting of Nb = 2rb atoms acts like
an effective, single two-level “super-atom” [91, 92], within
which only a single collective Rydberg excitation can be
generated. Furthermore, this excitation experiences a
collectively enhanced emission rate Γs = NbΓ̄ into the
probe mode, while the dissipation Γ̄0 into other modes
remains fixed. For an extended ensemble the whole Ryd-
berg medium can then be expected to consist of an array
of N/Nb effective super-atoms, as pictorially shown in
Fig. 8(a). If this picture is correct, we might expect that
a generalized version of SIT should emerge by simply
re-scaling the decay rate in the SIT solution of Eq.(14),
where the standard SIT time delay in Eq. (15) is modi-
fied to become τ = N

Nb

4
Γ̄n2

ph
Nb

. This equation can be recast

in terms of a more experimentally relevant quantity, the
optical depth per blockade radius Db = 2NbΓ̄/Γ̄0 [33, 53],
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FIG. 8. (a) Sketch of the effective array of superatoms aris-
ing in the Rydberg medium. (b)-(c) Output intensity (b) and
atomic population of an atom in the middle of the ensemble
(c) as a function of time, for pulses of different average pho-
ton number. The form of the input field is given in Eq. (31),
with the soliton parameter α determined by a variational ap-
proach described in the main text. The input pulse peak
is centered at Γ̄t0 = 0.05. In both plots we have added an
external spontaneous emission rate of Γ̄0 = 5Γ̄ and we set
C6/d

6
= 105Γ̄. The continuous lines represents the results

obtained numerically while the black dashed lines represent
instead the delayed solitonic ansatz. In the inset of (b) we
plot the overlap between the numerical obtained output and
the solitonic ansatz as a function of number of photons in the
pulse. (d)-(e) Estimated number of blockade atoms (d) and
group velocity of the pulse (e) as a function of photon num-
ber for different Rydberg interaction strengths. The points
are inferred from numerics, while the continuous lines in (d)
and (e) are obtained from our effective model described in
the main text. In (e) the black line represents the standard
SIT prediction for two-level atoms without Rydberg interac-
tions. In all plots we take an array of N = 30 atoms and we
performed an MPS simulation of the full master equation by
setting Dmax = 70. In all plots regarding the soliton charac-
terization, i.e. the inset of (b), and subfigures (d) and (e), we
set Γ̄0 = 0 consistent with the standard SIT analysis.

such that

Γ̄0τ =
N

Nb

8

Dbn2
ph

. (30)

Note that Db, N/Nb, the photon number in the pulse,
and the free-space spontaneous emission rate Γ̄0 of the ef-
fective two-level transition all have well-defined meaning
in an experimental setup of a Rydberg ensemble, which
thus provides a connection between our microscopic spin
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model and a physical system.
In spite of the simplicity and semi-classical appearance

of this guess, the blockade generates entanglement, and
verifying this behavior requires a true many-body calcu-
lation, which we carry out using an MPS simulation with
bond dimension D ≫ 1 to capture the full correlated dy-
namics. The main steps of this procedure are presented
in the following.

First we observe that, if the system supports a soliton-
like solution, there should exist some input field, Ein(t)
(to be determined), which would result in an undistorted
output, Isol(t) = ∣Ein(t − τ)∣

2, simply delayed by a time τ
related to the group velocity of the pulse, τ = N/vg. As
is it not feasible to numerically explore the infinite space
of all input functions, here, we will restrict ourselves to
a variational class, characterized by the parameter α,
which represents a generalization of the SIT solution

Ein(t) =
nphα

√
Γ̄

2
sech(

Γ̄

2
α2nph(t − t0)) . (31)

This ansatz recovers for α = 1 the usual SIT solution of
Eq. (14), while for α =

√
Nb corresponds to our super-

atom based hypothesis presented above. Note that when
acting on a single atom, this pulse violates the usual area
law for the integrated Rabi frequency:

2
√

Γ̄∫ dtEin(t) =
2π

α
. (32)

The “best fit” parameter α will in general be a function of
the number of photons and the Rydberg interaction, i.e.
α ∶= α(nph,C6). We determine the optimal value αopt

with a variational approach that maximizes the overlap

O = ∫ dtmin{IR(t), Isol(t)}/
√

∫ dtIR(t) ⋅ ∫ dtIsol(t) be-
tween the numeric and the expected output field inten-
sity, IR(t) and Isol(t) respectively, where the pulse de-
lay τ is numerically determined based on the position
of the output intensity peak. The inset of Fig. 8(b)
shows, for a chain of N = 30 atoms, a progressively
improving agreement between the output intensity and
the expected soliton solution, when the number of pho-
tons is increased, with the optimal overlap reaching
O(αopt) ∼ 99% for nph = 200. For the determined optimal
values αopt, we plot in Fig. 8(b) the corresponding out-
put intensity at different pulse strengths. We also com-
pare the numerically obtained output intensity with the

expected damped solitonic solution Isol(t)e
−Γ̄0τ (black

dashed line). This approximately accounts for the ex-
ternal dissipation Γ̄0 = 5Γ̄ introduced in the numerical
simulations, and the two sets of curves are observed to
agree well with one another. The difference compared
to usual SIT is made evident in Fig. 8(c), where we plot
the time-dependent atomic excited population, ps(t), of
an atom in the middle of the chain. We observe that,
even in regimes of strong pulses, the excited population
does not go to unity and back to zero as expected of a 2π
pulse and discussed in Sec.III C, confirming the violation
of the area law.

In order to test the accuracy of the effective descrip-
tion based on the super-atom array, we compare its pre-
dictions with the numerical results describing the full
correlated dynamics. For a peak Rabi frequency Ωr =

nphαoptΓ̄ associated with the pulse (31), the effective
theory predicts an expected number of atoms within a
blockade radius given by the solution of rb = Nb/2 =

(C6/nphΓ̄
√
Nb)

1/6
. This is plotted in Fig. 8(d) (solid

lines) as a function of the photon number nph for sev-
eral different values of C6, as indicated by different col-
ors. The numerical estimate for Nb can instead be in-
ferred by the variationally determined value for αopt, us-
ing Nb = α

2
opt, and is plotted as dots in Fig. 8(d). It is

seen that the two approaches agree well with each other.
Likewise, in Fig. 8(e), we plot with points the group ve-
locity, as given from the numerically determined delay
by vg = N/τ . We then plot the same quantity vg = N/τ
in solid lines, where τ is given by the effective descrip-
tion (30), and where the expected Nb is taken from the
solid lines of Fig. 8(d). Again, good agreement is seen.
Finally, for comparison, we plot the expected group ve-
locity for normal SIT (without Rydberg interactions) in
black, which is seen to be slower than in the blockaded
case. These results shown that an effective description
based on an array of Rydberg superatoms is able to cap-
ture the main emerging solitonic features of the propa-
gating pulse.

We believe that the discrepancies between the numer-
ical results and the effective description in Fig. 8(d)-(e)
can be mainly attributed to three sources of errors. The
first is the intrinsic discreteness of our numerical model.
For example, the moderate number of atoms Nb ≲ 10
within a blockade region in our simulations suggests that
moving to a continuum description should not be en-
tirely accurate. A second error comes from the numeri-
cal imperfections in the evaluation of the optimal value
αopt. Specifically, due to the large simulation complexity,
the optimal value was obtained using a limited number
of sampling points (∼ 20) for α. An additional (non-
numerical) discrepancy is that, similar to the case of SIT
with normal TLA, the approach from quantum many-
photon bound states to semi-classical SIT is a gradual
one as a function of increasing photon number. For the
lower range of photon numbers used in our simulations, it
is possible that additional quantum many-body features
are present, which would be interesting to pinpoint and
explore further in future work.

We now consider the experimental feasibility of ob-
serving this many-body dynamics in a Rydberg ensem-
ble. State-of-the-art experiments [10, 91, 92] allow for
a large optical depth per blockade radius, Db ≳ 1, and
multiple blockade regions in the ensemble, N/Nb ∼ 10.
For moderate photon numbers nph ∼ 102 in the pulse, it
is then possible to acquire the time delay before full ab-
sorption takes place, Γ̄0τ ≪ 1. Separately, from Eqs. (31)
and (30), the ratio of the delay to the temporal width of
the input pulse is given by τ/tin ∼ (2/nph)(N/Nb). For
parameters like above, this allows for the delay to be a
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reasonable, detectable fraction of the input pulse width.
Finally, as pointed out in Ref. [89], this Rydberg SIT
dynamics could also be probed without making use of
an intermediate ∣e⟩ state, by directly driving a ground-
Rydberg state transition.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In summary, we have presented a unified method to
treat photon bound states within an atomic nonlinear
medium, based upon a spin model formulation. This de-
scription allows one to promptly identify the emerging
correlated states in different scenarios, such as an array
of quantum emitters coupled to an optical waveguide and
an ensemble of Rydberg atoms. In both cases, the for-
malism allows one to obtain the two-excitation bound
state dispersion relation exploiting a convenient descrip-
tion in the relative coordinate frame, understand the ef-
fect of this dispersion relation on the correlation functions
of outgoing fields, given an input pulse, and investigate
the transition from few- to many-photon behavior. In
the many-body case, we show how SIT or generalizations
thereof emerge in all the systems studied.

While the two-excitation limit and many-excitation,
semi-classical SIT limit are possible to treat in semi-
analytic fashion, in future work it would be interesting to
develop techniques to better understand the intermedi-
ate case, where quantum effects in the many-photon pulse
might still persist in the output. For example, it might
be interesting to see whether the spin model might be
more amenable to field theoretical techniques. Alterna-
tively, it might be feasible to use time-independent MPS
techniques to target and investigate the multi-excitation
bound eigenstates themselves, in order to better under-
stand their nature within the atomic medium.

Note added. After the initial submission of this work
a related preprint on photon bound states in waveguide
QED systems [93] reported similar results.
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Appendix A: Matrix product state simulation

Solving the full system dynamics described by the mas-
ter equation (4) for large atomic arrays, N ≳ 20, is
extremely challenging with brute force numerical tech-
niques. To overcome this problem we adopt an MPS
representation for the atomic array, which allows us to
highly reduce the degrees of freedom needed to efficiently
simulate the system. In particular, we make use of a
quantum trajectories algorithm where the state of the
system evolves under the effective Hamiltonian (5), along
with stochastic quantum jumps as described in the de-
tails of Ref. [33]. The main idea of the MPS repre-
sentation consists in reshaping a generic quantum state
∣φ⟩ = ∑i1,..iN ψi1,i2,..iN ∣i1, i2, ..iN ⟩ into a matrix product
state of the form:

∣φ⟩ = ∑
i1,..iN

Ai1Ai2 ...AiN ∣i1, i2, ..iN ⟩ (A1)

where, for each specific set of physical indices
{i1, i2, ..iN}, the product of the Aij matrices gives back
the state coefficient ψi1,i2,..iN . Each matrix Aij has di-
mension Dj−1 ×Dj and finite-edge boundary conditions
are assumed by imposing D1 = 1 and DN = 1. The bond
dimension Dj is a crucial parameter because is directly
connected to the entanglement entropy of the system.
This implies that problems characterized by a limited en-
tanglement entropy, as the ones considered in this paper,
can be efficiently described by MPS ansatz with small
bond dimension [94, 95]. To compute the time evolu-
tion of the system we derive a matrix product operator
(MPO) representation for the effective Hamiltonian and
jump operators as described in Ref. [33]. The evolution
of the initial ground state is then computed by using a
Runge-Kutta method.

One difficulty for the simulation arises in the case of
Rydberg atoms because the Rydberg interaction term,
∑n<m V (∣xn − xm∣)σ̂nsgσ̂

n
gsσ̂

m
sgσ̂

m
gs with V (∣xn − xm∣) =

C6/∣xn−xm∣, does not have an exact MPO representation
due to its power law nature. To overcome this issue we

http://dx.doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.5771926
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FIG. 9. Spectrum EK of two-excitation eigenstates for the three-level atomic scheme presented in Sec. IV A, as a function of the
center of mass momentum K and for different detunings δ of the control field. The continuous yellow line in (a)-(d) indicates
the bound state obtained for the three level atom, which differs from the expected TLA bound state shown by the yellow
dashed line in (a). In (e)-(f) the red continuous line indicates the bound state that emerges around the effective Stark-shifted
TLA transition, as discussed in the main text. Its dispersion indeed approaches the one obtained with the rescaled effective
model given in Eq. (B8) (red dashed line in (f)). The dashed red lines in (a)-(d) indicate the region where the bound states
associated with the effective Stark-shifted TLA transition eventually arise for large ∣δ∣. In all plots we choose C6/(d)

6
= 0 and

Ω = Γ.

approximate the power law potential as a series of ex-
ponentials V (xr) ≈ ∑n αnλ

xr
n , as described in Refs. [96–

98] and explicitly developed for atom-waveguide interac-
tions in Ref. [53]. It is sufficient to truncate the maxi-
mum strength of the Rydberg interaction at the radius
where the potential assumes a value an order of magni-
tude bigger than other characteristic scales, given by Γ̄
and

√
NbnphΓ̄ for the few and many body regimes re-

spectively.

In addition to the Hamiltonian term, an MPO repre-
sentation can be derived also for the output field and its
associated correlation operators. Both the time evolution
and the computation of the observables at each time step
are evaluated by applying an MPO to an MPS. This op-
eration progressively increases the MPS bond dimension
but, in order to keep the computation efficient, the bond
dimension Dj ≤Dmax can be truncated after each step.

In section IV B, we employ a slightly different tech-
nique, by directly representing the density matrix in MPS
form and solving the master equation without making
use of the quantum trajectories algorithm, as explained
in Ref. [53]. This choice, exploited for the plots of Fig. 8,
is well motivated by the relatively low maximum bond
dimension required for the density matrix.

Appendix B: Spin model approach for the Rydberg
media

In this section we use the spin model to derive the
single- and two-excitation spectrum for the three-level
Rydberg atom scheme presented in Sec. IV A.

1. Single excitation and EIT

For a single excitation the Rydberg interaction term
given in (28) does not play a role and it is convenient to
rewrite the spin Hamiltonian (5) in wavevector space k
where it reads:

Ĥeff = J̃k∑
k

σ̂kegσ̂
k
ge − δ∑

k

σ̂kseσ̂
k
es +Ω∑

k

(σ̂kes + σ̂
k
se) , (B1)

where J̃k = −
Γ
2

cot (kd/2)−iΓ0/2 coincides, except for the
spontaneous emission term ∼ Γ0, with the dispersion for
a chiral atomic array derived in Eq. (18). Hamiltonian
(B1) can be exactly diagonalized by considering a linear
combination of Rydberg and excited state excitations:
∣ψk⟩ = αk ∣ek⟩+βk ∣sk⟩. This leads to the following coupled
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equations:

(Ek − J̃k)αk = Ωβk

(δ +Ek)βk = Ωαk.
(B2)

These equations provide the full dispersion divided in two
contributions, which we name upper (U) and lower (L):

E
(U/L)
k =

J̃k − δ

2
±

1

2

√

(J̃k − δ)2 + 4(Ω2 + δJ̃k), (B3)

associated to the states:

∣ψ
(U/L)
k ⟩ = Ψ

†(U/L)
k ∣0⟩ =

(δ +E
(U/L)
k )σ̂kge +Ωσ̂kgr

√

∣δ +E
(U/L)
k ∣2 +Ω2

∣0⟩. (B4)

The combination of these two contributions gives the
dispersion relation shown in Fig. 7(b), which is char-
acterized by three polariton branches, as usually ob-
tained in literature [26, 85] and by the occurrence of an
EIT transmission band centered at the EIT resonance
EEIT = −δ (dashed horizontal line). Note that simi-
larly as discussed for the waveguide case, the polariton
branches diverge at k = 0, due to the Markov approxi-
mation, instead of following the light line with slope c.
Around the EIT resonance the dispersion (B3) reduces
to

Ek ≃ −δ +
Ω2

Γ
kd +

Ω2

Γ2
(δ − iΓ0/2)(kd)

2
+ ..., (B5)

and the state (B4) becomes mainly a Rydberg-like exci-
tation with αk ∼ 0. The modes occurring around this res-
onance do not suffer from spontaneous emission into free
space (Γ0) due to the negligible excited state population,
and these “dark state” polaritons allow the medium to be
transparent to light in this frequency range [85]. These
dark state polaritons propagate in the medium with EIT
group velocity vg = ∂Ek/∂k∣k=0 = Ω2d/Γ and effective
mass meff = h̵/(2∂E2

k/∂k
2∣k=0) = h̵Ω2/(2v2

gδ). Note that
by solving the full polaritonic model the EIT group ve-

locity is known to be given by vfull
g = Ω2cd

Ω2d+cΓ
[85]. This

result reduces to the one derived with the spin model in
the “slow-light” limit, i.e. Ω2/Γ ≪ c/d, which is equiva-
lent to the Markov approximation.

2. Two excitation spectrum

The two-excitation subspace is spanned by the basis set
{∣enem⟩, ∣snsm⟩, ∣ensm⟩, ∣emsn⟩} with n > m. Similarly
as done for the two-level atom array in Sec. III B, we
can re-parametrize the eigenstates in the center of mass,
xcm = (xm+xn)/2, and relative coordinate, xr = ∣xn−xm∣,
assuming a plane wave ansatz along xcm of the form

∣ψ(2)⟩ = ∑
xcm

eiKxcm (f1(xr)σ̂
(xcm−xr/2)
eg σ̂(xcm+xr/2)

eg

+f2(xr)σ̂
(xcm−xr/2)
sg σ̂(xcm+xr/2)

sg

+f3(xr)σ̂
(xcm−xr/2)
eg σ̂(xcm+xr/2)

sg

f4(xr)σ̂
(xcm−xr/2)
sg σ̂(xcm+xr/2)

eg ) ∣0⟩,

(B6)

where fl(xr) are generic functions of the relative coordi-
nate. The effective single-excitation problem in the rel-
ative coordinate is more complicated than the case of
TLA, as the excitation can occupy one of four distinct
sectors characterized by the creation operators Ŝ†

ee, Ŝ
†
ss,

Ŝ†
se and Ŝ†

es. With this notation the Hamiltonian for the
relative coordinate reduces to

ĤK
= −∑

r>0

[(2δ − V (xr)) Ŝ
†r
ss Ŝ

r
ss + δŜ

†r
se Ŝ

r
se + δŜ

†r
es Ŝ

r
es]

− i
Γ

2
∑
r,r′>0

∑
ε=±1

[e−i
K
2 ∣xr+εxr′ ∣ − ei

K
2 ∣xr+εxr′ ∣] Ŝ†r

ee Ŝ
r′

ee

− i
Γ

2
∑
r>r′

[e−i
K
2 ∣xr−xr′ ∣Ŝ†r

es Ŝ
r′

es − e
iK2 ∣xr−xr′ ∣Ŝ†r

se Ŝ
r′

se]

− i
Γ

2
∑
r<r′

[e−i
K
2 ∣xr−xr′ ∣Ŝ†r

se Ŝ
r′

se − e
iK2 ∣xr−xr′ ∣Ŝ†r

es Ŝ
r′

es]

− i
Γ

2
∑
r,r′>0

[e−i
K
2 ∣xr−xr′ ∣Ŝ†r

es Ŝ
r′

se − e
iK2 ∣xr−xr′ ∣Ŝ†r

se Ŝ
r′

es]

+Ω∑
r>0

[Ŝ†r
es Ŝ

r′

ee + Ŝ
†r
se Ŝ

r′

ee + Ŝ
†r
es Ŝ

r′

ss + Ŝ
†r
se Ŝ

r′

ss +H.c.] ,

(B7)

which depends parametrically on the center-of-mass mo-
mentum K. Eq. (B7) can be diagonalized numerically.

a. Two excitation spectrum for C6 = 0

In Fig. 7(c) of the main text we presented the
two-excitation spectrum of the Rydberg medium spec-
trum, obtained by diagonalizing the effective two-level
model (29). Here we want to show how this spectrum
arises, within the full three-level model, starting from
the resonant case, δ = 0 and progressively moving off res-
onance δ ≫ Γ. In Fig. 9 we plot the spectrum obtained
by the diagonalization of Eq. (B7) for the paradigmatic
case where there is no Rydberg interaction, C6 = 0. In
Fig. 9 (a) for δ = 0 we observe a bound state in the
gap (continuous yellow line) with a dispersion that dif-
fers from the one of the TLA case (dashed yellow line)
due to the three level nature of the medium. In the main
text we discussed the off resonance regime where an effec-
tive (rescaled) TLA atom description can be used. The
transition towards this regime is shown in Fig. 9(b)-(d),
where the density of states inside the region highlighted
by the red dashed lines decreases for increasing δ. Mov-
ing further off-resonance (panels (e)-(f)), we observe that
a new gap arises in this region, which is captured by the
effective TLA Hamiltonian (29). This effective model,
in absence of Rydberg interactions, owns a bound state
solution (red dashed line in Fig. 9 (f)) that follows the
dispersion:

ω(K) = 2
Ω2

∆p
− 2Γ(

Ω

∆p
)

2

cot(Kd/2) (B8)

and well approximates the one obtained by the full diag-
onalization of Eq. (B7) (continuous red line).
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FIG. 10. (a)-(c) Spectrum EK of two-excitation eigenstates
versus center-of-mass momentum K for δ = −8Γ, Ω = Γ and
different strengths of the Rydberg interaction: C6/d

6
= 0.1Γ

in (a), C6/d
6
= 10Γ in (b) and C6/d

6
= 1000Γ in (c). Here,

we focus on the region of the spectrum near the effective,
Stark-shifted TLA transition. The grey line in (a) indicates
the bound state dispersion relation in absence of Rydberg
interaction due to the TLA nonlinearity, while the Rydberg
interaction induced bound states are given in red. The black
lines indicate the boundaries of the continuum states. (d)-(f)
Rydberg population distribution as a function of the relative
distance index r = xr/d, for the corresponding strengths of
the Rydberg interaction shown in (a)-(c). The bound states
populations plotted in the panels correspond to specific values
of K and are highlighted in (a)-(c) by the black dots.

b. Two excitation spectrum for C6 ≠ 0

We now investigate the spectrum of the two-excitation
subspace in presence of Rydberg interactions. Different
strengths of the Rydberg interaction affect the bound
state dispersion relation as illustrated in Fig. 10. In par-
ticular, in Fig. 10(a), we see how a weak interaction is
sufficient to drastically change the bound state disper-
sion (red) compared to the one previously obtained for
an array of two-level atoms (grey). Increasing the inter-
action strength C6, multiple bound states progressively
arise with a dispersion that becomes steeper as they move
further away from the continuum of states. The increas-
ing interaction strength also affects the population dis-
tribution in the relative coordinate. In particular, in
Figs. 10(d)-(f) one sees that the distribution Prr(r) of
two Rydberg excitations exhibits a progressive growth in
the separation between them. This localization distance
is approximately given by the Rydberg blockade radius,

Input
3

2

1

0

-1
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-3

FIG. 11. (a) Same eigenvalue spectrum as the one shown in
Fig. 7(c) of the main text. (b) Output intensity IR(t) and

two-photon correlation function G(2)(t), due to a coherent
Gaussian input pulse propagating through an array of N = 40
atoms with σΓ̄ = 2 and nph = 1.0. The expected time de-
lays arising from excitation and propagation of bound states,
τl = Nd/v

l
g(ωin), are indicated by vertical dashed lines and are

computed numerically from the group velocity of the bound
state branches l plotted in (a). The grey vertical line instead
indicates the initial time of the input pulse set to Γ̄t0 = 10.
The simulation has been performed with an MPS based quan-
tum trajectories algorithm involving Nt = 5000 trajectories
and maximum bond dimension Dmax = 40.

rb = (C6/Γ̄)1/6, defined in the main text for the frequency
regime close to the Stark-shifted resonance.

Appendix C: Exciting multiple bound states in the
Rydberg media

Here, we show how the multiple two-excitation bound
states occurring in the Rydberg system can be excited
given an input pulse. To simulate the dynamics we
make use of the effective TLA model (29) and employ
the MPS simulation as previously discussed. The bound
states shown in the spectrum of Fig. 7(c) (repeated in
Fig. 11(a) for convenience) can be excited by sending
a coherent Gaussian input pulse at the frequency Est

through the atomic array. In the ideal lossless regime,
Γ0 = 0, the time-dependent output intensity IR(t) and

the equal time two-photon correlation function G(2)(t)
exhibit isolated peaks that can be associated to the differ-
ent bound states of Fig. 11(a) through their acquired time
delay τl = Nd/v

l
g(ωin), where l is the label of the bound

state branches (circled numbers in Fig. 11). In order to
resolve the multiple bound states in the output field, we
have considered in Fig. 11(b) a large array of N = 40
atoms. This allows that the delay between two different
peaks is bigger than the sum of their widths, a condition
that can be recast in the form Nd≫ rb(v

l
g+v

m
g )/∣vlg−v

m
g ∣.

In a large array, moderate values of external sponta-
neous emission Γ0/Γ ∼ 0.1 can already damp and smear
out the features in the output field. As discussed in
Sec. IV B in the main text, the effect of external dissipa-
tion decreases by going toward the many-body regime,
where the stimulated emission rate into the waveguide,
∼ Γnph, can overcome the free space emission for large
photon number input pulses. On the other hand, this
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few-excitation dynamics might be observable in circuit
QED platforms where Rydberg-like interactions are im-
plemented in arrays of artificial atoms coupled to a trans-
mission line. It would be interesting to further inves-

tigate how different types of correlated light might be
realized through the engineering of direct qubit-qubit in-
teractions.

[1] G. Agrawal, Nonlinear Fiber Optics, 5th edn Academic
(2012).

[2] Y. Lai and H. A. Haus, Quantum Theory of Solitons in
Optical Fibers. I. Time-Dependent Hartree Approxima-
tion, Phys. Rev. A 40, 844 (1989).

[3] Y. Lai and H. A. Haus, Quantum Theory of Solitons in
Optical Fibers. II. Exact Solution, Phys. Rev. A 40, 854
(1989).

[4] A. Kozhekin and G. Kurizki, Self-Induced Transparency
in Bragg Reilectors: Gap Solitons near Absorption Res-
onances, Phys. Rev. Lett. 74, 5020 (1995).

[5] Z. Cheng and G. Kurizki, Optical ”Multiexcitons”:
Quantum Gap Solitons in Nonlinear Bragg ReAectors,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 75, 3430 (1995).

[6] A. Kozhekin, G. Kurizki, and B. Malomed Standing and
Moving Gap Solitons in Resonantly Absorbing Gratings,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 81, 3647 (1998).

[7] O. Firstenberg, C. S. Adams, and S. Hofferberth, Non-
linear quantum optics mediated by Rydberg interactions,
Phys. B: At. Mol. Opt. Phys. 49, 152003 (2016).

[8] C. Murray and T. Pohl, Quantum and Nonlinear Op-
tics in Strongly Interacting Atomic Ensembles, Adv. in
Atomic, Molecular, and Optical Physics 65, 321-372
(2016).

[9] O. Firstenberg, T. Peyronel, Q-Y. Liang, A. V. Gorshkov,
M. D. Lukin, and V. Vuletic, Attractive photons in a
quantum nonlinear medium, Nature 502, 71-75 (2013).

[10] Q-Y. Liang, A. V. Venkatramani, S. H. Cantu, T. L.
Nicholson, M. J. Gullans, A. V. Gorshkov, J. D. Thomp-
son, C. Chin, M. D. Lukin, and V. Vuletic, Observa-
tion of three-photon bound states in a quantum nonlinear
medium, Science 359, 783 (2018).

[11] D. Roy, C. M. Wilson, and O. Firstenberg, Colloquium:
Strongly interacting photons in one-dimensional contin-
uum, Rev. Mod. Phys. 89, 021001 (2017).

[12] P. Lodahl, S. Mahmoodian, and S. Stobbe, Interfacing
single photons and single quantum dots with photonic
nanostructures, Rev. Mod. Phys. 87, 347 (2015).

[13] D. E. Chang, J. S. Douglas, A. González-Tudela, C. L.
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berth, Observation of Three-Body Correlations for Pho-
tons Coupled to a Rydberg Superatom, Phys. Rev. Lett.
121, 103601 (2018).

[92] N. Stiesdal, H. Busche, J. Kumlin, K. Kleinbeck, H. P.
Büchler, and S. Hofferberth, Observation of collective de-
cay dynamics of a single Rydberg superatom, Phys. Rev.
Research 2, 043339 (2020).

[93] B. Bakkensen, Y. X. Zhang, J. Bjerlin, A. S. Sörensen
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