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Multitime system correlations functions are relevant in various areas of physics and science, dealing with system-bath interaction including spectroscopy and quantum optics, where many of these
schemes include an off-diagonal system bath interaction. Here we extend the enhanced TEMPO algorithm for quantum path integrals using tensor networks [Phys. Rev. Lett. 123, 240602 (2019)] to
open quantum systems with off-diagonal coupling beyond a single two level system. We exemplify
the approach on a coupled cavity waveguide system with spatially separated quantum two-state
emitters, though many other applications in material science are possible, including entangled photon propagation, photosynthesis spectroscopy and on-chip quantum optics with realistic dissipation.

The theory of open quantum system remains a very
active focus of current research [1–11], since it provides
answers to many questions related to quantum computing, entanglement and communication, and also quantum networks. The theoretical frameworks include tensor network (TN) methods [10, 12–20] and quantum path
integrals [2, 3, 5–11]. Recently these two approaches
were successfully combined [9–11, 21], exploiting their
combined advantages in the TEMPO (time-evolving matrix product operator) algorithm [9, 22] and an enhanced
TEMPO (eTEMPO) algorithm [21]. Applications so far
have mainly studied a two level system (TLS) diagonally
coupled to an external bath [8–11, 21–23]. Beside these
examples, many important problems remain to be studied in more detail, ranging from exciton relaxation in
photosynthetic light harvesting systems [24–27] or nanostructures to exploit photon propagation, entanglement,
superradiance and feedback [10, 19, 28–36]—which require off-diagonal system bath coupling. Mostly their
treatment requires other algorithms such as hierarchical
equations of motion [27, 37], and alternative TNs [10, 19].
Here we extend the eTEMPO method to include offdiagonal coupling as opposed to extending the TEMPO
algorithm [38]. As input, we require only the generalized bath correlation function; in contrast to Ref. 39,
where bath degrees of freedom are included and accessible in the network propagation, we show the effect of
retardation for a two-cavity waveguide system on the
first two rungs of photon transition. We demonstrate
how the system transitions between one single generalized Jaynes-Cummings model (JCM) to a retardation
regime between two JCMs, including a subradiant state.
This manifests in a highly non-trivial non-Markovian dynamic, whose features cannot be captured with linearized
response functions nor phenomenological JCMs.
Theoretically, a typical open quantum system, has system Hs and bath Hb Hamiltonian.
Figure 1 shows
an example integrated waveguide system, which is repre-

Figure 1. (a) Open quantum system coupled to a bath with
excitation transfer through the bath. (b) Example system:
photonic crystal with waveguide and two cavities separated
by length L with a quantum emitter (TLS) in each cavity.

sentative of emerging experiments with integrated semiconductor quantum dot systems [40–50]. The bath is
harmonic, so Wick’s theorem holds for factorizing initial conditions [51].P We consider a linear system bath
interaction Hsb = ijµ Cijµ Aij Bµ , where Cijµ are the
system-bath coupling constants, Aij = |iis hj|s (here in
particular including i 6= j) and Bµ is a linear bath operator; for an harmonic bath tr(Bµ ρB ) = 0. The dynamics of the full system-bath density matrix operator
ρ obeys ∂t ρ = − ~i (Hs,− + Hb,− + Hsb,− )ρ, where the
subscripts −, +, L, R convert a Hilbert space operator
D to a Liouville space operator [24] with DL ρ = Dρ
and DR ρ = ρD, and also D− = DL − DR . Notably,
the method can also include a Lindblad operators for
system dynamics together with Hs,− . The time dynamics can be solved
the time ordered exponential
 via
R
i t
U (t, t0 ) = T← exp − ~ t0 H− (τ )dτ in Liouville space,
ρ(t) = U (t, t0 )ρ(t0 ). Our observables of interest are multitime correlation functions hT← A1 (t1 ) · · · AN (tN )i with
Liouville operators A1 , ...,AN .
Next, we convert the correlation function into a quantum path integral formulation [2, 3, 5–11]; this allows us to develop an extended algorithm for systems
with off-diagonal system-bath coupling, based on the
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eTEMPO algorithm [21]—which is a very efficient algorithm for many quantum path integral TN implementations [9–11]. To proceed, we divide time t into
intervals ∆T such that tn = n · ∆T with integer n.
The times in the multitime correlation function should
obey ti = ∆T · ni with integer ni , and we obtain
hT← A1 (t1 )...AN (tN )i = tr(OM UM -1 ...U1 O1 U0 O0 ρ(t0 )),
with On = Ak if tk = ∆T · n for any k, otherwise
On = Id; Ui is defined as Ui = U (ti+1 , ti ). For most path
integral implementations, the Suzuki-Trotter formula is
applied to separate system and bath for the influence
functional. We use perturbation theory and the Feynman disentanglement theorem. Perturbation theory to a
limited order fails for processes involving many interactions over all times; thus, we apply perturbation theory
to the individual intervals ∆T , so to Ui , keeping often
only one system bath process per ∆T . For sufficient
small ∆T , compared to system-bath coupling, a nonperturbative result is obtained with numerical accuracy.
(i)
In general, Ui = U0 (ti+1 , ti+ 21 ) UI U0 (ti+ 21 , ti ), with


R
t
(i)
UI =T← exp − ~i tii+1 U0 (ti+ 12 , τ )Hsb,− U0 (τ, ti+ 12 )dτ .

Figure 2. (a) Tensors Ẽ and M̃ depicted as rectangle and
indices. (b) TN for the influence functional from Eq. (4),
c) decomposition of the Ẽ and M̃ into seven matrix product
operators (indices are connected with delta tensors).

Restricting the system-bath coupling Hsb,− to first order, per ∆T (and second order for non-vanishing bath
correlation function, as explained after Eq. (3)), yields:

Ui = U0 (ti+1 , ti+ 12 )Usb,i U0 (ti+ 12 , ti )

Z
i ti+1
Usb,i = Id −
dτ U0 (ti+ 12 , τ )Hsb,− U0 (τ, ti+ 12 )
~ ti
Z ti+1
Z τ1
1
dτ1
dτ2 U0 (ti+ 12 , τ1 )Hsb,− U0 (τ1 , τ2 )
− 2
~ ti
ti

(1)
Hsb,− U0 (τ2 , ti+ 12 ) ,
with the time evolution operator U0 (·, ·) containing solely
Hs,− and Hb,− . The symmetric expansion with U0 (·, ·)
on the left and right allows to exclude (include) certain
parts of the Hamiltonian (e.g. like external optical excitation) in the inner brackets. Including second-order
contributions from the same ∆T (cf. cumulant expansions [52]) prevents an artificial minimum delay between
system bath interactions and reducing ∆T dependency,
and thus recovers simple perturbation theory for weak
1
2
coupling. We define U0,i+
1 = U0 (ti+ 1 , ti ) and rewrite
2
2

(0)

(1)

(2)

Usb,i = Usb,i + Usb,i + Usb,i , with the k-th order system(k)
Usb,i ;

bath contribution
Hsb,− contains system A and
bath operators B, so we apply (AB)− = A+ B− + A− B+ .
P (k) (k)
(k)
(k)
Finally, Usb,i can be written as Usb,i =
l Al B l
(k)

with Liouville system operators Al and bath operators
(k)
Bl (each with a maximum k linear bath operators).
With an initial factorizing density matrix ρ(t0 ) = ρs ⊗

Figure 3. TN for hT← A1 (t1 )...AN (tN )i. On the right edge of
the TN the MPS decomposed system propagators Us,m−1/2
(cf. Eq.(2)) are connected to the indices s and p. The majority of network is constructed from the decomposed M̃ and Ẽ
tensors. An initial MPS is at the bottom.

ρb , then
hT← A1 (t1 ) · · · AN (tN )i =
2
X

(2)
(k

X

)

(k )

trb (Ub,M − 12 BlMM−1−1 . . . Ub, 12 Bl0 0 ρB )

kM −1 ....k0 =0 lM −1 ...l0
(k

)

(k )

1

2
· trs (OM Us,M − 21 AlMM−1−1 . . . O1 Us, 21 Al0 0 Us,0
O0 ρS ),

holds with the bath Ub,i and system Us,i time propagation.
For initial thermal correlated ρ(t0 ), a Liouville
operator Ac can be included in O0 [53], while keeping an
harmonic ρB in Eq. (2).
To convert the expressions to a quantum
path integral, we insert Liouville space iden-
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P
tities:
Id
=
sL ,sR (|sL ihsL |)L (|sR ihsR |)R ,
using aP Hs eigenbasis.
Using the notation
pL sL
(|p
ihs
|)
(|s
ihpR |)R for expandA =
A
L
L
L
R
s,p pR sR
ing any operator A, we obtain hT←hA1 (t1 ) · · · AN (tN )ii=
P
I(s0 , p1 , s1 , ..., pM , sM )trs ÕsM pM ...Õs1 p1ρ̃s0 p0 ,

I(s0 , p1 , k1 , ..., sM , pM +1 , kM +1 ) =

{k}{s}{p}

{k0 }{l}{αp }{αs } m=1

with the convention {x} = x1 . . . xM for 
indices andwith
1

2
O0 ρS
.
Õsn pn = On Us,n−1/2 s p and ρ̃s0 p0 = Us,0
n n

s0 p0

Without subscripts L or R, an index includes left
and right Liouville space. We replace the index l
(k)
and the operators Al with indices s and p, and an
according redefinition of operator matrix elements
(p s )
Bkj j j including the free bath propagation (and indicating the interval with index j) in the influence
functional I, so that I(s0 , p1 , k1 , . . . , pM , sM , kM ) =
(p s
)
(p s ) (p s )
trB (BkMM−1M −1 . . . Bk12 1 Bk01 0 ρb ).
Wick’s theorem holds for factorization, since the harmonic bath is initially in thermal equilibrium (no photons). Thus, I factorizes into expectation values of two
linear bath operators, with each linear bath operator
from a different interval ∆T or two from the same interval ∆T . We arrive at an iterative expression for I:
I(s0 , p1 , k1 ) = Es0 p1 k1 ,

(3)

I(s0 , p1 , k1 , ..., sM , pM +1 , kM +1 )
= EsM ,pM +1 ,kM +1 I(s0 , p1 , k1 , ..., sM −1 , pM , kM )
+ δkM +1 ,1

M
X

p

s

m
δkm ,1 MsMm+1
,pM +1 ,kM +1

m=1

· I(s0 , p1 , k1 , ..., sm−1 , pm , −1, ..., sM −1 , pM , kM ),
where Es,p,k describes the current time interval with zero
(ps)
(δsp ), two (B2 ) or one system-bath interactions, and
k = −1 is added to link to previous times: Es,p,k =
p
sm
(ps)
(δsp δk,0 +δk,2 trb (B2 ρB )+δk1 ,−1 ) . Here MsMm+1
,pM +1 ,kM +1
describes a process, with one interaction in the interval m (e.g., photon emission) and one in the interval
p
sm
M + 1 (e.g., photon absorption): MsMm+1
,pM +1 ,kM +1 =
(s

,p

)

(s ,p

)

δkM +1 ,1 trb (B1 M M +1 B1 m m+1 ρb ), and depends only
on the time difference M − m for time independent bath
Hamiltonians.
p
sm
Note that MsMm+1
,pM +1 ,kM +1 contains a generalized bath
correlation function, directly connected to a generalized
spectral density for off-diagonal coupling [24], which fully
determines the system bath-interaction. The tensor M
describes a boson going into the bath at m and back to
the system at M + 1. We discuss differences to the quantum path integrals with diagonal coupling—the standard
influence functional [2, 3, 5–11, 21]. For the common
case, the I depends only on one index s per ∆T , where
for the off-diagonal case it depends on initial s and final
p index and the k the number of system bath interactions per ∆T . We note, hitherto, most numerically exact
treatments with TN focused only on diagonal coupling.

We reformulate Eq. (3) for easier conversion to a TN:

X

M
Y

αp

αs

l

k0 αp

αs

lm−1
(n)·
m lm

m
m−1
m−1
ẼsMMpM +1MkM +1 · M̃pm+1
sm km αp αs
m

0
I(s0 , p1 , k10 , ..., sM −1 , pM , kM
) · δαp1 1 δαs0 1 δl1 1 ,

(4)

with modified tensors M̃ and n = M + 1 − m:
k0 α0 α0 l0

M̃pskαp p αs s l (n) =δk,1 δk0 ,−1 δα0p ,1 δα0s ,1 δlm ,1 Gpslαp −1αs −1 (n)
+ δk,k0 δαp α0p δαs α0s δll0 ,

(5)

where G(n) is the double integrated system bath correlation function (Eq. (1)) between two ∆T intervals,
which are n∆T apart. The first interaction acts on left
(right) side in Liouville space for l = 1 (l = 2) respectively, changing the left/right state from αs − 1 to αp − 1.
0
αp/s
= 1 encodes no further interaction in subsequent
∆T . In Eq. (5) the modified tensor Ẽ appears:

αp ,αs l
Ẽs,p,k
= δk,0 δsp + δk,2 Gps + δk,−1

(6)

+ δk,1 (δl,1 δαp ,pL +1 δαs ,sL +1 + δl,2 δαp ,pR +1 δαs ,sR +1 )

where the C tensor contains the system-bath correlation
within the first interval ∆T .
Equation (4) is now converted to a TN, where we depict a tensor as, e.g., Tijk as a rectangle and each index
i, j, k as a line (cf. Fig. 2a)), where connected indices
between tensors indicate a summation [13]. The TN depicted in Fig. 2(b), built up from tensors Ẽ and M̃ , can
be contracted by interpreting the first row as a matrix
product state (MPS) and the subsequent rows as matrix
product operator (MPO), and applying MPOs to MPS
subsequently [13]. The TN is the TEMPO [9] implementation for the off-diagonal case.
Because of the increased tensor rank in the off-diagonal
case, the TEMPO algorithm is highly ineffective especially beyond a single TLS. Here we construct a TN that
reduces the index dimension and yields the original tensors after contraction. Therefore, we design a product
of 6 (and 7) low rank and low dimensional tensors that
yield M̃ (·) (and Ẽ). These are also decomposed into a
MPS [54] and the resulting MPSs are connected via δtensors to obtain the TN of MPOs in Fig. 2(c). Further
details are given in the Supplemental Information [55].
Following the idea from Ref. 21, that the indices on
Ẽ can be moved to the other edge of the network from
Fig. 2(b) (rotating the TN by ninety degrees), we obtain the decomposed TN as in Fig. 3. Then the TN
(Fig. 3), including the temporal propagation of the system from Eq. (4), is contracted to obtain the expectation
values. For evaluation, the MPOs are applied row by
row (Fig. 4 (i)-(iii), Eq. (3) using exactapply from itensor [56]), thus implementing the eTEMPO algorithm [21]
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Figure 4. (i) Application of next MPO to the current MPS
(initially a dummy MPS) (ii) repeated until all tensors of ∆T
are contracted, then (iii) removal of the current interval, and
extension for future intervals. (i) Repeated, until finished.

we consider a quantum network example, with on-chip
photonic propagation, fully consistent with a rigorous
Maxwell solution theory of a photonic crystal with a
waveguide and two integrated cavities [65] as depicted
in Fig. 1(b) (system parameters in [55]). This scheme is
also timely with recent experiments [66].
P
We assume a TLS with Hs = li il |iil hi|l , in each
cavity, where il is the energy of level i in system l.
The photonic crystal medium can be quantized using the
Green’s function G(r, r0 , ω) of the Helmholtz equation
[55,
q 65,R 67]. pThe electric field operator is E(r, ω) =
i π~0 d3 r0 I (r0 , ω)G(r, r0 , ω)·b(r0 , ω), where b(r, ω)
are boson operators thatR formR the bath for the path
∞
integral approach: HB =~ d3 r 0 dω ωb† (r, ω)·b(r, ω).
(i)

A dipole coupling dij for the i emitter at position ri
to the bath constitutes the system-bath interaction
P
(n) R ∞
Hsb =
The
nij |iin hj|n dij · 0 dωE(rn , ω)+H.a..
R
1
−iωτ (n)
nm
dij ·
correlation function Cijkl (τ )= ~π0 dωe
∗(m)

Im(G(rn , rm , ω)) · dkl
characterizes the systembath coupling and dynamics and therefore is also
present in the decomposed tensors G [55] via
Rτ
Rt
nm(ĩ)
nm
(τ2 −
Gijkl =− t ĩ+1 dτ1 t dτ1 ei((i −j )τ2 +(k −l )τ1 Cijkl
ĩ
ĩ
R
R
tĩ+1
tj̃+1
nm(ĩj̃)
i(i −j )τ2 +i(k −l )τ1 )
τ1 ) and Gijkl =− t
dτ1 t
dτ1 e
ĩ

Figure 5.
(a) Nonlinear (nl) and linear (lin) spectra for the setup from Fig. 1b) with a TLS resonant
to both cavity frequencies.
(b) Fourier transform of
(i) double hP (t)P (t)P † (0)P † (0)i and (ii) single quantum
†
hP (t)PP
(0)i emitter polarisation correlation function with
†
P = l d|2il h1|l (inset JCM Ladder). (c) Single quantum
from (b) for different L. (d) Time dynamics of the upper level
(1)
of reduced density matrix ρ22 of one emitter, and for both
emitters ρnmmn when both are initially excited.

variant for the offdiagonal case in itensor (version 2.1.0
patched) [56]. Tensors in the MPS connected to previous
times are traced out, achieving a massive reduction of
computational time (cf. Fig. 4). Then a row of blocks in
the network are added to the current MPS to extend the
covered time, if required.
Critically, our framework is capable of including both
diagonal and off-diagonal coupling and is thus applicable to a multitude of problems, including exciton-phonon
dynamics in (coupled) nanostructures [7, 57–61], photosynthetic pigment-protein complex [25, 26, 62], as well
as quantum optics system including plasmonics [10, 28–
32, 63, 64]. To demonstrate the power of our approach,

j̃

nm
Cijkl
(τ2 − τ1 ).
For our example system shown in Fig. 1(b), the TLSs
are chosen resonant with the cavity modes.
We excite
the
TLSs
by
a
few-fs
pulse
described
by
H
ext =
P
iωl t
|2il h1|l + H.a.. The pulse does not excite
l d · E(t)e
the photons directly. A Fourier transform of the TLS polarization is shown in Fig. 5(a). [68] The low intensity
plot (linear spectrum) shows modified Rabi splitting between peaks 1 and 2 (cf. Ref. 65) and the upper state (2)
shows a lifetime broadening due to a transfer process to a
lower state (e.g. state 1). A longer delay (increasing L,
with the same phase) between the TLS affects the upper
state, caused by inter cavity transfer of photons. So the
long inter cavity delay turns the upper state to a sub
radiant state with reduced broadening. Thus, the two
cavities do not act as a single effective JCM model anymore; this is also true for the upper state in the higher
rungs of the JCM ladder, which we study below.
For nonlinear excitation, shown also in Fig. 5(a)
(0.45π, half excited), we observe additional (negative)
peaks 3 and 4. A comparison to the energies in the single
and double quantum function, in Fig. 5(b),indicates that
these match well with transitions between the first and
second rung of the JCM ladder. The single and double
quantum function give the coherences of a system between ground state and single or double excitation states
(respectively) [69–72] and allows a direct inspection of
their energies (see [55] for more details on our quantum correlation functions). Other (positive) contributions between the first and second rung are overlapping
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with resonances 1 and 2, which slightly affect their line
shape. The negative peaks 3 and 4 appear only in our
nonlinear solution, showing complex interference effects
beyond weak excitation. Although the origin of such line
shapes are hard to identify, they may be related to an
excitation transfer process [55]. The time dynamics of
densities in Fig. 5(d) shows the typical Rabi oscillations.
Furthermore correlations between the two TLS densities
(Fig. 5(d)), allow access to complex entanglement properties.
We highlight that for many example systems, the bath
correlation time is longer than the simulation time—a notoriously difficult test for the numerical complexity without augmenting the density matrix [7], yielding simulation times of days or weeks depending on the bath correlation time and excitation. Overall the example demonstrates the potential for eTEMPO algorithms where offdiagonal coupling is important to include.
In summary, we have provided a generalized version
of the eTEMPO algorithm [21] to include off-diagonal
system bath coupling, opening the route for numerically
exact treatment of off-diagonal system bath coupling in
exciton migration (e.g. coupled nanostructures, photosynthesis) or quantum light propagation in plasmonics
and photonic networks. In particular, we have shown
how delay and round trip coherence alters the JCM like
behavior.
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S1
Decomposition of tensors

Here, we will discuss the decomposition of M̃ and Ẽ into products of lower dimensional tensors and the underlying
ideas.
We start with M̃ and its decomposition:
k0 α0 α0 l0

M̃pskαp p αs s l (n) =

X

(1),α0

(2)k0 p̃ α0 l0 mt

M̃p̃2 ,αppmt m2 M̃s̃1 p̃1 kα2s ms 2

(3)l0

(4)

(5)

(6)
(n)M̃m2 mt l M̃s̃1 smt M̃p̃1 pmt M̃spm
.
t

(S1)

s̃1 p̃1
p̃2 m2 mt

As seen in Eq. (5) the indices k and k 0 discriminate the different interactions handled in the tensor M̃ . If k is not
changed (δk,k0 ) M̃ does not change anything and just passes the information through present in the indices αp αs ,
k and l, in this case the interaction, if any, happens in a subsequent tensor. If the index k is changed from 1 to −1
in k 0 , the double time integrated correlation function in G describes a first system-bath interaction in the interval of
the prior Ẽ tensor, which is then finalized in the time interval connected to the M̃ tensor. Then the index l passes
the information, if the system-bath interaction happened on the left or right side of the Liouville space in Ẽ to the
tensor M̃ , whereas αs and αp pass information about the changed system Hilbert space states described in Ẽ to the
tensor M̃ . Therefore αs0 and αp0 , which are passed to subsequent tensors M̃ , are set to 1 (note we use indices for s and
p starting with 1), which means the interaction already occurred and no subsequent interaction can occur on one of
the remaining M̃ .
The tensors used for the decomposition of M̃ reduce the number of indices per tensor and dimension of each of the
indices. We start with M̃ (1) :
X
(1),α0
M̃p̃2 ,αppmt m2 =(δαp ,α0p δp̃2 ,1 δmt ,3 δm2 ,1 +
δm2 ,1 δmt ,m1 δp̃2 +1,αp δα0p ,1 ).
(S2)
m1 =1,2

The value of the index mt determines whether M̃ does not act on the system (mt = 3) and thus just passes αp through
to αp0 , or whether αp is passed via the index p̃2 to the integrated correlation function G (mt = 1, 2). m1 indicates if
the second interaction is on the left or right side and is passed to mt . In the next tensor M̃ (2) , we include the double
integrated correlation function G:
X X
(2),k0 ,p̃2 ,α0s l0 mt
0 δs̃ ,1 δp̃ ,1 δp̃ ,1 δm ,1 δm ,3 δk,k 0 +
M̃s̃1 ,p̃1 ,k,α
(n)
=
δ
δs̃2 +1,αs δα0s ,1 δmt ,m1 δk0 ,−1 δk,0
α
,α
s
1
1
2
2
t
m
s
s
2
m1 =1,2 s̃2

·Gs̃1 ,p̃1 ,s̃2 ,p̃2 m1 m2 (n)) .

(S3)

Again, for mt = 3 the incoming αs is just passed through to αs0 . Whereas for mt = m1 = 1/2 a second system bath
interaction on the left/right side in Liouville space in G occurs. Therefore αs is connected to G via the index s̃2 . G
is included in M̃ (2) and its other indices are passed to the other tensors in the product: p̃2 to M̃ (1) , p̃1 to M̃ (5) , s̃1 to
M̃ (4) , m2 to M̃ (3) . The next tensor M̃ (3) handles the distribution of the l index:
X
(3)l0
M̃m2 mt l =δm2,1 δl,l0 δmt ,3 +
δm1 ,mt δm2 +1,l δl0 ,1 .
(S4)
m1 =1,2

As usual, for mt = 3, l is passed through to l0 , and for mt = m1 = 1, 2 l is passed to G. The next tensors starting
with M̃ (4) connect indices coming from G either with the left or right part of the indices s, p:
(4)

M̃s̃1 smt =δmt ,1 δsL ,s̃1 − δmt ,2 δsR ,s̃1 + δmt ,3 δs̃1 ,1 ,

(S5)

so for mt = 1 s̃1 is connected to sL and for mt = 2 s̃1 is connected to sR . mt = 3 is the pass-through mode and
effectively does nothing. M̃ (5) is constructed in an analogous way:
(5)

M̃p̃1 pmt =δmt ,1 δpL ,p̃1 − δmt ,2 δpR ,p̃1 + δmt ,3 δp̃1 ,1 ,

(S6)

since for mt = 1 p̃1 is connected to pL and for mt = 2 p̃1 to pR . The next tensor M̃ (6) connects s and p either to the
left or right part (on opposite site to the previous tensors!), and is controlled again by mt :
(6)
M̃spm
=δmt ,1 δsR ,pR + δmt ,2 δsL ,pL + δmt ,3 .
t

(S7)

S2
Thus for mt = 3 nothing happens, and for mt = 1 the right sides of s and p are connected, whereas for mt = 2 the
left sides are connected.
Before we discuss the decomposition of Ẽ, we first discuss its contributions from Eq.(6): For k = 0 no interaction
is happening in the interval ∆T , so we do not have to pass information to the M̃ tensors. On the other hand k = −1
means, so far nothing is applied to the time interval, the contribution will occur in one of the M̃ , which are later
added to interval ∆T , therefore k = −1 will not be included in the summation at the edge of network. Also k = 2
means no system bath interactions in subsequent M̃ inside ∆T , which are connected to other ∆T intervals. Finally
for k = 1 one system-bath interactions occur in the ∆T interval associated with Ẽ, whereas the second occurs in
another ∆T interval involving its M̃ tensor. Here l encodes the side of the Liouville space (left or right), on which
the system bath interaction occurs.
Again the tensors used for the decomposition of Ẽ into low rank and dimensional tensors read:
X
αp ,αs l
(1)
(2)
(5)
Ẽs,p,k
=
EpL sL km1 m2 EpR sR km1 m2 Ep(3)
Es(4)
Em1 m2 s1 q1 q2 p2 l Es(6)
Ep(7)
,
L pR q1 q2
L sR m1 m2 q2
L sR αs s1 m1 m2
L pR αp p2 m1 m2
m1 m2 q1 q2 s1 p2

(S8)
which reduces the number and dimension of the used indices, and thus made the numerical calculations more feasible.
The first tensor, E (1) , in the product
(1)

EpL sL km1 m2 =δk,0 δpL ,sL δm1 ,1 δm2 ,1 + δk,−1 + δk,2 (1 − δm1 ,2 δm2 ,2 ) + δk,2 δm1 ,2 δm2 ,2 δpL ,sL + δk,1 (δm2 ,1 − δm2 ,2 δpL ,sL ),
(S9)
connects the left part pL and sL , if no system-bath interaction in ∆T occurs (k = 0), if two interactions at the left
side occur (k = 2 with m1 = 2 and m2 = 2) or if one interaction on the right side takes place (k = 1 with m2 = 1).
The second tensor E (2) :
(2)

EpR sR km1 m2 =δk,0 δpR ,sR δm1 ,1 δm2 ,1 + δk,−1 + δk,2 (1 − δm1 ,1 δm2 ,1 )

+δk,2 δm1 ,1 δm2 ,1 δpR ,sR + δk,1 (δm2 ,1 δpR ,sR + δm2 ,2 )
(S10)

works in the same way, only that it acts on the right side instead of the left side, thus right and left (also encoded
in 1 and 2 for m1 and m2 ) is exchanged and a sign difference caused by the commutator. The term, E (3) , is only
important for two system bath interaction per ∆T
=(δk,0 + δk,−1 + δk,1 )δq1 ,1 δq2 ,1 + δk,2 (δm1 m2 δq1 ,q2 + δm1 ,1 δm2 ,2 δq1 ,pL + δm1 ,2 δm2 ,1 δq1 ,pR ),
Ep(3)
L pR q1 q2

(S11)

and only for k = 2 is something done. It either connects the indices q1 q2 of the correlation function G, if the first
and second system-bath interaction occurs both on the left or on the right side, or q1 is connected either to the left
or right side of p, these contributions are a result of the double commutator of the system bath coupling. The next
factor E (4) completes the work for the correlation function G:
Es(4)
= δk,0 + δk,−1 + δk,1 )δq2 ,1 δm1 ,1 δm2 ,1 − δm1 ,2 δm2 ,1 δq2 ,sL + δm1 ,m2 )
L sR m1 m2 q2

(S12)

and connects for k = 2 with interaction on left and right the index q2 either to the left or right side of s. The next
factor E (5) serves two purposes:
(5)

Em1 m2 s1 q1 q2 p2 l =((δk,0 + δk,−1 )δm2 ,1 δl,1 + δk,1 δm2 ,l+1 ) − δk,2 δl,1 Gs1 ,q1 ,q2 ,p2 ,m1 ,m2 ,

(S13)

which contains the double integrated correlation function G for the two interaction in ∆T (case k = 2) and for k = 1
it connects l shifted by one to m2 to pass it on to the M tensors. The indices q1 and q2 are passed to G from the
previous tensors, where as s1 and p2 will come from the proceeding tensors, starting with E (6) :
Es(6)
=(δk,0 + δk,−1 )δαs ,1 δm1 ,1 δm2 ,1 δs1 ,1 + δk,2 δαs ,1 (δm1 ,1 δs1 ,sL + δm1 ,2 δs1 ,sR )
L sR αs s1 m1 m2
+ δk,1 δm1 ,1 (δm2 ,1 δsL ,αs +1 δs1 ,1 + δm2 ,2 δsR ,αs +1 δs1 ,1 ),

(S14)

where for k = 2, s1 is depending on m1 either to the left or right side of s. For k = 1 the left or right side of s
(depending on m2 ) is connected to αs shifted by 1, to connect it to a M̃ tensor for the second system-bath interaction.
The last factor E (7) works in a similar way:
Ep(7)
=(δk,0 + δk,−1 )δαs ,1 δm1 ,1 δm2 ,1 δs1 ,1 + δk,2 δαp ,1 (δm2 ,1 δp2 ,pL + δm2 ,2 δp2 ,pR )
L pR αp p2 m1 m2
+ δk,1 δm1 ,1 (δm2 ,1 δpL ,αp +1 δp2 ,1 + δm2 ,2 δpR ,αp +1 δp2 ,1 ),

(S15)

for k = 2 it connects either the left or right side (depending on m2 ) of p to p2 for passing it to the correlation function
g. For k = 1 the left or right side of p is passed to αp shifted by 1.

S3
Green functions and model for the photonic crystal cavity system

The electromagnetic response functions can be defined in terms of the photonic Green functions, defined from
∇ × ∇ × G(r, r0 , ω) −

ω2
(r, ω)G(r, r0 , ω) = 1δ(r − r0 ),
c2

(S16)

with suitable boundary conditions. Following the approach of Refs. 65 and 73, these can be obtained in an analytical
form using mode expansion techniques and exploiting the completeness relation of the Green function, and we consider
the two cavity modes and the waveguides modes as the only modes of interest in the problem. We assume identical
cavities, that are side-coupled to a waveguide mode, and separated by a distance L; we also consider a TLS embedded
in each cavity at a field antinode position, aligned with the polarization of the cavity mode. Subsequently, the
(n)
∗(m)
correlation functions, defined from Gnm (ω) = d12 ·Im(G(r1 , r1 , ω)) · d12 , take the form [65]
ω 2 E1 E1
,
−
− iωγc (1 + ei2φ R2 (ω)) − iωγ0
ω 2 E2 E2
G22 (ω) = 2
,
2
ωc − ω − iωγc (1 + ei2φ R1 (ω)) − iωγ0
ω 2 R1 (ω)eiφ E1 E2
,
G12 (ω) = 2
2
ωc − ω − iωγc (1 + ei2φ R1 (ω)) − iωγ0
ω 2 R2 (ω)eiφ E1 E2
G21 (ω) = 2
2
ωc − ω − iωγc (1 + ei2φ R2 (ω)) − iωγ0

G11 (ω) =

ωc2

ω2

(S17)
(S18)
(S19)
(S20)

with E1/2 = r V1eff (with Veff the effective mode volume and r the dielectric constant of the photonic crystal slab),
iωγc
R1 (ω) = R2 (ω) = ω2 −ω2 −iω(γ
, and γc = Qc /ωc . The cavity decay rates include on-chip decay from the cavity
c +γ0 )
c
to the waveguide, γc , as well as off-chip decay, γ0 , where the latter is typically much smaller than the former (to
maintain a waveguide mode beta factor). The round trip phase is determined from 2φ = 2kB L + ϕ, kB = ωng /c and
we set ϕ = 0.8π.
Parameters used in the main text (if not others specified): r = 12, L = 2λ (waveguide length in wavelengths)
ng = 10 (group velocity index), ωc = 200THz frequency of the cavities, Qc = 2000 quality factor of the cavity,
Veff = 5 · 107 nm3 mode volume, ϕ = 0.8π out of plane loss 1% of cavity loss (γ0 = 0.01γc ).
Dipole correlation function and localized detection

The single quantum hP (t)P † (0)i and double quantum dipole correlation function hP (t)P (t)P † (0)P † (0)i allow a
direct inspection of the system eigenenergies, and spectral resonances, for one or two excitations in the system, if the
system is initially in the ground state. For example, hP (t)P † (0)i describes a coherence between the ground state and
single excited states created by polarisation flip operator P † (0) at time 0 and inspected at time t by P (t). Thus by
varying t, the coherent oscillation can be scanned, and its Fourier transform corresponds to the linear optical response
and we can deduce from the individual resonances the bright single excited states of system.
On the other hand, for hP (t)P (t)P † (0)P † (0)i at time 0, P † (0)P † (0) described the coherence between the ground
state and double excited states; similar to the linear, single excitation case, the double excited states can be scanned
and a Fourier transform retrieves the energies of the double excited states available for two photon excitation. As in
the linear case, experimental techniques exist to access this correlation function [70].
However, for the example system in the main Letter, the situation is a bit different to the usual experimental
situation, since we include only polarization operators of the quantum emitters, for the operators P † . But in the
system, the coupling to the photons can be strong, so that eigenstates are in fact polariton states, that also include a
photon mode part. Assuming photon mode operators b†j , then the single excitation eigenstates |ei are a superposition
state,
X
†
|ei = c1e σ1† |0i + c2e σ2† |0i +
cpj
(S21)
e bj ,
j

with σl† = |2il h1|l and an overall ground state |0i. So it is clear that we miss the photon part in the spectra. In an
analogues way, the double excited eigenstates |f i can be expanded in the local states.

S4

Figure S1. Dipole correlation function hP (t)P † (0)i for a system initially on an excited density at emitter 1 for far field detection
(detection in P (t) contains both emitters) and for localized detection at the quantum emitter (detection in P (t) contains only
one emitter).

In an experimental pump probe experiment, the pulses are also only acting on the quantum emitters and are much
faster compared to the transfer process to the photon modes, thus that local densities |2il h2|l are prepared in the
excited system. We can access this contribution also by inspecting hP (t)P † (0)i for a system where the first quantum
emitter is initially in the local excited state. Of course this is not an eigenstate of the system but a superposition of
|ei, furthermore after the polarisation operator at t the system is in a coherence between states |f i and |ei, creating
the second excitation in the other emitter. We see in Fig. S1 precisely the same features as in the nonlinear signal in
the main text. The negative features are of course puzzling, but can be a result, that the system is in the local basis
and thus expansion coefficients such as c1e or c12
f etc, and their phase enter the signal. While our method does not
allow to access the bath—the photon part—we can show, that if we detect only one quantum emitter [71, 72, 74, 75],
formally dark state can give negative contributions in the spectrum (cf. Fig. S1) and likely this is also the case for
the negative contributions with respect to the photon part.

Convergence analysis and consequences of approximate unitary

Main parameters for the numerically convergence are the truncation bond dimensions and accuracy for the tensor
network and the quantum path integral time discretization ∆T .
For truncating bonds the MPS after MPO application, we use a maximum bond dimension as well as a accuracy
for determining the truncated dimension. This is necessary since the different layers of the network within a time step
have quite different bond dimensions (one order magnitude possible). So for some of them bond dimension is the best
parameter to do the truncation and for the others accuracy is the best for keeping the important information in the
network. This is at least our subjective experience while designing the algorithm. Some intermediate layers require
relative low bond dimension. There relative useless information for the next will be included without an accuracy
truncation parameter. This will prevent a fast calculation in subsequent layers, which require higher bond dimensions
cause by the additional useless information. Even worse, it could prevent convergence at all.
The time propagation Ui over an interval ∆T is expanded in Eq. (1) in orders of the system-bath interaction, thus
it is only O(∆t2 ) unitary. In principle this can have consequences on semi-positivity and trace preservation of the
reduced density matrix thus the density matrix elements over time as plotted in Fig. 5 d).
In fact, if we choose a ∆T , which is too large, we see large negative values e.g. for the reduced density of the double
excited state matrix ρ2222 as shown in Fig. S2, but these problems disappear for sufficiently small ∆T . Problems
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Figure S2. Reduced density matrix element ρ2222 for the example from Fig. 5 d) for different discretizations ∆t of the quantum
path integral.

with violation of density matrix positivity also occur if too strong truncation removes two many quantum path ways.
The violated positivity in ρ2222 can also be seen in the numerical calculation used for Fig. 5(a), but it occurs after the
polarizations are created, so it can not be the origin of the negative signatures, since only secular terms are included
in the system bath coupling, which do not convert polarizations into densities and vice versa. Therefore the densities
are completely decoupled from the plotted observables.

