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The scattering between light and individual saturable quantum emitters can induce strong optical
nonlinearities and correlations between individual light quanta. Typically, this leads to an effective
attraction that can generate exotic bound states of photons, which form quantum mechanical pre-
cursors of optical solitons, as found in many optical media. Here, we study the propagation of light
through an optical waveguide that is chirally coupled to three-level quantum emitters. We show
that the additional laser-coupling to a third emitter state not only permits to control the properties
of the bound state but can even eliminate it entirely. This makes it possible to turn an otherwise
focussing nonlinearity into a repulsive photon-photon interaction. We demonstrate this emerging
photon-photon repulsion by analysing the quantum dynamics of multiple photons in large emitter
arrays and reveal a dynamical fragmentation of incident uncorrelated light fields and self-ordering
into regular trains of single photons. These striking effects expand the rich physics of waveguide
quantum electrodynamics into the domain of repulsive photons and establish a conceptually simple
platform to explore optical self-organization phenomena at the quantum level. We discuss imple-
mentations of this setting in cold-atom experiments and propose a new approach based on arrays
of mesoscopic Rydberg-atom ensembles.

I. INTRODUCTION

Light-matter interactions give rise to a plethora of non-
linear phenomena [1] that can originate from intensity-
dependent refraction and absorption of the optical
medium. Well-known examples include the self-focussing
of laser beams [2], the formation optical solitons [3]
or modulational instabilities that cause filamentation of
light [4, 5]. These effects follow from the attractive nature
of optical nonlinearities that occur in most materials, and
they often require high light intensities, as the nonlinear
response is typically rather small.

On the other hand, substantial research efforts are cur-
rently being directed towards reaching nonlinearities that
can operate at the lowest possible intensities down to the
level of individual photons [6]. The corresponding effec-
tive photon-photon interactions can find applications in
optical quantum technologies such as quantum informa-
tion processing [7–9] and quantum communication [10],
and they offer exciting prospects for exploring quantum
many-body physics with light [11]. A number of different
experiments have successfully demonstrated the genera-
tion and application of quantum optical nonlinearities,
e.g. based on optical resonators [12, 13] or nanoscale
waveguides [14–16] to enhance the interaction between
light and individual emitters or by utilizing long-range
interactions in ensembles of atomic quantum emitters
[17, 18]. The resulting photon-photon interactions in
these experiments are usually attractive, which has been
used to demonstrate the emergence of photonic bound
states in an extended nonlinear medium [19, 20] or from
the coupling to single quantum emitters [21–25]. Apart
from few recent exceptions [26, 27], repulsive photon-
photon interactions have, however, remained scarce and
difficult to realize.

In this work, we demonstrate the emergence of strong
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(a)

(b) (c)

FIG. 1. (a) The propagation of light through a chiral chain of
three-level emitters can turn an incident pulse of uncorrelated
photons into a correlated state of individual photons. Panel
(b) depicts the underlying level scheme for chiral photon emis-
sion into a single waveguide mode with a rate Γ and additional
classical control-field driving with a Rabi frequency Ω. The
frequency detunings ∆ and ∆̄ for the respective transitions are
also indicated. The calculated two-photon density is shown
in panel (c) for different indicated propagation lengths, i.e.
numbers of atoms N , in the chain for Ω = 0.25Γ, ∆ = 0.5Γ,
and ∆̄ = 0.2Γ. The results show how an incident two-photon
product state dynamically fragments into a train of spatially
separated single-photon pulses, detected at distinct times t1
and t2.

repulsive interactions between multiple photons in a con-
ceptually simple system of three-level emitters that are
chirally coupled to an optical waveguide. Unidirectional
coupling [28] between photons and two-level emitters has
been achieved with nanoscale waveguides coupled to cold
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atoms [29–32] or semiconductor quantum dots [33–37] as
well as with mesoscopic Rydberg-atom ensembles that
can realize effective saturable two-level emitters coupled
to a single free-space photonic mode [24]. The propaga-
tion of light in chains of such two-level emitters is attract-
ing growing theoretical interest [38–66], and the genera-
tion of nonclassical light [67] as well as the emergence of
two-photon bound states [23, 25] has been demonstrated
in recent experiments. Here, we show that the introduc-
tion of an additional control-field coupling (see Fig. 1)
has profound consequences for the nonlinear behaviour
of a system with chiral coupling. In fact, it turns out
that adding a third state of the quantum emitter can
fundamentally change its scattering physics and remove
the two-photon bound state, which otherwise emerges
as a generic scattering eigenstate of two-level systems
[68, 69] and forms a quantum mechanical precursor of
optical solitons [52]. Correspondingly, the attractive pho-
ton interaction familiar from chains of two-level emitters
is turned into an effective photon repulsion, which can
cause fragmentation of light into individual quanta [see
Fig. 1(c)] and induce spontaneous self-ordering phenom-
ena at the level of single photons.

The article is organized as follows. After introduc-
ing the basic physics of the system in Section II, we
discuss the scattering between two photons and a single
three-level emitter in Section III and analyse the prop-
erties of the two-photon bound state and their conse-
quences for scattering off multiple emitters. Section IV
provides a brief description of the numerical approach to
simulate the quantum dynamics of more than two pho-
tons. Results of such simulations are presented in Sec-
tions V and VI, where we discuss the buildup of strong
photon-photon correlations from initially uncorrelated
multi-photon light pulses. An experimental implemen-
tation via collective photon coupling to cold atomic en-
sembles is proposed and analysed in Section VII, while
a brief conlusion and outlook on our work is given in
Section VIII.

II. CHIRAL CHAINS OF THREE-LEVEL
EMITTERS

Figure 1(a) illustrates the considered system of N
quantum emitters that are coupled to a one-dimensional
single-mode waveguide. A single propagating photonic
mode generates a strong optical coupling between the
ground state |g〉 and an excited state |e〉 of the emitters
with an emission rate Γ and no loss to other photonic
modes [see Fig. 1(b)]. The excited state is further cou-
pled to a long-lived state |b〉 by a classical control field
with Rabi frequency Ω.

The total Hamiltonian Ĥ = Ĥph + Ĥem + Ĥint, which
describes this system, is split into a photonic Hamiltonian
Ĥph, a part describing the emitters Ĥem, and the light-

matter interaction Ĥint. We consider a chiral emitter-
photon coupling such that there is only a single mode

propagating in one direction, as described by

Ĥph = −i
∫
dx â†(x)∂xâ(x), (1)

where â†(x) creates a photon at position x, and where
we have set the speed of light in the waveguide to unity
and h̄ = 1, such that space and time have the same units.
The emitter Hamiltonian is given by

Ĥem =

N∑
j=1

[
ωeσ̂

(j)
ee + (ωb + ω̄)σ̂

(j)
bb + Ω

(
σ̂

(j)
be + σ̂

(j)
eb

)]
,

(2)

where σ
(j)
αβ ≡ |αj〉〈βj |, while ωe and ωb denote the ener-

gies of the excited states |e〉 and |b〉, respectively. The
photons couple to the emitters according to

Ĥint =

N∑
j=1

[∫
dx
√

Γδ(x− xj)â(x)σ̂(j)
eg + H.c.

]
. (3)

The incident photon frequency ω and the frequency ω̄ of
the coupling field are parametrized by the single-photon
detuning ∆ = ωe − ω and two-photon detuning ∆̄ =
ωb + ω̄ − ω, which are indicated in Fig. 1(a).

III. TWO-PHOTON TRANSPORT AND THE
DISAPPEARANCE OF THE PHOTONIC BOUND

STATE

The propagation of two photons through a chain of
quantum emitters can be solved by finding the eigen-
states of the scattering matrix (S-matrix) for a single
emitter [46]. The S-matrix yields the outgoing state

|out〉 = Ŝ|in〉 in terms of the incident two-photon state
|in〉, and its eigenstates are invariant under repeated
scattering off multiple emitters. The local nature of
the emitter-photon interaction suggests that one of these
states is localized with respect to distance between the
two incident photons, and can be considered a photon-
bound state [70], as the eigenstates of the S-matrix re-
main unchanged under repeated interactions as the pho-
tons propagate through the chain. Such photon bound
states generically emerge from the scattering off two-
level emitters [68, 69], while a recent analysis showed
that three-level emitters can give rise to yet another
type of two-photon state that contains both localized
and delocalized contributions [71], similar to metastable
bound states or scattering resonances in atomic collisions
[72, 73].

As we will discuss below, it turns out that the addi-
tional control-field coupling to a third state of the emit-
ters can even cause the bound state to disappear entirely
with profound consequences for the transport properties
of a chain of such emitters. The general eigenstate for
two photons at positions x and x′ can be written

ΨE,ν(x, x′) = eiErcFE,ν(r), (4)
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where rc = (x+ x′)/2 is the center of mass coordinate of
the photons, r = x − x′ is their distance, E denotes the
total energy, and ν parametrizes the relative momentum
of the two photons. The structure of the underlying two-
photon Schrödinger equation dictates the general form
[71]

FE,ν(r) = AE,νe
−iνr +BE,νe

iνr +CE,νe
−iν̃r +DE,νe

iν̃r,
(5)

for the relative two-photon eigenstate, where the value of
ν̃ is determined by the two quantum numbers E and ν.
Equation (5) provides the eigenstates for r < 0, while the
part for r > 0 is obtained by bosonic symmetry. Three
distinct classes of eigenstates are afforded by Eq. (5).

(i) If ν and ν̃ are real, the resulting superposition of
plane waves yields a delocalized scattering state.

(ii) If ν and ν̃ are both complex and BE,ν = DE,ν = 0,
Eq. (5) yields an exponentially localized solution
corresponding to a two-photon bound state.

(iii) If ν is real, ν̃ is complex, and DE,ν = 0 one obtains
localized and delocalized contributions that form
the resonance-like state discussed above.

These different types of S-matrix eigenstates have a pro-
found effect on the nonlinear transport properties of the
chain, as revealed by the two-photon amplitude of the
transmitted light (see Fig. 2). By definition, the state

|out〉 = Ŝ|in〉 =
∫
dE
∑∫
ν

λ(E, ν)〈E, ν|in〉|E, ν〉 generated

by one emitter is fully determined by the eigenstates
|E, ν〉 and eigenvalues λ(E, ν) of the S-matrix and re-
peated application of this relation yields the wave func-
tion of the two-photon output [46]

ψout(x, x
′) =

∫
dE
∑∫
ν

λ(E, ν)NΨE,ν(x, x′)〈E, ν|in〉 (6)

from a chain of N emitters in terms of the single-emitter
eigenstates of the S-matrix. From this expression, we
can gain some intuitive insights into the role of the dif-
ferent eigenstates for the two-photon propagation. In
fact, the effect of each eigenstate onto the transmittted
field ψout(x, x

′) is fully determined by the decomposition
of the incident two-photon state for which we consider a
cw-field with the wave function ψin(x, x′) = e2iωrc . Since
the S-matrix eigenvalues merely contribute a phase ro-
tation with |λ(E, ν)| = 1, the ν-integration leads to a
dephasing of the continuum eigenstates, and effectively
diminishes their contribution at small photon distances
|x − x′| as the length N of the chain increases. As a re-
sult, the bound state with a discrete value of ν eventually
dominates the short-distance behavior.

Two-level emitters feature a single bound state and a
continuum of plane wave states [68, 69] such that long
chains generically generate bunched light in the absence
of photon losses as N increases [46, 71]. The situation
changes qualitatively for three-level systems, where the
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FIG. 2. Propagation of a two-photon Fock state through a
chain of N = 100 emitters. The incident state [panels (a) and
(c)] is expanded in scattering states (blue lines), scattering
resonance states (red lines), and a bound state (green lines).
These types of S-matrix eigenstates combine to the full state,
indicated by the black lines and shaded area. In panel (a), a
bound state exists and contributes to the decomposition of the
full state, whereas no bound state is found for the parameters
in panel (c). The outgoing states and their expansions, corre-
sponding to panels (a) and (c), after propagation through the
chain are displayed in panels (b) and (d), respectively. Panels
(a) and (b) are obtained for Ω = 0.52Γ, whereas panel (c) and
(d) are obtained for Ω = 0.35Γ. The detunings are ∆ = 0.5Γ
and ∆̄ = 0.4Γ in all panels.

addition of the scattering-resonance states can suppress
the bound-state contribution 〈E, νb|in〉 to the eigenstate
decomposition of the two-photon input. This effect can
lead to a transition from a bunched photon output to
nonclassical light with substantial antibunching as the
length N of the chain increases [71].

Surprisingly, a more detailed analysis reveals a broad
parameter region in which the photon bound state ceases
to exist entirely, i.e. where no solution Eq. (5) with com-
plex values of ν and ν̃ and with BE,ν = DE,ν = 0 is
found. While the interaction with a single emitter still
generates localized two-photon output states, consistent
with previous findings [74–76] and more general argu-
ments [70], these localized contributions do not stem from
a true photon bound state but rather the two-photon
continuum including the scattering resonances. As a re-
sult, any localized two-photon input state will eventually
dissolve during propagation through a chain of multiple
emitters.

Following the above discussion, the elimination of the
two-photon bound state should thus enable robust gener-
ation of highly antibunched light in a chain of three-level
emitters. This is illustrated in Fig. 2, showing the eigen-
state decomposition of the input and output state for
two cases with different control field amplitudes but oth-
erwise identical parameters. The absence of the bound
state for the smaller value of the Rabi frequency Ω in-
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FIG. 3. Panels (a)–(d) illustrate the dependence of the two-
photon bound state on the single-photon detuning ∆ and the
control-field Rabi frequency Ω. The two-photon amplitude
|ΨE,νb(x, x)| at zero photon distance is shown in (a) and (b).
It vanishes at a critical value of ∆ and Ω, indicating the disap-
pearance of the bound state. The root mean square width wB ,
depicted in (c) and (d), diverges at these values, showing that
the bound state indeed broadens and eventually vanishes en-
tirely. Panels (e) and (f) display the profound effects this be-
havior has on the emerging correlations of photons that prop-
agate through the chain. These panels show the two-photon
correlation function at zero delay time for various numbers
N of emitters. The white lines mark the disappearance of
the bound state found in panels (a)–(d) around which we
find strong bunching associated with the bound-state broad-
ening and near-perfect antibunching in the parameter regime
with no two-photon bound state. The two-photon detuning
is ∆̄ = 0.4Γ, and panels (a), (c), and (e) are obtained for
Ω = 0.35Γ, while (b), (d), and (f) correspond to ∆ = 0.5Γ.

deed leads to profoundly different photon correlations
with near-perfect antibunching of the transmitted light.

As shown in Figs. 3(a) and (b), the two-photon bound
state disappears abruptly as we vary the amplitude of
the control field or the single-photon detuning, whereby it
broadens as one approaches the critical values Ωc and ∆c

for the Rabi frequency and the single-photon detuning,
respectively, as shown in Figs. 3(c) and (d). This is con-
comitant with an abrupt change of the two-photon cor-
relations g(2)(0) = |ψout(x, x)|2/|ψin(x, x)|2 [Figs. 3(e)
and (f)]. It first rises close to the transition, due to the
larger overlap of the broadened bound state with the de-
localized input state, and undergoes a sharp transition to
g(2)(0) ≈ 0 as we cross the critical values of the control
field parameters.

The demonstrated ability to optically control and even
eliminate the two-photon bound state suggests a viable
approach to control the nonlinearity and effective interac-
tions between multiple propagating photons, as we shall

discuss below.

IV. SIMULATING MULTIPLE PHOTONS

While the above analysis permits an efficient descrip-
tion of very large numbers of emitters, it becomes exceed-
ingly demanding [77–79] for more than two photons. We
therefore adapt an alternative approach to the scattering
problem that facilitates treatment of coherent incident
fields with arbitrary strengths and moderate numbers of
emitters [80, 81]. Hereby, the photon dynamics is solved
formally within the Markov approximation to obtain an
effective Master equation [42]

∂tρ̂ = −i
(
Ĥeff ρ̂− ρ̂Ĥ†eff

)
+ Γ

∑
j,`

σ̂(j)
ge ρ̂σ̂

(`)
eg (7)

for the density matrix ρ̂ of the quantum emitters from
which the transmitted field can be reconstructed accord-
ing to [80, 81]

âout = Ein(t)− i
√

Γ

N∑
j=1

σ̂(j)
ge , (8)

where Ein(t) is the field envelope of the incident coher-

ent light pulse and the creation operator â†out(t) describes
the transmitted photons in a frame rotating with the car-
rier frequency of the input field. The resulting effective
Hamiltonian is [39, 42]

Ĥeff = Ĥem +
√

Γ

N∑
j=1

Ein(t)
(
σ̂(j)
eg + σ̂(j)

ge

)

−iΓ
2

N∑
j=1

σ̂(j)
ee − iΓ

∑
j>`

σ̂(j)
eg σ̂

(`)
ge , (9)
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FIG. 4. The two-photon densityG
(2)
2 (t1, t2) for a long incident

two-photon pulse with Γσ = 80 after propagating through a
chain of N = 60 emitters. The resulting photon correlations
indicate strong antibunching around t1 ≈ t2. The results are
obtained for Ω = 0.35Γ, ∆ = 0.5Γ, and ∆̄ = 0.4Γ.
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FIG. 5. Pulse propagation of the leading and trailing photons
as defined in Eqs. (14) and (15). The strong emerging pho-
ton repulsion causes a complete fragmentation into spatially
distinct single-photon pulses with a distance that increases
linearly with the chain length N . The departure times of
the generated single-photon pulses are in excellent agreement
with analytical results (black lines) based on the different
group delay of single photons due to energy-conserving scat-
tering processes in the initial part of the chain (see Appendix
A). The depicted data are the same as in Fig. 1(c) and are
obtained for Ω = 0.25Γ, ∆ = 0.5Γ, ∆̄ = 0.2Γ, and the pulse
width σ = 10Γ−1.

where Eq. (2) is given by

Ĥem =

N∑
j=1

[
∆σ̂(j)

ee + ∆̄σ̂
(j)
bb + Ω

(
σ̂

(j)
be + σ̂

(j)
eb

)]
(10)

in the rotating frame. We solve Eq. (7) by means of
Monte Carlo wave function simulations [82] from which
one can reconstruct complete information about the mul-
tiphoton light field from Eq. (8).

In the absence of losses, one can, moreover, infer the
propagation dynamics of incident photon-number states
from such simulations. To this end, we simulate the dy-
namics under very weak coherent driving with an average
photon number n̄ � 1 and subsequently postselect on a
given photon number k. For example, this can be accom-
plished by computing the k-photon density

G(k)(t1, . . . , tk)

=
〈
â†out(t1) · · · â†out(tk)âout(tk) · · · âout(t1)

〉
(11)

from the stochastic wave function simulations [80, 82].
Choosing the incident pulse sufficiently weak, the pre-
dominant contribution to the k-photon density stems
from the k-photon component of the coherent photon
state. In the absence of photon losses, the computed
density thus corresponds to the transmitted state of a k-
photon Fock-state input. In practice, one can reduce the
driving field amplitude Ein until the results converge. In
order to obtain the reduced kth-order density for an inci-
dent Fock state with a higher photon number n > k, one

first needs to calculate the nth-order density and subse-
quently trace over the remaining times

G(k)
n (t1, . . . , tk) = Nk

∫
dtk+1 · · · dtnG(n)(t1, . . . , tn),

(12)
where the pre-factor Nk ensures that the norm∫
dt1 . . . dtkG

(k)
n (t1, . . . , tk) = n yields the number of con-

sidered photons.
Being primarily interested in the output from an n-

photon Fock state enables reduction of the Hilbert space
dimension for the driven emitters by truncating the ba-
sis by omitting all many-body states with more than n
excited emitters. This yields a significant reduction from
3N to ∼Nn states and thereby facilitates simulations of
large systems. The simulations can be further optimized
by successively reducing the size of the Hilbert space fol-
lowing each projection in Eq. (11), which reduces the
relevant photon number by 1 when calculating the k-
photon density within the Monte Carlo wave function
approach. Altogether, this makes it possible to simulate
the propagation of up to 4 photons in comparatively long
chains with N ∼ 60 emitters and analyze the resulting
nonlinear multiphoton dynamics, as we shall discuss in
the following.

V. TWO-PHOTON FRAGMENTATION

We first consider the dynamics of two photons. To this
end, we study the propagation of an incident two-photon
pulse with the envelope

Ein(t) =

√
n̄

(πσ2)1/4
exp

[
− t2

2σ2

]
. (13)

Figure 4 shows the transmitted two-photon density
through an array of 60 emitters, which is obtained for
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FIG. 6. (a) Two-photon density of a three-photon pulse after
propagating through a chain of N = 60 emitters, with an inci-
dent pulse width of Γσ = 80. The Rabi coupling is Ω = 0.35Γ
and the detunings are ∆ = 0.5Γ and ∆̄ = 0.4Γ. For compar-
ison, panel (b) shows the calculated two-photon density of a
correlated reference pulse as given by Eq. (17) with p = 1.2,
Γµc = 610, Γσc = 45, Γσr1 = 100/

√
p, and σr2 = 2σr1.
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a rather long incident pulse with a width of Γσ = 80.
Similar to the above results for cw fields [cf. Fig. 2(d)],
one finds pronounced anticorrelations with a vanishing
density at small time delays between the two photons.

While this indicates the emergence of repulsive photon
interactions, their effects can be revealed far more strik-
ingly for shorter pulses. Here it is important to note that
the antibunching feature can extend to very large delays
in the output for long pulses. This makes it possible to
choose shorter photon pulses whose frequency spectrum
lies within the frequency range for which strong anti-
bunching appears, while the pulse duration is still shorter
than the extend of the anticorrelation feature. This may
suggest that complete fragmentation of a shorter incident
pulse into two separate single-photon pulses can be pos-
sible for appropriate parameters. Indeed, Fig. 5 shows
a two-photon state fragmenting into a pair of separate
single-photon pulses, whose anticorrelation feature, in
fact, extends even further than for a corresponding long
pulses.

To illustrate this remarkable propagation dynamics, we
display in Fig. 5 the reduced one-photon densities

P2,1(t) =

∫ ∞
t

dt2G
(2)
2 (t, t2), (14)

P2,2(t) =

∫ t

−∞
dt2G

(2)
2 (t, t2), (15)

which describe the power profiles of the first and sec-
ond photon in the propagating two-photon pulse, respec-
tively. The photon-photon interaction induced by the
first few emitters leads to a significant pulse distortion
and causes a complete splitting into spatially separate
single-photon pulses after scattering off around 10 emit-
ters. Eventually, this process generates a train of two
individual single-photon pulses that propagate at dif-
ferent constant group velocities through the remainder
of the chain with weak overall distortion. The overall
two-photon dynamics thus appears equivalent to an ef-
fective finite-range interaction that fragments the initial
two-body state into repelling one-body wave packets that

eventually separate and propagate at constant velocities.
This simplified picture of a relative momentum kick

generated by the effective photon repulsion can be further
corroborated by a spectral analysis of the transmitted
light (see Appendix A). This shows that the two inter-
acting photons undergo an energy conserving scattering
process into different frequencies ∼ω ± 0.5Γ, where the
single-photon pulse distortion is weak, as evindent from
Fig. 5. As a result of the frequency shifts, the photons
acquire different group velocities (see Appendix A)

vg =
(Ω2 −∆∆̄)2 + Γ2∆̄2/4

Γ(Ω2 + ∆̄2)
, (16)

due to the corresponding shifts ∆ ∓ 0.5Γ and ∆̄ ∓ 0.5Γ
of the detunings. This simple estimate of the propaga-
tion speed and the underlying picture of a two-photon
collision offer a remarkably accurate account for the ob-
served overall photon dynamics, as shown by the solid
black lines in Fig. 5.

VI. SELF-ORDERING OF MULTIPLE
PHOTONS

Having established the emergence of a strong effective
repulsion, capable of fragmenting an initial two-photon
product state into a correlated train of individual pho-
tons, we are now in a position to analyze the onset of this
process for more than two photons. Fig. 6(a) shows the

second-order photon density G
(2)
3 (t1, t2) of the transmit-

ted light from a long three-photon pulse with Γσ = 80.
Importantly, one still finds strong antibunching, indicat-
ing that photon repulsion remains effective also for three
simultaneously interacting photons. Furthermore, the
obtained two-photon density displays the notable addi-
tional features of a triple peak structure in each of the two
main maxima in Fig. 6(a), which indicates self-ordering
of the photons into a regular train of three photons. For
a more direct illustration of this conclusion, we consider
the following ansatz

E3(t1, t2, t3) = C exp

[
− (tc − µc)2

2σ2
c

] |t1 − t2|p|t2 − t3|p|t3 − t1|p
σ2p
r1σ

p
r2

×
{

exp

[
− (t1 − t2)2

2σ2
r1

− (t2 − t3)2

2σ2
r1

− (t3 − t1)2

2σ2
r2

]
+ (t1 ↔ t2) + (t2 ↔ t3)

}
.

(17)

as a correlated three-photon reference amplitude. It de-
scribes a three-photon train of regularly spaced photons,
and the explicit form has similarities to the Laughlin
ansatz for the wave function of electrons in a magnetic
field [83]. Here tc ≡ (t1 + t2 + t3)/3, µc defines the cen-
ter of the pulse, the overall pulse duration is determined
by σc, while σr1 and σr2 define the distance between the

photons. Choosing σr2 = 2σr1 then yields a three-photon
train of regularly spaced photons. As demonstrated in
Fig. 6, this form of a correlated three-photon train in-
deed closely resembles the generated photon state as it
propagates through the emitter chain.

One can verify this result more directly by considering



7

Γt1 = 551.12 Γt1 = 574.36 Γt1 = 600.92 Γt1 = 624.16 ×10−7
Γ
t 3

0

400

800

1200

0

2

4

6

Γ
−
3
G

(3
)

3
(t

1
,t

2
,t

3
)

(a)

t3 = t1

t2 = t1
t 3

=
t 2

(b) (c) (d)
Γ
t 3

Γt2

0

400

800

1200

0 400 800 1200

(e)

Γt2

0 400 800 1200

(f)

Γt2

0 400 800 1200

(g)

Γt2

0 400 800 1200

(h)

FIG. 7. Three-photon density G
(3)
3 (t1, t2, t3) of an incident three-photon pulse for N = 60 are shown in panels (a)–(d), where

t1 is fixed at different values indicated by the vertical and horizontal dashed lines. The pulse width and system parameters are
the same as in Fig. 6(a). Corresponding results for a reference pulse of the type (17) with the same parameters as in Fig. 6(b)
are shown in panels (e)–(h). All dashed lines indicate equal times, and the three-photon density is suppressed at these times.

the three-photon density G
(3)
3 (t1, t2, t3), which is shown

in Figs. 7(a)–(d) for consecutive time slices correspond-
ing to different values of the detection time t1 of one
of the three photons. Once more, the depicted three-
photon density confirms the highly antibunched nature
of the transmitted multiphoton state, as indicated by the
low density along the dashed lines in Fig. 7. The numer-
ically obtained three-photon density agrees remarkably
well with our ansatz Eq. (17) for a wave function of a
regular three-photon train [Figs. 7(e)–(h)], and hence
the chain facilitates three-photon self-ordering to a regu-
lar train.

Expanding on the analysis of the two-photon dynamics
in Section V, we study the dynamics of the single-photon
densities

P3,1 =

∫ ∞
t

dt2

∫ ∞
t

dt3G
(3)
3 (t, t2, t3), (18)

P3,2 = 2

∫ t

−∞
dt2

∫ ∞
t

dt3G
(3)
3 (t, t2, t3), (19)

P3,3 =

∫ t

−∞
dt2

∫ t

−∞
dt3G

(3)
3 (t, t2, t3), (20)

which, analogously to Eqs. (14) and (15), describe the
power profiles of the first, second, and third photon in the
propagating three-photon pulse, respectively. Although
the overall dynamics requires a larger number of emit-
ters compared to the two-photon pulse discussed in the
previous section, the transmitted photon densities shown

in Fig. 8 clearly reveals the onset of a multiphoton frag-
mentation process into a train of single photons.

While an extension of the described simulations to-
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FIG. 8. The onset of three-photon fragmentation is indicated
by the evolution of total power (black lines and shaded area)
and the power of the first (blue lines), second (red lines),
and third (yellow lines) photons for an outgoing three-photon
pulse with increasing chain length of (a) N = 10, (b) N = 35,
(c) N = 60, (d) N = 80, (e) N = 100, and (f) N = 125
emitters. The results are obtained for the same pulse width
and system parameters as Figs. 6(a) and 7(a)–(d).
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FIG. 9. Three-photon density G
(3)
4 (t1, t2, t3) of a four-photon output of a chain with N = 60 emitters [panels (a)–(d)], where

the incident pulse width is Γσ = 120, and the remaining parameters are Ω = 0.35Γ, ∆ = 0.5Γ and ∆̄ = 0.4Γ. Corresponding
results for a pulse of the type (B1) are shown in panels (e)–(h), where p = 1.2, Γµc = 575, Γσc = 70, Γσr1 = 90/

√
p, σr2 = 2σr1

and σr3 = 3σr1 have been applied. The white dashed lines indicate where two times are equal.

wards higher photon numbers becomes exceedingly nu-
merically demanding, we complete the discussion with a
brief analysis of numerical results for four incident pho-
tons and a chain of N = 60 emitters. A comparison of

the calculated three-photon density G
(3)
4 with the corre-

sponding regular-train ansatz for a four-photon state (see
Appendix B) is shown in Fig. 9. The calculations demon-
strate that the strong antibunching persists among all
four photons and the striking agreement between panels
(a)–(d) and (e)–(h) illustrates the spontaneous multipho-
ton self-ordering dynamics into regular trains of individ-
ual photons.

VII. EXPERIMENTAL IMPLEMENTATION

Experiments with cold atoms [30, 31] and quan-
tum dots [34–37] have demonstrated chiral coupling to
nanophotonic waveguides [28], and multilevel driving can
also be implemented in both systems [84, 85]. While
quantum dot experiments can reach near-perfect photon
coupling to a single waveguide mode [34, 86], realizing
arrays of multiple identical emitters has been naturally
difficult with solid-state components [87, 88]. While this
is readily possible with atomic systems [30, 31, 67], reach-
ing high coupling efficiencies remains challenging, but is
possible with optical resonators [89] or by operating close
to a bandgap of photonic crystal waveguides [90–92].

Alternatively, strong unidirectional coupling to a single

photonic mode can be realized with mesoscopic atomic
ensembles [24, 93]. Hereby, the coupling to the single
transverse mode of an incident field is collectively en-
hanced as photons interact with a large number of atoms
in the ensemble. While the simultaneous interaction with
many atoms diminishes the intrinsic nonlinearity of single
atoms, the strong saturation can be restored by exciting
atoms to high-lying Rydberg states [94–99]. At principal
quantum numbers of n >∼ 100, Rydberg atoms possess
very strong van der Waals interactions that exceed inter-
actions between ground state atoms by many orders of
magnitude [100]. The associated level shift induced by
the atomic interactions can be sufficiently large to block
all but a single excitation in the ensemble [101], which
then behaves as an effective single two-level emitter in
the form of a so-called superatom whose transition is sat-
urated at the single-photon level. Numerous experiments
have demonstrated and exploited this Rydberg blockade
effect for different applications [17, 18, 102, 103].

Reference [24] demonstrated strong coupling between a
single photonic mode and a Rydberg super-atom contain-
ing N ∼ 104 cold rubidium atoms using an off-resonant
two-photon transition [see Fig. 10(c)], and direct single-
photon coupling to Rydberg states is also possible [104–
106]. Here, the collective enhancement of the emission
rate Γ ∝ N into the incident optical mode compared to
the photon-loss rate γ makes it possible to achieve large
coupling efficiencies β = Γ/(Γ +γ). Experiments suggest
β > 0.8 [24], while currently observed coupling efficien-
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FIG. 10. (a) A chiral chain of waveguide-coupled emitters
can be (b) effectively realized with a one-dimensional array
of mesoscopic atomic ensembles, involving high-lying Ryd-
berg states. As illustrated in panel (c), incident photons can
be coupled to a Rydberg-state transition via off-resonant two-
photon excitation [24], while the strong van der Waals interac-
tion between Rydberg atoms prevents the generation of mul-
tiple excitations in each cloud. Due to this Rydberg blockade
effect the mesoscopic ensemble effectively behaves like a single
saturable two-level emitter. (d) By coupling the laser-excited
Ryberg state |e〉 to another Rydberg state |b〉 via an exter-
nal microwave field, it is possible to create a chiral chain of
effective three-level emitters as we have studied in this work.

cies are confined to lower values by external noise, resid-
ual thermal motion of the atoms, and dipolar excitation
exchange in the disordered ensemble [60, 107, 108], which
give rise to dephasing that can be reduced at lower tem-
peratures. The effects of atomic motion and disorder can
both be eliminated with ordered lattices of single atoms
[109, 110], and coupling efficiencies β → 1 appear feasi-
ble in future experiments with mesoscopic ensembles or
ordered atomic lattices.

Photon coupling to multiple such superatoms is pos-
sible with arrays of dipole traps [108] and effectively re-
alizes a waveguide QED setup in which a single spatial
photonic mode is coupled to a chain of two-level emit-
ters with high efficiency, as illustrated in Figs. 10(a) and
(b). Here, we propose an extension of this approach to
realize effective three-level emitters in the form of three-
level superatoms. The idea is illustrated in Fig. 10(d),
whereby a microwave field is used to couple the optically
excited Rydberg state to another Rydberg state. Ow-
ing to the typically large transition dipole moment of
this Rydberg-Rydberg state transition, the correspond-
ing Rabi frequency Ω is broadly tunable by varying the
microwave intensity and can cover the parameter range

considered in this work. Importantly, both involved Ry-
dberg states feature strong interactions, which retain the
excitation blockade and still prohibit the excitation of
more than a single atom within an ensemble. Hence, this
setting realizes mesoscopic three-level super-atoms with a
strong and well controllable coupling to a single photonic
mode.

VIII. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

In conclusion, we have investigated the propagation
dynamics of multiple photons through chiral chains of
three-level emitters, and demonstrated the emergence of
a strong effective photon-photon repulsion in this sys-
tem. The repulsive nonlinearity arises from the satura-
tion of the individual emitters, which is remarkable since
such saturation effects typically lead to a nonlinear fo-
cussing of light in two-level optical media. Here, we have
found that the additional optical driving can eliminate
the bound state in the two-photon scattering off a single
three-level emitter and generate a repulsive interaction
between individual photons. Indeed, the resulting inter-
actions are strong enough to convert incident single-mode
product states into strongly correlated states of light, in-
ducing a fragmentation into single-photon pulses or the
formation of highly ordered multiphoton states.

As repulsive nonlinearities are generally scarce and dif-
ficult to realize, the presented results suggest an appeal-
ing platform to explore optical self-organization at the
quantum level of individual photons. The found dynam-
ics of few-photon pulses motivates future work on effi-
cient numerical schemes or approximate treatments to
further study the emergence of order and potential crys-
tallization of light in systems of long chains and many
photons. Considering the profound effects of the addi-
tional control field, it will be interesting to investigate
multilevel driving schemes such as four-level emitters in
N -type configurations, which can generate photon inter-
actions under conditions of electromagnetically induced
transparency [75, 111] and may thus yield a different type
of photon interaction.

We have discussed different platforms to experimen-
tally study the nonlinear photon transport explored in
this work. Rydberg-atom ensembles offer a promising
realization of unidirectional quantum emitters with high
single-mode coupling efficiencies β = Γ/(Γ + γ), which
may be improved further in future experiments. In or-
der to study experimental prospects, it will be important
in future theoretical work to explore the impact of po-
tential imperfections such as nonunity emitter-waveguide
coupling, imperfect chirality, and dephasing.

Although we have focused here on fundamental aspects
of the photon dynamics, the demonstrated interaction
mechanism can also be interesting for quantum optics ap-
plications. For example, future work to further increase
the efficiency of the demonstrated photon-pulse fragmen-
tation by optimizing parameters and shaping the incident
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photon pulse may permit to explore the generation and
dynamical emergence of single-photon pulse trains from
classical light.
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Appendix A: Details for the Analysis of the
Two-Photon Fragmentation

In this appendix, we provide further details for the
analysis of the fragmentation of an incident uncorrelated
two-photon pulse described in Section V. Specifically, we
provide the spectral analysis of the two-photon output
and show how we obtain the solid lines in Fig. 5, which
supports the picture of a finite range repulsive photon-
interaction generating a relative momentum kick.

For the spectral analysis of the output, we compute
the fast Fourier transform of the two-photon amplitude
to determine the frequencies of the photons after scatter-
ing. To this end, the two-photon density is insufficient,
but we must retain phase information of the transmitted
two-photon amplitude. As required by energy conserva-
tion, we find that the frequencies mainly contributing to
the Fourier transform obeys ω1 + ω2 ≈ 2ω, as illustrated
in Fig. 11(a), where ω1 and ω2 are the frequencies of
the outgoing photons and ω is the carrier frequency of
the incident photons. By studying the Fourier transform
at frequencies exactly obeying the energy conservation
for various chain lengths [Fig. 11(b)], it becomes evident
that two peaks emerge at frequencies shifted by around
±0.5Γ relative to the incident frequency. Hence, the pho-
ton interaction in the initial part of the chain generates
frequency shifts of the photons, which afterwards remains
constant upon scattering off additional emitters.

Based on these frequency shifts, it is natural to assert
that the further increase of distance between the photons,
seen in Fig. 5, when scattering off additional emitters,
originates from different single-photon group velocities
for the two different frequencies. To verify this assertion,
we compare our results to an analytical expression for
the single-photon group velocity for propagation through
the chain. This expression provides the slope of the lines
in Fig. 5, which allows comparison to the two-photon
results by ensuring the correct departure times from the
chain for N = 10 emitters.

To obtain the group velocity, we find the single-photon
delay imposed by each emitter. To this end, we note that
an incident single-photon state in the rotating frame is
given by

|ψin〉 =

∫
dxψ1(x)â†(x)|0〉, (A1)

where ψ1(x) is the single-photon wave function and
|0〉 is the vacuum state. Changing basis to the en-
ergy (or, equivalently, momentum) eigenstates |δ〉 =
(2π)−1/2

∫
dx eiδxâ†(x)|0〉, where δ = ω̃ − ω is the de-

tuning from the carrier frequency, yields

|ψin〉 =

∫
dδ A(δ)|δ〉, (A2)

where the connection between A and ψ1 is provided by
the Fourier transform

ψ1(x) =
1√
2π

∫
dδ A(δ)eiδx. (A3)

Upon scattering off a single emitter, the energy eigen-
states are multiplied by the transmission coefficient [112]

Tδ =
Ω2 − (∆− δ)(∆̄− δ)− iΓ(∆̄− δ)/2
Ω2 − (∆− δ)(∆̄− δ) + iΓ(∆̄− δ)/2 . (A4)

As there is no dissipation, we can write Tδ = eiθδ , where

θδ = −2 arctan

[
Γ(∆̄− δ)

2
(
Ω2 − (∆− δ)(∆̄− δ)

)] . (A5)

A Taylor expansion to first order in δ yields

θδ ' θ0 + τdδ, (A6)

(ω
2
−
ω

)/
Γ

(ω1 − ω)/Γ
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2
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N

(ω1 − ω)/Γ
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15
30
45
60

−2 −1 0 1 2

(b)
|ψout(ω1, 2ω − ω1)|

FIG. 11. (a) Fourier transform ψout(ω1, ω2) of the outgoing
two-photon amplitude for N = 30. The main contribution
is located along the energy conserving line, indicated by the
white dashed line, where the sum of the frequencies ω1 and
ω2 equals twice the incident carrier frequency ω. (b) Fourier
transform for various numbers of emitters N along the energy
conserving line in panel (a). After scattering off 5–10 emitters
peaks emerge around ω1 = ω ± 0.5Γ, indicated by the black
dashed lines, and these peaks persists as the chain length is
increased. The results are obtained for Ω = 0.25Γ, ∆ = 0.5Γ,
and ∆̄ = 0.2Γ.
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where θ0 = −2 arctan[Γ∆̄/(2(Ω2 −∆∆̄))] and

τd = Γ
Ω2 + ∆̄2

(Ω2 −∆∆̄)2 + Γ2∆̄2/4
. (A7)

The output after scattering off one emitter is now found
to first order as

|ψout〉 =

∫
dδ TδA(δ)|δ〉

= eiθ0
∫
dx

1√
2π

∫
dδ A(δ)eiδxeiτ1δâ†(x)|0〉

= T0

∫
dxψ1(x+ τ1)â†(x)|0〉, (A8)

where T0 = eiθ0 is the transmission coefficient at the car-
rier frequency. By comparing Eqs. (A1) and (A8), it
is evident that, independent of the incident pulse shape,
the outgoing pulse after scattering off one emitter has

acquired a phase given by the transmission coefficient at
the carrier frequency, and it has been shifted in the nega-
tive x-direction, i.e. delayed, by τd. In the situation with
N emitters, each emitter causes a delay of τd resulting
in a total delay of Nτd. We therefore define a group ve-
locity as vg = τ−1

d , which yields Eq. (16) and provides
the number of emitters the photon pass per unit time.
Hereby, vg is the slope of the lines in Fig. 5, while the
intercepts are chosen to ensure agreement with the sim-
ulated departure times for N = 10 emitters, where the
photons have separated in Fig. 5.

Appendix B: Four-Photon Pulse Train

Here we give the explicit form of the wave function
ansatz to describe the regular train of four photons in
Figs. 9(e)–(h). Analogous to the analysis of the three-
photon pulse in Eq. (17), we use the following form for
the four-photon amplitude

E4(t1, t2, t3, t4) = C exp

[
− (tc − µc)2

2σ2
c

] |t12|p|t23|p|t34|p|t13|p|t24|p|t14|p
σ6p
r1σ

2p
r2σ

p
r3

×
{

exp

[
− t

2
12 + t223 + t234

2σ2
r1

− t213 + t224

2σ2
r2

− t214

2σ2
r3

]
+ permutations

}
,

(B1)

where tc = (t1 + t2 + t3 + t4)/4, tij = ti − tj , and
“permutations” include all necessary permutations of t1,
t2, t3, and t4 to adhere to the requirements of bosonic
symmetry. In analogy to the three-photon case, we use

σr3 = 3σr2/2 = 3σr1, which corresponds to a state with
four equidistant photons. For the comparison to our nu-
merical simulations in Fig. 9, we use p = 1.2, Γµc = 575,
Γσc = 70, and Γσr1 = 90/

√
p.
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tion of three-photon bound states in a quantum nonlin-
ear medium, Science 359, 783 (2018).
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B. Jelenković, M. D. Lukin, and V. Vuletić, Repulsive
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ferberth, and H. P. Büchler, Nonexponential decay of a
collective excitation in an atomic ensemble coupled to a
one-dimensional waveguide, Phys. Rev. A 102, 063703
(2020).

[54] B. Poudyal and I. M. Mirza, Collective photon rout-
ing improvement in a dissipative quantum emitter chain
strongly coupled to a chiral waveguide QED ladder,
Phys. Rev. Research 2, 043048 (2020).

[55] Z. Wang, T. Jaako, P. Kirton, and P. Rabl, Super-
correlated Radiance in Nonlinear Photonic Waveguides,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 124, 213601 (2020).

[56] Y.-X. Zhang, C. Yu, and K. Mølmer, Subradiant bound
dimer excited states of emitter chains coupled to a one
dimensional waveguide, Phys. Rev. Research 2, 013173
(2020).

[57] A. V. Poshakinskiy, J. Zhong, and A. N. Poddubny,
Quantum Chaos Driven by Long-Range Waveguide-
Mediated Interactions, Phys. Rev. Lett. 126, 203602
(2021).

[58] A. V. Poshakinskiy and A. N. Poddubny, Dimerization
of Many-Body Subradiant States in Waveguide Quan-
tum Electrodynamics, Phys. Rev. Lett. 127, 173601
(2021).

[59] Y.-L. L. Fang and H. U. Baranger, Waveguide QED:
Power spectra and correlations of two photons scattered
off multiple distant qubits and a mirror, Phys. Rev. A
91, 053845 (2015).

[60] J. Kumlin, S. Hofferberth, and H. P. Büchler, Emergent
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