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We study the dynamics of a quantum emitter coupled to a two-dimensional photonic crystal
featuring a finite bandwidth with sharp edges and a Van-Hove singularity. We study the effect
of strong system-bath coupling and non-Markovianity of the photonic environment using a non-
perturbative approach based on the recently introduced NCA dynamical map for open quantum
systems. We show that several characteristic features of the dynamics near a photonic band-edge
such as the freezing of spontaneous emission and the maximum light-matter entanglement, get
strongly modified in presence of counter-rotating terms in the system-bath coupling, beyond the
rotating-wave approximation. Furthermore, by computing the spectral function of the quantum
emitter we comment on the role played by atom-photon bound-state and show that this acquires a
much larger lifetime once the rotating-wave approximation is relaxed.

I. INTRODUCTION

An atom coupled to its electromagnetic environment is
one of the most fundamental example of open quantum
system and the understanding of spontaneous emission
has triggered fundamental advances in this field [1, 2].
Since then, the idea of controlling the electromagnetic
environment of real or artificial atoms in order to modify
and affect their dissipative dynamics has been a much
explored and successful one. It has lead for example
to the development of cavity [3] and circuit QED [4],
where the atom is coupled to a resonant mode of a cav-
ity or superconductor resonator. In more recent years
the progress in controlling confinement of light in differ-
ent types of nanostructures and platforms has made the
design of photonic environment a practical experimental
tool to modify and shape light-matter interactions be-
tween quantum emitters and electromagnetic modes, and
to increase their coupling in the quantum regime. Exam-
ples include arrays of coupled cavities realizing photonic
crystals [5], waveguide coupled to a Quantum Emitter
(QE) in Waveguide-QED [6] or cold atoms arrays [7–10].

Earlier investigations on QEs coupled to structured
photonic environments such as photonic crystals display-
ing a photonic band gap revealed the emergence of atom-
radiation bound states, freezing of spontaneous emission
and entanglement between matter and light [11–15]. Re-
cently this topics has received renovated attention [16–
18]. Much of these investigations, however, have focused
on the weak light-matter coupling regime, where the
Rotating-Wave Approximation (RWA), a conventional
approximation in quantum optics, is valid. In the regime
of strong or ultrastrong light-matter coupling [19, 20] this
approximation can break down and novel phenomena are
expected to emerge [21–25]: in this work we focus on such
regimes.

The theoretical description of small quantum systems
strongly coupled to structured photonic environments in
the non-perturbative light-matter coupling regime poses
a number of challenges. One cannot make standard

Markovian approximations leading to well known mas-
ter equations, as these rely on the bath spectral function
being smooth, which is not the case in presence of band-
gaps with sharp edges or Van-Hove types of singularities.
Also, one needs approaches able to capture the physics
in non-perturbative regimes of the light-matter coupling.
For these reasons, in this work we use a recently devel-
oped approach for open-quantum systems based on a self-
consistent dynamical map [26]. This approach, based on
the self-consistent resummation of infinite class of dia-
grams in the system-bath coupling corresponding to the
so called Non-Crossing Approximation (NCA), allows to
treat both the non-perturbative regime of light-matter
coupling and to consider a bath density of states which
is not necessarily smooth.

In this work we consider a model for a QE, described as
a two-level system, coupled to a two-dimensional array of
photonic cavities realizing a photonic crystal with finite
bandwidth and sharp band-edges. Previous works have
already studied this system within the RWA: when the
emitter frequency lies outside the band [11] the dynamics
is mainly dominated by bound states that are coherent
states with a long relaxation time. When the emitter fre-
quency lies inside the band the singularity in the center
of the band leads to a non-perturbative regime where the
Fermi golden rule fails [27, 28]. We investigate the sys-
tem beyond the RWA, computing its dynamics with the
NCA dynamical map both without and within the RWA.
We consider the cases of an emitter frequency well within
the photonic band, outside of the band and at the band
edge and we show that in the latter case deviations from
the RWA are most pronounced. We show that several
characteristic features of the dynamics near a photonic
band-edge, such as the slow-down of the spontaneous de-
cay or the light-matter entanglement are strongly modi-
fied in presence of counter-rotating terms. Furthermore,
by computing the spectral function of the QE we com-
ment on the role played by atom-photon bound-state and
show that this acquires a much larger lifetime once the
RWA is relaxed.
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FIG. 1. Density of states for the photonic bath realised by
a two-dimensional lattice of coupled cavities with nearest-
neighbor hopping J , as described in the main text. The spec-
trum is centered around the frequency ω∗ and has a finite
half-bandwidth W = 4J . We note the Van Hove singularity
at ω∗ and the sharp band edges at ω = ω∗±W . The quantum
emitter frequency is ωq and we parametrize it in terms of its
distance from the central frequency ω∗, through the param-
eter ∆ = ωq − ω∗. In this respect, an emitter resonant with
the bath has |∆|/W < 1, while for ∆ = ±W the emitter is at
the edge of the band.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II we intro-
duce our model for a quantum emitter coupled to a pho-
tonic bath, write down the Hamiltonian for the full light-
matter coupling and introduce the RWA to which we will
compare our results. In Sec. III we discuss the method
we use to solve for the dynamics of the QE, namely the
NCA dynamical map. In Sec. IV we present our results
for the dynamics of spontaneous emission, entanglement
entropy and for the emitter spectral function. In Sec. V,
we discuss a qualitative picture to understand the results
obtained in the previous section. Finally, In Sec. VI we
draw our conclusions. Appendixes contain more details
about technical aspects of our work.

II. THE MODEL

We consider a two-level system (TLS) {|↑〉 , |↓〉} cou-
pled to a photonic bath, describing a Quantum Emitter
(QE) or a defect embedded in a photonic crystal. The
full Hamiltonian H of the system can be written as

H = HS +HB +HSB

where HS = ωqσ
z is the TLS Hamiltonian with transi-

tion frequency ωq, HSB is the light-matter coupling while
HB describes the photonic bath that we take to be a two-
dimensional photonic lattice described by a tight-binding
model with nearest neighbor coupling J and on-site en-
ergy ω∗. The Hamiltonian for the bath is given by

HB =
∑
r

ω∗a
†
rar − J

∑
<r,r′>

(
a†rar′ +H.c

)
,

where r = (x, y) denotes the position of the photonic
mode in the lattice. By going to Fourier space we can

diagonalize the Hamiltonian and bring it to the following
form

HB =
∑
k

ω̃ka
†
kak (1)

where we have introduced the dispersion ω̃k = ω∗+ωk =
ω∗ − 2J [cos (kx) + cos (ky)] and the Fourier component
of the photon operators ak = 1√

N

∑
r
e−ik·rar with kx,y =

π
N (−N,−N + 1, · · · , N − 1). The main interest of this
bath consists in its density of states (DoS)

D(ω) =
1

(2π)2

∫ ∫
dkδ (ω − ω̃k) (2)

illustrated in the Fig. 1 whenN →∞. First, the bath has
a finite bandwidth, i.e. its frequencies extend between
ω̃k ∈ [ω∗ −W,ω∗ +W ] where we define W = 4J and are
centered around ω∗. This allows us to discuss different
situations depending on the value of the TLS frequency
ωq, as we discuss below. Furthermore, the DoS has strong
non-Markovian features, including sharp band-edges and
a Van-Hove singularity in the middle of the band.

The QE is coupled to the photonic bath locally at a
given site through the dipole operator of the TLS which
is linearly coupled to the electric field, giving rise to a
dipole gauge type of Hamiltonian which reads

HSB = σx
∑
k

gk

(
ak + a†k

)
(3)

In the following, we consider only one mode of polar-
ization of light and a k-independent coupling constant
gk = g. Relaxing these constraints also gives rise to inter-
esting phenomena [29]. Combining all the terms together
we obtain an Hamiltonian for the light-matter system of
the form

H = ωqσ
z +

∑
k

ω̃ka
†
kak + σx

∑
k

gk

(
ak + a†k

)
(4)

In the following we will be interested in comparing the
dynamics generated by Eq. (4) with the one obtained
under the RWA. This is a widely used approximation in
quantum optics which is valid when the bath and QE are
close to resonance and weakly coupled: in this case, their
dynamics is dominated by their bare frequencies and thus
the “counter-rotating” terms in the light-matter coupling
are rapidly oscillating and can be neglected. This yields

HRWA = ωqσ
z +

∑
k

gk

(
akσ

+ + a†kσ
−
)

+
∑
k

ω̃ka
†
kak

(5)

In this form the Hamiltonian conserves the total number
of excitations Nexc = σz+

∑
k a
†
kak and allows for a sim-

ple solution in the subspace at fixed Nexc. In particular,
for Nexc = 1 several results have been known in the lit-
erature. In the single excitation sector, the total state of
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the system described by HRWA can be written explicitly,
if we suppose a empty bath initially |0〉.

|ψ(t)〉 =

(
Ceg(t)σ

+ +
∑
k

Ck(t)a†k

)
|↓〉 ⊗ |0〉 (6)

using this expression and the propagator we can diagonal-
ize the hamiltonian HRWA and also obtain the dynamics
of spontaneous emission [27]. Note that when the band
admits discontinuities or singularities, it is necessary to
carry out analytical continuations or approximations in
order to obtain the dynamics. Here we will discuss the
effects of counter-rotating terms on the physics of this
model, as a function of the light-matter coupling g and
the frequency of the emitter ωq that we parametrize in
terms of ∆ = ωq − ω∗, the detuning with respect to the
middle of the band ω∗ (See Fig. 1). This formally corre-
sponds to go to a frame rotating at the central frequency
of the photonic band ω∗, by applying the unitary trans-

formation Û = exp
(
itω∗

(
σz +

∑
k a
†
kak

))
. We note

that in the limit ω∗, ωq → ∞ we expect the effect of
counter-rotating terms to disappear and the RWA to be-
come exact.

III. NCA DYNAMICAL MAP

In this section we briefly discuss the theoretical ap-
proach we use to compute the dynamics of our model.
Since we are interested to go beyond the weak-coupling
regime in which RWA is valid, we resort to the recently
developed Non-Crossing dynamical map [26]. This ap-
proach is similar in spirit to a master equation, describ-
ing the reduced dynamics of the QE after the bath is
integrated out, but it yields an equation for the dynam-
ical map of the system, that is the superoperator V̂(t)
evolving the reduced density matrix, rather than for the
density matrix itself. The dynamical map is defined by
ρ(t) = TrBρtot(t) = V̂(t)ρ(0); expanding in the system-
bath coupling, one finds that it obeys the Dyson equation

∂tV̂(t)• = −i
[
HS , V̂(t)•

]
+

∫ t

0

Σ(t− t1)V̂(t1)• (7)

where Σ is defined as an infinite series involving the 2-
times correlations functions of the bath and where the
bullets indicate the arguments of super-operators, when
necessary. Within a non-crossing approximation, de-
scribed in Fig. 2, and without making the RWA, the
self-energy takes the simple analytical expression

ΣNCA(τ) = Γ(τ)
(
V̂(τ) [σx•]σx − σxV̂(τ)σx•

)
+ h.c.

(8)
Γ(τ) is the 2-times correlation function of the bath
operator Γ(τ) = TrB [B(τ)B(0)ρB(0)] with B =∑

k gk

(
ak + a†k

)
and a

(†)
k (τ) the creation (annihilation)

bosonic operator in the interaction picture. We note that

መ𝑆𝑁𝐶𝐴 =                 +               +              +…   =

FIG. 2. Self-energy in the non-crossing approximation
(NCA). Solid lines correspond to bare time evolution superop-
erators (without the bath), dashed lines correspond to bath
2-times correlation functions, bold solid lines correspond to
the dynamical map V. Only diagrams where the dashed lines
do not cross are kept in the non-crossing approximation.

the self-energy has a similar structure to the “dissipator”
of standard master equations, and in fact the Born Mas-
ter equation can be recovered by replacing V(τ) by eHSτ

in the expression (8) of the self energy. The expression
for the self-energy within the RWA is reported in the
Appendix A.

IV. RESULTS

In this section, we discuss our results for the dynamics
of the system obtained with the NCA dynamical map.
We consider the emitter initially in the excited state
ρ (0) = |↑〉 〈↑| coupled to an initially empty bath, de-
scribed by ρB(0) = |0〉 〈0|. Then we let the system evolve
through the Hamiltonian with (5) and without RWA (4),
and study the emitter relaxation.

We fix ω∗ 'W and we voluntarily choose a large band-
width, in order to minimize the influence of the edge
(singularity in the middle) of the band when the emitter
frequency lies in the middle of the band (edge).

A. Dynamics of Spontaneous Emission from weak
to strong coupling

We start discussing the dynamics of spontaneous emis-
sion, described by the time-dependent population of the
TLS

P (t) ≡ 1

2
(1 + 〈σz〉 (t)) (9)

In Fig. 3, we show the results obtained numerically for the
dynamics of the emitter, for different values of detuning
between the emitter and the center of the photonic band
∆/W = −1.2,−1.0,−0.25, 0, 0.5 and for a fixed coupling
constant g/W = 0.05. Solid and dotted lines corre-
spond respectively to the dynamics without and within
the RWA. As expected, we find that the decay of the
spontaneous emission is faster when the frequency of the
emitter lies within the photonic band, |∆/W | < 1, while
it slows down as its frequency is moved outside of the
band since the emitter cannot hybridize with the bath.
The decay is exponential in time and can be estimated us-
ing perturbation theory and Fermi Golden’s Rule (FGR)
to give ΓFGR(∆) = 2πg2D(∆). This is true except if the
emitter frequency is close enough to the middle of the
band, where the density of states features a Van-Hove
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FIG. 3. Spontaneous emission of a single quantum emit-
ter, initially prepared in its excited state, and then sud-
denly coupled to a photonic bath, with a coupling constant
g/W = 0.05 and for different detuning values ∆/W =
−1.2,−1,−0.25, 0, 0.5, corresponding to a QE outiside the
band (∆/W < −1) at the edge (∆/W = −1) or within the
band (∆/W > −1). Solid lines correspond to the dynamics
of H and that dotted at HRWA.

singularity: in this case the decay is non-exponential and
perturbation theory breaks down as discussed in the lit-
erature [27, 28, 30].

We see from Fig. 3 that for (almost) all detunings, in-
cluding when the emitter is resonant with the singularity
∆/W = 0, the dynamics within and without the RWA
agrees for the (weak) light-matter coupling considered.
We also remark (not shown) that the NCA dynamical
map is able to predict a deviation from exponential re-
laxation when the emitter frequency is sufficiently close
to the singularity. Particularly interesting for this work is
the regime in which the emitter frequency is at the lower
edge of the photonic band, corresponding to ∆/W = −1
in Fig. 3: in this case we see that significant deviations
arise depending on whether one makes the RWA or not.
This observation suggests that going beyond the RWA is
necessary to describe the physics in this regime, due to
the sharp discontinuity of the bath DoS at the edge of
the band.

In Fig. 4 we focus on the regime in which the emitter
frequency is at the edge of the photonic band ∆/W =
−1, where we expect the deviations from RWA to be
most important, and vary the light-matter coupling g
from weak to strong. The top panel corresponds to the
evolution obtained within the RWA and the bottom panel
to the dynamics generated by the full Hamiltonian.

In this latter case we see that upon increasing g the ex-
ponential relaxation of the spontaneous decay observed
before is modified. In particular we observe the expected
freezing of spontaneous emission which appears in the
form of intermediate time plateau in the time evolution.
For g/W = 0.05 for example we clearly see a rapid decay
of P (t) followed by an almost constant evolution up to
some longer time scales at which the dynamics relaxes

FIG. 4. Spontaneous emission of a single quantum emitter
with frequency at the lower edge of the photonic band, cor-
responding to ∆/W = −1, initially prepared in its excited
state and then suddenly coupled to the bath. The top panel
correspond to the dynamic of the full Hamiltonian while the
bottom panel is the evolution of the entanglement entropy for
the Hamiltonian under RWA.

again towards zero. As the coupling is further increased
the metastable plateau is reduced, however we see that
at stronger couplings multiple plateau re-emerge. This is
a phenomenology that is strongly reminiscent of prether-
malization in weakly non-integrable many-body systems
which possess several well separated energy scales cor-
responding to the unlocking of almost conserved quan-
tities. This phenomenology is modified by the presence
of counter-rotating terms (top panel) which give rises to
important differences in the dynamics of the spontaneous
emission. In particular we note a much faster decay to-
wards the steady state, which quite importantly does not
need to be the ground-state of the Qubit since counter-
rotating terms can support a non trivial steady state.
Quite interestingly, we see that the plateau structure
reminiscent of metastability is not completely washed
away, as we see at intermediate and strong coupling
g/W = 0.1− 0.2.

Within the RWA the freezing of spontaneous emission
is usually understood with the appearance of coherent
state in the dynamics, which live outside the band (bound
state) [13, 21, 23, 31]. At the lower edge of the band, the
frequency of the emitter splits between coherent states
in the gap and modes in the band [11], is it in this that
we find a dynamic which for a long time relaxes towards
the ground state of the QE. Here, for the full dynamics
this picture will need to be modified as we will discuss in
Sec. V.

B. Dynamics of Entanglement Entropy

To better understand the dynamics at strong coupling
and the role of counter-rotating terms we now discuss the
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FIG. 5. Dynamics of the entanglement entropy for a QE with
detuning within the photon band, ∆/W = −0.75 and for
different values of coupling g/W with the bath. Solid lines
correspond to the dynamics of H, and the dotted one the
dynamics of HRWA.

evolution of the entanglement entropy between the QE
and its photonic environment. We emphasize that the full
system plus environment evolve unitarily and therefore
we can consider a bipartition containing the emitter and
define its reduced density matrix as ρ(t) = TrB ρtot(t),
where the trace is taken over the photonic bath degrees of
freedom. Then the entanglement entropy between emit-
ter and its environment reads

S(t) = −Tr (ρ(t) log ρ(t)) . (10)

We note incidentally that the emitter reduced density
matrix ρ(t) is a quantity we can naturally access with the
NCA dynamical map. For spin-boson types of models the
study of entanglement entropies in equilibrium and at the
quantum phase transition has received major attention in
the past [32–34].

We first consider the case in which the QE lies within
the photonic band, ∆/W = −0.75, and different values
of system-bath coupling g/W and compare in Fig. (5) the
full dynamics obtained within NCA with the RWA. We
see that in both cases the entanglement grows with time,
starting from zero since the initial state we consider is a
product state between system and bath, reaches a max-
imum value and then decreases. The value of this max-
imum entanglement does not depend on the coupling g
and concides with the maximum entanglement for a two-
level system, i.e. the system is maximally entangled at
short times due to the coupling to the photonic bath. On
the other hand, the time scales to reach the maximum en-
tanglement and then to leave it towards the stationary
value depend strongly on g: we see that quite generically
the dynamics is much faster as g is increased. The com-
parison between full dynamics and RWA reveals that the
dynamics of entanglement is similar, while the long-time

FIG. 6. Dynamics of the entanglement entropy for a QE with
detuning at the edge of the photonic band, ∆/W = −1 and
for different values of coupling g/W with the bath. The top
panel correspond to the dynamic of the full Hamiltonian while
the bottom panel is the evolution of the entanglement entropy
for the Hamiltonian under RWA.

limit is different. In particular the counter-rotating terms
are able to sustain a finite entanglement entropy at long
times, while within RWA the entanglement always goes
to zero at long times since the QE relaxes back to the
ground state.

We now discuss the more relevant case for us of a QE
sitting at the edge of the photonic band, i.e. ∆/W = −1.
In Fig. 6 we plot the resulting dynamics of the entangle-
ment entropy for the full Hamiltonian (top panel) and
the RWA case (bottom panel). Focusing on the latter
case first we note that the main difference that appears
with respect to Fig. 5 is the fact that the maximum en-
tanglement is stabilized and mantained for a finite time-
interval, before decaying to zero. This maximally entan-
gled time interval depends on the system-bath coupling,
i.e. for weaker coupling the plateau is longer-lived while
it is destroyed rapidly for strong g. This phenomenon,
which corresponds to a back action of the reservoir be-
tween the emitter and the mode of the photonic band
[12, 35–37] is linked to bounds state in the dynamics.
It can be understood as the entanglement entropy coun-
terpart of the prethermalization plateau observed in the
dynamics of spontaneous emission discussed before. In
particular we can use the same kinematic argument and
the conservation of total excitation number to under-
stand the resilience of entanglement to decay in the case
of RWA dynamics. This picture is further confirmed by
looking at the full dynamics beyond RWA, shown in the
top panel. There we see that the maximum entangle-
ment is preserved at short times: the rapid increase of
entanglement entropy seems not affected by the counter-
rotating terms which instead play a more relevant role at
longer times, destabilizing the maximally entangled state
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FIG. 7. Spectral function of the QE, as defined in the text, for
differents values of coupling g/W and for a QE frequency lying
within the photonic band, ∆/W = −0.5, corresponding to a
frequency ωq/W = 0.625 We plot only positive frequencies
and represent with the dotted lines the upper and lower edges
of the photonic bath. Left panel shows the result for the full
Hamiltonian, while the right panel within the RWA. For weak
couplings we see in both cases a a narrow resonance centered
around ω = ωq and a small feature in correspondence of the
singularity in the middle of the band. For stronger couplings
the deviations between full Hamiltonian and RWA become
more evident, both in terms of width of the resonance and
behavior at the edge of the band.

on much shorter time scales and leading to a stationary
state which is not the trivial ground-state of the isolated
emitter but contains non-zero system-bath entanglement.

C. Photonic Bound-State and Quantum Emitter
Green’s Function

A typical approach to understanding the link between
dynamics and the nature of excitations is to look at the
spectral function of the system encoded in the retarded
Green’s function of the emitter, which is defined as

χ(t) = −iθ(t) 〈[σx(t), σx(0)]〉 . (11)

Here, the average is taken over the stationary density
matrix of the coupled system and bath and the time-
evolution is performed with respect to the full Hamil-
tonian of system and bath. This quantity can be com-
puted within our NCA dynamical map, by expressing
Eq. (11) in terms of the evolution superoperator V̂(t) de-
fined in Sec. III [26]. From this quantity, we can extract
the Fourier transform and take the imaginary part which
contains information about the spectrum of the system,
i.e. χ(ω) = Im

∫
dte−iωtχ(t).

We start considering the case in which the emitter fre-
quency lies within the photonic band, i.e. ∆/W = −0.5
and plot in Fig. 7 the spectral function for different val-
ues of light-matter coupling g, both in the case of RWA
(right panel) and for the full Hamiltonian (left panel).
In both cases we see some common features emerging
in the spectral function, including a peak within the
band (dotted lines represent the upper and lower edges

FIG. 8. Spectral function of the QE, as defined in the text,
for differents values of coupling g/W and for a QE frequency
lying at the edge of the photonic band, ∆/W = −1. We
plot only positive frequencies and represent with the dotted
lines the upper and lower edges of the photonic bath. Left
panel shows the result for the full Hamiltonian, while the right
panel within the RWA. We see that the deviations appear al-
ready for moderately weak couplings, where the RWA results
show a narrow resonance within the gap, corresponding to a
photonic bound-state, while the inclusion of counter-rotating
terms leads to a broadening of the in-gap peak and a transfer
of spectral weight within the band.

of the band) corresponding to the frequency of the emit-
ter ωq/W = 0.625 which shifts and becomes broader as
the coupling g is increased. At stronger values of the
coupling we see also the appearance (in both panels) of
a spectral feature in the middle of the band correspond-
ing to the Van-Hove singularity. On the other hand, we
see that the behavior of the spectral function at frequen-
cies near the band-edge is rather different and that the
presence of counter-rotating terms in the full Hamilto-
nian has direct consequences on the spectral features of
the system. In particular as we increase the coupling
g we see that states in between the gap appears in the
spectrum, corresponding to processes involving virtual
photons that cannot appear within RWA due to the con-
servation of total number of excitations. Furthermore,
we see the emergence of a sharp peak at the edge of the
band which is completely absent in the RWA data and
which gets stronger as g increases. We will comment on
the origin of this spectral feature in Sec. V.

We now discuss the spectral function for a case in
which the emitter frequency lies at the edge of the band,
which for the dynamics corresponds to the stronger differ-
ences between RWA and full dynamics. In Fig. 8 we plot
the spectral function for ∆/W = −1 and different values
of the coupling g respectively for the full Hamiltonian
(left panel) and the RWA case (right panel). We see that
in this case major differences appear in the spectrum al-
ready for relatively small values of light-matter coupling.
In particular within the RWA there is a narrow peak
within the photonic band gap whose position depends
on g and which corresponds to a photonic bound-state.
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Once counter-rotating terms are included they lead to
two major effects, namely a broadening of the in-gap peak
which becomes a resonance and acquires a finite-lifetime
and a transfer of spectral weight into the photonic bath.
We also notice the presence of a features right at the
band-edge. In both cases, we observe a splitting of the
emitter excitation into a coherent excitations outside the
band and others modes living in the band. This splitting
corresponds to the freezing of the spontaneous emission,
indeed the band modes have a faster decay time than the
coherent excitations outside the band. Moreover, this
splitting is all the more important and brings into play
all the more modes that the coupling with the bath is
strong.

V. DISCUSSION

The results shown in the previous section highlight
the fact that counter-rotating terms in the system-bath
Hamiltonian become relevant for the dynamics of the sys-
tem not only at strong coupling g, but also at weak and
intermediate values provided the frequency of the quan-
tum emitter is resonant with the sharp band edge. In
order to qualitative understand these results it is useful
to perform a time-dependent unitary transformation and
to rewrite the full Hamiltonian of H in the interaction
picture with respect to the free evolution of emitter and

bath, H0 = ωqσ
z +

∑
k ω̃ka

†
kak. This gives

H(t) = g
∑
k

(
ei(ωq−ω̃k)tσ+ak + h.c.

)
+

+ g
∑
k

(
ei(ωq+ω̃k)tσ+a†k + h.c.

)
(12)

where the system-bath coupling is now explicitly time-
dependent and contains two types of terms, those con-
serving the total number of excitations and oscillating
at frequency ωq − ω̃k and the counter-rotating terms os-
cillating at frequency ωq + ω̃k. The RWA amounts to
disregard the latter terms which are rapidly oscillating
as compared to the number-conserving couplings. This
approximation is usually valid provided that

|ωq + ω̃k| � |ωq − ω̃k|

This is true in particular whenever the emitter frequency
is resonant with the photonic band, ωq = ω̃k or equiva-
lently ∆ = ωk, which is the case (for some value of k)
whenever |∆|/W < 1 (see Fig. 9).

We expect therefore the RWA to work well whenever
the emitter is resonant with many modes of the pho-
tonic bath. When this is the case the Hamiltonian in
Eq. (12) can be split into a sub-set of k modes which
are resonant with the emitter and static, their counter-
rotating terms oscillating at frequency 2ωq acting as a
drive and a set of complementary bath modes which are
off-resonant and oscillate with multiple frequencies and

FIG. 9. Graphical representation of the modes resonant with
the frequency of the Quantum Emitter, ωk = ∆. We notice
a continuum of resonant modes when the quantum emitter
frequency is located in the band, |∆|/W < 1, which shrink to
a point as ∆ approaches the lower edge of the photonic band,
∆ = −W . On the other hand, at the upper edge ∆ = W the
resonant condition is satisfied by four state.

include both rotating and counter-rotating terms. The
condition ∆ = ωk is met by an extensive number of k = 0
points if, for example, ∆ = 0 in the middle of the band,
so the subset of coherently coupled resonant modes act it-
self as a bath and provides dissipation. In this regime one
expect a fast dynamics of the emitter and a good agree-
ment between RWA and the full dynamics, except on long
time scales where the counter-rotating terms can stabilize
a non-trivial stationary state. However, as ∆ approaches
the lower edge of the photonic band the number of reso-
nant k modes decreases. Right for ∆ = −W , correspond-
ing to the emitter at the edge of the photonic band, this
condition is only met at kx = ky = 0. This suggests an
effective Jaynes-Cumming or Rabi type of model in which
the emitter is coherently coupled to the resonant k = 0
mode, with time-dependent coherent drive of counter-
rotating terms and off-resonantly coupled to the rest of
the bath modes which provide dissipation.

Heff(t) = g
(
σ+a+ h.c.

)
+ g

(
σ+a†e2iωqt + h.c.

)
+

+ g
∑
k

(
ei(ωq−ω̃k)tσ+ak + h.c.

)
+

+ g
∑
k

(
ei(ωq+ω̃k)tσ+a†k + h.c.

)
(13)

Furthermore all the couplings in the RWA have to con-
serve the total number of excitations. In this picture the
freezing of spontaneous emission and the entanglement
plateaux arise because of the interplay between off res-
onant system-bath couplings, which are responsible for
bringing the system back to its ground-state but are kine-
matically blocked at small g because of the conservation
of excitation number, and resonant coherent coupling
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with the k = 0 mode which instead protects entangle-
ment and a finite value of the emitter polarization. On
the other hand when the counter-rotating terms are in-
cluded the picture changes substantially: from one side
new coherent coupling terms arise between the emitter
and the k = 0 mode and new off resonant dissipative
channels emerge, both of which break the conservation
of excitations and lead to a non-trivial stationary state
but also spoils the separation of energy scales associated
to the metastable states observed in the RWA.

The argument above can also be used to understand
qualitatively the origin of the strong spectral response
of the system at frequency corresponding to the lower
edge of the band, as shown in Fig. 7. In fact we note
that in the rotating frame picture discussed above the
full Hamiltonian can be obtained from the RWA one by
including a time-dependent perturbation given by the
counter-rotating terms, which oscillate at ωq + ω̃k. In
the high-frequency and weak coupling limit, correspond-
ing to the regime of validity of RWA as discussed be-
fore , we expect this perturbation to be irrelevant for the
physics of the system. However we note that the modes
at the edge of the band correspond to the frequencies
k = 0 and are always the slowest ones ωq + ω̃k. For this
reason we expect that in the response to a weak drive at
that frequency, which corresponds essentially to the spec-
tral function discussed in Sec. IV, the deviations between
RWA and full dynamics to be more visible at frequencies
near the lower band edge.

Finally, we note that while the validity of RWA is usu-
ally assumed for resonant couplings, we can provide an
extended criterion of validity of RWA, which reads, in the
case the initial density matrix contains a single excitation
(See Appendix B),

g2 max
ω̃k1

,ω̃k2

[
1

(ω̃k1
+ ω̃k2

) (ωq + ω̃k1
)

]
� 1 (14)

and that gives the condition

g2 � (2ω∗ − 8J) (2ω∗ + ∆− 4J) (15)

explaining why the RWA fails more strongly when the
emitter is at the lowest edge of the photonic band.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this work we have studied the dynamics of a quan-
tum emitter strongly coupled to a photonic environment

featuring a finite band-widht and a band gap. We have
discussed in particular the role of the counter-rotating
terms in the full Hamiltonian and the consequences they
bring with respect to the dynamics within the Rotating
Wave Approximation (RWA). To solve the resulting spin-
boson model we have used the recently developed NCA
dynamical map, which gives direct access to the reduced
density matrix of the emitter, from which local properties
as well as spontaneous emission, entanglement entropy
can be readily obtained as well as the frequency resolved
spectral function. We have shown that the major de-
viations from RWA due to the counter-rotating terms
arise when the emitter frequency is at the lower edge
of the photonic band where the freezing of spontaneous
emission and the maximum entanglement, usually inter-
pretred in terms of photonic bound-states, are destroyed
and the system is driven towards a non-trivial and en-
tangled stationary state. We have shown that spectral
features corresponding to this physics arise in the emit-
ter spectral function. Specifically we have shown that
the narrow in-gap peak appearing in the RWA case be-
comes a much broader resonance due to counter-rotating
terms and also hybridizes with modes within the pho-
tonic band. We have provided a qualitative picture to
understand these results in terms of an effective Rabi-like
model, featuring a resonant coherent coupling between
emitter and the k = 0 mode and to a bath of off-resonant
excitations which provide dissipation. Our results show
the importance of counter-rotating terms in the dynam-
ics of wave-guide QED systems not only at ultrastrong
coupling but also at intermediate light-matter coupling
regimes, depending on the relative detuning of the emit-
ter. Directions for future work could include for example
the interplay of two or more quantum emitters, which can
be still treated within the NCA dynamical map, or the
calculation of photonic bath properties to inquire the de-
tail structure of the system-bath wave function at strong
coupling.
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Appendix A: Dyson equation for RWA dynamics

In the same spirit as in the main text, we can write the dyson equation and more particularly the self energy for
the Hamiltonian HRWA:

ΣRWA
NCA (t1, t2) =− Γ++(t2 − t1)X+V(t1, t2)X†+

− Γ−−(t1 − t2)X†−V(t1, t2)X−

+ Γ+−(t1 − t2)X†+V(t1, t2)X−

+ Γ+−(t2 − t1)X−V(t1, t2)X†+ (A1)

where the operator X is X = σ+ = σx + iσy and Xγ are superoperators labeled by indices γ ∈ {+,−} such that
X+ = X• and X− = •X. The bath correlation functions are given by

Γγγ′(t− t′) = g2
∑
k

TrB

(
Tca†k,γ(t)ak,γ′(t′)ρB(0)

)
(A2)

Appendix B: Validity of the rotating wave approximation

In this section, we will determine the validity criterion for the RWA described in the main text. For this, we will
consider the evolution of the density matrix described by the following Hamiltonian:

H = HRW +HCR = HRWA + g
∑
k

σ+a†k + σ−ak (B1)

we recall that the evolution of the density matrix is given by ρtot(t) = e−iHtρtot(0)eiHt, where eiHt is the time
evolution operator for the total Hamiltonian. By moving to the interaction picture according to the unperturbed
Hamiltonian HRWA, the following identites can be found

ρtot(t) = e−iHtρtot(0)eiHt = e−iHRWAtTte−i
∫ t
0
HCR(τ)dτρtot(0)T̃tei

∫ t
0
HCR(τ)dτeiHRWAt (B2)

here HCR(τ) = eiHRWAτHCRe−iHRWAτ and Tt is the real-time ordering operator, which for any operator product
changes the order such that each operator has only later operators to the left and earlier operators to the right.
From this expression, we see that the rotating wave approximation is valid when the initial density matrix remains
unchanged by the evolution according to the Hamiltonian HCR(t), i.e when:

ρCRtot (t) = e−i
∫ t
0
HCR(τ)dτρtot(0)ei

∫ t
0
HCR(τ)dτ ≈ ρtot(0) (B3)

Since this condition is in general not satisfied, we perform an expansion according to the orders in g, and we seek the
condition such that the lowest orders are negligible. In order to manage this expansion, it is convenient to rewrite the
evolution operator∫ t

0

HCR(τ)dτ =

∫ t

0

Ttei
∫ t
0
dτHSB(t′)dt′ei(HS+HB)τHCRe−i(HS+HB)τ T̃te−i

∫ t
0
dτHSB(t′)dt′ (B4)

where we used the interaction picture on the real-time evolution operator of the HamiltonianHRWA = HS+HB+HSB .
By using the definitions of HB and HS from the main text, the following identities can be found for the part without
coupling with the bath

ei(HS+HB)τHCRe−i(HS+HB)τ = g
∑
k

σ+a†ke
i(ωq+ω̃k)τ + σ−ake

−i(ωq+ω̃k)τ (B5)

this expression simply corresponds to the rotating frame of the counter rotating terms. Moreover, since the couplings
are linear in g, we can expand the exponentials for each order. For the first order we get

ρ
CR,(1)
tot (t) = ig

∫ t

0

dτ
[
ei(HS+HB)τHCRe−i(HS+HB)τ

]
ρtot(0)− igρtot(0)

∫ t

0

dτ
[
ei(HS+HB)τHCRe−i(HS+HB)τ

]
(B6)
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the order 1 in g does not contribute because initially we have the density matrix ρtot(0) = |↑〉 ⊗ |0〉. In the same way
for the second order, we have 5 possible contributions for the dynamics of the Qubit:

1)− 1

2
Tt
∫ t

0

∫ t

0

dτ1dτ2H(1)
CR(τ1)H(1)

CR(τ2)ρtot(0)

2)− 1

2
ρtot(0)T̃t

∫ t

0

∫ t

0

dτ1dτ2H(1)
CR(τ1)H(1)

CR(τ2)

3) + Tt
∫ t

0

dτH(1)
CR(τ)ρtot(0)T̃t

∫ t

0

dτH(1)
CR(τ)

4)− iTt
∫ t

0

dτH(2)
CR(τ)ρtot(0)

5)− iρtot(0)T̃t

∫ t

0

dτH(2)
CR(τ) (B7)

where in its expressions, we denote H(n)
CR = O (gn),that is, we perform an expansion of the counter rotating term

into the coupling constant g. Due to the initial state corresponding to a single excitation for the Qubit, one can

easily convince oneself that the contributions (1-3) do not participate in the dynamics, because we have H(1)
CR =

ei(HS+HB)τHCRe−i(HS+HB)τ .With regard to contribution 4) (in the same way for the contribution 5) we can rewrite
it in the following form

−i
∫ t

0

dτH(2)
CR(τ)ρtot(0) = g2

∑
k1,k2

[
eit(ω̃k1

+ω̃k2) − 1

(ω̃k1
+ ω̃k2

) (ω̃k2
− ωq)

− eit(ω̃k1
+ω̃q) − 1

(ω̃k1
+ ωq) (ω̃k2

− ωq)

]
a†k1

a†k2
σ+σ−ρtot(0) (B8)

So, the Rotating wave approximation is then valid when the following criterion is met:

g2 max
ω̃k1

,ω̃k2

[
1

(ω̃k1
+ ω̃k2

) (ωq + ω̃k1
)

]
� 1 (B9)

using the definition of detuning ∆ = ωq − ω∗ and remembering that we choose ω∗ such that ω̃k > 0, for all k, the
expression can be reduced to

g2 � (2ω∗ − 8J) (∆ + 2ω∗ − 4J) (B10)

Appendix C: Comparison with Born Master equation

In this appendix we show that many features of the emitter dynamics discussed in the main text are missed if
one solves the system-bath dynamics within the Born Master Equation. As we mentioned in the main text, this
corresponds to perform a non-self-consistent NCA calculation in which the propagator entering the self-energy is the
bare emitter propagator rather than the fully dressed one. Therefore one expect that this approach is not able to
capture the physics at strong system-bath couplings. To see this we consider in Fig. C the dynamics of the spontaneous
emission as in the main text and compare the NCA and Born Markov dynamics. In the left panel we consider the
dynamics within RWA and for the emitter frequency on resonance with the lower edge of the photonic band. We
show that the emergence of plateaux in the spontaneous emission, corresponding to freezing, are absent within Born-
Markov. In fact this only features an exponential decay in time with a rate that grows with system-bath coupling. In
the right panel we plot the dynamics at fixed value of the coupling g and for different detuning ∆. We note a large
deviation for ∆ = 0, an emitter frequency at the center of the band in correspondence of the van Hove singularity.
Here the relxation dynamics is non-exponential and clearly cannot be captured by Born-Markov. Similar devations
appear also for ∆ = −W , i.e. in correspondence of the lower edge of the photonic band. These result highlight the
importance of the self-consistent dressing in our dynamical map, particularly at strong coupling. We conclude by
noting that a substantial difference between NCA and Born-Markov appears also in the spectral properties of the
quantum emitter. In particular the large broadening of the resonance observed in Sec. IV cannot be reproduced with
a Born-Markov calculation, whose spectral function always features a narrow in gap peak which does not broaden
and only slightly shifts in frequency.
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FIG. 10. Comparison between the RWA dynamics obtained by NCA (solid line) and by the Born Master equation (dash line).
The left panel corresponds to the edge of the band (∆/W = −1) for different values of the coupling g. As for the right panel
it corespond has a fixed coupling g = 0.1J and different detuning ∆.
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