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We investigate theoretically the limits of single-photon storage in a single Λ-type atom, specifically the trade-
off between storage efficiency and storage speed. We show that a control field can accelerate the storage process
without degrading efficiency too much. However, the storage speed is ultimately limited by the total decay rate
of the excited state involved. For a single-photon pulse propagating in a regular one-dimensional waveguide,
the storage efficiency has an upper limit of 50%. Perfect single-photon storage can be achieved by using a chiral
waveguide or the Sagnac interferometry. By comparing the storage efficiencies of Fock-state and coherent-state
pulses, we reveal the influence of quantum statistics of light on photon storage at the single-photon level.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum memories for photon pulses are crucial for quan-
tum communications [1–3] and quantum computing [4, 5].
Via the photon echo technique or electromagnetically in-
duced transparency (EIT) effect, storage of weak coherent-
state pulses with efficiency ≈ 90% has been achieved [6–
11]. Recently, the storage of Fock-state single-photon (FSSP)
pulses with efficiency > 85% has also been realized with laser-
cooled rubidium atoms [12]. However, in these experiments,
the length of the target pulse (τp) is around a few to tens
of microseconds and it is almost three orders of magnitude
larger than the lifetime 1/γ of the involved excited state of
atoms. High-speed optical quantum memories for short pulses
(≈ 1 ns) has also been demonstrated [13], but the storage ef-
ficiency is relatively low (< 30%) [14]. Storage of single-
photon pulses with high efficiency and high speed remains a
challenge [15–17].

Compared with an atomic ensemble [18–22], single-atom
system [23–26] provides a novel platform to explore the fun-
damental limits of single-photon storage, specifically, the
trade-off between storage efficiency and storage speed. A
closely related problem, i.e., single- or few-photon scattering
by an atom, has been extensively studied [27–33]. Recently,
the time-delay induced interference effect attracts new inter-
ests about photon scattering by a giant atom [34–41]. How-
ever, these research works focus more on the reflection and
transmission coefficients, not figures of merit of storage. On
the other hand, the impact of photon number quantum fluctu-
ations, which plays a crucial role in light-atom interaction at
the single-photon level, has not been adequately explored.

In this work, we investigate the limits of single-atom-based
single-photon storage without and with a control field. For a
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three-level atom placed in a regular one-dimensional waveg-
uide, there exists an upper limit (50%) on the single-photon
storage efficiency. A chiral waveguide [42–45] or Sagnac in-
terference technique [46–48] could be used to improve the ef-
ficiency and to realize perfect storage. In the absence of a
control field, we find that high storage efficiency could be ob-
tained only for long single-photon pulses (τp � 1/γ). Thus,
there is a trade-off between storage efficiency and storage
speed. A control field could be applied to enhance the stor-
age speed and improve the storage efficiency for single-photon
pulses with length τp = 1/γ. However, the storage speed is ul-
timately limited by the total decay rate of the involved excited
state. Different from an atomic ensemble, a single multilevel
atom exhibits high nonlinearity. We show that the storage effi-
ciency of a coherent-state single-photon (CSSP) pulse is lower
than that of a FSSP pulse, since nonlinear multiphoton pro-
cesses have been suppressed.

This article is structured as follows: In Sec. II, we begin
by introducing the master equation for a single Λ-type atom
driven by a quantum pulse. In Sec. III, we investigate the stor-
age of single-photon pulses without a control field. In Sec. IV,
we show the storage speed could be accelerated via a control
field. In Sec. V, we show a chiral waveguide and the Sagnac
interferometer could be exploited to realize perfect storage of
FSSP pulse. We briefly summarize in Sec. VI. Some details
about the master equation are given in the Appendix

II. MASTER EQUATIONS FOR A Λ-TYPE ATOM DRIVEN
BY A QUANTUM PULSE

Recently, substantial efforts have been devoted to investi-
gating the scattering of propagating quantum pulses by a local
quantum system [25, 49–52]. A systematic master-equation
approach has been developed to handle the dynamics the local
quantum scatter [53–55]. The input-output relation has also
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FIG. 1. Scattering of a single-photon pulse with center frequency ω0

and wave-packet function ξ̃(t) by a three-level Λ-type atom placed
in a one-dimensional waveguide. A control pulse with frequency ωc

and strength Ωc(t) is applied to assist the storage process. The decay
rates of the excited state |e〉 to the two ground states are γeg and γes

and ∆ is the two-photon detuning.

been incorporated to give the information of the outgoing tem-
poral mode [56, 57]. Here, we follow the approach given in
Ref. [53] to handle the storage of both FSSP and CSSP pulses
in a single Λ-type atom. We show that the quantum statistics
of the quantum pulse affect the storage efficiency significantly.

The basic elements of the storage process are illustrated in
Fig. 1. The Λ-type atom, which is described by Hamiltonian
Ha = ωg|g〉〈g|+ωe|e〉〈e|+ωs|s〉〈s|, contains two stable ground
states |g〉 and |s〉 and one excited state |e〉. For a regular one-
dimensional waveguide, both the forward-propagating modes
a(ω) and backward-propagating modes b(ω) have to be con-
sidered. The Hamiltonian for the waveguide photons is given
by Hp =

∫
dω(ω0 + ω)[a†(ω)a(ω) + b†(ω)b(ω)], where the

frequency of the waveguide photons has been expanded to the
first-order of the wave-vector along the propagating direction
around the near-resonant mode ω0 [58, 59]. The interaction
between the atom and waveguide photons is described by

Hint =

∫
dω

[
geg(ω)σ†ge+ges(ω)σ†se

]
[a(ω)+b(ω)]+H.C., (1)

where σge = |g〉〈e|, and σse = |s〉〈e|. In addition, an extra
control laser pulse could be applied to assist and accelerate
the storage process. The interaction to the control field is de-
scribed by Hamiltonian Hc = [Ωc(t) exp(−iωct)σse + H.C.].
To enhance the storage efficiency, the two-photon-resonance
condition is required ,i.e., ωe − ω0 = ωe − ωs − ωc = ∆.

Both CSSP pulses and FSSP pulses have been commonly
used in storage experiments [60, 61]. The dynamics of a
nonlinear scatter exhibit very different features under these
two types of quantum pulses [53, 62, 63]. The single-photon

wave-packet creation operator a†ξ =
∫

dωξ(ω)a†(ω) is usually
used to generate quantum photon pulse wave function [64].
The pulse shape is determined by the normalized spectral am-
plitude function

∫
dω|ξ(ω)|2 = 1. Forward-propagating CSSP

and FSSP pulses are described by |1CS〉 = exp
(
a†ξ − 1/2

)
|0〉

and |1FS〉 = a†ξ |0〉, respectively. Initially, the atom is prepared
in the ground state |g〉. The incident single-photon quantum
pulse excites the atom and transfers it to state |s〉 to realize the
storage.

A CSSP pulse can be treated as a classical driving field.
The dynamics of the atom density matrix are governed by a
Lindblad master equation ρ̇(t) = [Lac +Lp(t)]ρ(t), where

Lacρ(t) = − i[Ha + Hc, ρ(t)] −
γeg + γes

2
{|e〉〈e|, ρ(t)}

+ γegσgeρ(t)σ†ge + γesσgeρ(t)σ†ge, (2)

describes the spontaneous decay of the excited state |e〉 with a
classical control on the storage channel. The pumping of the
atom by the CSSP pulse is described by the Liouville opera-
tor [53]

Lp(t)ρ(t) = −i

√
γeg

2

{[
ξ̃(t)σ†ge, ρ(t)

]
+

[
ξ̃∗(t)σge, ρ

†(t)
]}
, (3)

where ξ̃(t) is the wave-packet function of the CSSP pulse de-
termined by the Fourier transform of ξ(ω) [63]. We emphasize
that there is a factor 1/

√
2 in Lp, because both the forward

and backward waveguide modes will contribute to the decay
of the excited state |e〉, but the target pulse only contains for-
ward modes. Here, we see that a CSSP pulse functions as a
classical driving, since ρ†(t) = ρ(t).

The traditional Lindblad master equation cannot be used to
describe the interaction between a FSSP pulse and a localized
quantum system [53]. A generalized Fock-state master equa-
tion has been developed [53, 54],

ρ̇(t) = Lacρ(t) +Lp(t)ρ01(t) (4)

ρ̇01(t) = Lacρ01(t) − i

√
γeg

2
ξ̃∗(t)[σge, ρ00(t)], (5)

ρ̇00(t) = Lacρ00(t), (6)

where

ρ(t) = TrR[U(t)ρ(0) ⊗ |1FS〉〈1FS| ⊗ |0b〉〈0b|U†(t)],

ρ01(t) = TrR[U(t)ρ(0) ⊗ |0a〉〈1FS| ⊗ |0b〉〈0b|U†(t)],

ρ00(t) = TrR[U(t)ρ(0) ⊗ |0a〉〈0a| ⊗ |0b〉〈0b|U†(t)],

(7)

and U(t) = T exp
[
−i

∫ t
0 (Ha + Hp + Hc + Hint)dt

]
is the time

evolution operator of the whole system. The initial-state
waveguide modes is |1FS〉⊗|0b〉. We note that significantly dif-
ferent from a CSSP pule, the pumping by a FSSP pulse [i.e.,
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FIG. 2. Optimization of the storage efficiency for (a) a Fock-state
single-photon pulse and (b) a coherent-state single-photon by varying
pulse length τp and decay rate γeg. No control field is applied (i.e.,
Ωc = 0) and the two-photon detuning ∆ is set as zero.

Lp(t)ρ01(t)] can not be regarded as a classical driving since
ρ†01(t) , ρ01(t).

(b)(a)

FIG. 3. Contrast between the storage efficiency of a Fock-state sin-
gle pulse (FSSP) and a coherent-state single-photon (CSSP) pulse.
The two-photon detuning ∆ is set as zero. (a) Optimized stor-
age efficiency in the absence of control field with Ωc = 0 and
γeg = γes = γ/2. (b) Optimized storage efficiency in the presence
of a control field with strength Ω = 0.7γ, length a = 0.9τp, and
relative delay b = 0.6τp. The other parameters have been taken as
γeg = 0.9γ, and γes = 0.1γ.

III. STORAGE OF A SINGLE-PHOTON PULSE WITHOUT
CONTROL FIELD

In this section, we study the storage of a single-photon
pulse in the absence of a control pulse, i.e., Ωc = 0. The ad-
vantage of this storage scheme is that no information about the
arrival time of the target pulse is needed. The atom initially
prepared in state |g〉 will be excited to state |e〉 and sponta-
neously decays to state |g〉 or the storage state |s〉. The storage

efficiency of a single-photon pulse is defined as the steady-
state probability Ps of state |s〉. We show that the decay rates
of the storage channel and the pumping channel must be care-
fully matched to optimize storage efficiency. We also show
that the storage efficiency of a CSSP pulse will be lower than
that of a FSSP pulse.

There are three parameters to optimize the storage effi-
ciency, i.e., the two decay rates γeg and γes and the length
of the target pulse. Without loss of generality, we assume the
target pulse is of the Gaussian shape,

ξ̃(t) =

 1
2πτ2

p

 1
4

exp
− (t − t0)2

4τ2
p

 , (8)

where t0 is the time of the pulse arriving at the atom and τp is
the half-length of the pulse. In the following, we fix the total
decay rate γ = γeg + γes of state |e〉 and take it as the unit of
frequency, i.e., γ = 1. It is usually challenging to continuously
adjust the decay rates γeg and γes for a natural atom situated
in a waveguide. However, in the case of alkali-metal atoms,
both the ground and excited states comprise numerous degen-
erate hyperfine sublevels that can be broken using an external
magnetic field. The transition strength between two electronic
states is determined not only by the electric-dipole transition
matrix elements but also by the overlap between their spin
states, i.e., the Clebsch–Gordan coefficients. By carefully se-
lecting the hyperfine states, the parameters required for our
study could be obtained.

Maximum storage efficiency will be obtained if the decay
rates of the pumping and storage channels are equal to each
other, i.e., γeg = γes = γ/2. In Figs. 2(a) and 2(b), we plot
the storage efficiencies for a FSSP pulse and a CSSP pulse,
respectively, as a function of γeg and pulse length τp. For a
given pulse length, the maximum storage efficiency locates at
γeg = γ/2 for both FSSP and CSSP pulses. There is a slight
asymmetry present in Fig. 2(b) caused by the stimulated emis-
sion induced by the multiphoton components of a CSSP pulse.
However, this asymmetry is not present in a long pulse (not
shown) since the stimulated radiation can be neglected in such
cases. On the other hand, the storage efficiency of a longer
pulse is larger. This can be seen more clearly in Fig. 3(a).
To obtain higher storage efficiency, one needs to sacrifice the
storage speed.

The storage efficiency is strongly affected by the quantum
statistics of the target pulse. As shown in Fig. 3(a), the stor-
age efficiency of a FSSP pulse is higher than that of a CSSP
pulse. A CSSP pulse has a high probability of not contain-
ing any photons, resulting in zero excitation. The few-level
atom functions as a nonlinear system [63, 65], and multipho-
ton processes are prohibited. Consequently, the probability
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FIG. 4. (a) Sketch map of the relative delay b between the target
pulse (blue solid line) and the control pulse (orange dashed line). (b)
Storage efficiency of a Fock-state pulse varies with the magnitude Ω

and width a of a control pulse. γeg = 0.9γ, γes = 0.1γ, and b =

0.6τp. The fitting white dashed line 2aΩ
√
π = 2.26 characterizes the

constant area under the envelope function Ωc(t).

of exciting a single atom with a CSSP pulse is notably lower
compared with a Fock-state single-photon pulse. We also note
that there exists an upper limit in the storage efficiency. When
τp � 1/γ, the storage efficiency of the FSSP (CSSP) pulse
CSSP reaches the upper limit 0.5 (0.4). This low storage ef-
ficiency fundamentally results from the fact that the pumping
rate is half of the decay rate of the |g〉 ↔ |e〉 channel [51, 63].
Perfect storage of single-photon pulses can be realized by en-
hancing the pumping rate as shown in Sec. V.

IV. STORAGE OF A SINGLE-PHOTON PULSE WITH A
CONTROL FIELD

In Sec. III, we show that the storage efficiency for short
single-photon pulses (τp ≤ 1/γ) is relatively low. To assist
and accelerate the single-photon storage, an extra control field
could be applied to |e〉 → |s〉 channel [18, 20, 22, 23]. In the
absence of a control pulse, maximum storage efficiency is ob-
tained under the decay-rate matching condition γeg = γes. The
control pulse provides new parameters, which can be much
more easily controlled in experiments, to optimize storage ef-
ficiency. We show that the total decay rate γ = γeg + γes plays
an essential role in the storage process. Specifically, it limits
the maximum storage speed. This marks a significant differ-
ence from the storage of a single-photon pulse in an atomic
ensemble, where more attention was paid to the

√
N-enhanced

(N is the atom number) coupling strength between the target
photon and the collective atomic states [66–68].

In the following, we take a Gaussian control pulse as an
example. Our main results are also valid for other types of

control pules. The envelope of the control pulse is given by

Ωc(t) = Ω exp

−
(

t − t0 − b
2a

)2
, (9)

where Ω characterizes the effective strength of the control
pulse, a is its half width, and t0 is the time of the pulse center
arriving at the atom. As shown in Fig. 4(a), b is the relative
delay between the target single-photon pulse and the control
pulse. In addition to γeg and γes, we now have three more eas-
ily controlled parameters to optimize single-photon storage.

Similar to the Ωc = 0 case, transition rates between the
pumping channel and the storage channel also need to be
balanced to obtain larger storage efficiency. As shown in
Fig. 4(b), maximum storage efficiency locates around (Ω +

γes)/γeg ≈ 1 when the length of the control pulse is long
enough. For a short control pulse (a < τp), a larger strength
Ω is required to guarantee that the energy of the control
pulse is enough to transfer the population from state |e〉 to
state |s〉. The white dashed line denotes the fitting curve
2aΩ
√
π = 2.26, i.e., the area under the envelope function

Ωc(t) is a constant. To investigate the benefit of the control
pulse, we will take γeg = 0.9γ and γes = 0.1γ when a control
pulse is applied.

The relative delay b and half-length a of the control pulse
need to be matched to obtain larger storage efficiency. In
Fig.5(a), we plot the storage probability Ps of a FSSP pulse
as a function of a and b. The largest storage efficiency lo-
cates at b = 0.6τp and a = 0.9τp, i.e., a positive delay and
a length comparable to the length of the target pulse. A sim-
ilar delay was also required for an atomic ensemble optical
memory [22]. For a negative delay b, higher storage efficiency
could also be obtained around the line b+2a = 1.2×2τp. This
guarantees that the control pulse and the target single-photon
pulse always have sufficient overlap.

There exists a favorable length τp of the target pulse in stor-
age efficiency optimization with fixed delay b and strength Ω

of the control pulse. A larger storage efficiency could be ob-
tained for τp = 1/γ as shown in Fig. 3(b). This marks a signif-
icant difference from the case in the absence of a control pulse,
in which longer single-photon pulses (τp � 1/γ) always have
higher storage efficiency [see Fig. 3(a)]. In Fig. 5(b), we plot
the storage probability Ps of a FSSP pulse as a function of
τp and a = 0.9τp with b = 0.6τp and Ω = 0.7γ. We show
that larger storage efficiency is obtained around τp = 1/γ.
Thus, the control pulse could be used to improve the stor-
age speed. Previously, off-resonant Raman technique [22] has
been explored to store a single broadband (short) photon in an
atomic ensemble beyond the adiabatic storage frame based on
EIT [18]. However, in the single-atom case, the two-photon
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Storage efficiency

FIG. 5. Optimization of storage efficiency of a Fock-state single-photon pulse with γeg = 0.9γ, γes = 0.1γ, and Ω = 0.7γ. (a) Optimization
with fixed pulse length τp = 1/γ and two-photon detuning ∆ = 0. The fitting white dashed line is given by b + 2a = 1.2×2τp. (b) Optimization
with fixed delay b = 0.6τp and ∆ = 0. (c) Optimization with half-length a = 0.9τp and delay b = 0.6τp of the control pulse.

(a) (b)

FIG. 6. Sketch map of two possible approaches to improving stor-
age efficiency: (a) The atom only couples to the forward propagating
photons in a perfect chiral waveguide. (b) For the Sagnac interferom-
etry method, the target pulse is split into two smaller pulses, which
enter the waveguide at different ends.

detuning ∆ will reduce the storage efficiency greatly, as shown
in Fig. 5(c). Moreover, large storage efficiency is still obtained
around τp = 1/γ for fixed a and b. No extra acceleration is ob-
tained with nonzero detuning ∆. The storage of a CSSP pulse
is similar to that of a FSSP pulse but with lower efficiency.

Recently, there have been studies on the use of a Λ-type
atom in a cavity for single-photon storage, both theoreti-
cally [25] and experimentally [49]. However, in practice,
there are issues such as leakage to free space and the presence
of undesired states. For coupling with an atom, a photon pulse
in an ideal one-dimensional waveguide is more efficient than
a free-space propagating pulse. As a result, the storage effi-
ciency achieved in Ref. [49] was relatively low. Furthermore,
we would like to emphasize that our focus in this study is on
exploring the limits and trade-offs in single-photon storage, as
demonstrated in the following section.

(a) (b)

Storage efficiency

0 0.5 1

FIG. 7. Comparison of improved storage efficiency of (a) a Fock-
state single-photon pulse and (b) a coherent-state single-photon pulse
without a control field.

V. EFFICIENT STORAGE BY EXPLOITING A CHIRAL
WAVEGUIDE OR A SAGNAC INTERFEROMETER

In previous sections, we show that the storage of a FSSP
pulse in a single three-level atom is limited to 0.5 with or
without a control pulse. The storage efficiency for a CSSP is
even lower. This low efficiency strongly hampers the practical
application of the single-atom storage scheme. In this sec-
tion, we show that perfect storage of single-photon pulse in a
three-level atom can be realized by exploiting a chiral waveg-
uide [69–72] or a Sagnac interferometer [46, 47]. Previously,
these two methods have been applied successfully to enhance
the frequency conversion efficiency [48, 73, 74] and to con-
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(a) (b)

FIG. 8. Comparison of the improved storage efficiency of Fock-
state single-photon (FSSP) and coherent-state single-photon (CSSP)
pulses (a) without and (b) with a control pulse. The two-photon de-
tuning is set as ∆ = 0. (a) γeg = γes = γ/2. (b) γeg = 0.9γ, γes = 0.1γ,
Ω = 0.7γ, a = 0.9τp, and b = 0.6τp.

(a) (b)

0 0.5 1

Storage efficiency

FIG. 9. Optimization of storage efficiency of a Fock-state single-
photon pulse in presence of control field. γeg = 0.9γ, γes = 0.1γ,
Ω = 0.7γ, b = 0.6τp. (a) Two-photon resonance case with ∆ = 0. (b)
Off-resonance case witha = 0.9τp.

trol single-photon transport [42, 43, 75–77]. The underlying
mechanism of both approaches is the same, i.e., increasing the
coupling efficiency between the atom and the pulse modes.

For a perfect chiral waveguide, the atom only interacts
with photons propagating in one direction [see Fig. 6(a)],
such as the forward-propagating modes a(ω). The backward-
propagating modes will not contribute to the scattering and
storage of the target single-photon pulse. The spontaneous
decay of the excited state comes solely from the interaction
with forward-propagating modes. In this case, the pumping
rate of the single-photon pulse does not change, but the decay
rates of state |e〉 are halved. Thus, the 1/

√
2-factor in Eqs. (3)

and (5) will be removed.
For a Sagnac interferometer case, the incident single-

photon pulse will be split into two identical small pulses

𝛾𝛾𝑒𝑒𝑒𝑒 = 0.9

𝛾𝛾𝑒𝑒𝑒𝑒 = 0.8

𝛾𝛾𝑒𝑒𝑒𝑒 = 0.5

𝛾𝛾𝑒𝑒𝑒𝑒 = 0.9

with control
with control
without control
without control

(a) (b)

FIG. 10. Global optimization of storage efficiency of a Fock-
state single-photon pulse in high-dimensional parameter space. (a)
The shift of the favorable length of the target pulse. The three
lines (blue solid, orange dotted, yellow dashed) are obtained with
parameters b = {1.3τp, 0.6τp,−0.4τp}, a = {0.7τp, 0.9τp, 1.2τp},
Ω = {1.5τp, 0.7τp, 0.4τp}, and ∆ = 0. (b) Comparison of the stor-
age efficiency with and without a control pulse. The blue solid line
and green dashed-dotted lines denote the global maximum storage
efficiency with γeg = 0.9γ and γeg = 0.8γ, respectively. In the ab-
sence of a control pulse, the red dashed and navy-blue dotted lines
denote the optimal storage efficiency with γeg = 0.9γ and γeg = 0.5γ,
respectively.

via a 50 : 50 beam splitter. These two small pulses enter
the waveguide at two different ends [see Fig. 6(b)]. Mathe-
matically, the waveguide modes can always be re-expanded
with even and odd modes a±(ω) = [a(ω) ± b(ω)] /

√
2. From

Eq. (1), we see that the atom is only coupled to even modes.
Thus, only even modes will contribute to the spontaneous de-
cay of the atomic excited state. By carefully tuning the rel-
ative phase between the two small pulses, one can guaran-
tee that the target pulse (i.e., the superposition of two small
pulses) only contains even modes. The target pulse is now
described by a new single-photon wave-packet creation oper-
ator a†ξ =

∫
dωξ(ω)[a†(ω) + b†(ω)]/

√
2 =

∫
dωξ(ω)a†+(ω). In

this case, the decay rates of state |e〉 do not change, but the
pumping rate of the single-photon pulse gets doubled. Thus,
the 1/

√
2 factor in Eqs. (3) and (5) will be removed.

We now show that the perfect storage of single-photon
pulses in a single three-level atom can be realized with a chi-
ral waveguide or Sagnac interferometer. In Figs. 7(a) and
7(b), we plot the storage probability versus τp and γeg for
a FSSP and a CSSP pulse, respectively, in the absence of
a control pulse. Similar to the regular waveguide case (see
Fig. 2), larger storage efficiency is obtained under the decay-
rate matching condition γeg = γes. However, the maximum
storage efficiency of a FSSP pule can now reach 1 at the long-
pulse limit τp � 1/γ, as shown in Fig. 8(a). The upper limit
of the storage efficiency of a CSSP pulse has also been raised
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from 0.4 to be larger than 0.6.
The storage process can be accelerated by a control pulse

without sacrificing the storage efficiency too much. Similar
to Sec. IV, there exists a favorable pulse length τp in stor-
age efficiency optimization with fixed b and Ω, as shown in
Figs. 8 and 9. We emphasize that the maximum storage effi-
ciency in Fig. 9 is a local one, not the global maximum in the
high-dimensional parameter space {a, b,Ω,∆, τp}. As shown
in Fig. 10(a), the favorable τp moves toward longer pulses
by varying the control pulse parameters, specifically the rela-
tive delay b. We give the global maximum storage efficiency
via brute-force numerical simulations as shown by the blue
solid line in Fig. 10(b). Compared with cases without a con-
trol pulse (the red dashed and navy-blue dotted lines), much
larger storage efficiency for relatively short pulses τp ∼ 1/γ
can be obtained under a control pulse. The storage efficiency
of a FSSP pulse with τp = 1/γ can reach ≈ 0.9 [see Fig. 8(b)].
When the value of γeg is reduced to 0.8γ, the maximum stor-
age efficiency exhibits a slight decrease, as indicated by the
green dashed-dotted line. However, the application of a con-
trol pulse does accelerate the storage process. The storage
speed is still limited by the total spontaneous decay rate γ of
the excited state |e〉.

VI. CONCLUSION

We use a simple model, which is composed of a single Λ-
type atom placed in a one-dimensional (1D) waveguide, to
explore the limits of single-photon storage. We show that, for
a regular waveguide, the storage efficiency of a FSSP pulse
is limited to 0.5 and the efficiency of a CSSP pulse is even
lower. Perfect single-photon storage could be achieved by ex-
ploiting a chiral waveguide or a Sagnac interferometer. We
find that there is a trade-off between storage efficiency and
storage speed. A control pulse can be applied to accelerate
the storage process. However, the storage speed is ultimately
limited by the total decay rate of the excited state involved.

One of the authors (L.P.Y) showed that the absorption
speed of a single-photon pulse is limited by the width of the
atom-light interaction spectrum [63]. For an atom interacting
with 1D waveguide modes, the interaction spectrum is almost
flat. Thus, the storage speed is mainly limited by deexcita-
tion processes. In most experiments, an atomic ensemble in-
stead of a single atom was used as the storage media. Due
to the photon-induced cooperative dissipation, both super-
radiant and subradiant atomic states can be observed [78].
By carefully selecting the pumping and storage channels, it
is possible to achieve high-speed and high-efficiency stor-

age of single-photon pulses. However, storing single-photon
pulses in a multiple-atom system is a more intricate task due
to the photon-mediated dipole-dipole interaction of the atoms.
In our forthcoming work, we will investigate this intriguing
problem by examining the scattering of a photon pulse by an
atomic ensemble or atomic chain with a control pulse.
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Appendix: Deduction of Master Equations

We give some details of deriving the master equation for an
atom driven by a quantum pulse. The Heisenberg equation of
a waveguide mode is given by

ȧ(ω, t) = −iωa(ω) − igegσge(t) − igesσse(t)e−i(ωc−ω0)t, (A.1)

where we have set ~ = 1. We integrate the formal solution of
a(ω, t) over ω to obtain [53]∫

a(ω, t)dω =
√

2πain(t) − iπgegσge(t) − iπgesσse(t)e−i(ωc−ω0)t,

(A.2)
where the so-called input-field ain(t) is an explicitly time-
dependent operator

ain(t) =
1
√

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

dωe−iωta(ω). (A.3)

Note that the two-time commutator of the input field yields a
δ− function [

ain(t), a†in(t′)
]

= δ(t − t′). (A.4)

In obtaining Eq. (A.2), we have used the Wigner-Weisskopf
approximation by treating the coupling coefficients as
frequency-independent constants

geg(ω) ≈ geg(ω0)=

√
γeg

4π
, ges(ω) ≈ ges(ω0)=

√
γes

4π
, (A.5)

where γeg and γes are the decay rates of the excited state |e〉 to
ground state |g〉 and storage state |s〉, respectively. We can get
the similar expression of bin(t) similarly.

The pumping effect from an incident FSSP pulse is charac-
terized by the following relations

ain(t) |1FS〉 ⊗ |0b〉=
1
√

2π

∫
dωξ(ω)e−iωt |0〉= ξ̃(t) |0〉 , (A.6)

bin(t) |1FS〉 ⊗ |0b〉 = 0. (A.7)
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We can obtain the motion equation an arbitrary operator of the system [53, 79]

Ẋ(t) =i[Hs, X(t)] + iΩc(t)[σ†se(t) + σse(t), X(t)]

+ [σ†ge(t), X(t)]
i √γeg

2
ain(t) + i

√
γeg

2
bin(t) +

γeg

2
σge(t) +

√
γegγes

2
σse(t)e−i(ωc−ω0)t


+ ei(ωc−ω0)t[σ†se(t), X(t)]

[
i
√
γes

2
ain(t) + i

√
γes

2
bin(t) +

√
γegγes

2
σge(t) +

γes

2
σse(t)e−i(ωc−ω0)t

]
+

i √γeg

2
a†in(t) + i

√
γeg

2
b†in(t) −

γeg

2
σ†ge(t) −

√
γegγes

2
σ†se(t)ei(ωc−ω0)t

 [σge(t), X(t)]

+ e−i(ωc−ω0)t
[
i
√
γes

2
a†in(t) + i

√
γes

2
b†in(t) −

√
γegγes

2
σ†ge(t) −

γes

2
σ†se(t)ei(ωc−ω0)t

]
[σse(t), X(t)].

(A.8)

Using the relations (A.7) and (A.8), we obtain the motion
equations for ρ, ρ01, and ρ00 in the main text [i.e., Eqs. (4)-
(6)]. Note that the fast-oscillating terms have been neglected.
Different from Eq. (A.6) for a FSSP pulse, the action of the
input-field operator on a CSSP pulse is given by

ain(t) |1CS〉 ⊗ |0b〉 = ξ̃(t) |1CS〉 ⊗ |0b〉 . (A.9)

In this case, we obtain a single master equation as given in
Eq. (3), where the CSSP pulse functions as a classical pump.
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