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In recent experiments, electromagnetically induced transparency (EIT) were observed with giant
atoms, but nothing unconventional were found from the transmission spectra. In this letter, we
show that unconventional EIT does exist in giant atoms, and indicate why it has not been observed
so far. Different from these existing works, this letter presents a consistent theory including a real
space method and a time delayed master equation for observing unconventional EIT. We discover
that this phenomenon is a quantum effect which cannot be correctly described in a semi-classical
way as those in recent works. Our theory shows that it can be observed when the time delay between
two neighboring coupling points is comparable to the relaxation time of the atom, which is crucial
for a future experimental observation. This new phenomenon results from inherent non-locality of
the giant atom, which physically forces propagating fields to be standing waves in space and the
atom exhibiting retardations in time. Our theory establishes a framework for application of nonlocal
systems to quantum information processing.

Introduction— In recent years, remarkable progresses
in nano-acoustic resonators enable to investigate the
photon-phonon quantum coherence at single-quanta level
[1–8], where artificial atoms can be coupled piezoelectrically to acoustic waves [7, 8], or electrically to microwaves
[9] at several distant points. Subsequently, this kind of
artificial atoms is called giant atoms [10] since their inherent non-locality resulted from multi-point couplings dominates their dynamics and unconventional phenomena
different from those for small atoms are observed. For instance, non-locality makes the excitation spectra of a single giant atom exhibit unconventional atomic-frequencydependent Lamb shifts and decay rates [1, 11], and also
induces a non-exponential decay with non-Markovianity
[8, 12]. Besides, atomic excitations can counterintuitively oscillate without decay [13]. Also, several giant
atoms with proper arrangements can be decoherece-free
when they dissipatively interact with a shared waveguide
[9, 14].
These works preliminarily discover some special features of two-level giant atoms, however, a full and exact description of giant atoms induced by non-locality
is absent so that it would hinder further experimental
discoveries. For example, only standard electromagnetically induced transparency (EIT) [15–17] was observed in
a ladder-type giant atom with either acoustic couplings
[18] or microwave couplings [19]. Especially, in Ref. [19],
without considering the non-locality as a quantum effect,
the experiment data has an obvious discrepancy from the
fit calculated by a semi-classical master equation. Hence,
whether it is possible to discover EIT with special features for a three-level giant atom is still an open problem.
In this letter, we present a consistent theory with the
real-space scattering method and the time-delayed mas-

ter equation, with which we discover unconventional EIT
phenomena. With our theory, non-locality is fully characterized in space and time, which are represented by
multi-peak scattering spectra and retarding effects, respectively. Also, we find the undesired spontaneous emission can be eliminated rather than suppressed by engineering the multiple-point-coupling structure such that
the Λ-type configuration can be obtained from a ∆-type
artificial atom. In addition, we show that the propagating waves inside the outermost coupling points behave as
standing waves due to interference between bidirectional
propagating modes.
Model— We consider a ∆-type giant atom with levels |1i, |2i, and |3i, and the corresponding transition
frequencies ω21 , ω31 and ω32 . Here, the energy of the
ground state |1i is assumed to be zero as a reference.
The transitions |3i ↔ |1i and |2i ↔ |1i are respectively
side coupled to waveguides A and B at multiple points xn
and x̃m with indices n = 1, 2, ..., N, m = 1, 2, .., M , and
˜ as shown in Fig. 1. The coupling strengths
distances d, d,
at these points are denoted as g31 (xn ) = g31 eiαxn ,
g21 (x̃m ) = g21 eiβ x̃m with wavevectors α and β for modes
in the waveguide A and B, respectively. Here, we take
the waveguide A as a channel of a probe field for observing its transmission and the waveguide B as a reservoir leading to the spontaneous emission in the transition |2i ↔ |1i. Here, we consider the modes in both
waveguides are photons, but the following results can be
applied to phonons when the atom couples to surface
acoustic waves via multiple interdigital transducers. To
induce EIT phenomenon, a classical driving field with an
angular frequency νc and a Rabi frequency Ωc is applied
to the transition |2i ↔ |3i.
Different from the recent works [18, 19], the probe field
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FIG. 1. Schematic of a ∆-type giant atom. The transition
|1i ↔ |3(2)i is coupled to the waveguide A (B) via mul˜ g31 (xn )
tiple coupling points with an equal distance d(d).
and g21 (x̃m ) denote the position-dependent coupling strength.
Here, the waveguide B is taken as a reservoir resulting in the
undesired spontaneous emission of the atom, while we take
the waveguide A as a channel of a probe field. A classical
driving with an angular frequency νc and a Rabi frequency
Ωc is applied to the transition |2i ↔ |3i to induce EIT.

herein is quantized. Under rotating wave approximation
at the frequency νc , an effective Hamiltonian of the system in real space reads

Heff = Ha + Hw + Hi ,

(1)

where Ha = (ω21 + νc − iγ22 )|2ih2| + (ω31 − iγ23 )|3ih3| +
R
P
†
(Ωc |3ih2| + H.c.), Hw
=
l=L,R dx̃bl (x̃)(νc −
R
P
†
∂
)a (x), and
ifl ṽg ∂∂x̃ )bl (x̃) −
l=L,R fl dxal (x)(ivg ∂x
 l
P
PN R
Hi = g̃31 l=L,R n=1 dxδ(x − xn ) |3ih1|al (x) +


P
PM R
H.c. + g̃21 l=L,R m=1 dx̃δ(x̃ − x̃m ) |2ih1|bl (x̃) +

H.c. are the Hamiltonians for the atom, the waveguides,
and their interactions. We set ~ = 1, fR = 1, fL = −1,
and the group velocity of the field in the waveguide
A (B) is vg (ṽg ). The bosonic annihilation operators
a and b with subscripts R and L are for the rightand left-going modes, respectively. The damping rates
γ2 and γ3 denote non-waveguide losses of  the atom
[20]. The Dirac δ function δ x(x̃) − xn (x̃m ) indicates
interacting positions. For simplicity, we have assumed
that the coupling strengths at each coupling point are
identical and denoted as g̃3(2)1 , and the linear dispersion
relation holds in both waveguides. See Refs. [20, 21] for
more details of derivation.
Single-photon scattering— To investigate EIT at a
single photon level, we assume that both the waveguides
and the atom are initially prepared in their ground states
|vaci and |1i. A single photon is incident from x1 to xN
and thus its scattering eigenstate |Ψi in single-excitation

FIG. 2. Schematic of the scattering for the probe field.
In real space, the giant atom behaves as a δ potential at
each coupling point xn . The joint transmission amplitudes
t1 , t2 , ..., tN−1 and reflection amplitudes r2 , r3 , ...., rN describe
the single transmission and reflection between the neighboring two points, where the transmission amplitude tN and reflection amplitude r1 contains all the accumulated phases. An
example of the accumulated phase for the right-forward propagating process is given in the red box.

subspace [22, 23] is written as
Z
h
i
†
†
α
|Ψi = dx φα
R (x)aR (x) + φL (x)aL (x) |vac, 1i +
Z
h
i
dx̃ φβR (x̃)b†R (x̃) + φβL (x̃)b†L (x̃) |vac, 1i +
(2)

e2 |vac, 2i + e3 |vac, 3i,

where e2(3) is the atomic excitation amplitude of the
state |2(3)i. According to the interaction Hi , we plot
Fig. 2 to describe the scattering with ansatz. The
atom at each coupling point acts as an individual δpotential and thus the scattering can be equivalently
treated as that in a series of cascaded small atoms in
Refs. [11, 24]. Therefore, the probability amplitude
α(β)
iαx
[θ(x1 −
φL(R) (x) can be formally written as φα
R (x) = e
PN −1
x) + n=1 tn θ(x − xn )θ(xn+1 − x) + tN θ(x − xN )],
PN
−iαx
[r1 θ(x1 − x) + n=2 rn θ(x − xn−1 )θ(xn −
φα
L (x) = e
PM−1
x)], φβR (x̃) = eiβ x̃ [ m=1 t̃m θ(x̃ − x̃m )θ(x̃m+1 − x̃) +
PM
t̃M θ(x̃−x̃M )], φβL (x̃) = e−iβ x̃ [r̃1 θ(x̃1 −x̃)+ m=2 r̃m θ(x̃−
x̃m−1 )θ(x̃m − x̃)], where the Heaviside step function θ(x)
is used to distinguish different scattering intervals. The
joint transmission and reflection amplitudes in the intervals of waveguide A(B) are denoted as tn (t̃m ) and
rn (r̃m ), respectively. Note that these amplitudes represent the overall scatterings under steady states, which
include higher-order scatterings resulting from multiple
reflections between every two neighbor coupling points.
Substituting Eqs. (1)-(2) into stationary Schrödinger
equation Heff |Ψi = ω|Ψi, one can obtain the transmission amplitude of the probe field
tN =

(∆F + iγ)(∆S +
(∆F + iγ)(∆S +

iγ3
2

iγ3
2 )

− |Ωc |2
(N )

+ iΓ31 ) − |Ωc |2

and the excitation of the atom
PN
(∆F + iγ)g̃31 n=1 e(N −n)i(∆31 +ω3 )τ
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(N )
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(3)

(4)
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with ∆F = ∆31 − ∆32 − ∆r , γ = iγ22 + iΓ21 , ∆S =
(N )
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˜ g is a
induced by the waveguide B, where τ̃ = d/ṽ
2
time delay and Γ21 = 2g̃21
/ṽg . Interestingly, in the
(2)
case of M = 2, the decay rate Γ21 can be zero when
+
ωβ τ̃ = (2k + 1)π, k ∈ Z . This means that the spontaneous emission |2i ↔ |1i can be totally eliminated, if
we properly engineer the time delay τ̃ with respect to a
reservoir frequency ωβ . Compared to traditional methods, e.g., employing an qubit with multiple Josephson
junctions [25, 26], unique 3D cavities [27], or nested polariton states [28], our elimination is realized by properly
allocating couplings using multiple capacitors or piezoelectric transducers, which simplifies the systems. Hereafter, we assume that this elimination holds. In this way,
we transform a ∆-type atom to a Λ-type one.
In addition, the couplings to the waveguide A induce
the frequency-dependent Lamb shift
(N )
∆L

Lamb shift

(8)

2
with Γ31 = 2g̃31
/vg , τ = d/vg , and φ = ω31 τ . The
first term in the addend of Eq. (8) denotes the joint decay rates attributed by the N individual coupling points,
while the second term is led by the spatial non-local couplings. Note that when N = 2 and Ωc = 0, the transmission amplitude tN (3) reduces to that of a two-level giant
atom, which is consistent with Refs. [8, 12]. Also, the
transmission amplitude tN (3) is modified by Eqs. (7)
and (8) with sinusoidals, which indicates that the transmission spectra would be different from those in traditional EIT. Particularly, when N = 1, the sinusoidals
(N )
vanishes such that the decay rate Γ31 reduces to a constant Γ31 /2; i.e., the giant atom reduces to a small atom,
which is consistent with that in Refs. [20, 29].
Unconventional EIT— With the above results, we discover the following unconventional EIT. We let N = 2
and the time delay τ = {0.05, 3, 10}/Γ31 cover both

-

-

Δ /Γ

Δ /Γ

FIG. 3. Transmission spectra of the giant atom in the EIT
regime with N = 2 and Ωc = 0.1Γ31 . (a) With a small
τ = 0.05/Γ31 , the spectra have only one peak since where
(2)
(2)
both the Lamb shift ∆31 and decay rate Γ31 are mainly determined by the phase φ. (b) Compared to small atoms, the
(2)
transparent window Γw ≃ |Ωc |2 /Γ31 is clearly modified by the
phase φ, where φ = 200π, τ = 0.05/Γ31 . In (c) τ = 3/Γ31 and
(d) τ = 10/Γ31 , we show the unconventional EIT spectra with
increased time delays τ for a fixed phase φ = 200π. In both
(2)
(2)
cases, ∆31 τ dominate the variations of ∆31 and Γ31 such
that absorption peaks (arrow to Lamb shift) and transparent subpeaks (arrow to decoherence free) appear alternately.
The blue dashed lines in insets represent the small atom case.
Other parameters are: ∆32 = γ2 = γ3 = 0.

the microwave-coupling and acoustic-coupling regimes in
Refs. [8, 19].
In the EIT regime, we plot the transmission spectra
T = |t2 |2 in Fig. 3. When the time delay τ = 0.05/Γ31
(2)
is sufficiently small and ∆31 ≪ ω31 , the Lamb shift ∆L
(2)
and the decay rate Γ31 are mainly determined by the
phase φ such that the spectrum has a single absorption
peak determined by the frequency ω31 as shown in Fig.
3(a), which is consistent with that in Ref. [11]. Particu(2)
(2)
larly, when φ = (2k +1)π, we have ∆L = Γ31 = 0 where
the system is decoherence-free; i.e., the giant atom is totally decoupled from the waveguide A, although there
still exists a non-zero coupling Γ31 . This is represented
by the black dot line in Fig. 3(a). Further, with a given
phase φ = 200π, we increase the time delay τ so that
decoherence-free bands and Lamb-shift-induced absorption peaks appear alternatively and become dense, as
shown in Figs. 3(b)-(d). This is because the absorption
(2)
peaks with a modified linewidth Γ31 appear in the single(2)
photon resonance ∆31 = ∆L (see ∆S in Eq. (3)). In
addition, since the induced transparency occurs at twophoton resonance ∆31 − ∆32 = 0 (see ∆F in Eq. (3)),
(2)
the transparency window Γw ≃ |Ωc |2 /Γ31 is only modi(2)
fied by the decay rate Γ31 which depends on the initial
phase φ, as shown in Fig. 3(b) and the insets in Figs.
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3(c)-(d). Therefore, our results predict that unconventional EIT can be observed when the time delay between
two neighboring coupling points is comparable to the relaxation time 1/Γ31 .
Note that by increasing the Rabi frequency Ωc , similar solutions can also be found in the Autler-Townes
Splitting (ATS) regime [30]. Besides, a stronger modification can be obtained by increasing the number of
the coupling points. For instance, the maximum value

2
(3)
of Γ31 = 2Γ31 21 + cos(∆31 τ +φ) is greatly
enhanced

(2)

compared to Γ31 = 2Γ31 cos2 ∆312τ +φ . Also, the sinusoidal form of Eqs. (7)-(8) indicates that it results
from a boundary condition of standing waves, i.e., the interference between bidirectional propagating waves form
standing waves inside each scattering interval. Details
of the above points can be found in the supplemental
material [21]. In addition, this tunable window may provide enhancement of sensitivity in qubit-assisted quantum sensing [31, 32].
Time-delayed master equation— Actually, this unconventional EIT is a non-Markovian effect in the giant atom. Here, we firstly present a time-delayed master
equation

ρ̇a (t) = Lloc ρa (t)+

N
X

n=1

L′D ρa (t−nτ )+

M
X

L′′D ρa (t−mτ̃ ),

m=1

(9)
where the local evolution Lloc ρa (t) = (L0 + LD )ρa (t) includes a free evolution L0 ρa (t) = −i[Vc (t), ρa (t)] with
PN
Vc (t) = ( n=1 Ωp e−i∆31 t+iα̃xn |3ih1| + Ωc e−i∆32 t |3ih2| +
H.c.) and a dissipative term Lloc ρa (t) = (γ31 +
N Γ31 )D[|1ih3|]ρa (t) + (γ32 + M Γ32 )D[|2ih3]ρa (t) +
γ2φ D[|2ih2|]ρa (t) + γ3φ D[|3ih3|]ρa (t) + 2Γ21 D[|1ih2|]ρa (t)
φ
Here, Ωp , γ31(2) and γ2(3)
represent the amplitude of a
weak probe field, the non-waveguide decay rate, and the
pure dephasing rate, respectively, and D[O]ρ(t) denotes
the Lindblad superoperator for an arbitrary operator O.
Different from conventional master equations for giant
atoms, we find non-locality resulted from distant multiple
couplings attributes the time nonlocal terms
L′D ρa (t − nτ )= L′0 ρa (t − nτ ) + 2Γ′31 D[|1ih3|]ρa (t − nτ ),
L′′D ρa (t − mτ̃ )= L′′0 ρa (t − mτ̃ ) + 2Γ′′21 D[|1ih2|]ρa (t − mτ̃ ),
(10)
with L′0 ρa (t − nτ ) = −i∆′L [|3ih3|, ρa (t − nτ )] and
L′′0 ρa (t − mτ̃ ) = −i∆′′r [|2ih2|, ρa (t − mτ̃ )]. The damping rates Γ′31 = Γ31 (N − n) cos(nω31 τ ) and Γ′′21 =
Γ21 (M − m) cos(ω21 τ̃ ) and the detunings ∆′L = Γ31 (N −
n) sin(nω31 τ ) and ∆′′r = Γ21 (M − m) sin(ω21 τ̃ ) are in
a sinusoidal form. Note that we do not use the singleexcitation assumption in the derivation and hence it can
be extended to future general cases.

The steady states of Eq. (9) reads
ρ̃31 =

PN
1 (∆F + iγ) Ωp n=1 e(N −n)i(∆31 τ +φ)
,
2π (∆F + iγ)(∆S + iγ3 + iΓ(N ) ) − |Ωc |2
31
2

(11)

which is consistent with the excitation e3 (4) under the
replacement g̃31 → Ωp . The time delay induced by the
spatial non-locality is embedded in the sinusoidals in Eqs.
(7)-(8) which allows a strictly negative decay rate for
some detuning ∆31 . This means that the information can
be transferred back to the system from the environment
[33–35], i.e., the non-Markovian effect occurs. It results
from the inherent non-localities rather than the spectral
property of interacting environments for common nonMarkovian dynamics [36–38].
Further discussions—In quantum optics, EIT is commonly described by a semi-classical master equation [17]
which is not a suitable description for giant atoms. This
is because the multi-peak spectra and non-Markovian effects actually results from the Lindbladians (10) which
come from a quantized waveguide-atom Hamiltonian.
This also explains the discrepancy from the data and
the fit in Fig. 8 of Ref. [19]. A detailed comparison between semi-classical and full quantum theories are shown
in Sec. VII of the supplimentary[21].
On the other hand, although similar systems with nonlocality appear in the existing works, non-locality therein
has been ruined by improper Markovian approximation.
For instance, with the replacements ρa (t − nτ ) → ρa (t)
in master equations or eiαx → eiω31 x/vg in the real-space
(N )
method, the modified decay rate Γ31 only depends on
the atomic frequency ω31 [11, 39, 40].
In addition, giant atoms are defined as an artificial
atom whose size is much larger than the wavelength of
its interacting field, or whose relaxation time is much less
than the propagating time of the field to pass the entire
atom [41]. However, it is improper for Ref. [18], where
the atom is coupled to acoustics with one transducer and
the standard EIT is observed only. Therefore, we update
that the giant atoms should be defined as that atoms are
multi-point coupled to the fields.
Conclusion— In summary, we have firstly discovered
unconventional EIT and ATS in a single giant atom using
our consistent theory including a real-space method and
a time delayed master equation. This interesting phenomenon is a typical quantum effect which is not observable semi-classically[18, 19]. Our theory indicates that
to experimentally observe it the time delay between two
neighboring coupling points must be comparable to the
relaxation time and this is why it has not been experimentally observed so far. Also, the physics behind this
phenomenon is the inherent non-locality of giant atoms
which leads to the standing waves in space and retardations in time.
Our work has established a unified framework for exploring possible applications of nonlocal systems in quan-
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tum filters [42–44], switches [29, 45], memories [46], slowing/stopping light [47–49], and lasers without inversion
[50–52]. Especially, one possible direction is to apply the
unconventional EIT in a long-time storage of quantum
information so as to achieve long-range quantum communication.
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