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In this paper, we investigate the dynamics of a two-atom system which couples to a quasi-one
dimensional waveguide with rectangle cross section. The waveguide supports different TM and TE
modes and the former ones play as environment by on-demand choosing the dipole moment of the
atoms. Such environment induces the interaction and collective dissipation of the atoms. When
both of the two atoms are located in the middle of the waveguide, we observe a retardation effect,
which is broken by moving one of the atom to be off-centered. To preserve the complete dissipation
of the system via dark state mechanism, we propose a scheme where the connection of the atoms
are perpendicular to the axis of the waveguide. We hope our study will be useful in quantum
information processing based on state-to-art waveguide structure.

I.

INTRODUCTION

The waveguide QED, which studies the light-matter
interaction in a confined structure, has attracted lots of
attention due to its interesting theoretical and experimental applications [1, 2]. In the waveguide QED setup,
how to control the photon by the (artificial) atom and
vise verse is a central task to construct the quantum network. On the one hand, the propagation of the flying
photon can be controlled by the frequency of the atom,
which is widely used to realize coherent quantum device
such as photon transistor [3–5], router [6–12], etc. On
the other hand, the waveguide can serve as a data bus,
to induce the interaction between different atoms [13–
21], which is utilized to realize remote quantum entanglement.
Due to the possible slow velocity of light in the waveguide, the time needed for the photon propagating from
one atom to the other can be comparable to the lifetime
of the atom. Therefore, the retardation effect, which will
induce some non-Markovian dynamics, is becoming a hot
topic recently. Such retardation effect will occur in multiple atoms system [22–26] or only one atom in front of
a mirror [27–35], and even a giant atom system which
interacts with the waveguide via more than one connecting point [36–38]. In these setups, the atomic population usually exhibits an oscillation behavior beyond the
Markovian process.
In most of the previous studies about the retardation
effect in waveguide system, the waveguide is usually theoretically considered as one dimensional. Therefore, the
atom is resonantly coupled with only one flying photon
mode in the waveguide. However, in the realistic physical system, the waveguide can never be one dimensional.
Therefore, it is productive to investigate the effect of the
finite cross section.
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To tackle this issue, we here discuss the dynamics of
two-atom system, which couples to a waveguide with
rectangle cross section [39–41]. The finite cross section
area of the waveguide generates two effects, the first one
is that it supports more than one TM modes while the
second one is that whether the atom is centered or off
centered in the waveguide will lead to dramatically different dynamical behavior. For example, as both of the
atoms are centered in the waveguide, the dynamics is
similar to that in one dimensional waveguide, and we observe the non-Markovian retardation effect. Meanwhile,
we recover the Markovian process by deviating one of the
atom to be off-centered. We also find a dark state when
the connection of the two atoms is properly perpendicular to the axis of the waveguide, in which both of the
atoms will retain some excitation even after the evolution
time is tend to be infinity.
The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II,
we illustrate our model and give the general amplitudes
equations. In Sec. III, we discuss the non-Markovian dynamics when the two atoms are both centered in the
waveguide. In Sec. IV, we consider the situation that
one of the atom is off-centered. In Sec. V, we reveal a
dark state mechanism when the connection of the atoms
is perpendicular to the axis of the waveguide. In Sec. VI,
we arrive at the conclusion.

II.

MODEL AND AMPLITUDES EQUATIONS

As schematically shown in Fig. 1 (a) (b) and (c), we
consider a system composed by two two-level atoms,
which couples to a common waveguide with a a × b
rectangle cross section and being infinite in z direction. The two atoms are located at ~r1 = (x1 , y1 , z1 ) and
~r2 = (x2 , y2 , z2 ), respectively. The Hamiltonian of the

2
relation of the waveguide are
Ωj µj sin( xl mπ
) sin( ylbnπ )
√a
,
Aπǫ0
q
= Ω2j + c2 k 2 ,

gjl =
ωjk

FIG. 1. Schematic illustration of two atoms couple to the
waveguide with a a × b rectangle cross section. (a) The two
atoms are both located in the middle axis of the waveguide.
(b) One of the atom is off-centered. (c) The connection between the two atoms is perpendicular to the axis of the waveguide. (d) The energy-level diagram of the atoms. (e) The
energy spectrum of the waveguide.

coupled system is written as H = H0 + HI where (~ = 1)

H0 =

ωa σl+ σl− +

XZ
j

l=1

∞

−∞

dkωjk a†jk ajk ,

Since the number of the quanta is conserved in our
system, the wave function can be assumed as:
|ψ(t)i = e−iωa t [B1 (t)σ1+ |G, 0i + B2 (t)σ2+ |G, 0i]
XZ ∞
+
dke−iωjk t Bjk (t)a†jk |G, 0i,
(5)
−∞

(1)

describes the free energy of the atoms and the waveguide. Here, σl+ = [σl− ]† = |eil hg| is the Pauli operator
of the lth atom. As shown in Fig. 1(d), ωa is the transition frequency between the atomic ground state |gi and
excited state |ei. ωjk is the frequency of the travelling
electromagnetic field mode in the waveguide. Here, the
index j denotes the electromagnetic field mode (see details below) and k is the wave vector. ajl is the photon
annihilation operator in the waveguide.
Within the rotating wave approximation, the interaction between the atoms and the waveguide is illustrated
by the Hamiltonian

where |G, 0i represents the state that both of the atoms
are in their ground states while the waveguide is in the
vacuum state. B1 (t) and B2 (t) represent the excitation
amplitudes for first and second atom while Bjk is that
for the kth mode of the waveguide for TMmn . Based on
the Schödinger equation, these amplitudes satisfy
XZ

∞

Ḃ1 (t) = −

∞

Ḃ2 (t) = −

XZ

Ḃjk (t) =
HI = i

2 XZ
X
l=1

j

∞

gjl − † ikzl
σ a e
+ H.c.,
dk √
ωjk l jk
−∞

(4)

p
respectively. Here Ωmn = c (mπ/a)2 + (nπ/b)2 is the
cutoff frequency for a traveling wave for the TMmn mode.
A = ab is the area of the rectangular cross section and
|µ1 | = |µ2 | = |µ| is the magnitude of the transition dipole
moment of the atom which is assumed be real. c is the
light velocity and ǫ0 is the permittivity of vacuum. The
dispersion relation of the waveguide is demonstrate in
Fig. 1 (e), and we set ωa = (Ω1 +Ω3 )/2, so that the atoms
are large detuned from TM31 mode, but is resonant with
TM11 and TM21 with certain wave vector.

j

2
X

(3)

j

gj1 Bjk (t)e−i(ωjk −ωa )t e−ikz1
,(6)
√
ωjk

dk

gj2 Bjk (t)e−i(ωjk −ωa )t e−ikz2
,(7)
√
ωjk

−∞

−∞

(B1 (t)gj1 + B2 (t)gj2 eikz0 )eikz1 ei(ωjk −ωa )t
,
√
ωjk
(8)

(2)

where zl is the location of the lth atom in the z direction.
In this paper, we consider that the dipole moment of
the atoms are along the z direction, therefore, they are
decoupled with the TE modes in the waveguide, that is,
only the TM modes are needed to be considered. For
simplicity, we use a single notation j to denote the TM
modes. For simplicity, we denote j = 1 for m = 1, n = 1,
j = 2 for m = 2, n = 1 and j = 3 for m = 3, n = 1. Then,
the atom-waveguide coupling strength and the dispersion

j

dk

where z0 = z2 − z1 . In the initial vacuum waveguide condition Bjk (0) = 0, the excited amplitudes of the waveguide can be obtained formally as
t

eikz1
dτ √
[gj1 B1 (τ )+gj2 B2 (τ )eikz0 ]ei(wjk −wa )τ .
w
jk
0
(9)
Substituting Bjk (t) into Eqs. (6) and (7), the retardation differential equations for the atomic amplitudes are
Bjk (t) =

Z

3
1

obtained as

(a)

2
X gj1
π
)B1 (t) =
(∂t +
ωa vj
j

−

X gj1 gj2
j

(∂t +
−

ωa vj

B2 (t −

d ikj0 d
d
)e
Θ(t − ),
vj
vj

(10)

d
d
B1 (t − )eikj0 d Θ(t − ).
ωa vj
vj
vj

0.2

(11)
0
0

q
In the above equations, kj0 = ωa2 − Ω2j /c is the wave
vector of the waveguide mode which is resonant with the
atoms and d = |z0 | is the distance of the two atoms in
the z direction. The corresponding group velocity vj is
q
c
ωa2 − Ω2j
dωjk
vj =
.
(12)
|k=kj0 =
dk
ωa
We emphasize that Heaviside unit step function Θ(x),
which is defined as Θ(x) = 1 for x > 0 and Θ(x) = 0 for
x ≤ 0, represents the non-Markovian retardation effects,
since d/vj corresponds to the time needed for the photon
propagating for one atom to the other.
III.

TWO ATOMS CENTERED IN THE
WAVEGUIDE

As shown in Fig. 1(a), we now consider that the two
atoms are both located in the middle of the waveguide,
that is, ~r1 = (a/2, b/2, z1) and ~r2 = (a/2, b/2, z2). A
direct observation shows that g2i = 0 for i = 1, 2. Therefore, the atoms are coupled to the TM11 mode in the
waveguide and the coupling strengths are obtained as
Ω1 µ
g11 = g12 = √
.
Aπǫ0

0.6

0.4

2
X gj2
π
)B2 (t) =
ω
v
a j
j

X gj1 gj2
j

0.8

(13)

As a result, the amplitude equation in Eqs. (10) and (11)
becomes
(∂t + γ11 )B1 (t) = −γ11 B2 (t − τ1 )eik10 d Θ(t − τ1 ),
(14a)
(∂t + γ11 )B2 (t) = −γ11 B1 (t − τ1 )eik10 d Θ(t − τ1 ),
(14b)
′2
where γ11 = g11
π/v1 is the effective decay rate of the
√
′
atoms (equal for each atom), g11
= g11 / ωa is the renormalized coupling strength under the Weisskopf-Wigner
approximation [42]. τ1 = d/v1 is the delay time for the
photon with group velocity v1 travelling from one atom to
the other in the waveguide. In the viewpoint of quantum
open system, the electromagnetic field in the waveguide
serves as an environment, which induces the dissipation
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FIG. 2. Dynamical evolution of the atomic populations based
on the retardation differential equations in Eq. (14) and ME
in Eq. (15). The parameters
√ are set as (a) d = 12/kj0 , (b)′ d =
=
24/kj0 and Ω1 a/(cπ) = 5, b = a/2, ωa = (Ω1 + Ω3 )/2, g11
0.08Ω1 .

and indirect interaction between the atoms. Under the
Born-Markovian approximation, the dynamics of the two
atoms are governed by the master equation (ME)
ρ̇ = −i[H1 , ρ] +

2
X
Γij
(2σj− ρσi+ − σi+ σj− ρ − ρσi+ σj− ),
2
i,j=1

(15)
where the Hamilton H1 between the two atoms reads
H1 =

2
X

ωa (σi+ σi− ) +

i=1

2
X
Uij + −
(σi σj + σi− σj+ ). (16)
2
i,j=1

where Γij = 2Re(Aij ) is the two-atom collective decay
rate and Uij = 2Im(Aij ) is the waveguide induced interaction between the atoms. Here, we have set
Aij =

πg 2 eik|zi −zj |
.
v1

(17)

The dynamics of the system, which is characterized
by the atomic population Pi = hσi+ σi− i = |Bi |2 for
i = 1, 2 is shown in Fig. 2 for different atomic distance.
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Here, the system is initially prepared in the product state
|ψ(0)i = σ1+ |G, 0i, in which the first atom is in the excited state, the second atom is in the ground state while
the waveguide is in the vacuum state.
In Fig. 2(a), we consider the situation with d = 12/kj0 ,
in which the ME yields a monotonous decay for P1 and
an increase-decrease transition for P2 . However, the results based on the Eqs. (14) reveals the Non-Markovian
nature of the system which is induced by the retardation
effect during the photon propagation in the waveguide.
For example, at the moment t = τ1 , the emitted photon
by the first atom arrives at the second atom and excites
it, so P2 acquires a non-zero value. Then, it also emits
photon, which in turn arrives at the first atom during
another time interval τ1 , and the decreasing population
P1 revivals along with the reabsorption of photon. Repeating such photon emitting, propagation and absorbing
process, both of the population P1 and P2 oscillates with
period τ1 . Due to the waveguide induced dissipation for
the two-atom system, the populations will achieve zero
after a sufficient long time. The similar behavior can
also be found for a large atomic distance d = 24/kj0 as
shown in Fig. 2(b). Comparing with the former situation,
we find that the population will undergo a longer time to
stay at the zero value (see the black solid curve nearby
t/τ1 = 2 and the red dashed curve nearby t/τ1 = 3 ) due
to the longer retardate time.
IV.

EFFECTS OF TM21 MODE

Now, we consider that the second atom is off-centred
from the waveguide as shown in Fig. 1(b), that is ~r1 =
(a/2, b/2, z1) and ~r2 = (a/2 + ∆x, b/2, z2 ) (0 < ∆x <
a/2). An immediate result is the change of atomwaveguide coupling strength, which yields
∆xπ
Ω1 µ
g12
′
, g12 = g11 cos(
g11 = √
), g12
= √ ,
a
ωa
Aπǫ0

(18)

More interesting, it is non-trivial that the second atom
couples to the TM21 mode simultaneously besides TM11
mode and the coupling strength reads
2∆xπ
Ω2 µ
sin(
).
g22 = √
a
Aπǫ0

(19)

As a result, the retardation differential equations for the
atomic amplitudes becomes
(∂t + γ11 )B1 (t) = −γ12 B2 (t − τ1 )eik10 d Θ(t − τ1 ),
(20a)
ik10 d
(∂t + γ22 + γ212 )B2 (t) = −γ12 B1 (t − τ1 )e
Θ(t − τ1 ),
(20b)
where
′2
g′ g′ π
g11
π
, γ12 = 11 12 ,
v1
v1
′
′
g12
g12
π
g ′2 π
=
, γ212 = 22 .
v1
v2

γ11 =

(21)

γ22

(22)
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FIG. 3. Dynamical evolution of the atomic populations when
the second atom is off centred from the middle axis of the
waveguide. (a) The comparison when the TM21 mode is considered (γ212 6= 0) or neglected (γ212 = 0). (b) The comparison of the results based on the retardation differential equations in Eq. (20) and ME in Eq. (23). The
√ parameters are
set as d = 12/kj0 , ∆x = a/4, Ω1 a/(cπ) = 5, b = a/2, ωa =
′
(Ω1 + Ω3 )/2, g11
= 0.08Ω1 .

√
′
with gmn
= gmn / ωa . It is clear that γ11 , γ12 and γ22
come from the coupling to the TM11 mode while γ212
comes from the effect of TM21 mode.
To demonstrate the effect of coupling to TM21 mode
of the second atom, we plot the atomic populations for
γ212 = 0 and γ212 6= 0 based on Eq. (20) in Fig. 3(a)
with the initial state being same with that in the last
section. When γ212 is considered to be zero, that is, the
TM21 mode is neglected, both P1 and P2 will experience
the oscillation, which is similar to the situation when
the two atoms are both centered in the waveguide, and
the difference comes from the modification of coupling
strength between the second atom and the waveguide
due to the derivation. However, as the effect of the TM21
is taken into consideration (γ212 6= 0), P1 experiences an
exponential decay and P2 nearly stays in the ground state
all the time. Therefore, the TM21 mode provides a new
dissipation channel for the second atom, which prevents
its excitation.
Similar to the discussion in the last section, we can
also obtain the ME under the Markovian approximation,
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1

which yields

(a)

2
X
Γ′ij
(2σj− ρσj+ − σi+ σj− ρ − ρσi+ σj− )
ρ̇ = −i[H2 , ρ] +
2
i,j=1

+γ212 (2σ2− ρσ2+ − σ2+ σ2− ρ − ρσ2+ σ2− ).

(23)

Here, the last term represents the dissipation of the second atom induced by the TM21 mode in the waveguide.
The Hamilton H2 for the interaction between the two
atoms reads
H2 =

2
X

ωa (σl+ σl− ) +

l=1

0.8
0.6
0.4
0.2

2
X
Uij′ + −
(σi σj + σi− σj+ ), (24)
2
i,j=1

0

2πg1i g1j cos |zi − zj |
p
. (25)
c ωa2 − Ω21
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(b)

where
Uij′ = γ12 sin |zi − zj |, Γ′ij =

In Fig. 4(b), we show the agreement of the results
between the retardation differential equations and ME.
When the TM21 mode in considered, the second atom immediately decays after it is excited by the photon emitted
by the first atom, so that we can barely observe the oscillation. Meanwhile, the photon emitted by the first atom
propagates via TM11 mode can not be reflected by the
second atom due to its dissipation via TM21 mode and
therefore the ME works well and P1 exhibits an exponential decay.
V.

DARK STATE

In the above sections, we have considered the situation
with d = |z1 − z2 | 6= 0, in which the dynamics of the system is demonstrated by the retardation differential equations. Another interesting situation is that the connection between the two atoms is perpendicular to the axis
of the waveguide. We first consider the case illustrated
in Fig. 1 (c), where both of the atoms are located in the
position z = z0 but the second atom is deviated from the
first one in the x direction, that is, ~r1 = (a/2, b/2, z0)
and ~r2 = (a/2 + ∆x, b/2, z0 ) (0 < ∆x < a/2). As a result, there is no retardation effect and the amplitudes
satisfy the differential equations
(∂t + γ11 )B1 (t) = −γ12 B2 (t),
(∂t + γ22 + γ212 )B2 (t) = −γ12 B1 (t),

(26a)
(26b)

where the parameters γ11 , γ22 , γ212 and γ12 are same
with those given in Eqs. (21) and (22). Correspondingly,
the Markovian master equation becomes
ρ̇ = −i[H3 , ρ] +

2
X
Γ∗ij
(2σj− ρσi+ − σi+ σj− ρ − ρσi+ σj− )
2
i,j=1

+γ212 (2σ2− ρσ2+ − σ2+ σ2− ρ − ρσ2+ σ2− ),

(27)
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FIG. 4. Dynamical evolution of the atomic populations when
the connection of the two atoms are perpendicular to the axis
of the waveguide.
The parameters are set as d = 12/kj0 ,
√
′
Ω1 a/(cπ) = 5, b = a/2, ωa = (Ω1 + Ω3 )/2, g11
= 0.08Ω1 . (a)
∆x = a/4 and (b) ∆y = b/4.

where the Hamiltonian
H3 =

2
X

ωa (σl+ σl− ),

(28)

l=1

implies that the two atoms do not coherently couple to
each other. However, the nonzero value of
2πg1i g1j
Γ∗ij = p
.
c ωa2 − Ω21

(29)

indicates that they will undergo a collective dissipation to
the waveguide. Fig. 4(a) shows the comparison between
Eqs. (26) and ME for dynamical evolution of the atomic
populations. The absence of the retardation yields agreement of the two results as shown in the figure. Furthermore, P1 experiences an exponential decay and P2 nearly
keeps zero during the time evolution, therefore, the second atom is nearly frozen in the ground state.
The above dynamical process can be broken if the second atom is deviated from the first one in the y direction instead of x direction, that is, ~r1 = (a/2, b/2, z0)
and ~r2 = (a/2, b/2 + ∆y, z0 ) (0 < ∆y < b/2). In this
case, the amplitudes equations and the ME are same
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with Eqs. (26) and (27), respectively, the only difference
is γ212 = 0 since the second atom is decoupled from the
TM21 mode. As shown in Fig. 4(b), the ME describes the
dynamics of the system perfectly and the atomic populations will achieve an nonzero fixed value as the evolution
time t tends to be infinite. It means that the system finally reaches a dark state which protects the atoms from
decaying to the ground state. The underlying physics can
be extracted from the effective interaction Hamiltonian,
which is simplified as
Z ∞
i
1 h
(g11 σ1− + g12 σ2− )a†1k eikz0 − H.c. .
HI = i
dk √
ω1k
−∞
(30)
As a result, the dark state |Di which satisfies HI |Di = 0
can be expressed as
1
|Di = p 2
(g12 σ1+ − g11 σ2+ )|G, 0i.
2
g12 + g11

(31)

angle cross section. We find that the dynamics of the
system can be controlled by adjusting the relative location of the two atoms in a on-demand manner. Similar to
the modeled waveguide system, where the effect of cross
section is neglected, the dynamics exhibits an obvious
non-Markovian retardation character when the atoms are
both located on the middle axis of the waveguide, since
they interact with the same mode in the waveguide. This
mode not only induces the dissipation but also plays a
data bus to indirectly couple the two atoms. As one
of the atom is off-centered, an additional mode in the
waveguide acts as pure dissipation environment, which
erodes the retardation effect and therefore the Markovian master equation will capture the main physics in an
analytical way. More interestingly, when the connection
of the atoms are perpendicular to the axis of the waveguide, we find a dark state mechanism which prevents the
complete decay of the system and is therefore of potential
application in quantum information processing.

Therefore, we have

g2
P1 (t = ∞)
2 yπ
= 12
2 = cos ( b ),
P2 (t = ∞)
g11

(32)

which coincides with results given in Fig. 4(b).
VI.

CONCLUSION

In this paper, we investigate the time evolution of a
two-atom system which couples to a waveguide with rect-
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