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Quantum emitters interacting with photonic band-gap materials lead to the appearance of qubit-
photon bound states that mediate decoherence-free, tunable emitter-emitter interactions. Recently,
it has been shown that when these band-gaps have a topological origin, like in the photonic SSH
model, these qubit-photon bound states feature chiral shapes and certain robustness to disorder.
In this work, we consider a more general situation where the emitters interact with an extended
SSH photonic model with longer range hoppings that displays a richer phase diagram than its
nearest-neighbour counterpart, e.g., phases with larger winding numbers. In particular, we first
study the features of the qubit-photon bound states when the emitters couple to the bulk modes in
the different phases, discern its connection with the topological invariant, and show how to further
tune their shape through the use of giant atoms, i.e., non-local couplings. Then, we consider the
coupling of emitters to the edge modes appearing in the different topological phases. Here, we show
that giant-atom dynamics can distinguish between all different topological phases, in contrast to the
case with local couplings. Finally, we provide a possible experimental implementation of the model
based on periodic modulations of circuit QED systems. Our work enriches the understanding of the
interplay between topological photonics and quantum optics.

I. INTRODUCTION

The possibility to engineer photonic band-gaps with
periodically patterned materials [1] enabled an unprece-
dented control of the flow of flight in classical photon-
ics [2]. In quantum optics, such band-gaps not only in-
crease the lifetime of emitters through the modification
of the local density of states [3], but can even lead to
an incomplete spontaneous emission dynamics known as
fractional decay [4]. The latter occurs when the emitter’s
transition frequency lies deep in the band-gap, because
then the photon that should relax into the bath has an en-
ergy that is not allowed to propagate. In those situations,
the photon becomes localized around the emitter [5–7]
forming what has been labeled as qubit-photon bound
states [8–17]. Beyond their fundamental interest, these
bound states have recently attracted a lot of attention
because they can mediate coherent and tunable interac-
tions between emitters, which can be harnessed for sim-
ulating frustrated quantum magnetism problems [8, 9].
This has triggered many experiments to observe them,
not only in standard photonic crystals [18], but also in
other platforms that mimic band-gap physics, such as cir-
cuit QED [13–15] or state-dependent optical lattices [19].

The recently discovered topological photonic insula-
tors (see Refs. [20–22] for updated reviews) are one of
these systems where photonic band-gaps appear. Their
particularity is that the forbidden-energy region appears
between two bands that can be characterized by an inte-
ger number called the topological invariant, e.g., winding
number W [23], which determines how many topologi-
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cal edge states will emerge in finite systems. A natu-
ral question that scientists have begun studying is what
quantum optical phenomena occur when coupling quan-
tum emitters to such systems [24–32] and, in particular,
its impact on the emergent qubit-photon bound states.
For example, already for the simplest instance of one-
dimensional topological photonic insulator, i.e., the SSH
model [33] which has a two phases with W = 1, 0, it was
predicted [27] and later experimentally confirmed [28],
that the qubit-photon bound states display a chiral shape
and inherit certain robustness to disorder from the bath.
The underlying reason of these remarkable features is
that the bound-state builds up from the topological edge
modes of the “broken” photonic lattice that appears if
one introduces a vacancy-defect at the position of the
emitter [29]. Since these edge modes are strongly linked
to the value of the topological invariant of the system, an
intriguing question to be explored is to consider the case
of models with W > 1, and see how these qubit-photon
bound states change.

In this work, we study this question by considering a
photonic lattice with dimerized next-to-next-to-nearest
neighbour hoppings, which displays phases with W =
0,±1, 2 depending on the parameters of the model [34–
37]. We show how topologically robust qubit-photon
bound states emerge along all the phases of the dia-
gram, displaying different spatial shapes depending of the
parameters of the model. We further show how these
shapes can be controlled using non-local light-matter
couplings [38–41]. We also study finite-system effects and
illustrate the emitters dynamics in the different phases
when it couples to the edge of the photonic chain. Fi-
nally, we also discuss a possible experimental implemen-
tation based on circuit QED platforms. The manuscript
is structured as follows: in Section II we explain the sys-
tem under study. We first analyze in detail the pho-
tonic lattice Hamiltonian, discussing its band-structure,

ar
X

iv
:2

10
5.

12
47

0v
2 

 [
qu

an
t-

ph
] 

 8
 J

un
 2

02
1

mailto:carlos.vega@iff.csic.es
mailto:miguel.bello@mpq.mpg.de
mailto:diego.porras@csic.es
mailto:a.gonzalez.tudela@csic.es


2

phase diagram, and edge states. Then, we consider the
full light-matter interaction Hamiltonian, and study the
emitter expected lifetimes and Lamb-shifts coming from
the interaction with the bath. In Section III, we study
the properties of the emergent qubit-photon bound states
when the emitters are coupled to the bulk of the sys-
tem, with their energies lying in the band-gap. Then, in
Section IV we study the case where the emitters couple
to the edge of the chain and see how the presence of a
different number of edge-states modifies their dynamics.
Finally, in Section V we discuss a possible experimental
realization, and summarize our findings in Section VI.

II. LIGHT-MATTER INTERACTIONS IN
EXTENDED-SSH MODELS

In this section, we present and analyze the features
of the photonic environment considered in this work, in
II A. Afterwards, in II B, we introduce the coupling of
a collection of quantum emitters (emitters) to the pho-
tonic environment described by this model, and analyse
the renormalization effects that the bath induces in the
energy and lifetime of a single emitter.

A. Extended-SSH models: band-structure,
phase-diagram, and finite-size effects

Along this manuscript, we will use a discrete photonic
lattice model description for the photonic bath as de-
picted in Fig. 1(a). It is composed by N unit cells, each
containing two sites which correspond to bosonic (cre-

ation) annhilation operators a
(†)
j , b

(†)
j where j is an in-

dex indicating which unit-cell the modes belong to. The
Hamiltonian associated to this bipartite photonic lattice
can be written as follows:

Hbath =

N∑
j=1

{
ωc

(
a†jaj + b†jbj

)
+ ωδ

(
a†jaj − b†jbj

)}

+

N∑
j=1

{
J ′1a
†
jbj + J1b

†
jaj+1

+ J ′3a
†
jbj+1 + J3b

†
jaj+2 + H.c.

}
. (1)

Here, ωc is the overall energy reference of the problem,
we will set it to zero and refer all the other energies with
respect to it; ωδ is an staggered-energy offset between
the A/B sublattice modes; and J1(J ′1) [J3(J ′3)] are the
[third] first neighbour hoppings between the B-A (A-B)
sublattices, respectively. Using periodic boundary condi-
tions, one can define the photonic operators in momen-
tum space as follows:

a†k =
1√
N

N∑
j=1

eikja†j and b†k =
1√
N

N∑
j=1

eikjb†j , (2)
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Figure 1. a) Scheme of the light-matter setup: The photonic
bath is composed as a series of coupled resonators, depicted
in green and red, corresponding to crystal sublattices A and
B respectively. The energy of the resonators of the two sub-
lattices are given by ωc ± ωδ, respectively. The unit cell of
the array is represented within a dotted box. Arrows between
sites depict hopping amplitudes in the tight-binding Hamil-
tonian. Two quantum emitters coupled to the lattice with
coupling constant g are represented, as well as the emitter
level structure. b) Winding numberW of the different phases
of the extended-SSH model in the J1 = J ′1 ≡ J regime. Pa-
rameters J3 and J ′3 are expressed in units of J . c) Band
structure in two scenarios, when either long-range hoppings
are small (J3, J

′
3) = (0, 0.3) (up), and when they are large

(J3, J
′
3) = (4, 2) (down). In the first case, the band structure

does not qualitatively differ from the SSH one, but in the
latter, local maxima appear in the bands.

and rewrite the bath Hamiltonian as follows:

Hbath =
∑
k

(
a†k b†k

)
Hbath(k)

(
ak
bk

)
, (3)

where Hbath(k) is a 2 × 2 matrix that can be expanded
in terms of Pauli matrices Hbath(k) =

∑
α=x,y,z dα(k)σα

as follows:

dx(k) = J ′1 + J1 cos(k) + J ′3 cos(k) + J3 cos(2k) , (4)

dy(k) = J1 sin(k)− J ′3 sin(k) + J3 sin(2k) , (5)

dz(k) = ωδ . (6)

Using these expressions, the bath can be readily diag-

onalized as Hbath =
∑
k

(
ωu(k)u†kuk + ωl(k)l†klk

)
, lead-

ing to two bands with energy dispersion ωu/d(k) =

±
√∑

α d
2
α(k) = ±ω(k). The choice of this very gen-

eral model allows us to capture very different situations,
including topologically non-trivial regimes, that we will
study along the manuscript:
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• When ωδ = J ′3 = J3 = 0 and J1 6= J ′1 6= 0,
one obtains the photonic analogue of the SSH
model [42, 43], where two separate energy bands
appear around the bath energy reference. One of
the main properties of this model is that thanks to
its chiral (sublattice) symmetry (dz(k) ≡ 0), one
can define a topological invariant, i.e., the winding
numberW, that counts how many times the vector
~d(k) = (dx(k), dy(k)) winds around the origin as k
swipes the Brillouin zone, and which is related to
the number of topologically-protected edge states
that appear in finite systems with open boundary
conditions [23]. This model belongs to the BDI
class of the topological classification of phases [43],
featuring both topologically trivial and non-trivial
phases with W = 0, 1, respectively, depending on
the relative value of J1, J

′
1.

• An interesting variation of the previous case can
be done by adding staggered third-neighbour hop-
pings, J3 6= J ′3 6= 0. This model is referred to in
the literature as the extended SSH model [34–37],
a notation that we will also use along the whole
manuscript. These additional hoppings are chosen
so that they still preserve the chiral symmetry of
the model. However, they allow for phases with
larger values of the winding number W = 2,±1, 0.
Note, that adding second-neighbour hoppings (in
fact, any even hopping) breaks the chiral symme-
try of the model, and change its Atland-Zirnbauer
topological class [33] from BDI to AI, which is triv-
ial in the case of one-dimensional systems.

• Another way of making the system topologically
trivial without adding any longer range or stag-
gered hoppings (J1 = J ′1 and J3 = J ′3 = 0) is
by considering staggered-energies, ωδ 6= 0. This
model also displays a symmetric two-band spec-
trum around the bath energy reference, like in the
previous topological cases, but its band-gap has
now a completely (topologically) trivial origin. For
this reason, we will use this model in section III B
to unravel the role of topological/bipartite nature
of the bath in the robustness of the emergent qubit-
photon bound states.

The main interest of this manuscript is to understand
the quantum optical consequences of coupling to topolog-
ical baths with large winding numbers. For this reason,
unless stated otherwise, we will consider the extended
SSH model described above as the photonic bath. For
concreteness, we will restrict the number of free param-
eters of the model by fixing J1 = J ′1 = J , and letting
J3 6= J ′3. With this choice of parameters, the model
displays the phase diagram shown in Fig. 1(b), with
phases W = 2,±1, 0 depending on the relative value
of J3/J, J

′
3/J . As explained above, the energy spec-

trum displays two symmetric bands around the origin
with a band-gap that depends on the tunneling differ-

0.0
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Figure 2. Spatial structure of left edge-localized probabil-
ity distribution of zero-energy modes in a) the SSH model
with J ′1 = 2J1 and b) the extended SSH model with
third-neighbour hoppings with parameters (J ′1, J1, J

′
3, J3) =

(1, 1, 0.5, 0.8). In both cases, the lattice size is of 20 sites
(10 unit cells) labelled by j. Zero-energy eigenstates are hy-
bridized combinations of states as the ones depicted in the
figure. Blue bars depict support on chain sites belonging to
sublattice A. No support in sublattice B for this edge state
appears due to the chiral symmetry that both models display.

ence |J3 − J ′3|. For J
(′)
3 � J , the energy spectrum fea-

tures a very similar shape than the standard SSH model
(see upper panel of Fig. 1(c)), with two middle band-

edges around k = ±π. Remarkably, when J
(′)
3 � J the

bands acquire a qualitatively different shape (see lower
panel of Fig. 1(c)). In particular, bands are nearly pe-
riodic within the first Brillouin zone with period 2π/3,
i.e., the triple of its SSH-like counterpart, which leads to
the appearance of new local maxima/minima within the
bands. As we will see in the next sections, this new max-
ima/minima have important consequences when emitters
couple to these type of baths.

The richer bulk topology that the extended SSH model
displays in comparison with its nearest-neighbour coun-
terpart also has implications on its boundary physics.
As mentioned before, the bulk-edge correspondence [23]
links the absolute value of the topological invariant |W|
to the number of pairs of modes localized at the edges of
the system, whose energy lies in the band-gap. There-
fore, in a finite lattice with open boundary conditions, the
spectrum includes |W| pairs of symmetric and antisym-
metric combinations of these states localized at both ends
of the lattice, with zero-energy in the thermodynamic
limit. Apart from the larger number of edge modes in
the (W = 2)-phase, another significant difference of the
extended SSH model appears in their spatial shape. As
shown in Fig. 2(a), the edge states of the standard SSH
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model both localize in a single sublattice of the model,
and their amplitude decays exponentially as we look fur-
ther away from the edge. The edge states of the ex-
tended SSH model [34–37], on the contrary, display a
non-monotonous decay of their wavefunction, although
they still only have weight in one of the sublattices. In
Fig. 2(b), we show an example of this for a particular
edge state of the extended SSH model appearing in a
phase with W = 2 (see parameters in the caption). The
other edge states appearing in other phases show a qual-
itatively similar behaviour.

B. Light-matter coupling

In this work, we are interested in analyzing what hap-
pens when emitters couple to a photonic environment de-
scribed by the extended SSH model we have introduced
in the previous section. Assuming the emitters have a
single optical transition between an excited, |e〉 and a
ground state, |g〉, the full light-matter Hamiltonian reads
H = Hbath +Hemitters +Hint, where:

Hemitters =∆
∑
α

σαee , (7)

Hint =g
∑
α

c†jασ
α
ge + H.c. (8)

where α is an index that runs over the set of emitters,
∆ is the associated detuning of the emitter optical tran-
sition with respect to the reference energy ωc, g is the
emitter-bath coupling that we assume to the equal for
all emitters, and jα denotes the unit cell position the α-

emitter couples to. Here, σαab = |a〉α〈b|α, and c†jα can

be either a†jα or b†jα depending on which sublattice the
emitter couples to.

The coupling of emitters to an structured photonic en-
vironments, like the extended SSH one, strongly renor-
malizes their energies and lifetimes. A magnitude that
captures these renormalizing effects is the single emit-
ter self-energy, Σe(z), a complex variable function which
form, for a two-band model like the one we consider in
this manuscript, reads [44]:

Σe(z) =
∑
k∈BZ

|〈0|ukHintσ
†|0〉|2

z − ωu(k)
+
|〈0|lkHintσ

†|0〉|2
z − ωl(k)

. (9)

where uk/lk are the eigenoperators associated to the up-
per/lower band, ωu/l(k), respectively, and k runs over
the first Brillouin zone (BZ) of the crystal, that is,
k ∈ [−π, π). In a one-dimensional chiral-symmetric
bath, |〈0|ukHintσ

†|0〉|2 = |〈0|lkHintσ
†|0〉|2 = 1/2 and

ωu,d(k) = ±ω(k). Thus, the self-energy for a single emit-
ter can be computed in the thermodynamic limit as

Σe(z) =
g2

2π

∫
BZ

dk
z

z2 − ω2(k)
. (10)

The real and imaginary parts of Σe(∆+i0+) = δωe(∆)−
iΓe(∆)/2 correspond to the Lamb shift δωe, that renor-
malizes the emitter energy, and the Markovian decay
rate Γe, that determines its lifetime in the perturbative
regime. In Fig. 3, we plot both quantities, δωe(∆) and
Γe(∆), in blue and red, respectively, for an emitter cou-
pled to the A sublattice and for an energy range ∆ that
spans beyond the two energy bands. In Fig. 3(a), we plot
these magnitudes for the same scenario than the upper

panel of Fig. 1(c), that is, when J
(′)
3 � J . There, we

observe how the Lamb shifts and lifetimes are very sim-
ilar to the ones found in the standard SSH model [27],
with Van-Hove singularities at the band-edges for both
the Lamb-shift and decay rates. On the contrary, for the

regime when J
(′)
3 � J , that we plot in Fig. 3(b), one

observes an important qualitative difference, that is, the
decay rate features an additional Van-Hove singularity
in the middle of the upper/lower bands. The origin of
these singularities is the presence of new local maxima
of ω(k) that we show in Fig. 1(c). In those maxima,
the group velocity, vg, vanishes which leads to a diver-
gence of the bath density of states since it scales inversely
proportional to vg. Such middle-band Van-Hove singu-
larities are known to appear in two-dimensional struc-
tured reservoirs [45, 46], however, they are very unusual
in one-dimensional baths. In Appendix A, we show how
these Van-Hove singularities can have important dynam-
ical consequences, such as the appearance of strongly
non-Markovian dynamics of a single emitter with ener-
gies within the band, as it also occurs in higher dimen-
sions [45, 46]. In the main text, however, we will focus
more on what occurs in the opposite regime, that is, when
the energy of the emitter matches one of the three band-
gaps appearing in Figs. 1(c),3.

III. EMITTERS COUPLED TO THE PHOTONIC
BULK: QUBIT-PHOTON BOUND STATES

If an excited emitter is tuned off-resonance to the band
structure of the photonic bath, it will not have avail-
able density of states to radiate its excitation. Thus, in
this situation, the photon can not escape and it dresses
the emitter, forming what is known as qubit-photon
bound state [5–7]. The energy and the wavefunction of
this bound state can be calculated by solving the time-
independent Schrdinger equation H|ψBS〉 = EBS|ψBS〉
within the single-excitation subspace since H conserves
the number of excitations. In this subspace, |ψBS〉 can
be written as a superposition between an emitter and
photonic excitation written as:

|ψBS〉 = |e〉 |vac〉+ |g〉 |ψph〉 =

=

Ceσge +
∑
j

Cj,aa
†
j + Cj,bb

†
j

 |g〉|vac〉; . (11)

Solving formally this equation, one can find that the
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Figure 3. Lamb shift δωe (blue lines) and Markovian decay
rate Γe (red lines) for a single emitter coupled with g = 0.5J
to the A sublattice of the extended SSH photonic bath with
hoppings a) (J ′3, J3) = (0, 0.3)J and b) (J ′3, J3) = (1, 1, 2, 4)J .
Domains shaded red depict that ∆ lies in the band regime.

energy of the bound-state is given by the solution to the
pole equation EBS−∆−Σe(EBS) = 0, with EBS outside
of the band-gap. The wavefunction coefficients Cj,a and
Cj,b can also be analytically obtained using this ansatz.
For example, for an emitter coupled to the A sublattice
at the j = 0 unit cell, these coefficients read [27]:

CAj,a
Ce

=
gEBS

2π

∫ π

−π
dk

eikj

E2
BS − ω2(k)

(12)

CAj,b
Ce

=− g

2π

∫ π

−π
dk

ω(k)ei(kj−φ(k))

E2
BS − ω2(k)

, (13)

where φ(k) = arg
(
−J ′1 − J1e

−ik − J3e
ik − J ′3e−2ik

)
.

These coefficients are of particular interest since they
determine the shape of the emitter-emitter interactions
when many emitters couple to the photonic bath [8, 9].
In particular, it has been shown that under the Born-
Markov conditions, the effective emitter dynamics is gov-
erned by a purely Hamiltonian evolution given by [27]:

Hspin =
∑
α,β

Jαβ
(
σαegσ

β
ge + H.c.

)
, (14)

where Jαβ ∝ CAj,a if both emitters couple to the same sub-

lattice, and Jαβ ∝ CAj,b mode if they couple to different
sublattices. Thus, the spatial shape of these single-qubit
photon bound states is what ultimately determines how
the emitters interact in the many-body regime.

For this reason, in this section we will focus on the
study of the qubit-photon bound state properties of a
single emitter coupled to the extended SSH bath. In
particular, we investigate how the topological properties
of the bath induce non-trivial features on these bound
states, ranging from chiral spatial shapes (III A) to ro-
bustness against disorder (III B). We will probe the key
role of topology in the bound states robustness by com-
paring these disorder effects with the ones in a topolog-
ically trivial model. Finally, in III C, we explain how
to further tune the spatial shape of such bound states
by the use of non-local couplings, i.e. emitters coupled
simultaneously to various lattice sites, that can be ob-
tained using giant atoms [38–41].

A. Spatial features

We will start the analysis of qubit-photon bound
states describing their spatial shape when a single emit-
ter is coupled to a bulk site of the photonic bath.
We will assume that the emitter is coupled to the
sublattice-A site at the j = 0 unit cell. As we show
in Fig. 1(c), since the structured bath is a two-band
model, there are always three different band-gap re-
gions in which bound-states can appear: the upper
band-gap (EBS > max (|ω(k)|)), the middle band-gap
(min (|ω(k)|) > EBS > −min (|ω(k)|)) and the lower
band-gap (EBS < −max (|ω(k)|)). The upper and lower
band-gap regions are also denominated outer band-gaps,
to distinguish them from the topologically non-trivial
band-gap that appears in the middle region.

In what follows, we analyze the bound-states of the
model in the different phases, but noting first that chang-
ing Jn ↔ J ′n (n = 1, 3) only implies interchanging the
role of the A/B sublattices. Thus, it suffices to study
the topological phases with W = 2, 0 (or W = −1, 1) to
know the properties of bound states in every other phase.
For this reason, in Fig. 4 we only show the extended SSH
bound state coefficients Cj,a/Ce, Cj,b/Ce appearing for
an emitter coupled to the A sublattice with ∆ chosen in
the different band-gaps (rows) for the (W = 2, 0)-phases
(columns). There, we observe how the bound states in
the upper and lower band-gaps (panels (a-b) and (e-f),
respectively) are exponentially localized to both sides of
the emitter, and the only difference between them is a
staggered sign between sublattices appearing in the lower
band-gap case. This behaviour is very similar to the one
found in standard SSH models, see Ref. [27], and even
in topologically trivial bandgaps. This is why we do not
observe qualitative differences in the behaviour between
the two distinct topological phases, W = 2, 0, for these
bound states. On the contrary, when the emitter matches
exactly the central point of the middle band-gap, ∆ = 0,
the bound states are qualitatively different: they localize
preferentially to one of the sides of the emitters for both
phases, and have only weight in the opposite sublattice
the emitter is coupled to. These two features also appear
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Figure 4. Examples of spatial distribution of qubit-photon
bound states around the emitter (coupled at position j = 0)
in a realization of the extended SSH model with g/J = 0.1
for the upper band-gap (UBG) ∆/J = 3.5 (a) and b)),
middle band-gap (MBG) ∆/J = 0 (c) and d))) and lower
band-gap (LBG) regimes ∆/J = −3.5 (e) and f))) in a lat-
tice of N = 600 sites. Different topological phases are la-
beled by the winding number indicated at each sub-figure.
Long-range hopping parameters have been chosen to have an
equal photonic band-gap width Eg = 0.2J at each topologi-
cal phase. Specifically, (J ′3, J3) = (0.5J, 0.8J) in W = 2 and
(J ′3, J3) = (0.2661J, 0.5J) inW = 0. Bars coloured red (blue)
represent support in sublattice B (A).

for the standard SSH bath [27]. However, in the extended
SSH bath bound states also have their own qualitative
differences: first, they feature an enlarged spatial period-
icity as compared with the ones appearing in the stan-
dard SSH situation. Second, while in the W = 2 (−1)
phase the photon localizes perfectly at the left (right)
of the emitter, i.e., is perfectly chiral, the one of the
W = 0 (1) shows a small leakage to the other side. Third,
they show a non-monotonous decay, like it occurred for
the edge states of finite chains (see Fig. 2(b)). All these
features can be understood by particularizing Eqs. (12)
and (13) to the case EBS = 0, where we we have that

CAj,a = 0 , CAj,b ∝
1

2π

∫
dk

eikj

f(eik)
, (15)

with f(eik) = J ′3e
ik + J ′1 + J1e

−ik + J3e
−2ik. Doing a

change of variable y = exp[sign(j)ik], we can transform
the integral into a contour one along the unit circle that
can be solved using Residue Theorem finding the poles
of 1/f(y) (see Appendix B for details). In fact, one can
show that the number of poles within the unit circle is
given by 2 − W, which explains why in the W = 2,−1
phases the bound state shows a perfect multi-exponential
localization just one side of the emitter, whereas in the
W = 0, 1 phases it is localized on both sides, with a non-
monotonous decay only at one side.

As aforementioned this non-monotonous decay is rem-
iniscent of the edge-state shape appearing in finite chains
(see Fig. 2(b)). This points to the topological origin of
the qubit-photon bound states in these baths. In the SSH
case, this connection was formally proved by noticing
that the photonic component of the bound-states is pre-
cisely the topological edge state appearing in one of un-
coupled semi-infinite chains that appears when consider-
ing a vacancy defect in the position of the bath the emit-
ter couples to [29]. In the extended SSH model, this con-
nection is not so obvious since the long-range hoppings
connect the two semi-infinite chains and their modes be-
come hybridized. However, it can also be shown that in
the extended SSH case, the photonic component of the
bound states can be written as linear superpositions of
the edge states (|ESj〉) of the two semi-infinite chains
that are obtained when breaking the lattice at the posi-
tion of the emitter [29], i.e., |ψph〉 =

∑
j 〈ESj |ψph〉 |ESj〉

(see Appendix B for explicit formulas). Thus, this obser-
vation strongly suggests that qubit-photon bound states
will inherit topological protection even when long-range
hoppings are included in the photonic environment. This
is what we study in more detail in the next section.

B. Robustness to disorder

One of the most remarkable properties of topology in
both condensed-matter and photonic systems is the pro-
tection against disorder of gapless boundary modes that
emerge when the bulk topology is non-trivial. In this sec-
tion, we explore whether this protection is inherited by
the energy and shape of the qubit-photon bound states
when an emitter couples to the extended SSH model.

To analyze this robustness, we will consider two differ-
ent types of disorder in the bath Hamiltonian, depend-
ing on whether they preserve the chiral symmetry of the
model or not. For chiral-preserving disorder, we consider
the addition of random perturbations to the hopping am-
plitudes that the model already incorporates (first and
third-neighbour hoppings), which do not change the BDI
topological class of the hamiltonian. Mathematically,
chiral-preserving disorder is implemented as:

H → H+
∑
|i−j|=1

εi,j1 c†i cj +
∑
|i−j|=3

εi,j3 c†i cj , (16)

where the |i− j| = N subscript depicts a pairs of neigh-
bouring sites at distance N , and ci is either ai or bi de-
pending on the sublattice that the site belongs to. The
coefficients εij1 and εij3 are random variables described
by a certain probability distribution that we will take to
be gaussian with zero mean N (0, σ). The standard de-
viation σ of the distribution acts as the strength of the
induced disorder. On the other hand, chiral-breaking
disorder will include random diagonal terms and second
neighbour hoppings, which turns the topological class of
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Figure 5. Effects of different chirality-preserving (a) and
c)) and chirality-breaking (b) and d)) types of disorder on
the bound states wavefunctions with a emitter detuning of
∆/J = 0 in a lattice of N = 600 sites. In all cases, the
disorder strength is σ/J = 0.1. Chirality-breaking disorder
manifestly induces support of the bound state in both sublat-
tices. Hopping amplitudes are set to (J ′3, J3) = (0.5J, 0.8J)
in W = 2 and (J ′3, J3) = (0.2661J, 0.5J) in W = 0.

the model from BDI to AI. These disorder terms read:

H → H+
∑
i

εii0 c
†
i ci +

∑
|i−j|=2

εi,j2 c†i cj . (17)

Robustness against disorder manifests as the protec-
tion of zero-energy modes localized around generic de-
fects or boundaries (in our case, a emitter) of a sys-
tem with non-trivial bulk topology. Provided that dis-
order terms preserve the symmetries that characterize
the topological class of the model, and that its strength
is small enough (less than the energy difference between
the topological state and the closest band energy), these
topological modes should persist if such random pertur-
bations are added to the bath Hamiltonian. In our case,
it is then expected that only under chiral-preserving dis-
order, qubit-photon bound states will remain protected.
In Fig. 5 we show several examples of the effects of dis-
order that preserves and breaks chiral symmetry in the
different columns, and for two distinct phases (W = 0, 2)
in the different rows. For chiral-preserving disorder, the
bound-states maintains qualitatively their shape: still
have support in one of the sublattices, and are local-
ized preferentially to either the left/right depending on
the phase considered. As expected, the effect of chirally-
breaking disorder is more dramatic: the bound-states ac-
quire weight in the other sublattice, and in the (W = 0)-
phase loses significantly its chiral character.

Beyond the spatial features of the bound states, dis-
order is also expected to affect their energies. When
randomly sampling disordered configurations of the bath
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m
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Figure 6. Evolution of mean bound state energies 〈EBS〉 for
an extended SSH (blue lines) lattice a and staggered stan-
dard waveguide (red line). a) The means of bound states are
computed in the a) middle band-gap (MBG) (∆/J = 0) and
b) lower band-gap (LBG) regime, with a detuning given by
∆ = ωmin − Eg/2 (set to ∆/J = −3.3 for the extended SSH
and ∆/J = −2.1 for staggered standard waveguide). In the
LBG case, 〈EBS〉 is expressed for both models referred to the
minimum band energy ωmin. The mean energies are computed
among samples of 200 realizations of chirality-preserving dis-
order with fixed σ in lattices of 600 sites, for a coupling
constant g = 0.2J . The extended SSH model hoppings are
(J ′3, J3) = (0.5J, 0.8J), with band-width Eg = 0.21J , while
the staggered mass in the standard waveguide model is set
to yield equal band-gap width Eg. Shaded regions surround-
ing solid lines depict the standard deviation around the mean
value.

hamiltonian, the bound state energy EBS is calculated
by diagonalizing the complete light-matter Hamiltonian,
H, and searching for the localized eigenstate. When do-
ing that for a fixed disorder strength and several disorder
realizations, the energy of the bound-state is a random
variable with some probability distribution with mean
〈EBS〉 and standard deviation Std(EBS). In what fol-
lows, we investigate the evolution of 〈EBS〉 and Std(EBS)
as the disorder strength σ increases in several scenar-
ios. First, we will compare the protection of the middle
band-gap bound states of the extended SSH bath model
to the ones of the model with a topological trivial middle
band-gap obtained by introducing the staggered cavity
energy shifts ωδ (see Section II). The motivation for the
comparison is to discern whether the bipartite nature of
the bath, which is what ultimately leads to the middle
band-gap opening, plays a role in the ”protection” of the
bound-states or it is really the topological nature of the
bath what makes a difference. Then, we will also compare
the resilience to disorder of the bound-states appearing
in the outer band-gaps, to see if this resilience extends
also to those situations.

To begin this analysis, in Fig. 6 we plot 〈EBS〉 (in solid
lines) and their Std(EBS) (in shadow) for the extended
SSH (blue) and staggered energy models (red), and for
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bound-states appearing in the middle/lower bound-states
for the (a)/(b) panels, respectively. To make a fair com-
parison, we fix the parameters of the two models so that
they feature the same middle band-gap width Eg (see
the caption for parameters). From this figure, we can ex-
tract several conclusions: first, we observe how the mid-
dle band-gap bound states of the extended SSH model
(blue lines) are pinned at zero for ∆ = 0 for a wider
range of disorder strengths. Only when σ ∼ Eg, the
Std(EBS) of such middle bound-states acquire a signifi-
cant value. This is in stark contrast to the bound-states
of the topologically-trivial model (in red) where we ob-
serve that: the mean value 〈EBS〉 oscillates around a
value different from zero, due to the chiral symmetry-
breaking of the model, which makes the bound-state en-
ergies different from zero even if ∆ = 0. Besides, the
standard deviation Std(EBS) grows continuously for in-
creasing values of disorder strength, unlike the topolog-
ically trivial case. From this, we can conclude that the
bound-states energies of the extended SSH model are def-
initely more protected than for the other model. For com-
pleteness, in panel (b), we plot the behaviour of 〈EBS〉
and their Std(EBS) for the case of bound-states in the
lower band-gap, fixing ∆ so that the detuning with the
respect to the lower-band-edge is the same than in panel
(b) to make a fair comparison. There, we observe that
both models feature a similar qualitative behaviour: the
mean value gets displaced as σ increases and Std(EBS)
grows continuously. This hints to a lack of topological
protection of these bound-states, irrespective of the topo-
logical nature of the bath. We characterize this in more
detail in Appendix C.

The aforementioned differences in Std(EBS) suggest
that middle band-gap bound states are indeed more ro-
bust to disorder in the topological model due to their
topological origin. To further assess this statement,
we now make a more detailed study on how Std(EBS)
scales with two relevant parameters, namely, the coupling
strength g and the system size N . The coupling strength
g governs the amount of photonic component of the
qubit-photon bound-states (

∑
j,α=a,b |Cj,α|2 in Eq. 11),

which can be shown to be proportional to g2/∆2 for
this situation. Thus, since the photonic compoment of
the topological qubit-photon bound states with ∆ = 0 is
built out of superpositions of the topological edge states,
which are robust to disorder, we expect that Std(EBS) is
much less dependent on the coupling strength g than in
the topologically trivial case. Besides, for the same rea-
son, we expect that this topological protection increases
with system size for the topological case, since it is known
that topological edge states are perfectly insensitive to
disorder at the thermodynamic limit [47].

In Figs. 7(a-b) we numerically confirm these hypothe-
ses by plotting the evolution of the Std(EBS) for increas-
ing disorder strength σ/J , for both the topologically triv-
ial (filled markers) and non-trivial models (crosses) of
Fig. 6. The different colors represent different values of
the coupling strengths, g, as indicated in the right color
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Figure 7. Standard deviation of qubit-photon bound state en-
ergies EBS as gaussian disorder strength σ is increased. Dif-
ferent values of the coupling constant g are considered for a
emitter detuning in the centre of the topological (crosses) and
trivial (triangles) band-gaps, for lattices of a) N = 600 sites
and b) N = 1200 sites. The parameters of both models have
been set as in Fig. 7. In both figures, each point corresponds
to the standard deviation in a sample of 50 realizations of
chirality-preserving disorder with fixed σ.

bar, and the two panels correspond to different system
sizes, namely, N = 600 and N = 1200 for panels (a)
and (b), respectively. There, we can already see that
for fixed system size and coupling strengths, the vari-
ances Std(EBS) of the topological bound states are always
smaller that the topologically trivial ones. Besides, the
dependence of Std(EBS) on the coupling strength is much
weaker than in the other situations. Finally, comparing
the two panels (a) and (b), we see how doubling the size
of the system decreases dramatically the Std(EBS) in the
topological case, while leaves almost unaltered the vari-
ances in the trivial situation. This suggest that the ob-
served variances for the topological model are indeed a
finite size effect, that vanishes in an infinite lattice re-
gardless of the value of the coupling constant g. Finally,
we wanted to note that although Fig. 7 depicts energy
variances only for the extended SSH (W = 2)-phase, re-
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Figure 8. Qubit-photon bound states distribution when a gi-
ant atom with ∆ = 0 is coupled to the lattice as depicted in
the scheme a). The considered values for the coupling con-
stants are (g1, g2, g3) = (g, g, 0) (b) and c)), and (g1, g2, g3) =
(g, 0, g) (d) and e)), where g = 0.2J . Each bound state spatial
distribution corresponds to the topological phases character-
ized by W = 2 and W = 0 indicated in each subfigure with
hopping amplitudes given by (J ′3, J3) = (0.5J, 0.8J) inW = 2
and (J ′3, J3) = (0.2661J, 0.5J) in W = 0.

peating the same numerical analysis in the other topo-
logical phases of the model we found the same qualita-
tive behaviour. Thus, we conclude that middle band-gap
qubit-photon bound states indeed inherit the topological
protection from the bath.

C. Tunability through non-local couplings

After having discussed the spatial and energetic fea-
tures of the qubit-photon bound states appearing in
the extended SSH, here we aim to show how to tune
their spatial shape through the use of non-local light-
matter couplings. These type of couplings are motivated
by recent experimental advances in circuit QED setups,
where qubits can be made to interact with waveguides
simultaneously at multiple points several wavelengths

apart, forming what has been labelled as giant atom [39].
These multi-point couplings lead to strong interference
effects which can be harnessed, for example, to engineer
decoherence-free quantum gates [38], directional emis-
sion [48, 49], to probe topology through photon scatter-
ing [27], or to induce tunable inter-emitter couplings [41],
as we will do here.

For concreteness, we will restrict to the situation where
the emitter couples to two different lattice sites. Since our
bath is bipartite, there are two nonequivalent physical
situations depending on whether it couples to the same
or a different sublattice. For illustration, we consider
each of these situations for two non-local emitter-bath
coupling scenarios schematically depicted in Fig. 8(a):
(i) when the emitter couples to both sites A and B of the
central unit cell j = 0, or (ii) when it couples to the A
sites of two consecutive unit cells. Thus, the interaction
Hamiltonian will be of the form

Hint =
(
g1a
†
0 + g2b

†
0 + g3a

†
1

)
σeg + H.c. , (18)

with (g1, g2, g3) = (g, g, 0) and (g1, g2, g3) = (g, 0, g)
for the (i) and (ii) situations. In Figs. 8(b-c) we plot
the (middle band-gap) bound-state shape for the (i)-
situation for the (W = 2) and (W = 0)-phases, respec-
tively. There, we observe a curious feature: the bound-
state loses its chiral character, since the photonic compo-
nent localizes at the both sides of the emitter. However,
at each side it localizes preferentially in one of the sub-
lattices (note the different color). For the (ii)-situation
depicted in Figs. 8(d-e), respectively, the bound-state re-
covers its chiral shape for both topological phases. As
it occurs in the local coupling case, the bound states in
the (W = 2)-phase appear to exhibit a stronger chiral
character than in the other situation.

IV. EMITTERS INTERACTING WITH THE
EDGE MODES OF FINITE SYSTEMS

All the previous results considered situations where the
emitter couples to the bulk modes of the chain, such that
the physics is not affected by the edge states appearing in
finite systems wheneverW 6= 0. In this section, however,
we study precisely the opposite situation, that is, when
the emitter couples precisely to the lattice sites at the end
of the chain. One of the motivations for considering this
configuration is to find some quantum optical observable
sensitive to the number of edge states of the system, and
thus, can be used as a probe of the topological phase of
the bath.

With this in mind, we consider the time evolution of a
quantum emitter coupled to one of the edges of a finite
extended SSH chain. If the emitter frequency is tuned to
the middle bandgap, we expect the coupling to the topo-
logical edge states to be dominant, leading to qualitative
different dynamics for each topological phase. Consid-
ering local couplings, however, we find that the emitter
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dynamics is not able to distinguish between all the dif-
ferent phases (see Fig. D.8 of Appendix (D)). The reason
is that, due to chiral symmetry, the edge states in some
of the topological phases do not have support in the sub-
lattice the emitter couples to, and thus, the emitter does
not couple to them even if they are resonant. Therefore,
the dynamics of a single emitter can not be sensitive to
all the different phases regardless of the configuration.
Interestingly, as we will show below there is a way of
recovering the sensitivity to all phases by using the non-
local couplings introduced in section III C.

Let us illustrate this sensitivity considering a situation
where the emitter couples simultaneously to both sub-
lattices A and B of the leftmost unit cell of the lattice.
In Figs. (9(a-b), we plot the emitter population dynam-
ics, |Ce(t)|2, for two different system sizes N = 20 and
N = 120, respectively, and considering the different topo-
logical phases in different colors (see legend), whereas in
Figs. (9(c-d) we plot their corresponding spectral compo-
nents by making a Fourier analysis. For the smaller lat-
tice, we clearly see very different dynamical features for
all the different topological phases: the (W 6= 0)-phases
feature (multi)-frequency oscillations due to the coupling
to the different edge-states, whereas the (W = 0) one
shows predominantly a no-decay dynamics since there
are no modes energetically available to exchange inter-
actions with. These multi-frequency coherent exchanges
are more evident in the analysis of the spectral compo-
nents of Fig. 9(c), where we observe different number
of peaks for each topological phase, which can be un-
derstood from the hybridization of the emitter with the
different edge states of the chain. Since the overlap be-
tween the different topological edge-states decreases ex-
ponentially with system size, we expect that these multi-
frequency exchanges disappear for larger systems, as we
show in Figs. 9(b),(d). There, we observe how the only
difference between theW 6= 0 appears in the quantitative
value of the single-frequency Rabi oscillation that appear
in the emitter dynamics. All these dynamical features
can be reproduced within an effective model obtained by
projecting into the edge state subspace, as we show in
Appendix (D).

V. EXPERIMENTAL IMPLEMENTATION

In this section, we propose a setup to implement
our ideas with superconducting circuits, an experimen-
tal platform where all the elements needed for our model
are already available. In fact, the coupling of qubits to
coupled cavity arrays [13, 14, 50], including one mim-
icking the standard SSH model [28], has been recently
implemented. In the following, we will specifically focus
on how to implement longer-range hoppings, which is the
additional ingredient for the extended SSH Hamiltonian.
Controlling long-range hopping terms is an issue that has
been considered in the literature, see [51] and [52], since
this is essential, for example, for quantum annealing ap-
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Figure 9. Dynamics in time and frequency domains of a giant
atom with ∆/J = 0 coupled to both sites of the leftmost unit
cell of an extended SSH photonic crystal of 20 sites (a) and c))
and of 120 sites (b) and d)), with a coupling constant g/J =
0.1. Hopping amplitudes are set to (J ′3, J3) = (2J, 0.5J) in
W = −1, (J ′3, J3) = (0.5J,−0.76J) in W = 1, (J ′3, J3) =
(0.5J, 2J) in W = 2 and (J ′3, J3) = (−0.76J, 0.5J) in W = 2.
All these parameter configurations lead to a band-gap width
of Eg = 2.21J .

plications. Previous works have been mostly interested in
achieving full connectivity between cavities or qubits by
means of Floquet engineering, and those schemes could
be used for implementing our model as well. Below we
propose a more economic alternative that achieves just
the connectivity that is necessary for our extended SSH
model.

The main challenge when implementing our extended
SSH Hamiltonian is to have a coupled cavity array as the
one depicted in Fig. 1(a), such that even hoppings van-
ish, while odd-ones do not. In order to do it, we propose
a combination of fixed capacitive couplings for the near-
est neighbour couplings J , that are fixed parameters of
our model, plus the use of Floquet engineering with time
modulated couplings, as already used experimentally for
other purposes [53–56], to implement the tunable third-

neighbour hoppings, J
(′)
3 . For that, we couple the six

cavities extending along three unit cells to auxiliary cav-
ities with frequency ωµ by means of adjustable couplers
gα(t) [53–56] (denoted by Roman numbers I, II, III...), as
shown in Fig. 10(a). These auxiliary cavities will mediate
long-range hopping terms, whose activation will be deter-
mined by resonances induced by periodic modulation of
the adjustable couplers.

Let us show quantitatively how the scheme works. We
assume that the main resonators have all different fre-
quencies ωα, α = 1, 2, . . . , something that will allow us to



11

(a)

(b) ...

1
2

3
4

5
6

...
1

2

3 4

5

6 7

8

9 10

11

12

I II

Figure 10. (a) Scheme of a possible circuit QED arquitec-
ture to implement the bath Hamiltonian: a set of coupled
LC-resonators, with frequency, ωi, is coupled through fixed
capacitive couplings, J , to their nearest neighbours. Red
(green) refers to sublattice A (B). An index labelling each
site is depicted along each cavity, which is within each cav-
ity, Apart from that, the resonators are coupled in groups of
six resonators to auxiliary resonators (in blue) with frequency
ωµ and time-dependent couplings gα(t). Using an appropri-
ate choice of ωi and gα(t) tunable third-neighbour hoppings,

J
(′)
3 , can be engineered (as schematically depicted in the right

of the figure. (b) Energy distribution of resonators, ωi, to
implement the desired bath Hamiltonian. One must use an
intra-cell energy difference δ and inter-cell, δi.

control the couplings. For simplicity we consider that all
the auxiliary cavities have the same frequency ωµ ≡ ωaux,
for all µ. The interaction Hamiltonian that couples the
main and auxiliary cavities is, in the interaction picture,

Haux =
∑

µ=I,II,...

∑
〈α〉µ

gµα(t)c†αbµe
i(ωα−ωaux)t + H.c. , (19)

We need to work in a regime where the main cavities
are far detuned from the auxiliary cavities, such that we
can eliminate the coupling adiabatically. On the other
hand, we assume that differences in frequencies between
the main cavities are smaller than that detuning, but still
larger than the couplings gµα(t), so that photon hopping
is forbidden unless activated by periodic driving. This
leads to the following hierarchy of frequencies,

ωα − ωaux � |ωα − ωβ | � gµα(t). (20)

Within this regime, we can adiabatically eliminate the
coupling between the auxiliary and main cavities, assum-
ing that gµα(t) is real and varies slowly on the time scale

of the inverse of ωα − ωaux,

Haux,eff ≈
1

2

∑
µ,〈α〉µ

gµα(t)gµβ (t)
( 1

ωaux − ωα
+

1

ωaux − ωβ

)
c†αcβe

−i∆α,βt + H.c., (21)

where ∆α,β = ωα − ωβ . The last expression allows us
to control couplings between α and β cavities, as long as
∆α,β take different values. Diagonal terms in Eq. (21)
will lead to energy shifts that can be re-absorbed into the
definition of the main cavity frequencies.

To simplify our analysis, in view of the limit in Eq.
(20), we assume that the variations in cavity frequencies
between the denominators can be neglected, such that
ωα − ωaux ≈ ωβ − ωaux ≈ ω̄ − ωaux. We will show below
that this approximation can be relaxed. We will also
consider that the couplings between main and auxiliary
cavities are equal, gµα(t) = gµ(t), with a multi-tone time-
dependence of the form:

gµ(t) =
√
ωaux − ω̄

∑
i

Ai cos(Ωit) , (22)

where i = 1, 2, . . . denotes the number of tones with fre-
quency Ωi and amplitude Ai. Using that form of gµ(t),
the time-dependent coupling contribution of Haux,eff

reads:

(gµ(t))2

ωaux − ω̄
=
∑
i,j

AiAj cos(Ωit) cos(Ωjt) =

=
∑
i,j

AiAj
4

(
ei(Ωi+Ωj)t + ei(Ωi−Ωj)t + H.c.

)
,

(23)

Only the terms that satisfy: Ωi ± Ωj = (−)∆αβ will be
resonant in Haux,eff, while the rest will average out to
zero in a limit that we describe below. Defining an en-
ergy distribution of ωα like the one depicted in Fig. 10(b),
with intra-cell detuning δ, and different intra-cell detun-
ing δi, the third-neighbour hoppings, e.g., at the µ = I-
resonator, have energy detunings:

∆41 = 2δ + δ1 , (24)

∆52 = δ1 + δ2 + δ , (25)

∆63 = 2δ + δ2 , (26)

the second-neighbour hoppings:

∆31 = ∆42 = δ + δ1 , (27)

∆53 = ∆64 = δ + δ2 , (28)

whereas the first-neighbour hoppings:

∆21 = ∆43 = ∆65 = δ , (29)

∆32 = δ1 , ∆54 = δ2 . (30)
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From all these processes, we need to find a tone struc-
ture (Ωi, Ai) that make resonant only the desired first
and third-order processes, while keeping off-resonant the
rest. We choose first three set of tones to activate the
third-order tunneling that satisfy:

Ω1 + Ω2 = 2δ + δ1 = ∆41 , (31)

Ω1 + Ω3 = δ + δ1 + δ2 = ∆52 , (32)

Ω2 + Ω3 = 2δ + δ2 = ∆63 . (33)

and A1A2 = J3 = A2A3 and A1A3 = J ′3, that can be

obtained with A1 = A3 =
√
J ′3 and A2 = J3/

√
J ′3. At

the even auxiliary resonators µ = II, IV, . . . the role of
J3 and J ′3 should be reversed so that third-neighbour
hoppings have the right alternating structure, J3, J

′
3, . . . .

We also need to add extra multi-tone drivings that
activate first-neighbor couplings. The following choice of
frequencies can do the job:

Ω4 + Ω5 = δ , (34)

Ω4 + Ω6 = δ1 , (35)

Ω5 + Ω6 = δ2 , (36)

with first-neighbor couplings given by A4A5 = J1,
A4A6 = J ′1 = A5A6, which can be implemented with
the driving amplitudes A4 = A5 =

√
J1, A6 = J ′1/J1. In

the Appendix (E), we check that the tone frequencies are
only resonant with the desired extended SSH couplings,
and any undesired hopping is activated.

Under the assumption that all the off-resonant time-
dependent terms in Haux,eff oscillate at a much faster
scale than their amplitudes, AiAj , Haux,eff approxi-
mates the extended SSH Hamiltonian discussed along

this manuscript, Haux,eff ≈ HB . Let us finally note that
one can relax one of the assumptions made, ωα + ωβ �
ωaux, and correct the different values connecting the α, β
cavities through the amplitudes of the tones, Ai.

VI. CONCLUSION & OUTLOOK

Summing up, we study the quantum optical conse-
quences of letting quantum emitters interact with a one-
dimensional topological photonic bath with phases char-
acterized by a large winding numbers (W > 1). When
the emitters are coupled to the bulk modes, i.e., at the
center of the chain, we show the emergence of qubit-
photon bound states with qualitatively different features
from the standard SSH model, e.g., with different spatial
periodicities, and provide a way of tuning their shape
through the use of giant atoms. Besides, we unravel how
the photonic component of these bound-states can be un-
derstood from the hybrization of topological edge states,
and thus inherit their protection to disorder, as we nu-
merically benchmark. Then, we show that by coupling
the emitters to the borders of the chain, they can effi-
ciently interact with the topological edge states appear-
ing in the phases with W 6= 0, dominating the sponta-
neous decay dynamics of single emitters. Interestingly,
we find that in the giant atom case, its dynamics be-
comes more sensitive to the different phases of the bath
|W|, since it couples efficiently to all the topological edge
states irrespective of the phase, something not possible
with local couplings. Finally, we propose a circuit QED
architecture to implement these topological light-matter
interfaces using Floquet-modulated couplings.
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Tudela, Phys. Rev. A 103, 033511 (2021).

[33] S. Ryu, A. P. Schnyder, A. Furusaki, and A. W. W.
Ludwig, New Journal of Physics 12, 65010 (2010).

[34] L. Li, Z. Xu, and S. Chen, Phys. Rev. B 89, 85111
(2014).

[35] C. Li and A. Miroshnichenko, Physics 1, 2 (2018).
[36] M. Maffei, A. Dauphin, F. Cardano, M. Lewenstein, and

P. Massignan, New Journal of Physics 20, 013023 (2018).
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Appendix A: Dynamics of a single emitter in the
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Markovian fashion. However, there are situations in
which this decay is non-Markovian, displaying a back-
flow of the excitation from the lattice to the emitter.
In particular, in the manuscript body we discussed
that the extended SSH band structure exhibits a van
Hove singularity within the band energies if long-range
hopping amplitudes are large enough. If we consider
an emitter frequency at the van Hove singularity, the
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Figure A.1. Representation of the integration contour. Blue-
shaded regions correspond to the band regime. The Green
function has branch cuts at the band edges (BE) as in the
SSH model, but it displays extra branch cuts at the band
regime due to the emergence of van Hove singularities (VHS)
when long-range hoppings are large enough.

one [45, 46].

To check it, we compute the emitter dynamics within
the resolvent operator formalism. This method allows
to describe the emitter evolution in terms of the poles
of the Green function associated to the single emit-
ter self-energy Σe(z), i.e, Ge(z) = (z − ∆ − Σe(z))

−1.
Although long-range hoppings significantly complicate
an analytical derivation of Σe(z), we can take a semi-
analytical approach to estimate the long-term evolution
of |Ce(t)|2. The way to do it consists in writing the
excited-state probability amplitude, Ce(t), as the inverse
Laplace transform of the single-emitter Green function
Ge(z):

Ce(t) = − 1

2πi

∫ ∞
−∞

dz
e−izt

z + i0+ −∆− Σe(z + i0+)
.

(A1)
This integration can be performed using complex anal-

ysis techniques by choosing the contour depicted in
Fig. A.1 and applying the Residue Theorem. Note, we
have to perform several detours in the contour to avoid
the non-analytical regions of the self-energy. Using that
method, the Ce(t) can be written as a sum of several
contributions:

Ce(t) =
∑
BS

R(zBS)e−izBSt+
∑
UP

R(zUP)e−izUPt+
∑
BC

CBC(t) .

(A2)
The first two terms correspond to the contribution of

the real and unstable poles of the Green Function. The
real ones appear at the qubit-photon bound states (BS)
energies along the real axis, zBS = EBS, whereas the un-
stable poles (UP) are complex and lead to exponential
decay dynamics. The function R(z) denotes the residues
computed at each pole z. Apart from these two terms,

there are additional non-exponential decay terms associ-
ated to the branch-cut (BC) detours. Differently from
other one-dimensional models where these BC only ap-
pear at the band-edges, in the extended SSH model with
large long-range hoppings there exist also in-band BCs
due to the existence of a Van-Hove singularity, as repre-
sented in Fig. A.1. If we energetically tune the emitter
near this Van-Hove value, x?, its dynamics will be domi-
nated by this term. Under this assumption, the long-term
evolution of the emitter population can then be approx-
imated by:

lim
t→∞

|Ce(t)|2 ≈
∣∣∣∣∫ ∞

0

dy F?(y)e−yte−ix?t
∣∣∣∣2 , (A3)

where x? is the van Hove singularity energy in the upper
band and the function F?(y) is given by

F?(y) =
2Σe(x? − iy)

(x? − iy −∆)2 − Σ2
e(x? − iy)

. (A4)

Since F?(y) is exponentially suppressed in the inte-
grand of Equation (A3) for large t, the long-time dynam-
ics of Ce(t) is dominated in this case by the behaviour of
F?(y) near y = 0. With a numerical fitting (not shown)
we find F?(y) ∼ yα, with α ≈ 1.22, with which we can
approximate long time-decay dynamics using

lim
t→∞

|Ce(t)|2 ∝
∣∣∣∣∫ ∞

0

dy yαe−yte−ix?
∣∣∣∣2 ∝ 1

t2(1+α)
,

(A5)
Thus, using the numerically obtained α ≈ 1.22, one

should expect an algebraic decay rate t−β of β ≈ 2(1 +
1.22) = 4.44, which is what we find when simulating nu-
merically the full emitter+bath dynamics using the time-
dependent Schrdinger equation, as shown in Fig. A.2.

Appendix B: On the shape of qubit-photon bound
states

To study in detail the bound-state shape at EBS = 0,
we can particularize Eqs. (12) and (13) to that energy,
which yields:

CAj,a = 0 , CAj,b ∝
1

2π

∫
dk

eikj

f(eik)
, (B1)

where f(eik) = J ′3e
ik + J ′1 + J1e

−ik + J3e
−2ik. Doing

a change of variable y = exp[sign(j)ik], we can trans-
form the integral giving the amplitudes CAj,b into an inte-

gral along the unit circumference (anti-clockwise) in the
complex plane of a rational function of y, which can be
integrated by residues, yielding

CAj,b ∝
∑
|yα|<1

y|j|+(s+1)/2Res(yα) . (B2)

Here, s ≡ sign(j), and yα are the roots of the third-
degree polynomial y(s+3)/2f(ys), i.e., they are the roots
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Figure A.2. Dynamics of a single emitter tuned at the van
Hove singularity ∆VHS ≈ 5.03J in an extended SSH model
configuration with hoppings of (J1, J

′
1, J3, J

′
3) = (1, 1, 2, 4)J

and a bath-emitter coupling constant g = 0.1J (solid blue
line). The dotted line depicts the Markovian approximation
e−Γt, with Γ calculated from the imaginary part of the self-
energy defined in Eq. 10. The dashed line is a guided to the
eye depicted the expected algebraic decay with ∼ t−4.48.

of p(y) ≡ y2f(y) if j ≥ 0, or the roots of the reciprocal
polynomial p∗(y) ≡ y3p(y−1) = yf(y−1) if j < 0. The
residues, Res(yα), correspond to the residues of 1/p(y)
or 1/p∗r(y) accordingly. Note that p∗ is the same as p
interchanging Jn ↔ J ′n. Also note that the roots of p are
the inverses of those of p∗.

We are now in a good position to discuss the different
features of the bound states. First, in the thermodynamic
limit, the bound state only has weight in one of the bath’s
sublattices. It is localized around the emitter in a way
dictated by the roots of p. For example, let us assume
that the roots are all different, if all of them (none of
them) lie within the unit circle, the bound state will dis-
play a multi-exponential decay just on the right (left) side
of the emitter, and it will vanish completely on the op-
posite side. This happens in the phases with W = 2,−1.
On the other hand, If one (two) roots lie within the
unit circle, it will decay exponentially on the right (left)
and multi-exponentially on the left (right) of the emitter.
This happens in the phases with W = 0, 1. Remarkably,
there is an interesting relationship between the number
of poles within the unit circle and the winding number
given by: W = 2−#(poles of p within the unit circle).

Now, we will show the connection of the photonic com-
ponent of the bound-state with the edge states of the ex-
tended SSH model that are obtained when introducing
a vacancy at the emitters position, as explained first in
Ref. [29, Supplementary Material]. For this, we have to
consider the two semi-infinite chains that result when we
split the bath at the emitter position, each one described
by the Hamiltonians HL/R (see Fig. B.3). We can use the

ansatz |ψES,α〉 =
∑
n ξ

n
αb
†
n |vac〉 to find the edge states of

... ...

Figure B.3. Schematic drawing showing the two semi-infinite
chains whose edge modes participate in the vacancy mode
(photonic part of the bound-state wavefunction). Note how
the hoppings in the left/right chains are reversed, Jn ↔ J ′n

these chains. The secular equations HL/R |ψES〉 = 0 im-

pose the conditions J3ξ
n−2
α +J1ξ

n−1
α +J ′1ξ

n
α+J ′3ξ

n+1
α = 0

for the right chain, or the same equation changing Jn ↔
J ′n in the left chain. In other words, ξα is a pole of p
or p∗. Furthermore, normalization of the edge state re-
quires |ξα| < 1. Comparing this with the expression in
Eq. (B2), it is clear now that the photonic component
of |ψBS〉 is an exact superposition of these edge states.
Let us also finally note that in small finite systems with
open boundary conditions the bound states can hybridize
significantly with other edge states of the chain and de-
localize from the emitter position. Besides, they can also
have a non-negligible contribution from the bulk modes.

Finally, let us also mention that the vacancy-like
dressed state (VDS) identification of Ref. [29] works both
for the local and non-local couplings situation that we
have discussed along the manuscript. In fact, we also
show in Fig. B.4 that the zero-energy modes of the
vacancy-like Hamiltonian HB,v have the same spatial
shape of |ψph〉 plotted in the main manuscript for both lo-
cal and non-local coupling cases in all topological phases.
From this, we can numerically evidence that indeed the
vacancy-like modes of HB,v result from the hybridization
of the topological edge states of the uncoupled chains,
HR +HL, through the long-range hoppings.

Appendix C: Lack of topological protection in outer
band-gaps and localization effects

In the main text, we conclude that the outer band-gap
bound states in the extended SSH model lack topological
protection, from the results depicted in Fig (6). Here, we
will show this more explicitly by exploring the variance
of the EBS distribution for different bath sizes, as we did
for the middle band-gap bound states in the main text.
In that case, we use the decrease of Std(EBS(σ)) as sys-
tem size increases as a strong indication of the topological
protection of these bound states. In Fig. C.5 we make a
similar analysis for the lower band-gap bound states by
plotting Std(EBS(σ)) as disorder increases for different
system sizes (empty/filled markers) and several coupling
strengths (in different colors). There, we observe that
these variances remain fixed regardless of the lattice size.
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Figure B.4. Representation of vacancy-like dressed states
(VDS) for a single vacancy placed at site A in unit cell j = 0
[(a) and (b)], two vacancies at sites A and B in unit cell
j = 0 [(c) and (d)], and two vacancies at sites A in unit
cells j = 0 and j = 1 [(e) and (f)]. The bath hamilto-
nian parameters are (J ′3, J3) = (0.5J, 0.8J) in W = 2 and
(J ′3, J3) = (0.2661J, 0.5J) in W = 0. Plots (a) and (b) re-
semble the middle band-gap bound state wavefunctions for
an emitter with a local coupling, depicted in Fig. 4; whereas
panels (c) to (e) resemble the bound state structure when cou-
pling a giant atom to the lattice bulk, represented in Fig. 8

This resembles the behaviour of middle band-gap bound
states in the topologically trivial staggered-energy model.
Thus, we conclude that outer band-gap bound states are
indeed not topologically protected in spite of the topo-
logical nature of the bath.

Another interesting observable to monitor as disorder
increases is the localization length of the qubit-photon
bound states. For characterizing this property we can use
the Inverse Participation Ratio (IPR), which is defined
for a state written in real space |ψ〉 =

∑
j cj |j〉 as

IPR(ψ) =
1∑
j |cj |4

(C1)

The larger the IPR, the less localized is the bound-
state (and viceversa). In Fig. C.6 we represent the IPR
for qubit-photon bound states at the lower and middle
band-gaps under chirality-preserving disorder. In par-
ticular, we plot the IPR as a function of the disorder
strength (horizontal axis) and coupling strength (verti-
cal axis) using a color scale (see legend). We can ob-
serve that lower band-gap bound states tend to localize
as disorder increases, behaviour that is shared with bulk
waves, which is a signature of Anderson localization. On
the other hand, we observe that middle band-gap bound
states display a more robust IPR for weak disorder, and
begins to delocalize for disorder strengths close to Eg/2
in the weak coupling regime (g � J).
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S
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0.3
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g
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Figure C.5. Standard deviation of lower band-gap qubit-
photon bound state energies EBS as gaussian disorder
strength σ is increased, for different values of the coupling
constant g (in different colors) for lattice sizes of N = 300
(empty triangles) and N = 600 (full triangles) sites. The pa-
rameters of both models have been set as in Fig. 7. In both
figures, each point corresponds to the standard deviation in
a sample of 200 realizations of chirality-preserving disorder
with fixed σ.

Appendix D: Effective finite-bath dynamics

In the body of this manuscript we have discussed the
dynamics of emitters coupled at the ends of an extended
SSH chain using the full Hamiltonian of the model. How-
ever, when ∆ lies in the band-gap, we expect that edge
states are the only bath modes that will contribute to the
dynamics of the emitters. This allows us to formulate an
effective model that approximates the emitters dynam-
ics projecting into the edge state subspace generated by
|e〉|vac〉 and {|g〉|ESi〉}, where |ESi〉 are now the edge
state of the complete bath Hamiltonian HB (unlike in
Section B), and where the index i denotes the multiplic-
ity of the edge states. Using this projection, the generic
form of the effective Hamiltonian reads:

Heff = ∆|e〉〈e|+
∑
i

εi|ESi〉〈ESi|+g̃i|ESi〉〈e|+H.c. (D1)

The term εi represents the energy of the edge state
|ESi〉, while g̃i denotes the effective coupling constant be-
tween the emitter and the edge state g̃i = 〈ESi|Hint|e〉.
In the case of a local emitter-bath coupling, g̃ =
g|ψedge(jemitter)|, being |ψedge(jemitter)| the spatial sup-
port of the edge mode on the site where the emitter is
coupled to. If the emitter couples to more that one site,
g̃i is the sum of the wavefunction supports in the coupled
sites. The number of edge states depends on the absolute
value of the winding number, which is the topological in-
variant characterizing the phase of the bulk hamiltonian.
For a winding number W = 0 the absence of edge modes
leads to a trivial effective model where the emitter can



17

0.025 0.050 0.075 0.100

σ/J

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8
g
/J

0

20

40

60

80

100

120

140

0.025 0.050 0.075 0.100

σ/J

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

g
/J

0

20

40

60

80

100

120

140
MBG

〉
IP

R
〈

(a)
LBG

(b)

〉
IP

R
〈

Figure C.6. Mean inverse participation ratio (IPR) over 50
disorder samples for qubit-photon bound states in a) the
lower (∆/J = −3.3) and b) middle (∆/J = 0) band-gaps
of the extended SSH model, with varying coupling constant
and disorder strength. The model parameters are set to
(J ′3, J3) = (0.5, 0.8) and the lattice size is of N = 200 sites.

not decay to any channel.
In what follows, we will benchmark the effective model

by comparing with the results of Fig. 9 of the main text
obtained through the full numerical evolution of the sys-
tem. This comparison is shown in Fig. D.7 where we
plot the dynamics of a giant atom coupled to the edge in
the same conditions described Fig. 9 computed with the
full (lines) and effective Hamiltonian (markers). There
we observe how indeed the effective model captures the
emitter dynamics with a very good agreement, improv-
ing as the system size increases. In fact, assuming ∆ = 0
in the thermodynamic limit we can obtain an analytical
approximation of the dynamics for all topological phases
W given by

Ce(t) ∼ cos(g̃t) , with g̃ =

√∑
i

g̃2
i , (D2)

where the sum is performed over the edge states. Thus,
the larger the number of edge states the emitter couples
to, the larger will be the Rabi oscillation.
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Figure D.7. Dynamics of a giant atom coupled to the left
edge of an extended SSH lattice of (a) N = 20 and (b) N =
120 sites. Lines represent the dynamics as given by the full
light-matter interaction hamiltonian, while markers represent
the predictions of the effective model we have described. All
parameters and color codes are the same as in Fig. 9

As a final remark beyond the effective model, let us
here justify the suitability of giant atoms for detecting
topological phases as compared to emitters with local
couplings. For that, in Fig. D.8, we compute excited-
state dynamics (and its Fourier transform) of an emitter
locally coupled to the sublattice A site in the leftmost cell
of the lattice using the same lattice parameters than in
Fig. 9. We can observe that the dynamical features in the
W = −1 does not exhibit any interaction with the bath,
resembling a topologically trivial scenario for large lattice
sizes. The reason for this behaviour lies in the chiral sym-
metry of the bath, that leads to single-sublattice support
of the edge modes, and effectively decouples the emitter
of the topological edge states. We can notice however
that for small lattices, the Fourier transform captures a
peak from a very weak oscillation which is not visible
in the emitter population dynamics. We can understand
this phenomenon using the effective model. In a topolog-
ical state with |W| = 1 with two edge states with energies
±ε and effective coupling constants of strength |g̃|, the
effective model predicts an evolution given by:

Ce(t) ≈
ε2

ε2 + 2g̃2
+

2g̃2

ε2 + 2g̃2
cos
(√

ε2 + 2g̃2t
)

(D3)

In the W = −1 with local coupling, we have g̃ = 0.
However, if the lattice size is small (comparable with the
edge state localization length) the edge state may have a
small but non-vanishing support in the site the emitter is
coupled to. In particular, if we have g̃ � ε, the effective
model predicts a weak oscillation of amplitude 2g̃2/(ε2 +
2g̃2)� 1.
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Figure D.8. Dynamics in time and frequency domains of an
emitter with ∆/J = 0 locally coupled to the leftmost site of
the lattice, for sizes of N = 120 (a) and c)) and N = 20 unit
cells (b) and d)). All parameters are set as in Fig. 9 of the
main text, except of the coupling locality.

Appendix E: Absence of resonances in the
experimental implementation

In the manuscript, we proposed an experimental imple-
mentation of the extended SSH model through cavity-
mediated interactions. In particular, we used a time-
dependent coupling described in Eq. (22). In this sec-
tion, we explicitly show that such set-up does not lead to
undesired resonances i.e. that only extended SSH hop-
pings are activated. We have used six tones, Ω1,2,3 and
Ω4,5,6 to modulate third and nearest-neighbour hoppings
respectively. Once the tone frequencies are set, we need
to check all terms of the form Ωi ± Ωj aiming to ver-
ify that any of these terms is equal to (−)∆αβ , which
would yield to an undesired hopping term in the simu-
lated hamiltonian. From Eqs. (31)- (33), we can see that
tones governing third-neighbour hoppings do not

Ω2 − Ω3 = δ − δ2 (E1)

Ω1 − Ω3 = δ1 − δ2 (E2)

Ω1 − Ω2 = δ1 − δ (E3)

Similarly, regarding the Ω4,5,6 tone frequencies, from
Eqs. (34)- (36) we can also see that there are no un-
desired resonances:

Ω4 − Ω5 = δ1 − δ2 (E4)

Ω5 − Ω6 = δ − δ1 (E5)

Ω6 − Ω4 = δ2 − δ (E6)

Aiming to check if there is any other resonance, we need
to compute as well Ωi±Ωj with i = 1, 2, 3 and j = 4, 5, 6.
Regarding the Ωi − Ωj terms:

Ω1 − Ω4 =
1

2
(δ1 + δ2) (E7)

Ω1 − Ω5 =
1

2
(3δ1 − δ2) (E8)

Ω1 − Ω6 =
1

2
(2δ + δ1 − δ2) (E9)

Ω2 − Ω4 =
1

2
(2δ − δ1 + δ2) (E10)

Ω2 − Ω5 =
1

2
(2δ + δ1 − δ2) (E11)

Ω2 − Ω6 =
1

2
(4δ − δ1 − δ2) (E12)

Ω3 − Ω4 =
1

2
(3δ2 − δ1) (E13)

Ω3 − Ω5 =
1

2
(δ2 + δ1) (E14)

Ω3 − Ω6 =
1

2
(2δ + δ2 − δ1) (E15)

Finally, regarding the Ωi + Ωj terms:

Ω1 + Ω4 =
1

2
(2δ + 3δ1 − δ2) (E16)

Ω1 + Ω5 =
1

2
(2δ + δ1 + δ2) (E17)

Ω1 + Ω6 =
1

2
(3δ1 + δ2) (E18)

Ω2 + Ω4 =
1

2
(4δ + δ1 − δ2) (E19)

Ω2 + Ω5 =
1

2
(4δ − δ1 + δ2) (E20)

Ω2 + Ω6 =
1

2
(2δ + δ1 + δ2) (E21)

Ω3 + Ω4 =
1

2
(2δ + δ1 + δ2) (E22)

Ω3 + Ω5 =
1

2
(2δ + 3δ2 − δ1) (E23)

Ω3 + Ω6 =
1

2
(3δ2 + δ1) (E24)

We observe that any of the Ωi ± Ωj fits any (−)∆αβ ,
meaning that only extended SSH couplings are activated.
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