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Motivated by Einstein’s thought experiment that a single quantum particle diffracted after a
pinhole could in principle produce an action in two or several places on a hemispherical imaging
screen, here we explore theoretically the possibility to simultaneously detect the action of a single
photon at two remote places. This is considered in a cascade quantum system composed of two
spatially distant cavities each coupled to a qubit in the ultrastrong coupling regime. We show that
a single-photon pulse incident on the two cavities can simultaneously excite the two remote qubits
and lead to two subsequent single-photon detection events even when the separation between them
is comparable to the spatial length of the photon pulse. Our results not only uncover new facets of
photons at a fundamental level but also have practical applications, such as the generation of remote
entanglement by a single photon through a dissipative channel which is otherwise unattainable in
the strong-coupling regime.

As a prominent critic, Einstein’s inquiries into quan-
tum mechanics have played a significant role in advanc-
ing the field of quantum physics and fostering innovative
concepts. For instance, his questioning on the complete-
ness of quantum mechanics [1], as demonstrated in the
Einstein-Podolsky-Rosen (EPR) paradox, has lead to the
concept of quantum entanglement which is vital for quan-
tum information. Another of Einstein’s questions con-
cerns about the wave function which is the central object
of quantum mechanics [2, 3]. He proposed the thought
experiment that a single quantum particle diffracted af-
ter a pinhole is then detected at a hemispherical imaging
screen of large radius (see Fig. 1(a)), and argued that
“if |ψ|2 (ψ is the wave function) were simply regarded as
the probability that at a certain point a given particle
is found at a given time, it could happen that the same
elementary process produces an action in two or several
places on the screen...” as quoted from Ref. [2]. In-
spired by Einstein’s thought experiment, here we would
like to ask a simple and experimentally verifiable ques-
tion whether or not a single spatially-extended quantum
particle can lead to a simultaneous action at two remote
places that can be subsequently detected by two corre-
sponding measurement counts. For brevity, this will be
referred to the single-particle action at two remote places
(SPATP) in th following.

Though there is no fundamental reason that forbids
SPATP, it is conceptually nontrivial since one might nat-
urally expect that a single particle can only trigger a
single detection count at one place. Here we construct
a simple model to illustrate how a higher-frequency pho-
ton pulse propagating in free space can excite nonlocally
two remote low-transition-frequency qubits separated by
a distance comparable to the spatial length of the pho-
ton pulse. Subsequently, each of the two remote qubits
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FIG. 1. (a) The original thought experiment proposed by Ein-
stein, where a single quantum particle diffracted after a pin-
hole is then dispersed in space and detected at a hemispherical
imaging screen of large radius. Einstein argued that the sin-
gle quantum particle can produce an action at two or several
places. (b) Our model to demonstrate that a single-photon
pulse can simultaneously excite two remote qubits and lead
to two resulting single-photon detection events registered re-
spectively by the detectors D1 and D2. Each qubit is coupled
to a cavity in the USC regime, and the two qubit-cavity sub-
systems are unidirectionally and dissipatively coupled from
the left to the right via the cavity decay κj . The separation
between the two subsystems d is considered comparable to
the spatial length of the incident single-photon pulse cT with
T being its temporal duration.

emits a real photon which is then captured by a local
single-photon detector [4], leading to two remote mea-
surement clicks. In this way, SPATP is manifested in the
nonlocal excitation of the two remote qubits and the two
subsequent low-frequency single-photon detection counts
by a single high-frequency photon. A single photon is
an intrinsic nonlocal object as has been demonstrated in
the fruitful investigations on the single-photon two-mode
entanglement [5–8] and EPR steering based on the ho-
modyne measurement [9]. However, since these works
consider direct measurements on the photon itself, it is
impossible to have two single-photon counts as has been
well elaborated recently [10, 11]. Our findings differ fun-
damentally from these studies by demonstrating the abil-
ity of a single photon to yield two remote single-photon
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measurement counts. Therefore it represents a significant
step forward to demonstrate the possibility of SPATP,
which supports Einstein’s thought experiment.

We consider a well-known cascade quantum sys-
tem [12–14] which has served well the purpose of achiev-
ing quantum state transfer and remote entanglement [15–
21], as shown in Fig. 1(b). It consists of two qubit-
cavity subsystems which are unidirectionally and dissi-
patively coupled from the left to the right with cou-
pling strength determined by the cavity decay rate κj .
For each subsystem, the interaction between the two-
state (denoted by the ground state |g⟩ and the excited
state |e⟩) qubit and the cavity is considered in the ultra-
strong coupling (USC) regime [22–24], namely, the cou-
pling strength gj is comparable to the qubit transition
frequency ωqj . USC between light and matter has been
reached in several systems including superconducting
quantum circuits [25–27], optomechanics [28], intersub-
band polaritons [29–31], organic molecules [32] and Lan-
dau polaritons [33], and has been an emerging frontier to
explore new physics beyond the standard quantum Rabi
model [34]. In particular, it has been recently revealed
that in this regime two qubits placed in a single-mode
cavity or individually in two coherently coupled single-
mode cavities can be excited simultaneously by a single
cavity photon [35–37], which, however, can not be consid-
ered as a manifestation of SPATP. This is because that
the single-mode nature of the cavities assumes no spa-
tial dynamics, and thus the whole cavity mode has to
be considered as a single point for the photon collapse.
Under the Coulomb gauge, we obtain the gauge-invariant
Hamiltonian for each subsystem (see Supplementary Sec-
tion I)

Ĥj/ℏ =ωcj â
†
j âj +

ωqj

2

{
σ̂jz[sin

2 θj + cos2 θj cos(2ηjX̂j)]

+σ̂jy cos θj sin(2ηjX̂j) + σ̂jx sin(2θj) sin
2(ηjX̂j)

}
(1)

where ωcj and âj are the cavity resonance frequency and

annihilation operator respectively, and X̂j = â†j + âj .

σ̂jx = σ̂j + σ̂†
j , σ̂jy = i(σ̂j − σ̂†

j ) and σ̂jz = σ̂†
j σ̂j − σ̂j σ̂

†
j

with σ̂j = |gj⟩⟨ej | being the lowering operator of the
jth qubit. ηj = gj/ωqj is the dimensionless coupling

strength. tan θj = (d
(j)
ee − d

(j)
gg )/(2d

(j)
eg ) with {d(j)ee , d

(j)
gg }

and d
(j)
eg denoting the permanent and transition dipole

moments respectively. It has been pointed out that the
permanent dipole moment is essential to induce parity-
breaking transitions which are required to allow a single
photon exciting two independent atoms [35]. In the ab-
sence of the permanent dipole, i.e., θj = 0, Eq. (1) recov-
ers the recent results obtained in Ref. [38], and reduces to
the standard quantum Rabi model in the limit of ηj ≪ 1.
Due to the inclusion of the counter-rotating terms, it
is well known that the ground state of Ĥj , denoted by
|∅j⟩, contains a finite population of virtual excitation in
the bare-state basis which can not be experimentally de-

tected [39–41]. This would lead to unphysical nonzero
cavity output and qubit excitation for |∅j⟩ if observables
are expressed in the bare-state basis. In order to correctly
calculate the physical observables, the system operators
have to be expressed in the eigenstate basis of Ĥj [39, 40],

i.e., Âj =
∑

mj ,nj>mj
⟨mj |X̂j |nj⟩|mj⟩⟨nj | and Ŝj =∑

mj ,nj>mj
⟨mj |σ̂jx cos θj + σ̂jz sin θj |nj⟩|mj⟩⟨nj | such

that Â†
jÂj and Ŝ†

j Ŝj represent the actual cavity and

qubit excitation respectively (see Supplementary Sec-

tion II). For θj = 0, Ŝj recovers the expression com-
monly seen in the parity-preserving cases [39, 40]. Here

Ĥj |nj⟩ = ωjn|nj⟩ with the eigenstate |nj⟩ arranged in
an increasing order with respect to ωjn. For clarity, we
will use capital and calligraphic symbols to represent the
operators in the eigenstate and bare-state basis respec-
tively.

Furthermore, each cavity is weakly coupled to an uni-
directional propagating field Ê(x, t). The input-output

relation can then be derived as Êout(xj , t) = Êin(xj , t) +√
κj/cÂj(t) [39, 40], where xj denotes the position of

the jth cavity respectively, and c is the speed of light
in vacuum (see Supplementary Section III). x2 − x1 =
d is the distance between the two cavities. We thus
have Êin(x2, t) = Êout(x1, t − d/c) = Êin(x1, t − d/c) +√
κ1/cÂ1(t − d/c), in which d/c is the time delay be-

tween the two spatially separated subsystems. From now
on we will consider a narrow-band single-photon pulse
which is an elementary excitation of the electromagnetic

field defined as |1⟩ =
∫∞
−∞ dxu(x)Ê†

in(x)|vac⟩ with u(x)
being the spatial mode function satisfying the normal-
ization relation

∫∞
−∞ dx|u(x)|2 = 1. The single-photon

pulse is incident on the two subsystems which are in their
respective ground state |∅j⟩. In correspondence to Ein-
stein’s thought experiment, the single-photon pulse with
finite spatial length plays the role of the diffracted sin-
gle quantum particle and the two subsystems serve as
two spatially separated “imaginary” detectors to mea-
sure the nonlocal action at two remote places. The spon-
taneously emitted photon from the jth qubit with decay
rate γj can then be collected and registered by the real
single-photon detectorDj , otherwise an additional cavity
can be employed to weakly couple to the qubit in order
to read out the qubit excitation [21]. One can then in-
fer SPATP from the joint excitation of the two qubits,
which is characterized by the second-order qubit correla-

tion C(t) = ⟨Ŝ†
2(t)Ŝ

†
1(t)Ŝ1(t)Ŝ2(t)⟩. If C(t) ̸= 0 for d ̸= 0,

the two single-photon detectors D1 and D2 click simul-
taneously, we can then conclude that a single photon has
caused a simultaneous action at two remote places.

The local dynamics of each subsystem is not affected
by the time delay d/c due to the unidirectional cou-
pling [14, 15], however, the quantum correlation between
the two subsystems, for instance, C(t), would crucially
depend on d/c. One would expect that C(t) = 0 for
d/c much larger than the coherence time of the system
since the single-photon pulse can no longer interact with
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the two subsystems simultaneously. In order to calcu-
late the system dynamics, we first define the operators
in the advanced time frame Â

′

2(t) = Â2(t + d/c) and

Ŝ
′

2(t) = Ŝ2(t + d/c) for the second subsystem. We can
then simplify the problem by integrating out the infinite
degree of freedom for the propagating field using the Ito
approach [42, 43], and obtain a set of coupled master
equations (see Supplementary Section IV)

dραβ(t)

dt
=Lραβ(t) +

√
αcu(x1 − ct)[ρα−1,β(t), L̂

†
0]

+
√
βcu∗(x1 − ct)[L̂0, ρα,β−1(t)] (2)

where Lραβ(t) = −i[Ĥ, ραβ(t)] +
∑

n L̂nραβ(t)L̂
†
n −

1
2{L̂

†
nL̂n, ραβ(t)}, ραβ(t) is the reduced density matrix

for the coupled qubit-cavity system when the density
matrix of the incident single-photon pulse is |α⟩⟨β|
(α, β ∈ {0, 1}). Ĥ = Ĥ1 + Ĥ2 +

i
2

√
Gκ1κ2(Â

†
1Â

′

2 −H.c.)
which takes the typical form for a cascade system [12–

14], and Ĥj =
∑

n ωjn|nj⟩⟨nj |. Note that the dis-
sipative coupling terms between the two cavities ap-

pearing in Ĥ, i.e., i
2

√
Gκ1κ2(Â

†
1Â

′

2 − H.c.) is not ex-
pressed in terms of the bare-cavity mode operator but
rather in the eigenstate basis of Ĥj . Eq. (2) shares
the same form as previously presented in Refs. [44,

45]. The dissipative channels are {L̂n} = {√κ1Â1 +√
Gκ2Â

′

2,
√
κ2(1−G)Â

′

2,
√
γ1Ŝ1,

√
γ2Ŝ2}. G is the fac-

tor accounting for the possible loss for the photon prop-
agating from x1 to x2, smaller G indicates stronger
photon loss. In the advanced time frame, the equal-
time correlation is changed to a two-time correlation as

C(t) = ⟨Ŝ
′†
2 (t − d/c)Ŝ†

1(t)Ŝ1(t)Ŝ
′

2(t − d/c)⟩, whose ex-
pectation value can be calculated based on the quantum
regression theorem [44, 45].

Having obtained the master equation for the compos-
ite system, our first step is to analyze the energy spec-
trum of Ĥ. Considering the complicate structure of Ĥj ,
analytic analysis is almost impossible. We then turn
to numerically calculate the energy spectrum, which is
shown in Fig. 2(a) and (b) as a function of ωc/ωq, where

ωn is defined as Ĥ|n⟩ = ωn|n⟩ with |n⟩ being the cor-
responding eigenstate and is ordered as ωn ≥ ωm for
n > m. Here we choose the cavity decay κj to be much
smaller than ωq in accordance with the assumption of
weak cavity-field coupling. By choosing a relatively large
η = 0.5, it is clear that there are two avoided crossings
between the three eigenstates |3⟩, |4⟩ and |5⟩, which in the
limit of ωc/ωq ≫ 1 can be written as |3⟩ ≃ |ee00⟩, |4⟩ ≃
(|gg10⟩ + |gg01⟩)/

√
2, |5⟩ ≃ (|gg10⟩ − |gg01⟩)/

√
2. Here

|αβij⟩ is a product state of the composite system ex-
pressed in the bare-state basis where the two qubits are
in state |α⟩ and |β⟩ and the two cavities are in Fock state
|i⟩ and |j⟩ respectively, with α, β ∈ {g, e} and the in-
tegers i, j ≥ 0. These two-excitation avoided crossings
are formed through virtual transition processes due to
the counter-rotating terms [35] and have been obtained

FIG. 2. (a) The eigenenergy spectrum of Ĥ as a function
of ωc/ωq. The first six states are labeled by |n⟩, and |±⟩ ≃
(|gg10⟩± |gg01)/

√
2 for large ωc/ωq. (b) An enlarged view of

the region denoted by the dashed circle in (a). There are two
avoided crossings which indicates direct coupling between the
states |3⟩ and |4⟩, and |4⟩ and |5⟩. (c) plots the excitation
dynamics of each qubit, while the shaded region indicates the
dimensionless mode function of the input photon pulse at the
first cavity, i.e.,

√
cTu(x1 − ct). Here we have set d = 0. (d)

shows the second-order correlation between the two qubits for
three different d. Here we have chosen parameters for the two
subsystems as ωq1 = ωq2 = ωq, ωc1 = ωc2 = ωc, θ1 = θ2 =
θ, η1 = η2 = η, γ1 = γ2 = γ. And η = 0.5, θ = π/5, G =
1.0, κ1/ωq = 0.004, κ2/ωq = 0.001, T = 1500/ωq.

in a context of two coherently coupled single-mode cav-
ities [36]. The crucial difference in our setting is that
the two cavities are dissipatively coupled via cavity de-
cay such that they can in principle be separated by
any distance. Around these avoided crossings, there are
other non-negligible bare-state components contained in
these eigenstates, nevertheless, it clearly indicates effec-
tive couplings between the doubly-excited qubit states
and single-photon states. Though these avoided crossings
are pretty small, the corresponding coupling strength
is comparable to κj . We thus expect that the single-
photon incident on the two coupled cavities would enable
the joint excitation of the two spatially distant qubits,
in other words, the single photon pulse can produce a
nolocal action at two remote places. Furthermore, it
is worthy mentioning that these two-excitation crossings
sit on the upper branches of the single-excitation cross-
ings {|1⟩, |2⟩} ↔ {|4⟩, |5⟩} for which the effective cou-
pling strength are orders-of-magnitude stronger. Here
|1⟩ ≃ (|ge00⟩−|eg00⟩)/

√
2 and |2⟩ ≃ (|ge00⟩+|eg00⟩)/

√
2

for ωc/ωq ≫ 1.

When the composite system is in its ground state,
i.e., |∅⟩ = |∅1∅2⟩, the coupling terms in Ĥ, i.e.,
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FIG. 3. (a) ⟨Ŝ†
1Ŝ1⟩max, ⟨Ŝ†

2Ŝ2⟩max and Cmax versus ωc. Here
d = 0, γ = 0 and G = 1. (b) Cmax as a function of γ for
d = 0 and G = 1. (c) and (d) plot Cmax as a function of the
distance d and power gain factor G respectively for γ = 0.
Other parameters are the same as in the caption of Fig. 2.

i
2

√
Gκ1κ2(Â

†
1Â

′

2−H.c.), can not cause any temporal dy-

namics. Thus, all observables expressed in terms of Âj

or Ŝj have zero expectation values for |∅⟩, e.g., C(t) = 0.
We then consider a single-photon input pulse in the spa-

tial mode u(x) = NΘ(x1−x)e−(x−x0)
2/(cT )2eiωinx/c with

N being the normalization coefficient. Θ(x) is the step
function defining the starting point of the pulse. T is the
temporal duration of the pulse and is chosen large enough
comparing to κj such that it is the longest timescale of
the composite system. The central frequency of the pho-
ton pulse is chosen as ωin = (ω4 + ω5 − 2ω0)/2 which
lies in the middle of the two-excitation avoided crossing
between |4⟩ and |5⟩. We further take ωc/ωq at the point
when ω5 − ω4 is minimized to have strongest coupling
for the transition |4⟩ ↔ |5⟩. Alternatively, it is equally
possible to choose the other avoided crossing between |3⟩
and |4⟩. After numerically solving Eq. (2), the temporal
dynamics is plotted in Fig. 2(c) and (d). For d = 0, the

single excitation ⟨Ŝ†
2Ŝ2⟩ is delayed with respect to ⟨Ŝ†

1Ŝ1⟩
owing to the interaction between the photon and the first
cavity as shown in Fig. 2(c). Nonzero d/c will only shift

⟨Ŝ†
2Ŝ2⟩ in time as t → t + d/c. In contrast, both the

peak and temporal width of C(t) decreases for larger d/c
as depicted in Fig. 2(d). Nevertheless, C(t) is obviously
visible for a relatively large separation d = cT , thereby
demonstrating the SPATP that the single-photon pulse
has caused a simultaneous action at two remote places.
Moreover, we notice that the SPATP has lead to a remote
quantum entanglement between the two qubits, where
they are either both in the excited state or both in the
ground state.

As we mentioned earlier, the two-excitation crossings
are close to the much stronger single-excitation cross-
ings, indicating that there is individual qubit or cav-
ity excitation in the absence of the other subsystem.
This suggests that Êout(x1, t) includes additional multi-
frequency components determined by ω1n − ω1m (n >
m; m,n ∈ {0, 1, 2}) which corresponds to the possible
single-excitation transitions in the first subsystem [39].
In principle, it is possible that the first excited cavity de-
cays from |21⟩ to |11⟩ and at the same time emits a photon
at ω12 − ω11 which would excite the second qubit, lead-
ing to a joint excitation of the two qubits. However, as
shown in Fig. 3(a), the peak Cmax = Max[C(t)] decreases
almost exponentially when the value of ωc departs from
two-excitation crossings. On the other hand, the maxi-

mal single qubit excitations ⟨Ŝ†
j Ŝj⟩max = Max[⟨Ŝ†

j Ŝj(t)⟩]
remains nearly unchanged since ωc is still close to the
single-excitation crossings. We thus conclude that the si-
multaneous excitation of the two remote qubits is a result
of the direct absorption of the input photon.

The results obtained in Fig. 2(c) and (d), and 3(a) are
obtained in the optimal condition when the qubit decay
and propagation loss are negligible, i.e., γ1 = γ2 = 0
and G = 1. Now we would like to include the effects
of these dissipation channels. In Fig. 3(b) we show the
effect of the qubit decay on Cmax for γ = γ1 = γ2. Cmax

is not significantly affected by γ even when γ is compa-
rable to the cavity decay κj , suggesting that the SPATP
is robust against the qubit decay. We next analyze the
effect of the spatial separation d on Cmax, which is de-
picted in Fig. 3(c) where Cmax as a function of d/c is
given for different G. Cmax decreases exponentially for
increasing d/(cT ) for our choice of a Gaussian single-
photon pulse. For d = 2cT , Cmax is reduced roughly
by a factor of 10. Considering a microsecond microwave
photon pulse for the possible experimental implementa-
tion of our scheme based on superconducting quantum
circuits, d can be in the order of a few kilometers which
is already in the macroscopic scale. Finally, we consider
the possible loss denoted by G which leads to two effects:
Firstly, it reduces the photon number incident on the sec-
ond cavity; Secondly, it shifts the two-excitation avoided
crossings as indicated by the coupling terms in Ĥ. Since
C(t) depends on the excited-state population of the sec-
ond qubit which in turn is determined by the photon
number entering the second cavity, Cmax then decreases
linearly versus G as can be seen from Fig. 3(d).

We are now prepared to discuss the physical impli-
cation of our findings. First of all, our results strongly
supports Einstein’s picture that a single quantum particle
can produce an action at two or several places by demon-
strating the ability of a single photon to yield two remote
single-photon detection events simultaneously. Secondly,
our findings reveal new aspects of quantum mechanics
at a fundamental level. For instance, the SPATP effect
illustrated here may shed new lights on whether a single
excitation of the multimode electromagnetic field should
be considered as an inseparable entity or is divisible de-
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pending on the actual physical situations. Moreover, it
would be interesting to ask if SPATP is unique for pho-
tons or can be also found for other elementary particles.
Lastly, our results indicates that the intuitive picture that
a quantum particle can only give rise to a single detection
count at one place is unnecessary. SPATP demonstrated
here has practical applications as well. Since the two
qubits are entangled with each other, SPATP can be em-
ployed to create remote entanglement which is essential
in building large-scale quantum networks [19–21]. The
advantage of SPATP is that the frequency of the input
photon differs significantly from that of the cavity, mak-
ing it possible to create remote entanglement through
an otherwise dissipative channel around the cavity reso-
nance frequency.

In summary, we have developed a feasible model to
demonstrate SPATP based on two unidirectionally cou-
pled qubit-cavity subsystems in which the qubit-cavity
interaction is assumed in the USC regime. We find that
a single-photon pulse can excite simultaneously two re-

mote qubits and give rise to two subsequent single-photon
detection counts even when the qubits are spatially sep-
arated by a distance comparable to the spatial length
of the photon pulse. Considering that USC has been
achieved in several physical systems, we would expect
that our theoretical model is experimentally feasible. The
required parity-breaking transitions can be realized in
superconducting qubits [25, 46]. SPATP illustrated here
can be straightforwardly extended to a single particle de-
tected at three or multiple places by adding more qubit-
cavity subsystems to the cascade system and possibly
increasing the coupling strength to the deep-strong cou-
pling regime [33].
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