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I. RENORMALIZED SPIN FREQUENCY

In this section, we reproduce the derivation [S1] of the crossover energy scale between weak and strong coupling,
the equivalent of the Kondo temperature, which we associate with the renormalized spin frequency Ag in Eq. (2) in
the main text.

We employ the renormalization group (RG) procedure as used in Ref. [S1]. Let us denote the cutoff at some energy
scale [ by A(l) (such that A(0) = w, is the original cutoff of the problem). The RG procedure consists of integrating
out the high-energy modes, and thus redefining the cutoff from A to A — dA. This leads to the RG flow equations for

the coupling constants o and h = A/A [S1] (that can also be derived from perturbation theory in «)
da
— =202 1
a - (81)
dh
— =(1-2a)h 2

where dl = —dA/A, which implies that [ = log(%).
The equation for a can be readily solved,

(0)
)= ————.
= T 5000 (53)
Plugging Eq. (S3) into the differential equation for h we find
'AJw,
np = oL (s1)

T 1+ 2a(0)



Note that both the cutoff A and A are decreasing as function of I. Equivalently, h increases from its initial value
of h(0) = A/w.. Eventually, we have h(l*) &~ 1, which occurs when A(I*) = Ar = A(l*), and hence the RG breaks
down. The energy scale corresponding to this is I* = logw./Agr. Plugging this into Eq. (S4) gives Eq. (2) from the
main text,

A
1+ 2alog(we/AR)’

Ag (S5)
This differs from the result presented in Refs. [S1, 52] in that we kept the A on the right-hand-side (whereas these
references approximated it by A) as it agrees better with the numerical results.

As we show later in Sec. IV, we also reproduce exactly this equation by applying the Callan-Symanzik equation to
the bare Green’s function of the spin.

II. NUMERICAL METHODS

In this section, we describe the numerical methods we use to compute the single photon transport properties.
We first write the Hamiltonian (Eq.1 of the main text) in terms of bosonic creation and annihilation operators, as
follows,

jal kmaz . kmaz
H=-2Z 4+ Y V wik)al al dk+ 2 g(k)(al, +al,)dk (S6)
2 i=x Yy _km,am ' ' 2 _km,az ' ’
with |af ,dT, /| = 8;;0(k — k). We make the transformation
ik’ gk J
A+ Bix
G :% k>0,
Ay B (57
i =k — DRk s,
V2
which transforms the Hamiltonian into two commuting parts
H= 7:[XYSB + 7:lfree,
A Emaz ~ rkmas
~ O, ~ ~ g; _ ~ ~
Hxvsp=-AT+ Y / w(k)Al AT+ = gi(k) (AL, + AT )],
2 1=,y 0 ’ ’ 2 0 ’ ’ (SS)

)

kﬂlam ~ ~
Hfree = Z l/o w<k)BzT,kBj,k

1=,y

where §(k) = v/2g(k). It is enough therefore to only simulate the dynamics of the Hxy sp Hamiltonian.

Explicitly, to determine the single-particle scattering properties, we perform the following procedure. We create
(k—kg)2 | .
a single-particle Gaussian wavepacket on top of the ground state, with amplitude ¢, = Ne™ 2% Hk$07 where N

is a normalization so that fokm” dk|ck)® = 1. Without loss of generality, we choose this excitation to be of the

type (since for a, = o, the Hamiltonian is invariant under « <> y exchange.). We then evolve this state in time,

which leads to the scattering of the wavepacket off the spin. At long times after the scattering, we can extract several

observables such as the elastic scattering amplitudes and number of elastic and inelastic photons in the final state.
Denoting the ground state of the full Hamiltonian A by |GS) = ‘GSXYSB> ® ’Ofree>7 the initial state is

kmaw
0(0)) = / dkeal | |GS)

(S9)
Emas . kmas . .
- % / dkey AL | |GSXYSB) @ |0/7ee) + ]GSXYSB>®% / dkeyBY , [077¢) .
0 0
The time-evolved state is
1 . —i 1 Fmaz —iwit N ree
6(0) = = [oven(t) @ [0/ + e Fost 65XV %) & o [ dree Bl Joir), (s10)



where |¢xysp(t)) = e~ Hxvspt fokm” c;gfl;k |GSXYSB) and Egs is the ground state energy.
From this state, we can extract the elastic scattering amplitudes as follows [S3] (with ¢ = ¢ sufficiently long so
that the scattering event has finished):

GSlany [Y(t)) 1 i ! e—iBas+w

b, = (GSla ,CkkW/( ) =3 <GSXYSB| Ak |UxysB(tes)) + Cke (Bestwi)tos (S11)
GSla; i |¥(ts)) 1 3 1, e—ilBaste

Fog = < | ,C: W( )> _ 3 <GSXYSB| Am,k |1/1XYSB(tOO>> — 5cke (Egs+ k)too7 (Sl?)
GS|a too 1 7

tey = (GS] yg;h/f( ) =2 <GSXYSB| Ayr [xyss(ts)) - (S13)

The number of elastic photons generated by a given wavepacket can be found from the above amplitudes by squaring
and integrating over all k. This gives (for i = z,y)

i Emas R 5 . 2
m,ezasn—c=/0 dk(|<GS|ai,k [ (toc))” + (GS| ik [¥(too))| ) (S14)

P T XYSB| 4 olep
= dk §‘<GS | Aig |¢XYSB(t<X>)>‘ + §|Ck| Oi |-
0

The number of inelastic photons is

k
max 1 N N
hi,inelastic = / dk§ <¢XYSB (too)‘ A;kAi,k |¢XYSB (too)>
0 (S15)

a

kmax PR @ R 2
—~ / dk% (GSXYSB| Al A, ) |GSXYSE) — / dk%‘(GSXYSB| A xysp(te))
0 0

Thus we see that all quantities of interest can be obtained from correlation functions and matrix elements of the states
|GSXYSB> and |Yxysp(teo))-

S1. Orthogonal polynomial mapping

The Hamiltonian Hxy sp from Eq. (S8) describes a system with very nonlocal interactions. In order to efficiently

simulate it with matrix-product-states, we use the orthogonal polynomial mapping introduced in [S4, S5], which maps
the Hamiltonian into a tight-binding model with only nearest-neighbor interactions.
Here we summarize the main steps of the mapping. For more details, see Refs. [S4, S5]. We work with the

Hamiltonian from Eq. (S8), reproduced here

5 kmaz

p kmaz
~ O ~ ~ ~ ~ ~
Hxys = —A? + Z [/ w(k)A;kAi,k + ? gi<l€)(Ai7k + Aj,k) s (816)
0 0

=T,y
where w(k) = wek, kmaer = 1, and g;(k) = v2c,wek. The resulting spectral functions are

Ji(w) =73 gi(k)*0(w — w(k)) = 2ma;wb(w, — w). (S17)
k

We introduce the unitary transformation
Uiﬂ’b(k) = gl(k)pl,n(k)7 n= 07 17 ) (818)

where p; (k) are orthonormal polynomials with respect to the measure du;(k) = gZ(k)dk [i.e. (pin.pjm) =

fok"“” A (k)pi n(k)pjm(k) = 0nmdij;], and a set of new discrete bosonic modes

kmax
bl = /0 dkU; (k)AL (S19)



that satisfy [ i AJ m} = 0;0n,m-

Using the recurrence relations of orthogonal polynomials, one can show that the Hamiltonian in Eq. (S16) can be
written as

HXYSB = _AUZ + Z V& wc(blo_‘_sz + we Z Zyn in zn+wc Z Z [Bn-&-lb bzn+1+HC:| (SQO)

1=,y i=z,y n=0 i=z,y n=0

which describes two semi-infinite tight-binding bosonic chains that are both coupled to the spin via their first site. For
the Ohmic spectral function, the p;,, polynomials are the Jacobi polynomials, and the on-site energies and hopping
coeflicients are given by

(" wrmEea)
Vp = 3% 1+ )
2 14+2n)(3+4+2n
(T+20)(3+ 2n) o)
3 ~ 1+4n 1+n
T Tt n+ 2V 2+
Using the inverse transformation
AT, _ZUM b ., (S22)

we can convert measurements in the b basis to observables in frequency space. For example, the frequency-mode
occupation is (for k = k')

(Af Ai ) = Z U () Vs (') (B i) - (S23)

n,m=0

Note that this is an exact mapping, provided the length of the chains is infinite. In practice, the length of the chains
is truncated to a finite value L, and the dimension of each bosonic Hilbert space is truncated to a finite value d.
We varied these parameters and found that L = 250, d = 5, and bond dimension of x = 30 are adequate to obtain
converging results for the scattering for most values of «.

IIT. ELASTIC S-MATRIX IN TERMS OF SPIN SUSCEPTIBILITIES

In this section, we derive the relation between the elastic scattering coefficients and the spin susceptibilities, given
in Egs. (3,4) in the main text.
Let us write the Hamiltonian as

H :7:[0 + V, (S24)
Ho =D wiil paos + Y widl ayr, (S25)
k k
3 A ~ 5-93 “ . o R .
V=-— 50z + 5 ;gx,k(a;k + g k) + 77" ;gm’k(a;k +ay k). (S26)

We are interested in the S-matrix between a particle with momentum k in bath ¢ and a particle with momentum
k' in bath j:

Sikr ik = (505, (S27)
where |z/ﬁ€> are the exact incoming and outgoing scattering eigenstates. Following Ref. [S6], we can write these
eigenstates as follows:

+ - +

|¢zk> = al't,k [90) + ‘Xi >7 (S28)

where [1g) is the ground state of the full H with energy FEjy, and | Xi> are the states of the scattered particles. Since
|z/1 > are eigenstates of H with energy Ey + wyg, Schrodinger’s equation implies

(H = wor = Bo) (af  [9o) + xi}) = 0. (529)



Furthermore,

Hal o) = (al 7 — [a] 4 #) ) 100} = (B + wdal o) + L gie o) (530)

Substituting this into Eq. (S29) gives

1 0i

A 0
E — i) = il i — :t = — i 5 1
(Eo +wr —H) |xi) 2g,k|¢o> Ix;") Eo—i—wk—?-liie?g’kw(o (S31)
with € > 0 taken to zero at the very end. From this we find
_ . O
|Ui) — |in) = —2mid(Eo — wi, — ,H)Egi,k o) - (S32)
Plugging this back into the S-matrix Eq. (527) gives
: _ 0 )
Sjk',ik = 6kk’5ij — 27715(wk/ — wk)gik <’(/ij,| ? ‘w()) = 5kk’6ij — 27‘(‘25(&1;@/ — wk)Tjk/,ik, (833)
where we defined the T-matrix
T (W50 2 o)
ik ik = ik Vil o %0
IR [ 7k 2 ’ A X A (834)
— G 28 . 9j gi
= gir (Yol ajk 5 [Y0) + girgjr (1ol > Bt on — Tt 2 o) -

To evaluate the first term, we perform a similar manipulation as in Eq. (S30):

Haje [Yo) = (a5 — [z H] ) o) = (Bo = )i [Yo) = F-gs o) (535)
1 &;
— G = = —9; Kk . S36
jok' o) T T XL [%0) (S36)
Inserting this into Eq. (S34) yields
0j 1 op op 1 0j
Tik ik = GikGik’ e = = + = = =L , S37
= g | (0] G T+ (ol G T ) (s37)

which, when wy = wy/, we recognize as the Fourier transform of the retarded Green’s function
Tjk/,ik = gikgjk/Gﬁ(w + iE) (838)
with

Giwie) == [ dee 9" (6,00, 01). (839)
0

which we equivalently refer to as the spin susceptibility in the main text.

IV. DERIVATION OF THE SPIN SUSCEPTIBILITIES

In this section, we explicitly compute the spin susceptibility, Eq. (S39). We will do so by first computing the
imaginary-time Matsubara Green’s function,

B .
Gii(i) = /O dr &7 (T, 64(7)6:(0)) . (S40)

H Ht

Here, the imaginary-time dependence of operators is ;(7) = e”"6je~ "7, and 7T, is the imaginary-time ordering
operator. This function may be computed using the usual diagrammatic perturbation theory if we can use Wick’s
theorem, after which we may obtain the spin susceptibility by analytic continuation [S7]:



However, the Pauli matrices do not satisfy Wick’s theorem. We can get around this by using an Abrikosov pseudo-
fermion representation of the spins. We introduce a two-component set of fermions, {x, XZ} = dap, a,b =1, 2, related
to the spin operators by

Oy = XIXz =+ X;Xh

Oy = —1 (XIXz - X£X1> )

6. = x{x — xixe. (542)
This is only a faithful representation of the spin operators in the subspace XJ{Xl + X; x2 = 1. However, we can project
to this subspace using the Popov-Fedotov trick of using an imaginary chemical potential p = —im /2, which results in
a cancellation between the unphysical subspaces [S7]. This method requires us to work at finite temperature during

intermediate calculations, but below we will always take the 8 — co limit as early as possible.

2 2 2
1’;2 +, —. k 6t
—_——— — - —< -
L)
<X1,2 X1,2 ) 1 i
+, k 1 1 1
e — k +,k o
- - —
(dar 0l )
2 2 2
(a) (b) (c)

FIG. S1. The Feynman rules, which follow from Eq. (S43). (a) The fermionic (top) and bosonic (bottom) propagators, which
are given in Egs. (S44)-(S47). (b) The interaction vertices for our theory. Each vertex contributes a factor of 3, gx/v/2. The
dependence of diagrams on the spectral function comes from internal bosonic propagators connecting two such vertices. (c)
Diagrammatic representation of the insertion of external spin operators, which are composite when written in terms of the
fermionic x, fields.

We may now express the system as a coherent-state path integral. We introduce the bosonic fields ¢4 ; = (azx £
ia, )/V/?2, after which our model may be described by the Lagrangian

2
A
L= Yo @ et 3 Ak [0 =6 o] o
i=+ k a,b=1
1
V2

In this form, it is straightforward to treat the interactions g, perturbatively using a Feynman-diagram expansion and
the Matsubara formalism. We have the bare fermionic Green’s functions

+ —=xix2 > o (QL,k + ¢lk) + %X;m > o (¢+,k + ¢T_k) . (543)
K K

B
0apIly(T) = <TTXQ(T)XIT7(O)>, I, (iay,) = /0 dr eI, (7), (S44)

with
1 1

Y Tlay)———— 4

Hl (ZOén) =



where a;, = w(2n 4+ 1)/8, n € Z. Similarly, the bosonic propagators are

p ,
6ij§kk’Dk(7—) = <T7'¢i,k(7)¢;,k’(0)>7 Dk(ZQn) = / dr 619"7—.Dk(’7')7 (846)
0
with
Dy (i) = —— (S47)

and Q, = 27n/B, n € Z. The interaction terms in Eq. (S43) result in four interaction vertices, which contribute
dependence on gi. Since we are interested in correlation functions of the spin operators, we also introduce a diagram-
matic notation representing the composite operators 6 = X}-XQ and 6- = X;XL The Feynman rules for this theory
are displayed in Fig. S1.

As a demonstration of this formalism, we obtain the spin susceptibility in the non-interacting (o« = 0) limit by
computing the diagrams with a single fermion loop and no bosonic propagators,

8
0. (190) = [ dre™ (Tl (a0 0)

0

_lz 1
B 2= (icvn + pi+ BJ2)(icv, + i + 1 — A/2)

_ tanh (BA/2)

4
A —iQ, (S548)
We also have G_; (iQ,) = G+_(—if,) and G4y = G__ = 0. Going back to the zy basis, taking § = oo, and
analytically continuing, we obtain the expected form for the spin susceptibilities for a = 0:
A/2
R :\ _ R i) —
G (w +ie) = G (w +ie) = [CESALwE
R N R N iw/2

These expressions could be simply obtained through a direct computation at zero temperature with the spin operators,
but the diagrammatic approach is useful for including interactions.

We note that the susceptibilities in Eq. (S49) have a simple pole located at the bare spin frequency, and such a
pole can never be shifted or broadened by computing a finite number of diagrams. Therefore, we will use both the
Callan-Symanzik equations and a Dyson equation to sum an infinite number of diagrams, which will result in a change
in the analytic structures of the susceptibilities.

As discussed in Sec. I, if we perform an RG transformation on our system, redefining the cutoff from w. = A(0) to
some lower cutoff A(l), we obtain the flow equations

do

A— =242

A o, (S50)
dh

A—=-(1-2 1
P (120, (s51)

where h = A/A. In addition to coupling renormalization, it turns out that one also needs to renormalize the spin
operators under an RG transformation, and one may show that, perturbatively,

o;(l) = (1 — alogw./A)o;(0), (i =uz,y), (S52)
implying a flow for the operators,

dO’i

dTZana (Z:.’E,y). (853)



These flow equations, first obtained in Ref. [S1] using a Wilsonian momentum-shell RG scheme, may also be obtained
by treating Eq. (S43) using the conventional methods of quantum field theory. We now use the fact that the suscepti-
bilities should be independent of an RG transformation, dGﬁ /dA = 0. Taking into account any explicit and implicit
dependence on the cutoff, this implies the Callan-Symanzik equation,

0

0 2 9 R __
o~ 1= 20) 50 40 5~ 4 20| Gi = 0. (S54)

A oh Oa

The general solution to this partial differential equation is

_ Jii(h(A), a(A))
Gﬁ C w+2awlogAJw’ (S55)

where the f;; are arbitrary functions of the “running couplings,” defined as

_ hA «

h(A) = w+2awlog A/w’ a(A) = 1+ 2alogAjw’ (856)

Comparing this general solution to the leading-order expressions of Eq. (S49), we may read off the v = 0 limit of the
functions f;;, and then use the a-dependence implied by the solution of the differential equation to find

A2

G =
w21 4 2alogwe fw)? — A2’

r _ iw(l42alogw./w)/2
Gy = w2(1 + 2alogw./w)? — A2’ (857)

where we have plugged in A(l = 0) = w, to give expressions in terms of the initial cutoff and the bare quantities, and
w has a small positive imaginary part. We see that both expressions no longer diverge at w = A, but instead they
have poles at w = AR, where Ag satisfies

B A
1+ 2alog(w./AR)

Ag (S58)

From Eq. (S57), we see that the effect of solving the Callan-Symanzik equation was to sum the “leading logarithms,”
which are terms of the form o™ log" w./w at nth order in perturbation theory.

FIG. S2. Diagrammatic representation of the Dyson equation, Eq. (S59).

Although we have succeeded in capturing the renormalization of the spin frequency using the Callan-Symanzik
equations, they still predict a sharp behavior at w = Ag, whereas we expect interactions to broaden the peak near
the renormalized spin frequency. We rectify this by computing an additional infinite set of diagrams using Dyson’s
equation. We first consider the one-particle irreducible Green’s functions, g;f T which are defined to be the complete
set of diagrams that cannot be split in two by cutting a single propagator. By the structure of the interactions, the
only possible propagators which can be cut to disconnect a susceptibility diagram is a bosonic propagator. As a result,
we have the exact relation (in matrix notation)

G =g 4+ ¢g'"pg. (S59)

See Fig. S2 for a diagrammatic representation of this Dyson equation. Here, D is the result from computing the
diagrams. We find the simple structure, D™ = D=~ = 0 and DT~ = D~*. An explicit calculation gives

DT = —71a|Q,|. (S60)



Then the full Matsubara Green’s function satisfies
G = [1-G'"'p] ' g*PL, (S61)

We now approximate the full Green’s function by just using the leading-order result, Eq. (548), for G'F1. This
corresponds to summing all possible “bubble diagrams” which contribute to the susceptibility, which is reminiscent
of the RPA approximation in the dense electron gas. In this approximation, we obtain the susceptibilities as

(A —iraw) /2

R _
wa(w) - (1 + 7T20£2) w2 + 2raAw — A2’
" B iw/2
Goy(w) = (14 m202)w? + i2ralAw — A2’ .

We see that the inclusion of these diagrams has resulted in a finite imaginary part in the denominator, which removes
the pole on the real-w axis. We may now furthermore use the Callan-Symanzik equation to sum the leading logarithms.
After matching Eq. (S55) to Eq. (S62), we obtain the spin susceptibilities given in Egs. (5,6) of the main text.

As noted in the main text, to this order, we have found that the above expressions do not lead to any contribution
to inelastic scattering (y(w) in the main text). We have checked that including all O(a) contributions to G'FT still
does not lead to inelastic scattering. We believe that including O(a?) contributions to G will lead to inelastic
contributions, which is consistent with Sec. V, where we show that inelastic contributions to the S-matrix appear at
O(a?).

V. INELASTIC SCATTERING

In this section, we will consider the leading contributions to inelastic scattering in perturbation theory using the
diagrammatic approach developed in Sec. IV. To proceed, we need a relation between time-ordered expectation values
and S matrix elements. Such a relation is called the LSZ reduction formula in relativistic quantum field theory [S3],
but we can follow the derivation for our present system and derive a non-relativistic analogue of the reduction formula.
If we consider the scattering of n photons with momenta k1, ko, ..., k,, into a state with n’ photons with momenta
kiry kory ..., kyns, the S matrix element is given by

S — in+n' /dtl/ eiwklltl/ (77;3151/ + wkll) -
dtl e_iwkltl (iatl + wkl) s

< (T { o, (t) -0l (1) -+ }). (563)

Here, wy = |k| is the energy of the photon. Note that the real time-ordered correlation function appears in this
expression, which is related to the Matsubara correlation functions in Sec. IV by a Wick rotation. This expression
greatly simplifies after Fourier transforming to frequency space. When we evaluate diagrams using Wick’s theorem,
we will come across the following bosonic contractions from the external legs of Feynman diagrams,

dw e—iw(tl—t)
T .
t t }> = — _—— S64
<7; {¢k( o) Z/Qﬂwk—(w—i-ze) (S64)
These will set the external legs of the Feynman diagrams to their on-shell values, w = wy, and additionally cancel out
the contribution of the external propagators. Then the S matrix elements simply become

S = (T {on i) - ok, @e) - }) (565)

amp.

That is, we evaluate the diagram in momentum space with on-shell external legs and omit the external propagators
(i.e. we “amputate” the legs).

The symmetry of the model greatly reduces the number of diagrams we need to consider. In particular, the
Hamiltonian has a U(1) symmetry [S9], and the conserved charge [which is more easily apparent in terms of the +
photons G+ = 3 (a, + idy)] is

6,+1

Q="5—+ > @l i —al pay k). (S66)
k
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FIG. S3. The nonzero diagrams contributing to the scattering of one photon into three photons.

Since the scattering cannot change the spin (as this would require the existence of bound spin-photon eigenstates), it
follows that the quantity Zk(&:kd—,k — di,k&"r,k) must be conserved in any scattering process.

We now consider the simplest case, where one photon scatters into three photons. The discussion above means that
there are only two nonzero diagrams, pictured in Fig. S3. An explicit calculation finds that to lowest order we have

2,2
~ ~ ~ At _awc 2A—w1—w;),
<O| At ks a*vk2a+,k3sa+,k |0> Ty v WWiWaws (w — A)(w1 — A)(w::, — A)(CUQ + A)’ (867)
2,,2
~ ~ ~ A _awc 2A+UJ1+Q}3
(O] a— g, Gt oy @— gy Sal 4 10) = — Vwwiwaws RN RN N PN (S68)

together with the energy conservation condition w = w; + we + w3 (enforced by a delta function, which has been

omitted in these expressions). Denoting Eq. (S67) by a function f(w1,ws,ws;w), we see that Eq. (S68) is simply

f(—w1, —wa, —ws; —w). Alternatively, each amplitude can be found from the other by substituting A — —A (up to

an overall minus sign). This is because the two diagrams in Fig. S3 are related to each other by replacing + photons

with — photons and — photons by + photons. From Sec. IV we see that this requires flipping the sign of A.
Converting Egs. (S67) and (S68) to the zy basis, we find the four amplitudes

4 (0 dm,kl&m,kzdx,kzgsd;k 0) = f(wi,ws,w2;w) + f(wi, w2, ws;w) + f(wz,wr,ws; w) (S69)
+ [(~wa, w1, —w3; —w) + f(~wi, —w2, —w3; —w) + f(~w1, w3, —wa; —w),

40| dy,klﬁy,kzdy,mS&Lk 10) = —f(w1, w3, wa;w) — f(wi, w2, ws;w) — fws,wr, ws;w) (S70)
+ f(—w2, —wi, —w3; —w) + f(—w1, —w2, —ws; —w) + f(—wi, —w3, —wz; —w),

i24 <O| a’x,kldy,kgdy,kgsdl)k |0> = 7][:((&)1,(&]3,(.4]2;&)) - f(wl,WQ,W3;W) + f(WQ,(-L)l,wg;w) (871)
+ f(—LUQ, —W1, —W3; —CU) - f(_wlv —W2, —W3; —CU) - f(_wlv —Wws, —W2; —W),

4 (0| d%kldw,kg&%kngLk |0) = — f(wi, w3, woiw) + f(wr,we,ws;w) + flws,wr,ws;w) (S72)
— f(~we, —w1, —w3; —w) — f(—w1, —wa, —w3; —w) + f(—w1, —w3, —wa; —w).
The resulting probabilities are: for x — zxx
4.4

ILGUC wiwawsw| A x (S73)

’yw:cw(wla WQ; W3; W) =

3A* — A2 (w2 — Wiy — WoWws3 — wlwg) — WWiWaWws3

@ = D)(A+w)(B —w)(B +w1)(B —w5) (B +w5) (B +w2) (B —w2)
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This expression is equivalent to the leading-order result given in Ref. [S10] for the spin-boson model. This can be
understood from the fact that, at leading order, the x — zzx process does not involve any y photons. Computing the
other scattering probabilities, we find that the processes © — {yyy, zzy} have a simple relation to the above process,
given by

2

w

Yy (W1, wa, wa; w) = %m(w1,wz7w3;w)w, (S74)
w3

Vzmy(wlaWQaWB;w) :’Ymmx(wlvw%wii;w)w- (875)

The remaining process, * — xyy, does not have a simple relation to the above expressions. It is explicitly given by

4, 4
atw;

16
At + A2 (w2 — w(ws +w3) — W — 3wawz — wg) + wows(wa + w3)? — wwi (Wi — wows + w3)
(w—A)A+w)(A—w) (A4 w)(A—ws3)(A+ws)(A+w)(A —ws)

wiwawsw] A x (S76)

’mey(wla w2, W3, w) =

As with the elastic probabilities, the leading-order calculation leads to poles in the scattering probabilities at the
bare spin frequency A. We may apply procedures like those in Sec. IV to obtain an analytic dependence, which
better resembles that of the fully-interacting problem. For example, by applying the Callan-Symanzik equation to the
amplitudes in Eq. (S67)-(S68), we will find that the instances of A will be corrected to the renormalized value Ag.
Similarly, if we developed a Dyson equation for this amplitude, we expect that the poles will be softened to broad
peaks with a similar width to the peaks seen in the elastic probabilities given in the main text.

From Eq. (S74), we see that scattering processes involving a photon from one waveguide into three photons in the
other waveguide will dominate over scattering entirely within the same waveguide if w > Ag. In this same limit,
we do not expect a large region of phase space with very large final ws, s0 Vz4y is expected to be much smaller than
Vyyy- We have verified by numerically integrating the above expressions over the possible final frequencies that, when
w > Ap, the total cross section for the processes © — {zyy, xxy} are of the same order of magnitude, and they are
both much smaller than x — yyy. We also found that the cross section for z — xxz is much smaller than the three
other processes in the same limit. This is consistent with our numerical results, where we found that the inelastic
scattering for w > Ap is dominated by scattering from one photon flavor to the other.

VI. COMPARISON WITH A MODEL WITHOUT FRUSTRATION

In this section, we compare the results of the main text to the more common situation in waveguide QED, without
frustration. We assume the same geometry as in the main text [shown in Fig. S4], with the spin coupling to two
waveguides, but the coupling is via the same operator 6,. The coupling constant to each waveguide is given by

a1 = Qg = OéT/Q.
LA e ()

o

2 ro1(w)

-

FIG. S4. Schematic of the same model as in the main text but without frustration. Here the spin-1/2 is coupled locally to two
independent waveguides with the same operator .

We obtain the elastic scattering probabilities shown in Fig. S5 by the same method as described in the main text
and in Secs. I and IV above. For the analytical calculation, the only major difference is that the ¢, and ¢_ bosons
are now equivalent, so the bottom two vertices in Fig. S1(b) are equivalent to the top two. The elastic scattering
coefficients shown in Fig. S4 take the form

r11(w) = ro1(w) = to1(w) = —imarwX e (W), (S77)
ti(w) =1+ r(w), (S78)
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and the susceptibility computed using the methods of Sec. IV is given by

—(w/we)*r A)2
w/we)2er — w2 — irarAw(w/we )T’

Figure S5 shows that the elastic response has a resonance that is in excellent agreement with the well-known result
from the spin-boson [S11] or Kondo literature:

A ar/(l1—ar)
An=A (_) . (S80)
We
[t11(w)[? [r11 ()2 = |r21(w)]? = [ta1(w)]?
1.00 0.25
0.75 0.88 0.21
0.75 0.17
£ 050 0.62 0.12
0.25 0.50 0.08
0.38 0.04
— 0.25 0.00
1.00 0.25
0.75 0.88 0.21
0.75 0.17
5 050 0.62 0.12
0.95 0.50 0.08
0.38 0.04
- 0.25 0.00
0.0 0.5 1.0
w/A

FIG. S5. Numerical (top row) and analytical (bottom row) elastic scattering coefficients for Fig. S5, as a function of the
incoming frequency w and coupling constant ar. The red dashed line corresponds to Ag from Eq. (S80). The cutoff is given
by we = 10A. The large oscillations at the top of the numerical |t(w)|® are finite time/size effects due to the fact that the
scattering takes a very long time at those large couplings.

However, we see that, in contrast to the frustrated case, the transmission away from the resonance is very high,
whereas the reflection is only nonzero around the Apg resonance. Note that Im(x,,(w)) in Eq. (S79), describing the
spectral weight of the spin, shows a sharp peak at Ag. Moreover, the large w limit of Eq. (S79) is Re(Yzz(w)) ~ w72
and Im(yzz(w)) ~ w?*7 =3 both of which decay to zero much faster than in the frustrated case. These results are
consistent with previous studies [S10, S12-515], in other one-dimensional realizations of the spin-boson model. In
all of these cases, the system is well described in terms of the polaron or dressed-spin picture. Even at very large
couplings, where Arp — 0 and the resonance is disappearing, the photons show almost no trace of the coupling to
the spin, being almost fully transmitted. This should be contrasted to the frustrated case discussed in the main text,
where we have the complete opposite scenario, where the spin becomes extremely widespread over the entire energy
spectrum, leading to strong elastic response in the whole range w > Ag.

Next, we look at the inelastic scattering, employing the same numerical procedure as we used in the main text. We
scatter narrow wavepackets and record the resulting number of elastic and inelastic particles, shown in Fig. S6. Note
that because the coupling to both waveguides is the same, the number of inelastic photon emitted in each of the two
waveguides is also the same. Hence, we present only the total number of elastic and inelastic photons. We see that
the number of elastic photons is always near 1, never going below ~ 0.9 for the wavepackets considered. In fact, since
AR/A = 0.5 for ar = 0.25 (see Fig. S5), most of Fig. S6 is in the regime w > Ag. The number of inelastic particles
does not exceed ~ 0.36, which occurs for the lowest-energy wavepacket @w;, = 0.5A. In fact, as shown also in Ref.
[S10], for a given ar, the inelastic scattering rate peaks at an energy close to Ag. For example, for ar = 0.5 (the
Toulouse point), the peak occurs at 2A g [S10]. This should be contrasted again to the situation with frustration,
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described in the main text, where we found that the inelastic rate remained saturated close to its maximum allowed
value 0.5 even for energies above the bar spin gap A.

—

o

(=]
1

1 e @in/A = 0.5

Nelastic
Ninelastic

. T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T

FIG. S6. Numerically computed total number of elastic (left) and inelastic (right) particles as a function of ar for six different
incoming wavepackets, for Fig. S5. The incoming single-particle wavepackets are Gaussians centered at @w;, with a standard
deviation of 0.2A. The cutoff is w. = 10A.

Finally, from Fig. S5 we also observe that the analytics are in much greater agreement with the numerics, even at
very large a. This is consistent with our assertion in the main text, that the disagreement in the frustrated case is
due to the fact that inelastic processes are missing from the susceptibility calculation. In the frustrated case, these
inelastic processes can be extremely important, accounting for half of the scattering, whereas in the present case with
no frustration they are insignificant.
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