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Fano effect arising from interference between two dissipation channels to the radiation continuum
enables to tune the photon statistics. Understanding the role of Fano effect and exploiting to achieve
strong photon correlations are of both fundamental and applied significance. We present an ana-
lytical description of Fano-enhanced photon correlations based on cavity quantum electrodynamics
to show that, the Fano effect in atom-cavity systems can improve the degree of antibunching by
over four orders of magnitude. The enhancement factors and the optimal conditions are explicitly
given, and found related to the Fano parameter q. Remarkably, the Fano enhancement manifests
robustness against the decoherence processes, and can survive in the weak coupling regime. We
expect our work to provide insight in tuning the photon statistics through Fano effect, which offers
a new route to enhance the photon correlations, as well as the possibility of generating nonclassical
light in a wider diversity of systems without the need of strong light-matter interaction.

Generation of nonclassical light is a key prerequi-
site for a number of quantum technologies, such as
long-distance quantum communication [1], linear opti-
cal quantum computation [2, 3] and quantum cryptog-
raphy [4]. To generate single-photon, a conventional ap-
proach is found to utilize the quantum nonlinearities in
energy levels for turning a coherent steam of photons
(a laser field) into antibunched photons, giving rise to
single-photon blockade (1PB) [5–8]. 1PB can be imple-
mented in different platforms, such as Kerr-nonlinearity
cavities [5] and optomechanical systems [9], but is typi-
cally achieved in strongly coupled atom-cavity systems
with anharmonic Jaynes-Cummings ladder [6, 10, 11].
The system enters the blockade regime when interactions
overtake dissipation, and the photons start to antibunch.
However, the effective blocking of second photon requires
sufficiently strong interactions to increase the quantum
nonlinearities.

In parallel, leakage is inevitable in all open optical cav-
ities due to the coupling to radiation continuum. A sharp
asymmetric lineshape appears when a localized resonant
state of cavity interferes with the continuum of radiative
states, known as the Fano resonance [12, 13]. Fano reso-
nance has been widely observed in various nanophotonic
structures involving the transmission and scattering of
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classical electromagnetic waves [14, 15], and with impor-
tant applications in optical sensing [16, 17] and switching
[18]. Since interferences are generally existed, the Fano
effect also occurs in the quantum regime, especially in
the emission process [19–22] and the photon transport
[23, 24]. Recently, several works have demonstrated the
ability of Fano resonance to tune the photon statistics
with a coherent input [25–27]. Nevertheless, the current
theories that tackles the Fano effect in photon statistics
are dependent on the type of platforms [25–28], a more
flexible and general theory based on cavity quantum elec-
trodynamics (QED) is needed to explore the impact of
Fano effect on photon statistics. Furthermore, it has
been shown that the Fano resonance together with bound
states in the continuum (BIC), an exotic kind of states
that lie inside the radiation continuum but remain local-
ized with no radiation [29, 30], is critical in controlling
over the photon statistics [25]. The connection between
the two phenomena, Fano effect and BIC, and their roles
in enhancing the photon correlations, are ambiguous and
need clarifying.

In this Letter, we present a simple and flexible descrip-
tion of the Fano effect in tuning the photon correlations
of cavity QED systems. The photon correlation func-
tion, the maximal enhancement due to the Fano effect
and its analytical condition, are explicitly given in spe-
cial parameters choice. Furthermore, we decompose the
second-order correlation function following the squeezed-
coherent Gaussian description [7, 31, 32], which is useful
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for analyzing how the Fano effect alters the quantum na-
ture of interfering fields.

Cavity mode
Two-level atom

Radiation continuum

Interference

c E0

10-6

100

g(2
) (0

)

10-3

 / c0(              ) 0

0 20 40 60-20

w Fano effect

w/o Fano effect

(a)

(b)

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
 / 

101

102

103

104

0

(c)

15 20 25 30 35
0c / 0

5

6

7

8

9

0L
 / 

0

10-2

10-1

100

101

102

103

88Antibunching line

Bunching line

FIG. 1. (a) Schematic diagram of the Fano effect in a standard
cavity QED system consisting of a two-level atom and a cavity
mode. Two dissipation channels to the radiation continuum
between atom and cavity interfere for the Fano effect. (b) The
resulting second-order correlation function exhibits prominent
enhancement over a wide range of atom-cavity detuning due
to the occurrence of Fano effect. (c) The enhancement of
photon correlations η versus γ0/γ in cases of atom drive (solid
lines) and cavity drive (hollow circles), for different detunings
indicated by triangles with the same color in the inset, where
η is shown as the function of detunings ∆0L and ∆0c.

Fig. 1(a) depicts the scenario of Fano interference in
a standard Jaynes-Cummings (JC) system. A quantum
emitter is modeled as two-level atom with transition fre-
quency ω0, and coupled to a single-mode cavity with
resonance frequency ωc. The atom and cavity interact-
ing with a common radiation continuum represented by
a Markovian bath, resulting in the radiative dissipation
of each component and the interference for Fano effect.
Taking into account the coherent driving and transform-
ing into the rotating frame at driving frequency ωL, the
total Hamiltonian of such a cavity QED system can be
written as H = H0 + HC + HB , where the free Hamil-
tonian is H0 = ∆cLc

†c + ∆0Lσ+σ− +
∑
µ ∆µLα

†
µαµ,

with ∆XL = ωX − ωL being the detuning for indices
X = c, 0, µ. αµ is the bosonic annihilation (creation) op-
erator for µ-th radiative mode of in the common bath
with frequency ωµ. σ− and c are the lowering opera-
tor and the bosonic annihilation operator of the atom
and the cavity photon, respectively. The Hamiltonian of
JC system driven by coherent fields is given by HC =
g
(
c†σ− + σ+c

)
+ Ω0 (σ+ + σ−) + Ωc

(
c† + c

)
, where Ω0

(Ωc) is the amplitude of the driving field for atom (cav-
ity). HB = ΣµVµ

(
c†αµ + α†µc

)
+ ΣµUµ

(
σ+αµ + α†µσ−

)
describes interactions between the JC system and the ra-
diation continuum, with Vµ and Uµ being the coupling
constants of cavity-bath and atom-bath interactions for
µ-th radiative mode, respectively.

The cavity-bath and atom-bath interactions follow the
Markovian dynamics, and thus we can obtain the Heisen-
berg equations for cavity photon and atom by formally
integrating and eliminating the equations of radiative
modes

ċ = −i
(

∆cL −
iκ

2

)
c− i

(
g − i

√
κ0γ0

2

)
σ− + Ωc (1)

σ̇− = −i
(

∆0L −
iγ

2

)
σ− + iσz

(
g − i

√
κ0γ0

2

)
a+ Ω0

(2)
where σz = σ+σ− − σ−σ+. κ = κ0 + κn and γ = γ0 + γn
are the total decay rates for photon and atom, respec-
tively, with κ0 = 2π|V |2 and γ0 = 2π|U |2, where we
have assumed the response of radiation continuum is flat
enough so that the coupling constants are frequency inde-
pendent and the subscripts have been dropped. κn and
γn represent the additional non-radiative and radiative
dissipation due to the interactions of cavity and atom
with the independent baths, respectively, which are in-
troduced in a similar manner as the coupling to the ra-
diation continuum. The above equations of motion are
equivalent to a non-Hermitian effective Hamiltonian

Heff =∆cc
†c+ ∆0σ+σ− + gF

(
c†σ− + σ+c

)
+ Ω0 (σ+ + σ−) + Ωc

(
c† + c

) (3)

with notations ∆c = ∆cL − iκ/2, ∆0 = ∆0L − iγ/2 and
gF = g− i√κ0γ0/2. In the low-driving regime, the pump
field only perturbs the ground state system. By truncat-
ing the state space at two-excitation manifold, the inten-
sity nc =

〈
c†c
〉

and the second-order correlation function

g(2)(0) =
〈
c†

2

c2
〉
/nc of cavity photon can be analytical

obtained through the wavefunction approximation with
the effective Hamiltonian Heff [31, 33, 34], which are ex-
pressed as

nc =

∣∣∣∣Ωc∆0 − Ω0gF
g2
F −∆0∆c

∣∣∣∣2 (4)

g(2)(0) =

∣∣∣∣∣g2
FΩ2

0 − 2gF (∆0 + ∆c) Ω0 + Ω2
c

[
g2
F + ∆0 (∆0 + ∆c)

]
(g2
F −∆0∆c) [g2

F − (∆0 + ∆c) ∆c]

∣∣∣∣∣
2

(5)
The obtained Eqs. (4)-(5) capture the Fano effect in
cavity QED systems, and we define the enhancement of

photon correlations as η = g
(2)
0 (0)/g(2)(0), where g

(2)
0 (0)

is the second-order correlation function without the Fano
effect. Fig. 1(b) compares the minimal g(2)(0) with and
without the Fano effect for atom drive by varying ω0,
with parameters g = 15γ0, γn = 10−2γ0, κ0 = 0.3γ0 and
κn = 0. It shows that the Fano effect greatly enhances
the photon correlations by over four orders of magni-
tude, achieved with detuned atom-cavity coupling. The
corresponding detuning (∆0c,∆0L) = (19.25γ0, 8.2γ0) is
indicated by the black triangle in the inset of Fig. 1(c),
where ∆0c = ω0 − ωc. At this special point, we find
that the enhancement of photon correlations η is diverg-
ing as γn decreases, see the black line in Fig. 1(c); by
contract, the maximal η remains finite for other param-
eters (blue and red lines). Though the diverging η only
exists with the two-excitation truncation, this feature
implies the formation of BIC in the system, since Eq.
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(5) indicates that η diverges due to
(
g2
F −∆0∆c

)
→ 0

when γn, κn → 0, which is exactly the mechanism of
Friedrich–Wintgen BIC [29, 30]. This can be verified by
finding the optimal ∆0c corresponding to the minimum
decay of one of the eigenenergies in the single-excitation
subspace of Heff , which is given by

∆BIC
0c ≈ q [(1− βκ) γ0 − (1− βγ)κ0] /2 (6)

where βκ = κn/κ and βγ = γn/γ are the ratios specify-
ing the fraction of dissipation into the independent baths
other than the common radiation continuum for cavity
and atom, respectively, and we have expanded the op-
timal ∆0c up to first order with respect to βκ and βγ .
q = 2g/

√
κ0γ0 is the Fano parameter. We can see that

Eq. (6) becomes the condition of Friedrich–Wintgen BIC
if we take γn = κn = 0 [29, 30, 35]. Therefore, BIC is a
special regime of the Fano effect that can generate non-
classical light with much stronger correlations. However,
in general γn, κn 6= 0, the system is under the quasi-BIC
regime with a finite η. The maximal η is found located
at

∆BIC
0L ≈ q (1− βγ)κ0/2 (7)

As Eq. (4) indicates, ∆BIC
0L is corresponding to the

Fano maximum in emission spectrum, see Fig. 2(b) for
an example. Accordingly, the maximal enhancement of
photon correlations ηm can be analytically obtained with
∆BIC

0c and ∆BIC
0L , and the corresponding g(2)(0) is de-

noted as g
(2)
F (0) hereafter. We are interesting in two lim-

iting cases, q ≈ 0 and q � 1. For the former case, we
have

ηm ≈
[
1 +

1

(1 + βγ) (1 + βκ)− 1

]2(
κ0

CXκ0 + γ0

)2

(8)

where the coefficient CX = 1 for X = 0 (atom drive) and
CX = 2 for X = c (cavity drive). While for q � 1, we
obtain

ηm ≈
(2 + βγ + βκ)

2
q2 + (1 + βγ)

2
(1 + βκ)

2

(βγ + βκ)
2
q2 + [(1 + βγ) (1 + βκ)− 1]

2DX (9)

where the coefficient DX = 1− 4 (κ0 + γ0) γ0/ (qκ0)
2

for

atom drive and DX = 1− 4 (κ0 + γ0)
2
/ (qκ0)

2
for cavity

drive. The results show that, though the Fano effect can
achieve stronger correlations for both types of driving,
the enhancement factors are slightly different. From the
coefficients CX and DX , we can see that the enhance-
ment of photon correlations under atom drive is greater
than cavity drive. Therefore, driving the atom can obtain
single photon with higher purity, since g(2)(0) at ∆BIC

0L

is also smaller in this case.
Eqs. (8) and (9) indicate that the additional dissi-

pation degrades the Fano enhancement of photon cor-
relations. Fig. 2(a) displays that, despite ηm declines
by over three orders of magnitude as γn increases from
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FIG. 2. (a) and (b) Comparison of photon correlations with
(solid lines) and without (dashed lines) the Fano effect for
atom drive with parameters (g, κ0) = (γ0, 0.3γ0) and (g, κ0) =

(16γ0, 17γ0). (c) and (d) The ratio of minimum g(2)(0) to

g
(2)
F (0) as the function of g and κ for γn = 10−2γ0 and γn = γ0,

respectively. κn = 0 for all figures.

10−2γ0 to γ0, the Fano effect still produces a tenfold en-
hancement of photon correlations with g/gc ∼ 1.5, where
gc = (κ+γ)/2 is the critical coupling constant for strong
coupling [8]. While for a system with greater dissipation
but similar g/gc, ηm > 10 is also observed, as Fig. 2(b)
shows. It demonstrates the robustness of Fano enhance-
ment against the decoherence. Besides, it also shows that
the Fano effect can lead to stronger bunching of photons,
and thus offers great tunbility to photon statistics. Note
that though the maximal reduction of g(2)(0) occurs at

∆BIC
0L , the minimum g(2)(0) might not be g

(2)
F (0), see the

inset of Fig. 2(a) for an example, where the minimum
achieves at another g(2)(0) dip. Therefore, in Fig. 2(c)

and (d) we show the ratio of minimum g(2)(0) to g
(2)
F (0)

versus g and κ for γn = 10−2γ0 and γn = γ0, respec-
tively. We can clearly see that the Fano enhancement
has significant advantage with increasing κ0, even greater
dissipation is introduced in the system. It is because
the increase of κ0 simultaneously reduces βκ, resulting in
stronger Fano effect, and thus inverses the detrimental
effect of dissipation on photon correlations. This feature
is more obvious for g > 10γ0, where the photon correla-
tions exhibits an abrupt enhancement around κ0 = γ0.
However, a larger κ0 is not always beneficial though the
Fano enhancement can persist. As Fig. 2(c) and (d)
show, there is an optimal κ0 of 5 ∼ 10γ0 for the maximal
enhancement of photon correlations, as a consequence of
balance between the negative impact of dissipation and
the enhancement from Fano effect.

For cavity driven case, the characteristics of g(2)(0) are
more complex than the atom drive, due to the existence
of a new mechanism for photon antibunching, which orig-
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FIG. 3. (a) and (c) Comparison of photon correlations and
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son of photon correlations and intensity with (solid lines) and
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(
10−2γ0, 0.3γ0

)
.

The numerical results are obtained using QuTip [20, 38] with
Ωc = 10−3γ0, and the results of analytical expressions Eqs.
(4) and (5) are shown for comparison (light gray lines).

inates from the quantum interference between different
transition pathways, i.e., so-called unconventional anti-
bunching (UA) [7, 36, 37], and distinguishes from the
conventional antibunching (CA) taking place at the Fano
maximum. As Fig. 3(a) shows, an additional g(2)(0) dip
emerges at the left side of bunching peak. We can see
from Fig. 3(a) that the Fano effect can enhance not only
CA, but also UA for larger γn (blue lines).

To better understand how the Fano effect mod-
ifies the quantum nature of light for different cir-
cumstances, we decompose g(2)(0) of JC system ac-
cording to the picture of squeezing-coherent state ad-
mixture [31, 32]: g(2)(0) = 1 + I0 + I2, where

I0 =
(〈
c†2c2

〉
+ |〈c〉|4 − 2 Re

[〈
c†
〉2 〈

c2
〉])

/n2
c and

I2 = 2 Re
([〈

c†
〉2 〈

c2
〉]
− |〈c〉|4

)
/n2

c represent the sub-

Poissonian statistics and the squeezing of light, respec-
tively, and thus the decomposition describes the emitted
light as the mixing of a quantum signal of atom and a
coherent field from cavity. The noncoherent contribution
I0 reads as

I0 =

∣∣∣∣ g4
F

∆2
0 [g2

F − (∆0 + ∆c) ∆c]

∣∣∣∣2 (10)

I2 can be subsequently evaluated as I2 = g(2)(0)−1−I0.
Fig. 3(c) compares the decomposition of g(2)(0) with and
without the Fano effect, where we can clearly see that for
γn = γ0, the decrease of I2 is responsible for the Fano-
enhanced photon correlations around UA. On the con-
trary, I2 of γn = 10−2γ0 increases at UA, leading to the
opposite effect. Furthermore, we notice that both I0 and

I2 around CA are steeper after introducing the Fano ef-
fect, resulting in the enhancement of photon correlations.
Therefore, the decomposition of g(2)(0) reveals that the
Fano-enhanced photon correlations is mainly contributed
by the increased squeezing component of emitted light.

Fig. 3(b) and (d) plot g(2)(0) and intensity for vari-
ous g, where entering the strong coupling regime requires
g > gc = 0.65γ0. We can see that strongly antibunched
light with g(2)(0) ∼ 10−3 is observed below the strong
coupling, and g(2)(0) < 10−2 can be achieved even with
g = 0.1γ0 due to the Fano enhancement, contrast to the
flat photon correlations with g(2)(0) ∼ 1 in absence of
Fano effect. Moreover, the Fano effect also gives rise to
a sharp resonance in the cavity emission spectrum, ac-
companied by a giant enhancement (∼ 104) of intensity,
as Fig. 3(d) shows. The population of cavity photon
reaches ∼ 0.3 and steadies as g decreases from 1.4γ0 to
0.1γ0. The results demonstrates the peculiarity of Fano-
enhanced photon correlations that can simultaneously re-
alize strong antibunching and high intensity, which is at-
tractive for practical applications.

However, though generally existed, the Fano effect is
often too weak to have significant impact on the photon
statistics, since in most cases it is induced by the free-
space continuum. To enhance the Fano effect, one can
couple the JC system to a waveguide, which takes over
the role of radiation continuum. More importantly, βκ
and βγ are related to the decay rates of cavity and atom
to the guided mode, respectively, and thus can be fea-
sibly controlled by engineering the evanescent coupling
between the JC system and the waveguide.

To summarize, we present an analytical description of
Fano-enhanced photon correlations for cavity QED, and
show its connection with Friedrich–Wintgen BIC. The
Fano effect manifests considerable enhancement of pho-
ton correlations, achieved by increasing the squeezing
of light. The Fano enhancement can persist with large
dissipation, and can produce strongly antibunched light
with high population even in the weak coupling regime.
Therefore, the Fano-enhanced photon antibunching holds
great potential in realizing practical single-photon source
in a variety of platforms, including PC waveguide [25, 26],
hybrid plasmonic-photonic cavity [39, 40], and open cav-
ity magnonic system [41].
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