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Despite the enormous technological interest in micro and
nanolasers, surprisingly, no class-B quantumdensity-matrix
model is available to date, capable of accurately describing
coherence and photon correlations within a unified theory.
In class-B lasers —applicable for most solid–state lasers at
room temperature—, the macroscopic polarization decay
rate is larger than the cavity damping rate which, in turn,
exceeds the upper level population decay rate. Here we
carry out a density-matrix theoretical approach for generic
class-B lasers, and provide closed equations for the pho-
tonic and atomic reduced densitymatrix in the Fock basis of
photons. Such a relatively simple model can be numerically
integrated in a straightforward way, and exhibits all the ex-
pected phenomena, from one-atom photon antibunching,
to the well-known S-shaped input-output laser emission
and super-Poissonian autocorrelation for many atoms (1 ≤
g (2) (0) ≤ 2), and from few photons (large spontaneous
emission factors, β ∼ 1) to the thermodynamic limit (N � 1

and β ∼ 0). Based on the analysis of g (2) (τ), we conclude
that super-Poissonian fluctuations are clearly related to re-
laxation oscillations in the photon number. We predict a
strong damping of relaxation oscillationswith an atom num-
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ber as small asN ∼ 10. This model enables the study of few-
photon bifurcations and non-classical photon correlations
in class-B laser devices, also leveraging quantum descrip-
tions of coherently coupled nanolaser arrays.
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1 | INTRODUCTION

Quantum density-matrix theory gives a handle to access the full statistical information of open manybody quantum
systems. In laser physics, a density-matrix approach for class-A lasers has been derived in the 80s by M. Scully and
co-workers [1]. Class-A lasers include He-Ne, Ar, dye lasers, but also nanolasers with ultrahigh Q-factors [2]. In laser-
physics terminology, class-A means that the cavity damping rate κ is much smaller than the relaxation rates of the
atomic variables, κ � γ‖ , γ⊥, where γ‖ is the spontaneous decay rate of the laser’s upper state, and γ⊥ the damping
rate of the material’s macroscopic polarization [3]. Therefore, the atomic variables can be adiabatically eliminated, and
cavity-induced dissipation, as well as atom-atom correlations, can be neglected, strongly simplifying the dynamical
equations and enabling closed-form analytical solutions of the Linblad master equation. Importantly, the density-
matrix approach provides access to the full photon statistics and coherence, which are hindered in most standard
theoretical approaches such as semiclassical Maxwell-Bloch equations, rate equations or birth-death models.

Despite the simplicity and elegance of class-A quantum laser theory, the great majority of solid-state devices
operating at room temperature, such as semiconductor lasers, including most micro and nanolasers, belong to class-B.
Within this class, γ⊥ � κ > γ‖ , therefore the population inversion variable can no longer be adiabatically eliminated.
Importantly, there has been a growing interest in the past three decades in micro and nanoscale semiconductor lasers
for integrated photonics, both for fundamentals and applications. It is well known that spontaneous emission effects,
quantified through the spontaneous emission factor β , are dominant in small cavities because of the large amount of
spontaneous emission coupled into the laser mode, with dramatic consequences in the spectral and photon-statistical
observables (thresholdless regime).

A large amount of theoretical models have been developed in the past twenty years to describe the transition
to lasing and the building-up of coherence in optical cavities with gain media, including semiconductor microcavities,
with particular emphasis in the so-called cQED regime (strong coupling). Those approaches range from semiclassical
Maxwell-Bloch and rate equations [4, 5], Heisenberg-Langevin equations [6, 7], birth-death models [5, 8], Jaynes-
Cummings models with discrete emitters [9] to semiconductor microscopic theory [10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 8, 15]. In
the latter, populations are determined by using Heisenberg’s equations of motion, generally solved within a cluster-
expansion scheme; such a theory has been particularly useful for describing semiconductor microcavities in the cQED
regime [11] since it is able to incorporate specific features of semiconductors such as Pauli blocking and Coulomb
interactions which, in turn, make those models very complex. Recently, this kind of approach has been applied for
describing laser transition and photon correlations within a bifurcation analysis for an ensemble of identical emitters —
from a few to a very large number— leading to the prediction of collective antibunching before coherent laser emission
[16], which had also been reported in cavities with few QDs [13]. In spite of the substantial efforts and progress for
modeling correlations in lasers in the recent years —some of them particularly successful—, an unifying understanding
of the laser transition of devices, also valid at the forefront of technology, is still elusive. A density-matrix theory can
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be considered as an universal approach since it bridges the gap between laser physics and the more general theory
of dissipative phase transitions [17, 18, 2].

In this work we extend Scully’s density-matrix approach into the class-B regime, and provide closed-form equa-
tions of motion for the photonic and atomic reduced density matrix in the Fock basis of photons. We show that in the
class-B regime, twomain ingredients can no longer be neglected: (i) the cavity-induced dissipation terms in the atomic
variables, and (ii) the two-atom contributions in the gain terms, both missing in class-A models. Because of these two
effects, analytical solutions as in class-A lasers are no longer available, but the resulting dynamical system for the
two coupled reduced density-matrix elements —the atomic and photonic ones— are relatively simple and can be nu-
merically solved with standard methods. In particular, we achieve this goal by introducing a conditional-probability
ansatz for atom-atom correlations that enables a closure of the system of equations. We stress that this “atomic-like”
model can be applied to several gain materials with large pure dephasing, not only semiconductors but also ion-doped
crystals and glasses (optical fibers) operating at room temperature.

Our model accurately describes a plethora of light-emission phenomena, starting from photon antibunching in
the one-atom limit (g (2) (0) < 1). On the opposite —thermodynamic— limit (large atomic populations and small β -
factors), the zero time delay second-order coherence g (2) (0) sharply and monotonically decreases from g (2) (0) ≈ 2
to g (2) (0) ≈ 1 when crossing the laser threshold, which is well-described with standard models. Another result well-
captured by this model is the slow evolution of the photon-number fluctuations towards coherence [g (2) (0) = 1] in
the β ∼ 1 regime, in agreement with previous analysis in terms of rate equations and birth-death models [5]. The
time-lag-dependent autocorrelation g (2) (τ) can be readily computed, and confirms that super-Poissonian light in the
β ∼ 1 regime is related to intensity noise excess from relaxation oscillations in the photon number, as it has already
been suggested for class-B nanolasers [19]. Somehow unexpectedly, the model predicts that the emission of class-B
nanolasers with few-intracavity atoms (N ∼ 10) remains super-Poissonian, while the relaxation oscillations become
strongly damped compared to large N devices.

This paper is organized in threemain sections. In Sec. 2, we review the quantum density-matrix approach for class-
A lasers developed in [1], with special emphasis in highlighting the role of the number of atoms N , which had therein
been absorbed in the normalization choice; we discuss the role of N in the gain terms and in the laser threshold.
The original contribution of this work is presented in Sec. 3, where the dynamical equations for class-B lasers are
derived. Numerical results are shown and systematically compared with "class-A-like" solutions, and reveal that the
main difference lies in the photon-number fluctuations, quantified through the second-order coherence [g 2 (0)]. Two
limit cases of laser operation will be discussed: the single-atom cavity and the thermodynamic limit (large N and small
β ). Although the former cannot operate above threshold within class-B, it displays strong photon antibunching as
expected, showing that this model is able to capture non-classical fluctuations of light. In addition, two micro and
nanolaser examples will be computed and discussed: the mesoscopic regime with β ∼ 0.01 and N = 105, and the
nanoscopic thresholdless regime (N = 10 and β ∼ 1). Finally, we compute the dynamics of second-order correlations
[g (2) (τ)] and systematically compare class-B with class-A-like model predictions in Sec. 4. Relaxation oscillations are
clearly present in the class-B model, while they are absent in the class-A-like model, as expected. We conclude our
work and discuss some prospects in Sec. 5.

2 | CLASS-A LASERS

In this section, we review the results for a class-A laser system derived by Scully and co-workers [1]. We consider
a system of N atoms inside an optical cavity. We will explicitly discuss the role of N and the self-consistency of
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F IGURE 1 (a) Effective three-level system for the class-A laser of Ref. [1]. (b) Four-level system for the class-B
laser.

the approach. The model in Ref. [1] accounts for the general case of a five-level atomic system, which is eventually
reduced to the three-level system represented in Fig. 1: the laser transition takes place between the upper level |a 〉
and the lower level |b 〉, while |g 〉 is the ground state. The population in level |a 〉 ( |b 〉) decays to the state |g 〉 with a
rate γa (b ) .

2.1 | Density matrix approach for a class-A laser

Under the rotating-wave approximation, the light-matter interaction can be modeled by the following Hamiltonian:

V̂ =
N∑
i=1

ħg
(
σ̂ i+ â + â

†σ̂ i−
)
=

N∑
i=1

V̂i , (1)

where σ̂ i+ = ( |a 〉 〈b |) i and σ̂ i− = ( |b 〉 〈a |) i are the rising and lowering operators for the i th atom for the |a 〉 ↔ |b 〉
transition. The equation of motion of the density matrix in the presence of cavity and atomic damping mechanisms is

¤̂ρ = − i
ħ
[V̂ , ρ̂ ] + Lcavρ̂ + Latomρ̂, (2)

where Lcav and Latom are the Linblad superoperators accounting for cavity and atomic loss channels, respectively.
The cavity Linblad term is Lcavρ̂ = (κ/2)D [â ]ρ̂, κ being the cavity loss rate, and

D[â ]ρ̂ = 2â ρ̂ â† − â† â ρ̂ − ρ̂ â† â (3)

is the so-called Lindblad dissipator. Equation (2) can be also recast in a the compact form ¤̂ρ = L[ρ̂ ], where L is the
global Liouvillian superoperator [20]. Although the atomic decay losses can also be modeled with jump operators,
here, for simplicity, they will be added phenomenologically to the equations of motion of the reduced atomic density
matrix later on.

First of all, we are interested in the reduced density matrix for photons ρ̂ph = Tratoms [ρ̂ ], whose matrix elements
are noted ρnn′ ≡ 〈n |ρ̂ph |n′〉. The time evolution of the photonic reduced density matrix is, in the number Fock basis
{ |n 〉 }, n ∈ Î [1]:

¤ρnn′ = −
i

ħ
Tratoms [V̂ , ρ̂ ]n,n′ + (Lcavρ̂ph)n,n′ . (4)
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The first term in Eq. (4) is the atomic gain, which can be written as:(
∂ρnn′

∂t

)
gain

= − i
ħ

∑
{α }
[V̂ , ρ̂ ]{α },n;{α },n′ , (5)

where {α } = α1, α2, ..., αN , with the atomic-level index αi = a , b or g , is the state of each of the N atoms. We consider
the reduced density matrix of the i th atom plus the photonic field, as obtained by tracing out the remaining atomic
degrees of freedom:

ρ̂i =
∑
{α′
i
}
ρ̂{α′

i
};{α′

i
}, (6)

where {α ′
i
} = α1, α2, ..., αi−1, αi+1, ..., αN . Then Eq. (5) becomes

(
∂ρnn′

∂t

)
gain

= − i
ħ

N∑
i=1

(
Va,n;b,n+1ρ

i
b,n+1;a,n′ − ρ

i
a,n;b,n′+1Vb,n′+1;an′

+ Vb,n;a,n−1ρ
i
a,n−1;b,n′ − ρ

i
b,n;a,n′−1Va,n′−1;b,n′

)
.

(7)

So far we reproduced the results from Ref. [1]. In order to make N appear explicitly, we define the normalized gener-
alized populations as

ρα ,n;β ,n′ =
1

N

N∑
i=1

ρiα ,n;β ,n′ , (8)

which, unlike Ref. [1], has a prefactor 1/N , ensuring it satisfies the density-matrix trace-one property. As a conse-
quence, the number of atoms appears in the gain expression explicitly:(

∂ρnn′

∂t

)
gain

= − i N
ħ

(
Va,n;b,n+1ρb,n+1;a,n′ − ρa,n;b,n′+1Vb,n′+1;a,n′

+ Vb,n;a,n−1ρa,n−1;b,n′ − ρb,n;a,n′−1Va,n′−1;b,n′
)
.

(9)

Equation (9) shows that the total gain in a laser medium extensively scales with the number of atoms.

Secondly, in order to compute ρα ,n;β ,n′ , we are interested in the time evolution of the reduced atomic density
matrix elements, governed by Eq. (2). The equation of motion can then be obtained by tracing out themaster equation
over all atoms j , i :

¤ρiα ,n;β ,n′ = −
i

ħ
〈αi , n | [V̂ i , ρ̂i ] |βi , n′〉 −

i

ħ

∑
j,i

〈αi , n |
∑
{α′
i
}
[V̂ j , ρ̂ ]{α′

i
};{α′

i
} |βi , n′〉

+
(
κ
√
(n + 1) (n′ + 1)ρiα ,n+1;β ,n′+1 − κ

√
nn′ρiα ,n;β ,n′

)
+ atomic decay/pump terms.

(10)

The first term in Eq. (10) stands for single-atom contibutions. Keeping only such a term in the gain is equivalent to
consider —quoting Ref. [1]— “that the atom-field population matrix for the i th atom may be treated as if the effect of
other atoms is felt only through their contributions to ρnn′”. However there are two additional important contributions:
the second and third terms of Eq. (10), which respectively account for two-atom quantum correlations —the state of
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the i th-atom depends on the states of all other j , i atoms—, and cavity dissipation. These two contributions have
been neglected in Ref. [1]; such an approximation leads to a closed system of equations, where the atomic variables
ρi
α ,n;β ,n′ are adiabatically eliminated, hence solved in the steady state. The adiabatic elimination is justified in the
context of class-A lasers because the cavity dissipation rate is assumed much smaller compared to the atomic decay
rates, κ � γa,b . Consequently, analytical solutions for ρα ,n;β ,n′ —independent of the dissipation— can be found and
injected into Eq. (4). The latter can finally be analytically solved in the steady state. For completeness, we recall the
result for the probability of emission of n photons, Pn ≡ ρnn , in a class-A laser:

Pn = P0

n∏
k=1

A /κ
1 + B

A κ
= P0

(
A
B

)
!
(

A 2

Bκ

)n(
n + A

B

)
!
, (11)

where A = 2rag
2/γ2 and B = 4g 2A /γ2 are the linear gain and self-saturation coefficients, respectively, P0 is deter-

mined by the normalization condition ∑
n Pn = 1, and ra = γλa/(γ + λa ) , upon assuming γa = γb ≡ γ.

2.2 | Self-consistency

The procedure reviewed above, leading to analytical results of the master equation for a class-A laser, represented an
important milestone in laser physics theory. For the first time it was possible to describe not only the photon statistical
properties of a laser in a quantum framework, but also its coherence properties, since the non-diagonal elements of
the photonic density matrix are directly related to the spectral properties fo the emission. The latter, in particular,
enabled the derivation of the Shallow-Townes relation from a quantum theory of light-matter interaction in an optical
cavity.

Here, we would like to discuss the self-consistency of this approach. Both equations governing the time evolu-
tion of photonic [Eq. (4)] and atomic [Eq. (10)] quantum states originate from the same master equation [Eq. (2)].
Importantly, although neglecting the second and third terms in Eq. (10) results in a good approximation for class-A
laser systems, it is not justified in the general case, especially in class-B lasers. The self-consistency relations can be
found from the identity

ρnn′ = ρ
i
a,n;a,n′ + ρ

i
b,n;b,n′ + ρ

i
g ,n;g ,n′ . (12)

This corresponds to the partial trace over the i th atom degrees of freedom. Upon averaging both sides of Eq. (12)
over the N atoms, we obtain

ρnn′ = ρa,n;a,n′ + ρb,n;b,n′ + ρg ,n;g ,n′ , (13)

where the terms in r.h.s. are now normalized generalized populations [Eq. (8)]. Note that, in the absence of a factor
1/N normalizing the populations, Eq. (12) would have rather yielded Nρnn′ = ρ̃a,n;a,n′ + ρ̃b,n;b,n′ + ρ̃g ,n;g ,n′ , where
the tilde stands for unnormalized generalized populations. Therefore, for the sake of self-consistency, the linear gain
coefficient A in Ref. [1] should be multiplied by N . This agrees with our intuition that the gain scales with the number
of atoms, which appears explicitly with our choice of normalized populations.
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Moreover, differentiating Eq. (12) with respect to time and tracing over the states of the i th atom, we obtain

∑
α=a,b,g

¤ρiα ,n;α ,n′ = ¤ρnn′ . (14)

Therefore, the r.h.s. of Eq. (14) given by Eq. (4) must be equal to the l.h.s. obtained from Eq. (10). The self-consistency
condition then reads:

Tri−at [ ¤̂ρinn′ ] = −
i

ħ
Tratoms [V̂ , ρ̂ ]nn′ + (Lcavρ̂ph)nn′ . (15)

where the r.h.s. is computed using the equation ofmotion of the the photonic reduced densitymatrix [Eq. (4)], whereas
the l.h.s. is computed using the one for the atomic reduced density matrix [Eq. (10)].

Let us focus on the light-matter (gain) terms of the r.h.s. of Eq (15). From Eq. (10), they read:

©«
∑

α=a,b,g

¤ρiα ,n;α ,n′
ª®¬gain = − i

ħ

∑
αi =a,b,g

〈αi , n | [V̂ i , ρ̂i ] |αi , n′〉 −
i

ħ

∑
j,i

∑
αj =a,b,g

〈αj , n | [V̂ j , ρ̂j ] |αj , n′〉 (16)

= − i
ħ

N∑
i=1

Tri−at [V̂ i , ρ̂i ]nn′ , (17)

thus we retrieve the r.h.s. of Eq. (7)—the gain. Note that this is possible thanks to the second term of Eq. (16): the two-
atom contributions. These scale as (N − 1) , therefore they cannot be neglected a priori, especially for a large number
of atoms, which is the usual case in standard laser systems —even at the microscale; they vanish only in cavities
containing a single atom. Consequently, in general, both two-atom correlations and cavity dissipation in the equation
of motion of the atomic reduced density matrix —second and third terms in Eq. (10), respectively— are necessary to
ensure consistency of this approach.

2.3 | Class-A laser threshold

For simplicity we consider the same decay rate for atomic populations, γa = γb ≡ γ. Furthermore, we add pure
dephasing effects with rate γh —not considered in Ref [1]—, which govern the damping of the non-diagonal atomic
density matrix elements. Note that γh accounts for the homogeneous broadening of the gain and it is relevant for
room temperature laser operation (weak coupling), where γh � γ. As concluded from the previous paragraphs, for
the sake of consistency, we amend the linear gain coefficient as A → NA = 2rag

2N /γγh , B → 4g 2A /γγh . The laser
threshold can be obtained from a detailed balance condition. As a matter of fact, the steady state of Eq. (4) can be
recast in four terms involving Pn−1, Pn , and Pn+1. Because of detailed balance, these terms cancel out two-by-two;
the detailed balance condition reads:

N
4g 2ra

4g 2n + γγh
nPn−1 = 2κnPn . (18)
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In Ref. [1], the laser threshold has been derived within the linear gain approximation: neglecting the saturation term
in the denominator of Eq. 18, the threshold pumping rate λsc

a,t h
is given by

N
λsc
a,t h

1 + λsc
a,t h
/γ =

κγh

2g 2
γ. (19)

The r.h.s. of Eq. 19 is called the “semiclassical threshold” in Ref. [5], and it is valid as long as 4g 2 � γγh . As we will
see in Sec. 3.5, κγh/2g 2 is the saturated population inversion above laser threshold. The factor 1/(1 + λsc

a,t h
/γ) in the

l.h.s. is a saturation function due to the fact that the maximum excitation rate per atom is γ. From the exact solution
given in Eq. (11), it is easy to show that such a threshold condition corresponds to a peak of the photon distribution
at n = 0.

Here we rather introduce a generic definition of the laser threshold, valid independently of the details of the
model considered and beyond the semiclassical approximation. Below the laser threshold the photon distribution is
close to a thermal one, which is a monotonically decreasing function, P0 > P1. In contrast, above the laser threshold,
the photon distribution tends to a Poissonian distribution that has a single maximum, therefore P0 < P1. The laser
threshold is thus given by P0 = P1 which, using Eq. 18, yields:

N
λa,t h

1 + λa,t h/γ
=
2κ

β0
, (20)

where β0 stands for the standard definition of the spontaneous emission factor (usually noted as β ),

β0 =
4g 2

4g 2 + γγh
, (21)

whose inverse is the saturation photon number, nsat = β−10 [5]. Importantly, the pumping rate at threshold given
by the r.h.s. of Eq. 20, 2κ/β0, is in agreement with the definition of the laser threshold Pt hr of Ref. [5]. Therefore,
our definition of the laser threshold as P0 = P1 is in agreement with the rate equation analysis of Ref. [5], and only
coincides with the semiclassical threshold in the thermodynamic limit (nsat � 1 or, equivalently, 4g 2 � γγh ).

Clearly, a single-atom class-A cavity may operate in the laser regime in the large photon number —or small-β—
limit since κ � γ. However, as we will discuss in the next Section, a class-B laser (κ > γ) cannot operate above
threshold in the large photon number limit unless the number of atoms is large enough, N � 1. In such a case then,
both dissipation and N are very large, therefore neither the two-atom contributions nor the cavity-dissipation in the
reduced atomic density matrix can be neglected.

3 | CLASS-B LASERS

In this section we derive a density matrix model for class-B lasers, for arbitrary β -factors and number of atoms N .
Unlike the class-A model where the dynamics is governed by just one equation of motion for the photonic reduced
density matrix, for class-B lasers we will come up with two nonlinear coupled equations, one for the photonic reduced
density matrix, and the other one for the atomic reduced density matrix. This system of equations, even though it has
no available analytical solution in general, is relatively simple and can be integrated with standard numerical methods
such as the fourth-order Runge-Kutta algorithm.

We recall that, in a class-B laser, the cavity dissipation rate is large compared to the atomic relaxation, κ > γ.
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In addition, class-B generally applies to room temperature operating devices, where pure dephasing γh is very large.
Hence, class-B lasers are defined as γh � κ > γ, and the only variables that can be adiabatically eliminated will be the
non-diagonal elements of the atomic reduced density matrix.

We will consider a 4-level atomic system, where the upper level is the pumping level |ν 〉, the upper and lower
laser levels are |a 〉 and |b 〉, and the ground state is |g 〉 (see Fig. 1). As a matter of fact, a four-level system is more
general than a three-level one because most solid-state gain media are pumped above the upper laser state, such as
conduction-band levels for electrons in the wetting layer of semiconductor quantum-dot lasers, or high-energy atomic
levels in ion-doped crystals. The decay and pumping rates are defined as follows: γν is the non-radiative decay rate
from the pump to the upper laser level, Γ is the spontaneous emission rate from |a 〉 to |b 〉, and γb is the non-radiative
decay rate from the lower laser level to the ground state. For further simplification, we will consider fast non-radiative
decays, therefore will will eventually take the limit γν , γb → +∞. This approximation, which leads to unpopulated |ν 〉
and |b 〉 states, is strictly valid for some class-B lasers such as certain rare earth-doped crystals (e.g. Nd:YAG), and leads
to a minimal two-variable model. Yet, this simple model could be extended to other devices such as semiconductor
(micro/nano) lasers by adding a thermal population to the lower laser state playing the role of the transparency carrier
population, but the main model properties would remain unaffected.

3.1 | Atomic reduced density matrix

As discussed in the previous section, two main equations of motion can be obtained from the master equation, Eq. (2).
The time-domain differential equation for the photonic reduced density matrix is given by Eq. (4), while the one for
the atomic reduced density matrix is given by Eq. (10). Unlike class-A, for class-B lasers it is not possible to neglect
the two atom contributions and the dissipation in Eq. (10). However, an important simplification —still legitimate in
class-B lasers— is the adiabatic elimination of the non-diagonal elements of ρi

αn,βn′ (α , β , α = a or b), since γh � γ, κ.
The dynamical equations read:

¤ρiαn,βn′ = −γhρ
i
αn,βn′ −

i

ħ
〈αi , n | [V̂ i , ρ̂i ] |βi , n′〉 + Fiαn,βn′ + G

i
αn,βn′ (22)

where (α , β ) = (a, b) or (α , β ) = (b, a) , F stands for “two-atom contributions” and G for dissipation (second and
third terms of Eq. (10), respectively). Since γh � κ , G are subleading terms in Eq. (22). Also, we neglect F terms in
this equation, which will be justified in Sec. 3.2. We now take the limit γν , γb → +∞, which yields ρiν , ρib → 0, and we
adiabatically eliminate ρi

an,bn′+1 and ρ
i
bn+1,an′ , which read:

ρian,bn′+1 =
i

ħγh
ρian,an′Van′,bn′+1 =

i g

ħγh
ρian,an′

√
n′ + 1 (23)

ρibn+1,an′ = −
i

ħγh
ρian,an′Vbn+1,an = −

i g

ħγh
ρian,an′

√
n + 1, (24)

where we have used Van′,bn′+1 = ħg
√
n′ + 1 and Vbn+1,an = ħg

√
n + 1, obtained from Eq. (1).

We now compute the diagonal elements of Eq. (10), i.e. αi = βi = α , α = a, b or g . The F-terms read:

Fiαn,αn′ = − i
ħ

∑
j,i

〈αi , n |
∑
{α′
i
}
[V̂ j , ρ̂ ]{α′

i
},{α′

i
} |αi , n′〉 (25)

=
i

ħ

∑
j,i

〈αi , n |
∑
αj

〈αj | [V̂ j , ρ̂i j ] |αj 〉 |αi , n′〉. (26)
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In Eq. (26) we have defined the two-atom reduced density matrix ρ̂i j as follows

ρ̂i j =
∑
{α′
i j
}
ρ̂{α′

i j
},{α′

i j
}, (27)

where {α ′
i j
} = α1, ..., αi−1, αi+1, ..., αj−1, αj+1, ..., αN . Equation (26) can be computed explicitely:

Fiαn,αn′ = −
i

ħ

∑
j,i

(
Van,bn+1 〈αi = α , αj = b, n + 1 |ρ̂i j |αi = α , αj = a, n′〉

− 〈αi = α , αj = a, n |ρ̂i j |αi = α , αj = b, n′ + 1〉Vbn′+1,an′

+ Vbn,an−1 〈αi = α , αj = a, n − 1 |ρ̂i j |αi = α , αj = b, n′〉

− 〈αi = α , αj = b, n |ρ̂i j |αi = α , αj = a, n′ − 1〉Van′−1,bn′
)
.

(28)

Clearly, all the matrix elements between brackets in Eq. (28) are unknown. Deriving an equation of motion for
ρ̂i j would lead to three-atom contributions, and so on and so forth. In Sec. 3.2 we introduce an ansatz to close the
system of equations in a self-consistent way. Finally, the dissipation terms read:

Giαn,βn′ = κ
√
(n + 1) (n′ + 1)ρiαn+1,βn′+1 − κ

√
nn′ρiαn,βn′ . (29)

3.2 | Conditional probability ansatz

The chosen ansatzmust be such to decompose ρ̂i j in terms of ρ̂i and ρ̂j , under the constraint that it must verify the self-
consistency condition [Eq. (15)]. The first intuitive choice would be full separability, ρ̂ = ρ̂ph ⊗Trph [ρ̂1 ] ⊗ ... ⊗Trph [ρ̂N ].
This assumption, however, breaks the extensive scaling of the gain. Indeed, upon substituting the separable ansatz
into Eq. (25), one obtains

Fiαn,αn′
!
= − i

ħ
〈αi , n |ρ̂i |αi , n′〉

∑
j,i

Tr{ [V̂ j , ρ̂j ] } = 0, (30)

where the last equality trivially follows from the cyclic-permutation invariance of the trace. An important conclusion
is that, in a class-B laser, the density matrix is not factorizable, two-atom and photon-atom correlations are necessary
for self consistency.

Our ansatz will be the product of a conditional probability for the i th atom and the reduced density matrix for
the j th atom. We start by noticing that 〈α , n |ρ̂i |α , n 〉 is the probability of finding the i th-atom in the state |α 〉 with n
photons. By definition, the conditional probability Pi (α |n) of finding the atom in the state |α 〉 provided there are n
photons is Pi (α |n) = 〈α , n |ρ̂i |α , n 〉/Pn . For a state of two atoms i and j , we define the conditional probability ansatz
as [for (δ, ε) = (a, b) or (b, a)]

〈αi = α , αj = δ, n |ρ̂i j |αi = α , αj = ε, n′〉 ' Pi (α |n, n′)ρjδn,εn′ (31)

where Pi (α |n, n′) is the conditional probability of finding the i th-atom in the state |α 〉 provided there are n or n′
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photons, hence:

Pi (α |n, n′) =
Pi (α |n)Pn + Pi (α |n′)Pn′

Pn + Pn′
=
ρiαn,αn + ρ

i
αn′,αn′

ρnn + ρn′n′
. (32)

Using the ansatz in Eq. (31), Tri−at [ρ̂i j ] = ρ̂j . We can now compute Fi
αn,αn′ :

Fiαn,αn′ = − i
ħ

∑
j,i

(
Van,bn+1Pi (α |n + 1, n′)ρjbn+1,an′ − Pi (α |n, n

′ + 1)ρj
an,bn′+1Vbn′+1,an′

+ Vbn,an−1Pi (α |n − 1, n′)ρjan−1,bn′ − Pi (α |n, n
′ − 1)ρj

bn,an′−1Van′−1,bn′
)

(33)

= − i
ħ

∑
j,i

(√
n + 1

ρi
αn+1,αn+1

+ρi
αn′,αn′

ρn+1,n+1+ρn′,n′
ρ
j
bn+1,an′ −

√
n′ + 1

ρi
αn ,αn

+ρi
αn′+1,αn′+1

ρn,n+ρn′+1,n′+1
ρ
j
an,bn′+1

+
√
n
ρi
αn−1,αn−1+ρ

i
αn′,αn′

ρn−1,n−1+ρn′,n′
ρ
j
an−1,bn′ −

√
n′
ρi
αn ,αn

+ρi
αn′−1,αn′−1

ρn ,n+ρn′−1,n′−1
ρ
j
bn,an′−1

)
, (34)

and the equations of motion for the atomic reduced density matrix read:

¤ρian,an′ = λaρn,n′ − (λa + Γ)ρian,an′ −
i

ħ

(
Van,bn+1ρ

i
bn+1,an′ − ρ

i
an,bn′+1Vbn′+1,an′

)
+ Fian,an′ + G

i
an,an′ (35)

¤ρibn,bn′ = Γρan,an′ − γbρibn,bn′ −
i

ħ

(
Vbn,an−1ρ

i
an−1,bn′ − ρ

i
bn,an′−1Van′−1,bn′

)
+ Fibn,bn′ + G

i
bn,bn′ (36)

¤ρign,gn′ = γbρbn,bn′ − λaρign,gn′ + F
i
gn,gn′ + G

i
gn,gn′ (37)

where the G-terms are given by Eq. (29).

The two-atom contributions as resulting from the ansatz (31) verify the self-consistency relation (15). Indeed,
summing out Eq. (33) over the i th-atom states gives :

∑
α=a,b,g

Fiαn,αn′ =
∑
j,i

(
Van,bn+1ρ

j
bn+1,an′ − ρ

j
an,bn′+1Vbn′+1,an′ + Vbn,an−1ρ

j
an−1,bn′ − ρ

j
bn,an′−1Van′−1,bn′

)
, (38)

and then

∑
α=a,b,g

¤ρiαn,αn′ = − i
ħ

N∑
i=1

Tri−at [V̂ i , ρ̂i ]n,n′ + (Lcavρ̂ph)n,n′ , (39)

which is the equation of motion of the photonic reduced density matrix. Consequently, the ansatz Eq. (31) allows us
to close the system in a self-consistent way. Note that Eqs. (35)-(37) are quite general in a three-level system —the
pumping level having been adiabatically eliminated—, regardless of whether |b 〉 is also adiabatically eliminated or not.
As stated before, our choice of γb → +∞ leads to ρbn,bn′ → 0, and therefore only Eq. (35) needs to be taken into
account, considerably simplifying our system of equations since it will be eventually reduced to only two dynamical
variables, ρan,an′ and ρnn′ .

Finally, on the basis of this ansatz, we can justify to have neglected two-atom contributions in the adiabatic
elimination leading to Eqs. (23)-(24). Since α , β , the bi-atomic corrections Fi

αn,βn′ contain subleading terms such as
ρi
αn,βn

.
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3.3 | Dynamical equations for the class-B density matrix approach

The last step is to sum up Eq. (35) over j and i . First of all, we perform the sum over j , i in Eq. (33):

− i
ħ

[
Van,bn+1Pi (α |n + 1, n′) (Nρbn+1,an′ − ρibn+1,an′ ) − Pi (α |n, n

′ + 1) (Nρan,bn′+1 − ρian,bn′+1)Vbn′+1,an′

+ Vbn,an−1Pi (α |n − 1, n′) (Nρan−1,bn′ − ρian−1,bn′ ) − Pi (α |n, n
′ − 1) (Nρbn,an′−1 − ρbn,an′−1)Van′−1,bn′

]
. (40)

The second terms inside the four parenthesis are of orderO (1) , and they can thus be neglected ifN � 1. However, we
will take them into account since we also want to describe cavities with few atoms. We then make the approximation
of a spatially homogeneous medium,

∑
i

Pi (α |n, n′)ρiαn,βn′ ≈ P (α |n, n
′)

∑
i

ρiαn,βn′ , (41)

where we have defined the spatially averaged conditional probability as P (α |n, n′) = (1/N ) ∑i Pi (α |n, n′) = (ραn,αn +
ραn′,αn′ )/(ρnn + ρn′n′ ) . Summing up expression (40) over i we obtain:

1

N

∑
i

Fiαn,αn′ = − i
ħ
(N − 1)

[
Van,bn+1Pi (α |n + 1, n′)ρbn+1,an′ − Pi (α |n, n′ + 1)ρan,bn′+1Vbn′+1,an′

+ Vbn,an−1Pi (α |n − 1, n′)ρian−1,bn′ − Pi (α |n, n
′ − 1)ρbn,an′−1Van′−1,bn′

]
. (42)

Finally, summing Eq. (35) over i , and using Eqs. (29) and (42), we obtain

¤ρan,an′ = λaρn,n′ − (λa + Γ)ρan,an′ −
i

ħ

(
Van,bn+1ρbn+1,an′ − ρan,bn′+1Vbn′+1,an′

)
− i
ħ
(N − 1)

[
Van,bn+1

ραn+1,αn+1 + ραn′,αn′

ρn+1,n+1 + ρn′,n′
ρbn+1,an′ −

ραn ,αn + ραn′+1,αn′+1
ρn,n + ρn′+1,n′+1

ρan,bn′+1Vbn′+1,an′

+ Vbn,an−1
ραn−1,αn−1 + ραn′,αn′

ρn−1,n−1 + ρn′,n′
ρan−1,bn′ −

ραn ,αn + ραn′−1,αn′−1
ρn ,n + ρn′−1,n′−1

ρbn,an′−1Van′−1,bn′

]
+ κ

√
(n + 1) (n′ + 1)ρan+1,an′+1 − κ

√
nn′ρan,an′ .

The terms inside the brackets are the two-atom contributions. Clearly, they vanish when N = 1, and the class-A-like
model as in Ref. [1] is retrieved. Yet, they cannot be neglected in general —even in few atom cavities— because they
balance the dissipation terms, which are large in class-B laser systems.

Using the shortcut notation for the diagonal reduced density matrix elements ρan ≡ ρan,an and Pn ≡ ρnn , the final
form of the equations of motion of a class-B laser reads:

¤ρan = λaPn −
[
λa + Γ +

2g2

γh
(n + 1)

]
ρan + κ (n + 1)ρan+1 − κnρ

a
n

+
2g 2 (N − 1)

γh

[
nρa
n−1

ρa
n−1 + ρ

a
n

Pn−1 + Pn
− (n + 1)ρan

ρan + ρ
a
n+1

Pn + Pn+1

]
(43)

¤Pn =
2g 2N

γh

[
nρa
n−1 − (n + 1)ρ

a
n

]
+ κ (n + 1)Pn+1 − κnPn . (44)

Equations (43)-(44) represent a two-variable nonlinear dynamical system extended on a discrete pseudo-space dimen-
sion given by the photon number. They can be applied to any class-B laser system, from small to very large N , and for
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any spontaneous emission factor β ,

β =
2g 2

2g 2 + (Γ + λa )γh
. (45)

Note that, unlike Eq. (21), the β -factor in this four-level system depends on the pump rate, which comes from the fact
that the spontaneous recombinations are due to transitions |a 〉 → |b 〉, instead of |a 〉, |b 〉 → |g 〉 used in the class-A
model (Sec. 2). The former better describe spontaneous emission, whereas |a 〉, |b 〉 → |g 〉 rather model non-radiative
recombinations. Therefore, we predict that the spontaneous emission factor to be pump-dependent in a quantum
description, and such a dependency is enhanced for hard pumping, λa > Γ.

Our approach enables tackling classical and/or quantum fundamental properties of different laser systems, from
very small ones or “nanoscopic” (few atoms, few photons), all the way to the thermodynamic limit (massively large
photon and atomic numbers). It is usual to take the characteristic photon number in the resonators as a good thermo-
dynamic parameter quantifying the “system size”. This is given by the saturation photon number nsat = β−1. Three
regimes can thus be distinguished for increasing typical photon numbers [21, 22]: β−1 . 102, 102 . β−1 . 104, and
β−1 & 104, corresponding to the nanoscopic, mesoscopic, and macroscopic regimes, respectively. Needless to say,
most of what we know of class-B lasers comes from a semiclassical description of macroscopic devices, which must
be described by the macroscopic regime in the thermodynamic limit. On the opposite side, micro and nanolasers in
the so-called “thresholdless” regime (β ∼ 1) below to the nanoscopic world. Such a situation can be describedwith Eqs.
(43)-(44). Importantly, also mesoscopic situations (hundreds of photons), which usually elude standard theoretical lim-
its, can also be captured by this model; this is important from a technological point of view since many semiconductor
nanolasers exhibit β -factors in the range ∼ 0.01 − 0.1 therefore operating at the frontier between nanoscopic and
mesoscopic regimes.

3.4 | Numerical simulations

Let us start by considering two important strongly dissipative (κ � Γ) limits of Eqs. (43)-(44): the single atom cavities
(N = 1), and the thermodynamic limit, for which N � 1 and the saturation photon number is macroscopic (nsat =
β−1 & 104). The latter admits a laser threshold, and encompasses the great majority of well-known solid-state lasers,
from semiconductor edge-emitters to macroscopic ion-doped-crystal lasers such as Ti:Sa or Nd:YAG Fabry-Perot laser
cavities and also Er:doped fiber lasers, among others.

We first adress the single atom case, which already provides a striking difference with respect to the the class-A
model predictions. A single-atom class-B device can only overcome laser threshold for large enough N , and “few
atom” cavities can reach laser threshold only with large β -factors. Specifically, as we will explicitly derive in Sec. 3.5,
a device can theoretically reach laser threshold provided N is large enough, N > κγh/2g 2. We numerically integrate
Eqs. (43)-(44) for N = 1 and β ∼ 0.1; the parameters of Fig. 2a-b yield κγh/2g 2 = 500 and therefore no laser-threshold
can be attained with N = 1. It is observed that the mean photon number in the class-B model is approximately the
same as for the class-A-like counterpart (Fig. 2a). Nevertheless, there is a strong qualitative difference in second order
correlations (Fig. 2b). While the class-A model only predicts super-poissonian light [g (2) (0) > 1], the class-B model
features strong antibunching [g (2) (0) ∼ 0]. This case is akin to a Jaynes Cummings density matrix model (see, e.g., Ref.
[23] for quantum dot excitons) with vanishing atom-cavity detuning and strong pure dephasing.

On the other hand, in order to approach the thermodynamic limit we numerically integrate Eqs. (43)-(44) for
N = 106 and β ∼ 10−4 (Fig. 2c-d). The salient features of a second order phase transition are apparent, both as a sharp
—but continuous— increase of the photon number at threshold, and a sharp decrease of g (2) (0) from g (2) (0) ≈ 2
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F IGURE 2 Numerical integration of the quantum density matrix model for class-B regime (fourth-order
Runge-Kutta simulations) . (a)-(b) Single atom cavity limit. Parameters are κ = 100, Γ = 1, γh = 103, g = 10 and N = 1,
cutoff of the Fock basis Ncut of f = 50, and integration time step h = 10−5. (c)-(d) Towards the thermodynamic limit.
Parameters are κ = 100, γh = 104, g = 1 and N = 106. The cutoff for the Fock-basis is Ncut of f = 50 below threshold
(λa ≤ λ (0)a,t h ), and Ncut of f = 2200 near and above threshold (λa > λ (0)a,t h ); the integration time step is h = 2 × 10−6. λa is
the pumping rate. Total integration timeT = 2. Time unit= Γ−1 (equivalently, Γ = 1 in the simulations).

(spontaneous emission) to g (2) (0) ≈ 1 (coherent laser emission). In this limit the diagonal elements of the class-B
density matrix compare very well with those of the class-A-like model, which is translated as a very good agreement
both in terms of mean photon number (Fig. 2c) and second order correlations (Fig. 2d).

In between these two limit cases, in general, deviations from class-A-like solutions are quite large in terms of
second order correlations, while mean photon numbers are very close to each other when comparing class-A-like and
class-B models. We illustrate this by numerically integrating two class-B lasing regimes: the nanoscopic (β−1 ∼ 1 − 2,
Fig. 3) and the mesoscopic (β−1 ∼ 100, Fig. 4) regimes. In the mesoscopic case of Fig. 4 there is a clear threshold
—reminiscent of the phase transition in the thermodynamic limit–, both in the mean photon number and in g (2) (0) .
The parameters chosen for this mesoscopic case approximately represent a semcionductor nanolaser with embedded
quantum wells, with β -factors of the order of β ∼ 10−2, Q-factors of a few thousand and optical volumes as small
as V ∼ 0.1µm3, compatible with N = 105 emitters in the cavity. In the nanoscopic regime of Fig. 3, on the other
hand, there is no clear laser threshold in the dependence of the mean photon number with the pump rate—there is no
signature of any phase transition. Only the second order correlations feature a transition towards coherence in the
class-B-model, while the class-A-like model correlations remain approximately constant around g (2) (0) ∼ 1.1.
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F IGURE 3 Numerical integration of the quantum density matrix model for class-B laser emission: nanoscopic
regime (few atoms and few photons). Parameters are κ = 10, Γ = 1, γh = 103, g = 50 and N = 10. Fourth-order
Runge-Kutta simualtions have been used, with time-step h = 10−5, and cutoff for the Fock-basis of Ncut of f = 50
below threshold (λa ≤ 3λ (0)a,t h/4), and Ncut of f = 100 near and above threshold (λa > 3λ (0)a,t h/4). (a) Mean photon
number (left axis) and β -factor (yellow, right axis) as a function of the pump rate λa for the class-A-like solutions
(blue) and the class-B solutions (red). (b) Second order coherence. Dashed line marks the class-A-like threshold
denoted λ (0)

a,t h
in the text, and solide line corresponds to the class-B threshold approximation, λ (1)

t h
. (c) Photon

number distributions (solid lines), and the upper-laser level atomic occupation probability (dashed lines) for three
cases: below (top, left), above (top, right) and on-threshold (below, only Pn class-B solution —red line — is displayed),
defined as λa = λa,t h such that the (class-B) solution verifies P0 ≈ P1. Yellow line: approximate second order
polynomial.

3.5 | Class-B laser threshold

A simple detailed balance condition can be deduced for the steady state of Eq. (44):

N
2g 2

γh
ρan−1 = κPn , (46)

valid for n ≥ 1. Summing up Eq. (46) leads to the steady state occupation probability of the upper laser level, Trph [ρ̂a ] =
κγh (1 − P0)/2Ng 2, and hence to the steady state population inversion,

Nss =
κγh (1 − P0)

2g 2
. (47)

An important physical quantity is the saturated population inversion in the large photon number limit, Nsat = κγh/2g 2,
which is the steady state population inversion for 〈n 〉 � nsat , and hence P0 ≈ 0. This equals the gain clamping to
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F IGURE 4 Numerical integration of the quantum density matrix model for class-B laser emission: mesoscopic
regime. Parameters are κ = 100, Γ = 1, γh = 104, g = 10 and N = 105. Fourth-order Runge-Kutta simualtions have
been used, with time-step h = 10−5, and cutoff for the Fock-basis of Ncut of f = 50 below threshold (λa ≤ 3λ (0)a,t h/4),
and Ncut of f = 300 near and above threshold (λa > 3λ (0)a,t h/4). (a)-(c) Same as in Fig. 3.

optical losses above the laser threshold within a mean-field theory, i. e., neglecting spontaneous emission [5]. Notice
however that, within the laser oscillation regime, the population inversion will clamp in general below Nsat , which can
be interpreted as a lowering of steady state gain due to the spontaneous emission contribution to the lasing mode.

Let us now derive the class-B laser threshold. In an otherwise class-A regime, because atom-atom correlations
and dissipation can be neglected in Eq. (43), its steady state would simply lead to a relation between ρan and Pn , and
hence to a relation between Pn−1 and Pn similar to Eq. (18). Let us call λ (0)

a,t h
the resulting class-A-like laser threshold

in the four-level system. The lasing condition introduced in Sec. 2.3, P0 = P1, leads to

λ
(0)
a,t h

=
κ

Nβ
=

Nsat
N

(
Γ +

2g2

γh

)
1 − Nsat

N

. (48)

Unlike class-A lasers, for the full class-B system [Eqs. (43)-(44)] there is no closed analytical form for the pumping
rate at laser threshold. We then proceed perturbatively:

λa,t h = λ
(0)
a,t h

+ δ (1) + ... ≡ λ (1)
a,t h

+ ... (49)

where δ (1) is the leading order correction; δ (1) can be found by approximating the photon probability distribution
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maximum by a quadratic polynomial at laser threshold for small n :

Pn

���
λ=λa,t h

≈ P0

{
1 + ξ

[
1

4
−

(
n − 1

2

)2]}
, (50)

where ξ is a parameter to be determined self-consistently; note that Eq. (50) verifies P0 = P1. Inserting Eqs. (50) and
(46) into the steady state solution of Eq. (43) for n = 0, we obtain:

δ (1) =

Nsat
N

[
ξ − (1−ξ)N

]
1 − Nsat

N

. (51)

An immediate consequence of Eq. 49, together with Eqs. 48 and 51, is that a necessary condition for laser
oscillation is N > Nsat . This is not obvious a priori because, as stated above, population inversion clamping generally
occurs below Nsat . Furthermore, ξ can be obtained by evaluating the the roots of the r.h.s. of Eq. (43) for n = 1. In
the limit ξ � 1 and B ≡ Nsat /N � 1, ξ becomes one of the following roots of a second order polynomial:

ξ± =
1

2
· 5g

2 + 4κγh (N − 1)/N + Γγh − 4κγh ±
√
∆

4g 2 + 7κγh (N − 1)/N + Γγh − 4κγh
, (52)

where ∆ = −8g 4 [2 + 7B (N − 1) ] − 4g 2 (Γ − 4κ)γh + (g 2 [5 + 8B (N − 1) ] + (Γ − 4κ)γh )2.

First of all, two important limit cases are worth to be discussed, leading to real roots: N = 1 and N � Nsat . For
N = 1, and in the weak dissipation limit (κ → 0, the class-A Scully’s limit), Eq. (52) leads to ξ− = 2g 2/(4g 2 + Γγh ) and
the threshold correction vanishes, δ (1) → 0, as expected. In the opposite —thermodynamic— limit (N � Nsat and
β → 0) the threshold correction is also small, δ (1) ≈ [ξNsat /N ]/[1 − Nsat /N ] (see vertical lines in Fig. 2c-d).

Interestingly, threshold corrections are larger from the nanoscopic (Fig. 3) to the mesoscopic (Fig. 4) class-B
regimes where ξ± are complex. Complex ξ± can be attributed to errors due to the quadratic approximation of Eq.
(50); we then approximate ξ ≈ Re(ξ−) in those cases. In the nanoscopic regime, δ (1) is less that 10% with respect to
the class-A-like threshold (Fig. 3a-b, vertical bars). The threshold correction is still larger in the mesoscopic regime
as shown in Fig. 4a-b (vertical bars), leading to λ (1)

a,t h
= 0.0627756, in good agreement with the numerical threshold,

λa,t h ≈ 0.0647; the correction δ (1) is as large as ∼ 20% of the class-A-like threshold (λ (0)
a,t h

= 0.0536842).

4 | DYNAMICS OF THE SECOND-ORDER COHERENCE

In the previous Section we have pointed out that, overall, the main difference between class-B solutions and class-
A-like ones —in which cavity-induced dissipation in the atomic variables as well as two-atom contributions in the
light-matter interaction terms are neglected— appears in the photon fluctuations. Remarkably, in the three regimes
that we have numerically simulated—nanoscopic, mesoscopic and macroscopic–, g (2) (0) in the class-B model is larger
than its class-A-like counterpart; above laser threshold, such a difference clearly means superpoissonian character of
class-B light sources, specially in the nanoscopic and mesoscopic regimes. In this Section we will investigate the
physical origin of such noise-excess by computing the time-lag dependence of the second order coherence, g (2) (τ) ,
from the dynamical equations [Eqs. (43)-(44)].
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4.1 | Time evolution of the second order coherence

Let us consider the time-evolution operator Ût ,t0 that evolves the density matrix from t0 to t ,

ρ̂ (t ) = Ût ,t0 [ρ̂ (t0) ] . (53)

With the usual definition of the second-order correlation function [24] G (τ, 0) = 〈â†0 â
†
τ âτ â0 〉, where âτ (â†τ ) is the

annihilation (creator) operator in the Heisenberg representation at time τ , it is possible to show that:

G (τ, 0) = Tr
[
â† âÛτ,0

[
â ρ̂ (0) â†

] ]
. (54)

Defining a new operator θ̂ (τ, 0) = Ûτ,0 [â ρ̂ (0) â† ], and setting ρ̂ (0) = ρ̂ss , where ρ̂ss is the steady-state density matrix,
it yields

θ̂ (τ, 0) = Ûτ,0

∑
n′,n′′

√
n′n′′ρss,n′,n′′ |n′′ − 1〉 〈n′ − 1 |

 , (55)

which represents the evolution of the density matrix once a photon has been emitted at t = 0. We finally obtain:

g (2) (τ, 0) =
Tr

[
â† âÛτ,0

[
â ρ̂ (0) â†

] ]
Tr

[
â ρ̂ (0) â†

]
Tr

[
â ρ̂ (τ) â†

] (56)

=

∑
n nθnn (τ, 0)

Tr
[
â ρ̂ (0) â†

]
Tr

[
â ρ̂ (τ) â†

] . (57)

4.2 | Numerical results

The time evolution of ρan and Pn governed by Eqs. (43)-(44) gives a prescription to numerically solve the matrix el-
ements of θ̂ (τ, 0) (Eq. (55)). First of all, ρass,n and Pss,n are obtained by running the Runge-Kutta algorithm for long
simulation times, ρass,n = limT→∞ ρan (T ) and Pss,n = limT→∞ Pn (T ) . The Runge-Kutta algorithm is subsequently used
to obtain the matrix elements θnn (τ, 0) = 〈n |θ̂ (τ, 0) |n 〉 (Eq. (55)) by setting new initial conditions ρan (0) → (n +1)ρass,n
and Pn (0) → (n +1)Pss,n in Eqs. (43)-(44), in order to obtain, respectively, θann (τ, 0) and θnn (τ, 0) , at a final integration
timeT = τ .

Here we compute g (2) (τ) for two of the several regimes investigated in Sec. 3.4: the mesoscopic and the
nanoscopic ones (Figs. 4 and 3, respectively). The g (2) (τ) are computed using: i) the class-A-like model, and ii) the
class-B model, and subsequently compared. The class-A-like solution is obtained numerically integrating Eq. (44) with
the adiabatically eliminated atomic reduced density matrix, resulting from neglecting both cavity-induced dissipation
(G-terms) and two-atom contributions (F-terms) in Eq. (43):

ρan =
λaPn

λa + Γ +
2g2

γh
(n + 1)

. (58)

The results for the mesoscopic regime are shown in Fig.5a-b. Below laser threshold (Fig.5a) there is a monotonic
decrease of the class-A-like g (2) (τ) towards the uncorrelated g (2) (τ) → 1 limit for large τ . As long as the class-
B-solution is concerned, g (2) (τ) falls slightly below g (2) = 1 and slowly increases towards the uncorrelated limit
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F IGURE 5 Time-lag dependence of the second order coherence. (a)-(b) The mesoscopic regime of Fig. 4: (a)
below threshold (λa = 0.039), and (b) above threshold (λa = 0.15). (c)-(d) The nanoscopic regime of Fig. 3: (c) below
threshold (λa = 0.297), and (d) above threshold (λa = 3). Blue lines: class-A-like model; red lines: class-B model.
Relaxation oscillations are clearly observed in the class-B model, and they are always absent in the class-A-like
model. These are strongly damped in the nanoscopic regime.

g (2) (τ) → 1 for large τ . In spite of this slight difference, the two solutions are close to each other. However, there
is a remarkable difference between the two models above threshold (Fig.5b): while the class-A-like model predicts
a monotonic decrease of g (2) (τ) , the class-B model solution is oscillatory. We interpret such damped oscillations as
the autocorrelation of relaxation oscillations in a class-B laser. In a quantum trajectory picture —also in intensity-time
series of classical representations—, the relaxation oscillations are transients, permanently triggered by spontaneous
emission noise. The noise strength impacts not only g (2) (0) but also the damping time of the oscillations. We observe
that, as a general trend, the smaller β -factors, the longer decay time of relaxation oscillations in the autocorrelation
trace. This behavior of the relaxation time at the threshold can indeed be interpreted as a slowing down —which
become critical in the thermodynamic limit β → 0— of the amplitude mode, as observed also for class-A lasers [2].
This trend can be connected with the spectral properties of the Liouvillian [17] ruling the open system dynamics.

In Fig. 5c-d we display the results of the nanoscopic regime: β ∼ 0.6 − 0.8 and N = 10. Clearly, in this case
there is no laser threshold in the sense of phase transition. Let us recall that the laser threshold at about λa ∼ 1.5
is a crossover from P0 > P1 to P0 < P1. Yet, as it is well-known in the so-called “thresholdless regime” of micro
and nanolasers, the emission properties do not substantially differ below and above threshold —if any. This is also
the case here: although there is a monotonic decrease of g (2) (0) for increasing pump, there is no sharp decrease
from g (2) (0) = 2 to g (2) (0) = 1 as it is clearly observed in the macroscopic regime (Fig. 2d). The g (2) (τ) is also
similar when comparing below and above-threshold (Fig. 5c and d, respectively). Although the class-B model predicts
superpoissonian light, there are no clear relaxation oscillations; instead, a downwards bump at Γτ ∼ 0.2 followed by
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F IGURE 6 Relaxation oscillations in a class-B laser: from classical to few photon regimes. Left axis: time-lag
dependent second order coherence. Right axis: time-dependent occupation probability of the upper laser state |a 〉
once a photon has been emitted at t = 0. (a) Mesoscopic regime (paramaters of Fig. 4), λa = 0.2. The time shift
between the signals assets the classical relaxation oscillation character of the autocorrelation trace: the occupation
probability crosses the steady state value (dashed line) when the g (2) reaches an extremum. (b) Nanoscopic, few
photon regime (paramaters of Fig. 3), λa = 3. Spontaneous emission cannot be neglected in this few-photon regime;
the extremum of photon probability (red vertical line) does not correspond to the steady state value of the
occupation probability (black vertical line).

an increase towards the g (2) = 1 limit suggests that relaxation oscillations are overdamped in this regime. We observe
that overdamping of relaxation oscillations is characteristic of large β -factors, and it is particularly strong for reduced
atomic numbers as in this case.

Relaxation oscillations is a classical concept, that we are hereby extending into the quantum domain. It is well
known that, in a class-B-laser semiclassicalmodel, the laser intensity and the population inversion both exhibit damped
oscillations. The energy is actually exchanged between photon and atom populations before reaching equilibrium.
These oscillations are time-lagged: the laser intensity reaches an extremum each time the population inversion crosses
its steady state value. This can be easily deduced from a standard rate equation for photons: ¤s = β0γ‖N(s + 1) − 2κs ,
where s is the photon number, N is the population inversion and γ‖ = γ + 4g 2/γh is the total radiative recombination
time. Neglecting spontaneous emission (s � 1), the steady state solution reads Nt h = 2κ/β0γ‖ = κγh/2g 2. Within
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a transient relaxation to the steady state, the intensity dynamics is expected to reach an extremum ( ¤s = 0) when
the population inversion crosses its steady state value N = Nt h . In Fig. 6 we depict both g (2) (τ) and P a (τ) ≡
Tr[θ̂a (τ, 0) ]/〈n 〉, the latter accounting for the time evolution of the occupation probability of upper laser lever. In the
mesoscopic regime (Fig. 6a) the photon number is large enough (s ∼ 150) such that the spontaneous emission can
be neglected and therefore we can expect relaxation oscillations to exhibit classical features. Indeed, the time-lag
between both correlation traces is in agreement with the classical picture. In the nanoscopic regime, on the other
hand, the time-lag between correlation traces does not agree with the classical picture (Fig. 6b, vertical dotted lines).
Systematic studies on the relaxation oscillation properties varying the laser parameters, including large vs. small β -
factors, and large vs. small N , is out of the scope of the present work and is left for future investigations.

As a conclusion of this Section, we have shown that the superpoissonian light in this class-B model is originated
from photon-number-noise excess due to damped relaxation oscillations. This seems in good agreementwith previous
experimental studies, in which an interferometric Hanboury Brown-Twiss set-up enables to discriminate phase and
intensity fluctuations [19]. The authors conclude that, in nanolasers, the excess of g (2) (0) above the Poissonian limit,
which tends very slowly towards coherence upon pump power increase —in agreement with Fig. 4b—, is due to
intensity fluctuations, yet the phase coherence is preserved. First-order correlations, related to field coherence and
hence to phase noise, can also be computed with our approach. This requires working out non diagonal elements of
the density matrix, which would be a natural extension of the present work.

5 | CONCLUSIONS

In this workwe have extended the quantumdensitymatrix approach for a laser developed byM. Scully and co-workers
in the 80s-90s, in which atomic variables can be adiabatically eliminated (class-A), to the regime in which adiabatic
elimination is no longer possible because the atomic decay rates are smaller than the cavity dissipation rate (class-B).
Class-B laser regimes encompass the great majority of solid state lasers, from ion-doped crystals to semiconductors,
and all the way from the nanoscale (few photons, few "atoms"), to the thermodynamic regime (very large photon and
atom numbers). We show that the following two approximations, that greatly simplify the model and enable analytical
treatment for class-A regimes, no longer apply for class-B: i) nelglecting the cavity-induced dissipation in the atomic
reduced density matrix equations, and ii) neglecting two-atom contributions to the gain. As a result, instead of a
single photonic equation of motion for class-A lasers, our class-B model deals with two coupled dynamical equations,
one for the photonic and one for the atomic reduced density matrix elements, reminiscent of the semiclassical two-
variable models for the electromagnetic field and population inversion. Our model is a nonlinear dynamical system of
equations extended in a pseudo-space dimension given by the photon number, and can be numerically solved using
standard numerical integration methods such as the Fourth-order Runge-Kutta algorithm. In addition, approximate
analytical expressions can be derived for the laser threshold. Interestingly, this approach allows us to define the laser
threshold in a universal way: the probability for one intracavity photon equals that of the quantum vacuum, P0 = P1.

This quantum class-Bmodel enables to describe the full statistics of the laser transition in very different operation
regimes, and accounts for fundamental physical phenomena, from photon antibunching in single-atom cavities to the
thermal-to-coherent-light phase transition as both the photon and atomic numbers are very large (thermodynamic
limit). In addition, also nano andmesoscale phenomena are well captured by the class-B quantummodel, ranging from
the thresholdless regime in the former, to the typical "S" input/output logaritmic laser curves in micro and nanolasers.
This class-B model predicts superpoissonian light, g (2) (τ = 0) > 1, even far above the laser threshold. We have
related this super-poissonian light to amplitude-noise excess due to relaxation oscillations which are known to be
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ubiquitous in class-B lasers, in agreement with Ref. [19]. Unlike the class-A model, we generically observe relaxation
oscillations as damped oscillatory behavior of g (2) (τ) in the class-B model; g (2) (τ) can be readily obtained from the
time evolution of an operator θ̂ (τ, 0) that accounts for the probability of photon emission at t = τ provided a photon
has been emitted at t = 0. We find that the oscillatory g (2) (τ) exhibit the classical features of relaxation oscillations
in the large photon number regime (n � nsat ) where the spontaneous emission can be neglected, in the form of
periodic energy exchange between photons and atoms. However, oscillations become overdamped and the time-lag
between photons and population inversion is no longer predicted by the semiclassical dynamical rules in few photon
laser regimes.

This work also paves the way to future intriguing research directions. Among them we mention the characteriza-
tion of atom-atom quantum correlations in class-B lasers. As we discussed in this work the non-factorizable nature of
the system density matrix is a key ingredient in triggering the lasing mechanism, however it is not clear if quantum or
classical correlations play this crucial role and if the lasing transition is connected to some sharp change in the entan-
glement properties of the atoms. Furthermore, a systematic connection of transition to lasing in class-B systems and
dissipative phase transitions [17, 18] represents an interesting direction to be further explored. Here we expect that
the behaviour of the Liouvillian gap signaling the emergence of a dissipative phase transition —lasing, in this case—
can be related to the decay time of the first-order coherence (as done in Ref. [2] for a class-A laser), whose calculation
requires to compute off-diagonal elements of the photonic density matrix. Finally, this quantum density matrix ap-
proach proves a powerful theoretical framework to investigate few photon nonlinear and quantum phenomena, such
as photon entanglement, in coherently coupled nanolaser arrays.
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