Superbunching in cathodoluminescence: a master equation approach
Tatsuro Yuge,1, ∗ Naoki Yamamoto,2 Takumi Sannomiya,2 and Keiichirou Akiba3, †
1

arXiv:2206.00933v1 [cond-mat.mes-hall] 2 Jun 2022

Department of Physics, Shizuoka University, Shizuoka 422-8529, Japan
2
Department of Materials Science and Engineering,
School of Materials and Chemical Technology, Tokyo Institute of Technology,
4259 Nagatsuta, Midoriku, Yokohama 226-8503, Japan
3
Takasaki Advanced Radiation Research Institute,
National Institutes for Quantum Science and Technology,
1233 Watanuki, Takasaki, Gunma 370-1292, Japan
We propose a theoretical model of quantum master equation (QME) for cathodoluminescence
(CL). The QME describes simultaneous excitation of multiple emitters by an incoming electron
and radiative decay of individual emitters. We investigate the normalized second-order correlation
function, g (2) (τ ), of this model. We derive the exact formula for the zero-time delay correlation,
g (2) (0), and show that the model successfully describes giant bunching (superbunching) in the CL.
We also derive an approximate form of g (2) (τ ), which is valid for small excitation rate. Furthermore,
we discuss the state of the radiation filed of the CL. We reveal that the superbunching results from
a mixture of an excited photon state and the vacuum state and that this type of a state is realized
in the CL.
I.

INTRODUCTION

In electron microscopy, cathodoluminescence (CL) visualizes optical properties beyond diffraction limit of
light. A wide range of materials can be investigated by
this approach, for instance, defect/luminescence centers
in semiconductors [1–4], quantum-confined structures [5–
7], surface plasmon polaritons [8–10], and fluorescent proteins [11–13]. Thus, the electron microscopy-based CL
measurement is a powerful tool to analyze various materials on nanoscale.
The optical state of CL itself has not been spot-lighted
for a long time though CL had been used in displays with
cathode ray tubes for more than a century. By recent
introduction of Hanbury Brown-Twiss (HBT) interferometry to CL, the quantum character “antibunching” of
the emitted states of CL has been revealed with a deep
subwavelength spatial resolution in the measurement of
a single nitrogen-vacancy (NV) center in a nanodiamond
[14]. Since antibunching is a result from particle nature
of a photon, this HBT-CL technique opens a way to measure quantum optical phenomena in nanoscale.
However, the HBT measurement of CL from multiple
defect centers has presented strong bunching [15], which
has not been observed in photoluminescence (PL) experiment for the same kind of sample. Although there
are differences between optical and electron-beam excitations such as absence of NV− spectrum in CL [16], this
bunching observation raises a question on the origin of
the bunching. In addition, the observed bunching in CL
is often huge, where the normalized second-order correlation function, g (2) (τ ), at time delay τ = 0 is larger
than 2, i.e. superthermal values. This is known as superbunching and a peculiar state of light. A representative
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example of the superbunching is spontaneous parametric down-converted light (a squeezed vacuum), which is
the quantum light widely used as heralded single photons and entangled photon pairs [17]. Other examples
are superradiant coupling of the emitters [18–20], quantum dot-metal nanoparticles [21, 22], and bimodal laser
[23–27]. Therefore, it would be interesting and beneficial for the understanding to describe the CL bunching
quantum-mechanically.
The bunching in CL has already enabled us to measure luminescent lifetime well below the optical diffraction limit without a pulsed electron beam [28]. This novel
time-resolved measurement not only demonstrated the
Purcell effect on nanoscale [29, 30] but also quantified
excitation and emission efficiencies of optical nanostructures [31, 32]. These practical applications prove that
the CL photon correlation has a great potential to access intrinsic nanophotonic properties in a direct manner and offer important insights into nanophotonic devices. Therefore, it is important to clarify how the strong
bunching emerges in CL from both basic and applied aspects. The deeper understanding of CL photon correlation should progress nanoscale optical imaging to the
next stage.
There were studies on CL photon statistics about half a
century ago [33, 34]. These pioneered investigations presented a theoretical description of the photon statistics
and an experimental observation of the strong intensity
correlation. However, the feature of g (2) in CL was not
focused. In the first report of the superbunching in CL
[15], Meuret et al. assumed that plasmons induce a synchronized excitation of multiple emitters and proposed
a stochastic model to perform a Monte Carlo simulation
on g (2) (τ ). On the basis of similar assumptions, CL excitation efficiency was estimated [31], and an analytical
model was constructed [35]. Feldman et al. claimed that
the bunching in the nanodiamond CL is mediated by the
phonon sidebands and explained g (2) (τ ) using another
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Monte Carlo model [36]. Besides these models, Yanagimoto et al. derived an expression of g (2) (τ ) using a rate
equation for multiple two-level systems [30]. However,
the models in all the previous studies are essentially classical, and no quantum model has been proposed that
explains the superbunching in CL.
In this study, we introduce a quantum model of multiple emitters in CL. We use a quantum master equation
(QME) to describe the dynamics with excitation and decay in CL. After reducing the QME to a master equation
for the distribution of number of excited emitters, we obtain the steady state of the distribution. Then, using the
steady state, we derive the exact formula for zero-time
delay correlation g (2) (0) and an approximate equation
for delay time-dependent correlation g (2) (τ ). We show
that these results successfully reproduce several features
of CL, in particular, the superbunching and the decaying behavior of g (2) (τ ). We also deduce the state of the
radiation field from a possible sequence of pulses of the
field in the CL. From the model calculation and the deduced argument for the radiation field, we shed a light
on a universal aspect of the superbunching.
II.

MASTER EQUATION

The system of our interest is composed of N emitters.
Each emitter is modeled by a two-level system (TLS)
with transition energy ~ωe . The system Hamiltonian is
Ĥ =

N
X
~ωe
j=1

2

σ̂jz .

(1)

Here σ̂jz is the z-component of Pauli matrix for the jth
TLS. This is expressed as σ̂jz = |1ij h1| − |0ij h0| with the
lower level state |0ij and the upper one |1ij of the jth
TLS.
In this study, we consider CL emission with a continuous electron beam. The emitters are continuously
excited by the incoming electrons and decay with photon emission. The Lindblad-type quantum master equation (QME) [37–40] is a suitable method for describing
dynamics in this situation quantum-mechanically. The
QME has the following form:
d
ρ̂(t) = Lρ̂(t),
dt

(2)

where ρ̂(t) is the state (density matrix) of the system at
time t and the Liouvillian L is given by
Lρ̂ =

1
[Ĥ, ρ̂] + Drad ρ̂ + Dex ρ̂.
i~

(3)

The first term represents the unitary part of the time evolution with the system Hamiltonian (1). The second and
third terms represent the non-unitary parts due to the
decay and excitation, respectively, as explained below.
The second term in the Liouvillian (3) describes the
radiative decay of the emitters. We here assume that

the dipole moments of the emitters are randomly oriented. In this case, they are independently damped
even though the emitters excited by the electron beam
are located within a region smaller than the wavelength
2πc/ωe . Therefore, as in the quantum optical master
equation [39–41] under the additional assumption that
the reservoir temperature is sufficiently smaller than ~ωe ,
the second term is given in the following Lindblad form:

N 
1 X
1 + −
−
+
Drad ρ̂ =
σ̂ σ̂ , ρ̂ .
(4)
σ̂j ρ̂σ̂j −
τrad j=1
2 j j
Here σ̂j+ = |1ij h0| and σ̂j− = |0ij h1| are the raising and
lowering operators of the jth TLS, respectively. And
τrad is the radiative lifetime of each emitter. We note
that we can incorporate the non-radiative decay in the
same Lindblad form, in which case we should replace
the prefactor 1/τrad with 1/τtot = 1/τrad + 1/τnon-rad to
include the non-radiative lifetime τnon-rad .
The third term in the Liouvillian (3) describes the excitation of the emitters by an electron beam. In CL, it
is considered that an incoming electron excites multiple
emitters at a picosecond time scale via several steps of
elementary processes [15, 42]. By contrast, according to
the results of the HBT experiments of CL, the radiative
lifetime τrad is in the order of nanoseconds. Therefore,
the excitation time scale is sufficiently smaller than τrad ,
and it is reasonable to consider that the emitters are excited simultaneously by a single electron. To incorporate
this effect into the Lindblad-type QME (2), we should
write the third term as:


1n − + o
+
−
Dex ρ̂ = γ Π̂ ρ̂Π̂ −
Π̂ Π̂ , ρ̂ ,
(5)
2
±

Π̂ =

N
O

σ̂j± .

(6)

j=1

The Lindblad operator Π̂+ of Eq.(6) raises all the TLSs to
the upper levels, which implies the simultaneous excitation of the emitters. The excitation rate γ is the product
of the number of incoming electrons per unit time and
the probability pex that an electron generates the simultaneous excitation. That is, γ = (I/e) × pex , where I is
an electron-beam current and e is the elementary charge.
As seen in the next section, the statistics of the numPN
ber of excited emitters n̂ = j=1 σ̂j+ σ̂j− is useful to investigate the second-order correlation function g (2) . The
statistics is governed by the probability P (n, t) that the
number of excited emitters is n at time t. As derived
in Appendix A, the QME (2) is reduced to the following
master equation for P (n, t):
1
d
P (0, t) =
P (1, t) − γP (0, t),
dt
τrad
d
n+1
n
P (n, t) =
P (n + 1, t) −
P (n, t),
dt
τrad
τrad
d
N
P (N, t) = γP (0, t) −
P (N, t),
dt
τrad

(7)
(8)
(9)
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where Eq. (8) is for 1 ≤ n ≤ N − 1.
III.

rewrite the numerator of Eq. (14) as follows:
X
X
σ̂j+1 σ̂j+2 σ̂j−2 σ̂j−1 ss =
σ̂j+1 σ̂j+2 σ̂j−2 σ̂j−1

SECOND-ORDER CORRELATION
FUNCTION
A.

= n̂2

Steady state

In CL with a continuous beam, the system is in the
steady state ρ̂ss , which is determined by Lρ̂ss = 0. In the
following, we write the steady-state average Tr[ρ̂ss · · · ] as
h· · ·iss .
In the steady state, P (n, t) also becomes the stationary
distribution Pss (n). We obtain the equations that determine Pss (n) by setting the left hand sides of Eqs. (7)–(9)
to zero. We can exactly solve these equations with the
PN
normalization condition n=0 Pss (n) = 1 to obtain
1
,
(10)
1 + zN τrad γ
τrad γ
Pss (n) =
(1 ≤ n ≤ N ),
(11)
n(1 + zN τrad γ)
PN
where zN = m=1 (1/m). From Pss (n), we can calculate
the steady-state moments of n̂. The first two are:
Pss (0) =

hn̂iss =

N
X
n=0

n̂2

ss

=

N
X
n=0

nPss (n) =

N τrad γ
,
1 + zN τrad γ

n2 Pss (n) =

N (N + 1)τrad γ
.
2(1 + zN τrad γ)

(12)

(13)

We use these moments in calculating g (2) .
We now investigate the normalized second-order correlation function g (2) (τ ) in the steady state. This is defined
2
by g (2) (τ ) = hT : Iˆrad Iˆrad (τ ) :iss / hIˆrad iss , where Iˆrad is
the intensity operator of the radiation field, T is the time
ordering, and :: is the normal ordering [43]. Thanks to
2
the normalization factor hIˆrad iss , collection and detection efficiencies of light and the linear loss of an optical
system do not affect the value of g (2) , and thus defined
g (2) (τ ) describes the second-order correlation that is obtained in the HBT experiments. To proceed further, we
again use the assumption that the dipole moments of the
emitters are randomly oriented. In this case, the intenPN
sity operator reads Iˆrad ∝ j=1 σ̂j+ σ̂j− = n̂. Therefore
g (2) (τ ) is given by
P
+ +
−
−
j1 ,j2 σ̂j1 σ̂j2 (τ )σ̂j2 (τ )σ̂j1 ss
(2)
.
(14)
g (τ ) =
2
hn̂iss
Since the steady-state correlation function is symmetric
at τ = 0, we analyze g (2) (τ ) for τ ≥ 0 in the following.
B.

Zero-time delay correlation: superbunching

First, we derive the exact formula for the zero-time
delay correlation function g (2) (0). At τ = 0, we can

ss

j1 6=j2

j1 ,j2

ss

− hn̂iss ,

(15)

noting that σ̂j±1 and σ̂j±2 are commutative only if j1 6= j2 .
Applying Eqs. (12) and (13), we thus obtain the exact
formula for g (2) (0):



1
1
1
(2)
g (0) =
zN +
1−
.
(16)
2
τrad γ
N
From this formula, we can easily show that the superbunching, g (2) (0)  2, is observed for τrad γ  1. Figure 1, which shows γ dependence of g (2) (0), illustrates
this feature clearly. On the other hand, when N = 1, we
have g (2) (0) = 0 indicating the antibunching. This result
implies that excitation of multiple emitters (N ≥ 2) by
a single incoming electron are necessary for the superbunching.
We note that, in the formula (16), g (2) (0) is proportional to 1/γ for τrad γ  1. In Fig. 1, this seems valid
for τrad γ . 0.1. Since the excitation rate γ is proportional to the electron current I and the excitation efficiency pex as explained below Eq. (6), this means that
g (2) (0) is proportional to 1/I and 1/pex for τrad γ  1.
Therefore, the formula (16) reproduces the properties of
g (2) (0) discussed in Refs. [30, 31, 35].
We also make a remark on the limitation of this formula. In experiments, g (2) (0) approaches one for large
electron current [15, 31, 35, 36]. However, the theoretical
formula (16) of g (2) (0) approaches (1/2)zN (1 − 1/N ) 6= 1
for large γ (thus for large electron current). This discrepancy could be attributed to a general property of
the QME—it is valid for small dissipation and excitation
rates [39, 40]. The present model and the formula (16)
are applicable for small γ.

C.

Finite-time delay correlation

Next, we derive an approximate form of g (2) (τ ) under
the assumption of N τrad γ  1. To this end, we apply the
quantum regression theorem (QRT) [39, 40] to the corPN PN
relation function j1 =1 j2 =1 σ̂j+1 σ̂j+2 (τ )σ̂j−2 (τ )σ̂j−1 ss =
PN
+
−
j=1 σ̂j n̂(τ )σ̂j ss in the numerator of Eq. (14). We
can derive that this correlation function shows a multiple
2
exponential decay and approaches hn̂iss [thus g (2) (τ ) →
1] for τ → ∞. Furthermore, if we assume N τrad γ  1,
we can show that the lowest decay rate is approximately
equal to λ1 ' (1/τrad )(1 + N τrad γ) and the second lowest is λ2 ' (2/τrad )[1 − N (N − 1)τrad γ/4] (see Appendix
B for derivation). Therefore, the decaying behavior of
PN
+
−
−λ1 τ
.
j=1 σ̂j n̂(τ )σ̂j ss is dominated by e
Combining this decaying behavior with the asymptotic
value limτ →∞ g (2) (τ ) = 1, we arrive at an approximate
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FIG. 1. Zero-time delay correlation g (2) (0) [Eq. (16)] as a
function of the excitation rate γ (normalized by the radiative
lifetime τrad ). The curves from bottom to top correspond to
N = 2, 3, 4, 10, and 20, respectively. The dotted line is an
eye guide proportional to 1/γ.

and the prefactor C is


1
1
C=
zN +
− 1.
2
τrad γ

(17)

(18)

(19)

We note that our approximate expression (17) has a
form similar to that in Ref. [15], which is valid for small
N region. In their expression, the decay time is the bare
eff
lifetime τrad instead of τrad
and the prefactor C 0 corresponding to C in ours reads C 0 = I0 /(I × Pel1 ). In the
notation of this paper, I0 = e/τrad and the probability of
creating electron–hole pairs by an incoming electron Pel1
should be proportional to pex . Since γ = (I/e) × pex
as explained below Eq. (6), we have C 0 ∝ 1/(τrad γ).
In small N region (N τrad γ  1), the effective lifetime
eff
becomes τrad
' τrad and our prefactor C of Eq. (19)
yields C ' 1/(2τrad γ) ∝ 1/(τrad γ). Therefore, our result
quantum-mechanically validates the form that is derived
in Ref. [15].

D.

100

τradγ

0.001
0.004
0.01
0.04
0.1

10−1

10−3

In the second line, we used the formula (16) for g (2) (0).
eff
Here, the effective life time τrad
is given by
1
1
=
+ N γ,
eff
τrad
τrad

101

10−2

expression for g (2) (τ ):


eff
g (2) (τ ) ' g (2) (0) − 1 e−τ /τrad + 1




eff
eff
1 −τ /τrad
1
−τ /τrad
e
+ 1− e
,
=C 1−
N
N

g (2)(τ) − 1

102

Numerical demonstration

To demonstrate the applicability of the approximate
expression (17), we compare it with results of numerical
simulation. In the simulation, we numerically solve the

0

1

2

τ/τrad

3

4

5

FIG. 2. Normalized second-order correlation function g (2) (τ )
for (a) N = 2 and (b) N = 10. Semi-logarithmic plots of
g (2) (τ )−1 are shown for excitation rates ranging from τrad γ =
0.001 to 0.1. The symbols, the solid lines, and the dotted lines
represent numerical results, the approximate formula (17),
and decay curves proportional to e−τ /τrad [Eq. (20)], respectively. For τrad γ = 0.1 and N = 10 [filled circles in (b)], data
points for τ /τrad & 2.5 are not shown because g (2) (τ ) − 1 is
extremely small (g (2) (τ ) ≈ 1) in this region.

eigenvalue problem of L to obtain the steady state ρ̂ss as
the right eigenvector corresponding to its zero eigenvalue.
Then, we use the QRT to compute g (2) (τ ). We plot the
results for N = 2 and N = 10 in Fig. 2. We also plot
eff
Eq. (17) (solid lines) and its variant where τrad
is replaced
with τrad (dotted lines):




1
1
g (2) (τ ) ' C 1 −
e−τ /τrad + 1 − e−τ /τrad .
N
N
(20)
In the case of N = 2, Fig. 2(a) shows that the approximate expression (17) describes the numerical data
well. In comparison, although Eq. (20) deviates from the
numerical results for τrad γ ≥ 0.04 (N τrad γ ≥ 0.08), it
also describes the numerical data well for smaller τrad γ
eff
because τrad
' τrad in this regime.
In the case of N = 10, Fig. 2(b) shows that Eq. (17)
well approximates the numerical data for τrad γ ≤ 0.004
(N τrad γ ≤ 0.04). As τrad γ becomes larger, we observe clearer deviations between the numerical results
and Eq. (17) as well as Eq. (20).
From the results of N = 2 and N = 10, we conclude
that the approximation by Eq. (17) is valid for small
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≈ τ rad

Irad

yields
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g (2) (0) =

≈ 1/γ
=
FIG. 3. A sequence of random pulses of radiation intensity.

N τrad γ. We also note that the cruder approximation
by Eq. (20) is valid if N τrad γ is sufficiently small, and
the decay rate of g (2) (τ ) can be used for estimation of
the lifetime τrad of the emitters. In experiments, one
should carefully choose electron-beam current I in order
to obtain the lifetime τrad from the HBT measurement.

IV.

STATE OF RADIATION FIELD

In the previous section, our analysis on g (2) of the radiation field is based on the steady state ρ̂ss of the emitters.
Understanding the state of radiation field itself is also an
interesting problem. In this section, we give a heuristic argument on this problem under the assumption of
τrad γ  1.
We first revisit the process of the radiation in CL. Even
though an electron beam irradiates a sample continuously, each electron in the beam exists discretely. An
incoming electron excites multiple (say, N ) emitters and
the emitters decay with radiating photons. The radiation generated in this process is considered to have a
time profile of the intensity Irad (t) that is composed of a
sequence of random pulses, as schematically depicted in
Fig. 3. In each pulse, the excited emitters radiate photons
within the duration of the emission process; the duration
is random due to the spontaneous emission process of the
emitters, and the mean duration is roughly equal to the
lifetime τrad . The instance at which a single pulse starts
is also random reflecting the randomness of the incoming
electrons, and the mean time between successive pulses
is equal to 1/γ, where γ is the excitation rate.
From the above argument, we can classify total time
of photodetection into pulse-existing regions and zerointensity regions, and we estimate the ratio q of the former regions to the total as q ≈ τrad γ ( 1). In the former
regions, the radiation field is in a certain photonic state
ρ̂rad
N whose average photon number is around N . In the
latter, it is in the vacuum state ρ̂rad
vac = |vacihvac|. Therefore, we can consider the steady state of the radiation
rad
field in CL as the average of ρ̂rad
N and ρ̂vac :
rad
rad
ρ̂rad
avg = q ρ̂N + (1 − q)ρ̂vac .

(21)

We can illustrate that this steady state describes the
superbunching. Here, we use the single-mode approximation of the radiation field and ρ̂rad
N ≈ |N ihN |, where
|N i is the N -photon state of the single mode. Then, the
zero-time delay correlation function of the radiation field

† †
Tr[ρ̂rad
avg â â ââ]
† 2
Tr[ρ̂rad
avg â â]



† †
1
1 Tr[ρ̂rad
1
N â â ââ]
=
×
1
−
,
† 2
q
q
N
Tr[ρ̂rad
N â â]

(22)

where â† and â are the creation and destruction operators
of the mode, respectively. This result with q ≈ τrad γ is
approximately equal to the exact formula (16) under the
condition of zN τrad γ  1, so that the state in Eq. (21)
gives rise to the superbunching, g (2) (0)  1 for N ≥ 2.
For different systems, similar arguments are given
in Refs. [44, 45]: a classical (incoherent) mixture of
high- and low-intensity states with a large weight on
the lower as in Eq. (21) leads to an enhancement of
g (2) (0). We √note that a quantum superposition state
√
q |radN i + 1 − q |vaci with some pure photonic state
|radN i such as |N i also leads to a similar enhancement
[45] and, only from g (2) (0), it is impossible to distinguish
whether the radiation state is a classical or quantum mixture. In our model of CL, however, it should be a classical
one because the steady state of the emitters is diagonal
in the standard basis.
We also note that this argument can explain the difference between CL and PL photon statistics: the super(2)
bunching is observed in the CL whereas gPL (0) ' 1 for
the PL of the same sample [15]. The typical coherence
time of the continuous wave laser beam used for PL is
longer than the radiation lifetime, so that the radiation
in PL is not pulsed (as in Fig. 3) but continuous. Therefore, the state of the PL radiation field is simply ρ̂rad
N (not
mixed with the vacuum state).
V.

DISCUSSION AND SUMMARY

In this study, we have constructed a QME model that
captures essential aspects of CL: simultaneous excitation
and individual decay of emitters. We have derived the
exact formula for the zero-time delay correlation g (2) (0),
which successfully describes the superbunching. We have
also derived an approximate form for the finite-time delay
correlation g (2) (τ ), which shows that the radiative life
time τrad can be extracted from its τ dependence for small
N τrad γ.
We have assumed that the emitters have the same transition energy ~ωe and radiative lifetime τrad . Also, they
have randomly-oriented dipole moments and are located
within a region smaller than the wavelength 2πc/ωe . Our
main conclusion on the superbunching in the CL is not
affected by relaxing some of these assumptions.
In the model, the simultaneous excitation of multiple
emitters by an incoming electron is phenomenologically
incorporated in Eq. (5). It is an important future work
to derive this excitation effect by a quantum mechanical analysis on elementary processes in CL. Another implication of this phenomenological incorporation is that
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the superbunching is not specific to CL experiments; we
can observe superbunching if the simultaneous excitation of multiple emitters is possible. Indeed, giant photon bunching can be observed in other systems that have
cooperative emission [20, 46, 47]. In these systems, we
can interpret that excitations via dark states play the
role of the simultaneous excitation of multiple emitters.
In a similar manner, we can explain another example
of giant bunching in a system composed of a quantum
dot and a metal nanoparticle [21]: in this system, since
the transition rate is suppressed by the Fano destructive
interference, multiple photons can be efficiently excited
through the dark state. This plays the role of (nearly)
simultaneous multiple excitation.
We have also discussed a possible state of radiation
field in the CL. Through a heuristic argument, we have
proposed the state in Eq. (21) and confirmed that it is
consistent with the QME analysis and well describes superbunching. This result implies that we may observe
superbunching with mechanisms other than the simultaneous excitation of multiple emitters. Indeed, in Ref. [48],
an enhancement of g (2) (0) is discussed in a train of pulses
with a regular interval. Our argument, schematically depicted in Fig. 3, shows that the same enhancement is
observed in random pulses and that the state of the radiation field in CL should be similar to that of the randomly modulated optical beam. Also, Ref. [44] discusses
superbunching with states similar to Eq. (21) and shows
that a bimodal microcavity laser with an emitter achieves
such a state as its steady state. Indeed, superbunching
is reported in bimodal microlaser systems [23–27].

Appendix A: Master equation for P (n, t)

In this Appendix, we derive the master equation for
the number of excited emitters [Eqs. (7)–(9)]. For this
purpose, we introduce some notation. We denote each
of the standard basis states as |si = ⊗N
j=1 |sj ij with s =
PN j−1
sj . Then, the standard basis is represented
j=1 2
as {|si | s = 0, 1, 2, ..., 2N − 1}. We write the diagonal
elements of the system state ρ̂(t) as ρ(s, t) = hs| ρ̂(t) |si.
In addition, we define sj+ = σ̂j+ |si, which is also one
of the standard basis states if sj = 0.
From the QME (2), we can show hs| {dρ̂(t)/dt} |si =
hs| Lρ̂(t) |si yields
N
∂
1 X
ρ(0, t) =
ρ(0j+ , t) − γρ(0, t),
∂t
τrad j=1

N
i
1 Xh j+
∂
ρ(s, t) =
ρ(s , t)δsj ,0 − ρ(s, t)δsj ,1 , (A2)
∂t
τrad j=1

N
∂
ρ(2N − 1, t) = −
ρ(2N − 1, t) + γρ(0, t),
∂t
τrad

(A3)

where Eq. (A2) is for 1 ≤ s ≤ 2N − 2. We note that
Eqs. (A1)–(A3) form a closed set of equations for the
diagonal elements.
To transform Eqs. (A1)–(A3) to the master equation
for P (n, t), we note the connection between P (n, t) and
ρ(s, t):
P (n, t) =

In other words, a potent way to observe superbunching
is generating a mixture of photonic states as in Eq. (21),
and there are several systems and methods which can
generate this type of states. The present study by the
master equation reveals that the simultaneous excitation
of multiple emitters in CL is one of them and gives quantum insight into CL photon statistics. Since the time
correlation measurement of CL has given new functionalities to nanoscale optical imaging, the obtained results
imply a potential of CL to reveal and even utilize quantum nature of light-matter interaction in nanoscale.

(A1)

N
2X
−1

ρ(s, t)δns ,n ,

(A4)

s=0

where
ns =

N
X
j=1

sj =

N
X

δsj ,1

(A5)

j=1

is the number of excited emitters in the state |si. Differentiating Eq. (A4) with respect to t and using Eqs. (A1)–
(A3), we obtain the master equation for P (n, t) [Eqs. (7)–
(9)].
Appendix B: A perturbative analysis of decay rates
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In this Appendix, we evaluate the decay rates of
PN
+
−
j=1 σ̂j n̂(τ )σ̂j ss . To this end, it is sufficient to investigate each term σ̂j+ n̂(τ )σ̂j− ss in the sum. In the
estimation, we use the QRT and a perturbative analysis
under the assumption of τrad γ  1.
PN
We first note that n̂ =
n=0 nP̂n , where P̂n is the
projection operator onto the subspace of states with
n excited emitters. This leads to σ̂j+ n̂(τ )σ̂j− ss =
P
+
−
n n hσ̂j P̂n (τ )σ̂j iss , so that it is reasonable to investigate the decaying behavior of hσ̂j+ P̂n (τ )σ̂j− iss .
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According to the QRT, hσ̂j+ P̂n (τ )σ̂j− i obeys the differential equation whose form is the same as that of
hP̂n (τ )i = P (n, τ ). The latter is the master equation for
P (n, t) [Eqs. (7)–(9)], which is expressed as dP (t)/dt =
−ΓP (t) with P (t) ≡ (P (0, t), P (1, t), ..., P (N, t))T (T
stands for transpose) and an (N + 1) × (N + 1) matrix Γ:


γ −1/τrad


1/τrad −2/τrad




.
..
 . (B1)
2/τ
Γ=
rad



.
. . −N/τ 


rad
−γ
N/τrad
Therefore, by using the QRT, we obtain the differential equation dQj (τ )/dτ = −ΓQj (τ ) for Qj (τ ) ≡
( hσ̂j+ P̂0 (τ )σ̂j− iss , hσ̂j+ P̂1 (τ )σ̂j− iss , ..., hσ̂j+ P̂N (τ )σ̂j− iss )T .
Moreover, using the eigenvalues λn and its corresponding left and right eigenvectors, `n and rn , of the
non-Hermitian matrix Γ, we can show
Qj (τ ) =

N
X


`n · Qj (0) rn e−λn τ .

(B2)

n=0

Since Γ0 is an upper triangular matrix, its eigenvalues
(the zeroth order eigenvalues λ0n ) are the diagonal elements of Γ0 , that is, λ0n = n/τrad (0 ≤ n ≤ N ). The
corresponding (zeroth order) left and right eigenvectors,
`0n and rn0 , are determined by
(Γ0 )T `0n = λ0n `0n ,
Γ0 rn0

(B3)

λ0n rn0 ,

=

(B4)

with the normalization `0n · rn0 = 1. After some algebraic
calculation, we obtain

`0n = 0, ..., 0, 1,
| {z }

n+1
1



,

n+2
2



, ...,

N
N −n

T

,

(B5)

n
1

T
, 1, 0, ..., 0 ,
| {z }

n



rn0 = (−1)n

n
n



, (−1)n−1

n
n−1



, ..., (−1)



N −n

(B6)

where m
k = m!/[k!(m − k)!] is a binomial coefficient.
The perturbative analysis for a non-Hermitian matrix
is almost the same as that for Hermitian cases in quantum
mechanics [49]—the first order correction to the eigenvalue is

This implies that σ̂j+ n̂(τ )σ̂j− ss exhibits a multiple exponential decay with the rates λn (n = 1, 2, ..., N ).
Note that, as shown in Eqs. (10) and (11), Γ has a zero
eigenvalue λ0 = 0 and the corresponding right eigenvector is r0 = Pss ≡ (Pss (0), Pss (1), ..., Pss (N ))T . And it is
straightforward to show that the corresponding left eigenvector is `0 = (1, 1, ..., 1)T . From this result, we can show
that the asymptotic value of Qj (τ ) is limτ →∞ Qj (τ ) =


P
`0 · Qj (0) r0 = hσ̂j+ σ̂j− iss Pss , where we used n P̂n =
P
1. Therefore, we obtain limτ →∞ j σ̂j+ n̂(τ )σ̂j− ss =
P P
2
+ −
= hn̂iss , which leads to
j
n n hσ̂j σ̂j iss Pss (n)
limτ →∞ g (2) (τ ) = 1.
Now we perturbatively estimate the eigenvalues by assuming τrad γ  1. For this purpose, we decompose Γ as
Γ = Γ0 + γΓ1 . The unperturbed part Γ0 is the matrix
where γ in Eq. (B1) is replaced with zero. The perturbation matrix Γ1 has only two non-zero elements: Γ10,0 = 1
and Γ1N,0 = −1.

We thus estimate the decay rates {λn }N
of
n=1
σ̂j+ n̂(τ )σ̂j− ss . In particular, when N τrad γ  1, the
lowest rate is λ1 ' (1/τrad )(1 + N τrad γ) and the second
lowest is λ2 ' (2/τrad )[1 − N (N − 1)τrad γ/4].
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[26] H. A. M. Leymann, D. Vorberg, T. Lettau, C. Hopfmann, C. Schneider, M. Kamp, S. Höfling, R. Ketzmerick, J. Wiersig, S. Reitzenstein, and A. Eckardt, Pumppower-driven mode switching in a microcavity device and
its relation to bose-einstein condensation, Phys. Rev. X
7, 021045 (2017).
[27] M. Schmidt, I. H. Grothe, S. Neumeier, L. Bremer,
M. von Helversen, W. Zent, B. Melcher, J. Beyer,
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