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Particle entanglement is a fundamental resource upon which are based many quantum technologies. However,
the up-to-now best sources of entangled photons rely on parametric down-conversion processes, which are op-
timal only at certain frequencies, which rarely match the energies of condensed-matter systems that can benefit
from entanglement. In this Article, we show a way to circumvent this issue, and we introduce a new source of
entangled photons based on resonance fluorescence delivering photon pairs as a superposition of vacuum and
the Bell state |Φ−⟩. Our proposal relies on the emission from the satellite peaks of a two-level system driven
by a strong off-resonant laser, whose intensity controls the frequencies of the entangled photons. Furthermore,
the degree of entanglement can be optimized for every pair of frequencies, thus demonstrating a clear advantage
over existing technologies. Finally, we illustrate the power of our novel source of entangled single-photon pairs
by exciting a system of polaritons and showing that they are left in a maximally entangled steady state.

Resonance fluorescence, the interaction between an artifi-
cial atom and coherent light, has been the subject of fundamen-
tal research from the early stages of quantum optics.1,2 In par-
ticular, the observation of photon antibunching from this inter-
action3 paved the way for investigations regarding the quantum
character of light, and the phenomena that has enabled, for in-
stance, the pursue of single-photon transistors.4 In turn, single
photon emission is a key element for many quantum informa-
tion technologies,5,6 allowing the possibility to design proto-
cols for, e.g., quantum teleportation7 and quantum cryptog-
raphy.8 Usually, the source of light is a laser (with a well de-
fined energy) which effectively matches a single energy transi-
tion of the artificial atom, and therefore, in practice, one deals
with the excitation of a so-called “two-level system” (2LS).
Thus, the laser can only induce a single excitation in the atom
at the time, and which has led resonance fluorescence to be
regarded as an ultrabright source of quantum light,5,9,10 with
high single-photon purity.11,12 However, recent investigations
that analysed the luminescencewith spectral resolution,13 have
found that the emission form a 2LS actually consists of multi-
ple highly-correlated photons.14–20

Such a multi-photon structure is particularly revealed when
the intensity of the driving laser is strong and the 2LS en-
ters into the so-called Mollow regime,21 in which the emis-
sion spectrum of the 2LS consists of a triplet, as illustrated
in dashed lines in Fig. 1(a). Notably, although the photons
emitted from the 2LS are perfectly antibunched, selecting par-
ticular frequency regions of the emission allows to unveil a
richer landscape of photon correlations14–16—ranging from
antibunching to superbunching statistics, passing through ther-
mal and uncorrelated light. In fact, the statistical variability of
the photons emitted by resonance fluorescence allows to de-
sign exotic sources of light,22 excite other optical targets,23–25
and perform the so-called Mollow spectroscopy,23 whereby,
e.g., the internal structure of complex and highly-dissipative
quantum systems can be probed with a minimal amount of
photons, namely, two.
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Figure 1. (Color online). The Mollow triplet driven out of resonance.
(a) Emission spectrum when the laser is resonant (dashed) and de-
tuned (solid) from the 2LS. The emission lines are identified with
the four possible transitions (two of them are degenerate) between
the dressed states (shown in the inset). (b) Scheme of our proposed
source of entangled photon pairs emitted from the sidebands of the
Mollow triplet. (c) Energy transitions enabling the emission from the
2LS as a function of the driving intensity. In the detuned case (solid,
dark lines), and as opposed to the resonant one (dashed, light lines),
the satellite peaks become the dominant feature of the spectrum, and
the dynamics is given by transitions that change the quantum state of
the 2LS, i.e., by transitions of the type |±⟩ → |∓⟩ (shown in red and
blue). For the figure we used � as the unit, Ω∕� = 4 (marked in
panel (c) as an horizontal gray line) and (!� − !L)∕� = 25∕2.

In this Article, we approach a different type of quantum
correlations, namely entanglement, which has been observed
in Resonance Fluorescence when either a collection of atoms
is considered26 or its biexciton structure is taken into ac-
count27 and the 2LS is coupled to a microcavity.9,28–32 Here,
we demonstrate that time-frequency entanglement can be ex-
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tracted from resonance fluorescence, specifically, from the
emission of a Mollow triplet, without the need of coupling it
to other objects or taking into account any additionally inter-
nal structures of the 2LS. Instead, one only needs to include
the observation of the emission into the description. In fact,
we show that when the 2LS is driven out of resonance, the
emission from the sidebands of the triplet behave as a heralded
source of entangled photon pairs, as sketched in Fig. 1(b).

An important advantage that our proposal has over exist-
ing technologies, e.g., sources based on parametric downcon-
version processes is that the entangled photons pairs emit-
ted by our source follow an antibunched (and not an uncor-
related) statistics. Thus, while in sources based on SPDC a
higher intensity of driving produces higher-order processes,
our source produces more pairs of entangled photons. Fi-
nally, noting that the Mollow regime has been successfully re-
alized in a variety of systems, including quantum dots,33–38
molecules,39 cold atom ensembles,40 confined single atoms,41
photonic chips,42 and superconducting qubits43–45 (and 2LSs
can also be constructed in other platforms including supercon-
ducting circuits46–52 and photonic structures53–55), our source
is able to operate on a wide gamut of frequencies and to in-
terface with, e.g., condensed-matter systems that can benefit
from entangled excitation,56 thus making resonance fluores-
cence a compelling alternative to the existing sources of en-
tangled photons.

The rest of this Article is organized as follows: We
first demonstrate that energy-time entangled between photons
emitted from the sidebands of the 2LS is unveiled simply by in-
cluding the observation of the light into the description of our
system. Next, we use a quantum Monte Carlo experiment to
demonstrate that, as a consequence of the detuned excitation,
the entangled photon pairs are heralded. Finally, we show that
our source is able to drive complex condensed-matter systems
(e.g., exciton-polaritons57) into a maximally entangled steady
state, despite them being immersed within a highly-dissipative
environment.

RESULTS

Measurement of the photons
A key aspect of quantum mechanics is that measurements af-
fect the quantum state of the system under observation. Thus,
a correct description of the emission from the 2LS should
also incorporate in the dynamics the effect of the observation
by a physical detector, namely one able to observe photons
of a given frequency !̃ with a finite linewidth Γ̃. Such a
description can be done with the theory of frequency-resolved
correlations,13 whereby detectors are considered as quantum
mechanical objects that receive the excitation from the source
of light without returning any feedback. In practice, this
can be achieved by coupling the emitter and the detectors
with a vanishing strength,13 or by using the formalism of
cascaded systems.58,59 While these two approaches yield
exactly the same normalized correlations (i.e., nth-order

correlation functions),60 the latter also provides the correct
un-normalized correlations (e.g., the mean population or
the emission rate of the system), and therefore it is the
implementation that we will use throughout this Article.
Using the master equation outlined in the Methods section,
we gain access to the correlations between photons from the
Mollow triplet emitted at frequencies!1 and!2. In particular,we are interested in the second-order correlation between
photons emitted at the frequencies of the satellite peaks (with
energies !±, c.f. the scheme in Fig. 1, associated to bosonic
annihilation operator a1 and a2) separated by a time �, i.e.,
we compute g(2)12 (�) = ⟨a†1a†2(�)a2(�)a1⟩∕(⟨a†1a1⟩⟨a†2a2⟩) forthe case where !1 = !+ and !2 = !−. Note that while the
inclusion of detection into the description of the emission
leads to a loss of antibunching of the signal,61 it also unveils
the multi-photon structure behind the dynamics of the 2LS.16
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Figure 2. (Color online). Heralded single photons observed
through a frequency-resolved quantum Monte Carlo experiment.
(a, b) Crossed-correlations between photons detected with frequen-
cies !+ and !−, showing the agreement with theoretical prediction
(solid blue lines) and the quantum Monte Carlo experiment (black
bars). When the driving laser is resonant to the 2LS, the correlation
function is completely symmetric (cf. panel a). When the driving is
taken out of resonance, the shape of the correlation function resem-
bles a �, indicating that the emission of a photon with frequency !+heralds the emission of a photon with frequency !− (cf. panel b).
(c) Ratio r(n, �) = p(n, �,Δ)∕p(n, �, 0) of the probability to detect
one (blue) and two or more (red) photons after detecting the heralding
photon, when the driving is made out of resonance and in resonance.
Taking the laser out of resonance enhances the single-photon herald-
ing probability within a time-window �∗ of almost two lifetimes of the
2LS, as indicated by the dashed vertical line. Additionally, the prob-
ability to herald two or more photons is suppressed when the driving
is done out of resonance. For the figures we used � as the unit, andthe parameters that optimize entangled emission from the sidebands
of the triplet (cf. Section II of the Supplemental Material); namely
Ω∕� = 1, Γ∕� = 1, and Δ = 1.85Ω.
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Figure 3. (Color online). Characterisation of our source of entangled pairs of single photons. (a) Maximum logarithmic negativity that can
be reached as a function of the linewidth of the detectors and the intensity of the driving laser, which indicates that the optimal condition for
extracting entanglement is to have narrow detectors observing a Mollow triplet with a very large splitting (namely, the bottom right corner of
the panel). (b) The optimum detuning at which the 2LS must be driven depends both on the intensity of the driving and the linewidth of the
detectors or, equivalently, the optical targets receiving the entangled photons. (c) Violation of the CSI showing the regions where the negativity
obtained in panel (a) is not an artifact of the competition between the detectors for the photons of the sidebands. (d) The ratio between the
linewidth of the detectors and the splitting between the sidebands. It shows that the best configurations are those for which this ratio is as small
as possible, and that it has to be less than 1 to violate the CSI. (e) Emission rate from the detectors, thus completing the mapping of the quality
and the brightness of the source of entangled single photons based on the Mollow triplet. The red, diagonal, dotted line on each panel indicates
the boundary above which the emission does not violate the CSI.

When the latter is driven resonantly by a laser, its g(2)12 (�) iscompletely symmetric, as shown in Fig. 2(a). Such a shape is
an indication that the emission from the high-energy sideband
(with frequency !+) can occur either before or after the
emission from the low-energy peak (with frequency !−); i.e.,there is not a causal relation between consecutive emissions.
Such a symmetry is broken when the driving laser (with
frequency !L) is taken out of resonance from the 2LS
(with natural frequency !�). Figure 2(b) shows the case
forΔ ≡ (!�−!L) = 1.85Ω, where it is clear that the emission
from the high-energy sideband occurs after the emission
of a photon from the low-energy one (the reverse situation
occurs if the detuning becomes negative). While the type
of correlation shown in Fig. 2(b) is indicative of a heralded
emission, it does not necessarily imply that the emission
consists of single photons. To show that this is in fact the
case, we performed a frequency-resolved quantum Monte
Carlo simulation60 of the emission from the two sidebands
of the Mollow triplet to compare the cases when the 2LS is
driven in and out of resonance. Thus, from the simulations
we are able to obtain the probability p(n, �,Δ) to detect n
photons of energy !+ within a time-window � after a photon
of energy !− has been measured, provided that the detuning
between the 2LS and the laser is Δ. Figure 2(c) shows the
ratios r(n, �) = p(n, �,Δ)∕p(n, �, 0), which illustrate that the
detuning enhances the probability to detect one photon by
about 20% (blue line) while simultaneously decreases the
probability to detect two or more photons (red line). Note that
the ratio r(1, �) becomes less than one for time windows larger
than �∗ ≈ 2∕� , shown as a vertical dashed line in Fig. 2(c).
Thus, the heralded photons are more likely to be emitted
within the time window � ≤ �∗ when the 2LS is driven out of
resonance. Together, Fig. 2(b) and (c) are the evidence that
demonstrates that a 2LS driven out of resonance by a laser
is a source of heralded single photons, whose frequencies

correspond to the energies of the sidebands of the Mollow
triplet.
Source of entangled photon pairs
Now that we have established that the emission from the satel-
lite peaks of the detuned Mollow triplet is composed of highly
correlated pairs of single photons, and that their emission can
be observed in a heralded fashion, we investigate another type
of quantum correlation: entanglement. It has been theoreti-
cally predicted17 and experimentally observed15 that pairs of
photons emitted from theMollow spectrum at various frequen-
cies violate the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality (CSI), which can
only happen in systems displaying entanglement.62 Thus, in
our Article we quantify entanglement through the so-called
logarithmic negativity  (�),63–65 which is an entanglement
monotone66 that quantifies the degree to which the partial
transposition of the quantum state violates the criterion of pos-
itivity.67
Independently of the detuning between the 2LS and the laser

that takes it into the Mollow regime, there are always pairs of
frequencies !̃1 and !̃2 for which the CSI is violated.17 How-
ever, although the latter is an indication of entanglement, the
logarithmic negativity only becomes nonzero when the laser
is taken out of resonance from the 2LS. Figure 3(a) shows the
maximum  (�) that can be extracted from photons emitted
at the sidebands, depending on both the intensity of the driv-
ing Ω and the linewidth of the detector Γ. Here, each point is
obtained for the optimum detuning Δopt between the laser andthe 2LS, which we display in Fig. 3(b). For the largest part
of the figure, the detuning that optimizes the entanglement is
aroundΔ ∼ 2Ω. However, in the upper left corner of the panel
we find a region for which the optimal condition is found near
resonance. However, looking at the map of the CSI violation,
shown in in Fig. 3(c), we find that such a region is compatible
with a classical state, as the ratioR falls below one (cf. Sec. II
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of the Supplemental Material). For visual aid, we have added
the R = 1 contour as a red dashed line in all the panels. Note
that the behaviour of the CSI, together with the artificial dis-
ruption in the logarithmic negativity, is a consequence of the
competition of the detectors for photons emitted from the two
sidebands, as quantified by the ratio Γ∕!+, which we show in
Fig. 3(d): the CSI violation starts precisely when this ratio be-
comes strictly less than one, and the photons emitted from the
lateral peaks become distinguishable in frequency. Finally, in
Figure 3(e) we show the emission rate of the detectors, i.e.,
I = Γ⟨a†a⟩, as a function of the intensity of the laser and the
linewidth of the detectors (the detuning between the 2LS and
the laser is taken as in panel (b)), thus making evident the in-
terplay between the quantity and the quality of the signal: the
highest degree of entanglement is found when the peaks are
very well separated from each other (i.e, Ω∕� ≫ 1) and the
linewidth of the observer is narrow (with Γ∕� as small as pos-
sible), which in turn comes with the price that such a narrow
linewidth decreases the emission rate of the source. In fact,
in the configurations realized in the bottom right corner of the
panels of Fig. 3, the quantum state of the pairs of entangled
single photons is described—with a 97% fidelity—as the su-
perposition of the vacuum and the state �̃ ≡ |Φ−⟩ ⟨Φ−|. The
latter is given by the Bell state

|Φ−⟩ = 1√
2
(|0, 0⟩ − |1, 1⟩) , (1)

with a purity of 91.6%, and its contribution to the full quan-
tum state ranges from 0 to 0.6%. Such a small contribution
indicates that, although the photons are maximally entangled,
one needs to wait for them to be emitted, as discussed above.
Furthermore, we find that entanglement is spoiled as the
linewidth of the detectors becomes large as compared to the
emission lines of the triplet. This is because wide detectors
effectively erase the spectral information of the photons, and
the emission from the sidebands becomes indistinguishable.
However, one can overcome such an issue by driving the 2LS
deeper into the Mollow regime, i.e., increasing the intensity
of the laser, and thus taking the satellite peaks further away
from each other. Notably, the pair of parameters (Ω ,Δ)
that optimize the logarithmic negativity between the pho-
tons from the sidebands of the triplet do not optimize the
violation of the CSI nor maximize their second-order cor-
relation function (cf. Section II of the Supplemental Material).
Entangling polaritons
A direct application of the results presented in the previous
section is the excitation of one of the most ubiquitous systems
in condensed matter physics; namely a pair of coupled bosonic
fields. While the latter can represent a large variety of quan-
tum systems, in the following we will associate them to the
so-called exciton-polaritons (henceforth, simply polaritons);
which are pseudo-particles arising from the strong coupling
between a photon and an exciton, either within a semiconduc-
tor microcavity57 or on an organic sample.68,69 The dynamics
of polaritons driven by resonance fluorescence is given by the

master equation outlined in the Methods section, and we as-
sume that the polaritons are in the strong coupling regime, in
which the energy states become dressed and the light emit-
ted is observed at the frequencies of the lower- and upper-
polariton branches (cf. the full derivation in Sec. III of the
Supplemental Material). Figure 4(a) shows the concurrence
between the polariton branches after the vacuum contribution
has been removed through a post-selection process. We find
that for entanglement to be observed it is necessary that: i) the
photonic decay rate has to be at least an order of magnitude
larger than the rate at which the source is emitting light (we
find that, i.e., Γa∕� ≈ 30 is typically enough) and ii) the po-
lariton light-matter coupling should be of the order of mag-
nitude of the decay of our source. The first condition guar-
antees that there are at most two polaritons in the system at
any given time, whereas the latter prevents the excitations to
be localized in a single polariton branch, thus preserving en-
tanglement. The polariton quantum state that yields the maxi-
mum concurrence is shown in Fig. 4(b) before and in Fig. 4(c)
after a post-selection process removing the vacuum contribu-
tion. Here, we find that the quantum state of the polaritons has
a 0.997 fidelity with a superposition between vacuum and the
Bell state ||Ψ−⟩⟩ = 1√

2
(||0, 1⟩⟩ − ||1, 0⟩⟩), where we have used

the notation ||m, n⟩⟩ to label a Fock state of polaritons with m
and n particles in the lower and upper branch, respectively.
These remarkable results show the power of our source of en-
tangled photons, while providing further evidence supporting
the observation that polaritons sustain entanglement,56 which
makes them an attractive platform to perform, e.g., quantum
communication and cryptography. These applications, how-
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Figure 4. (Color online). Maximally entangled polaritons. (a) Con-
currence between the lower- and the upper-polariton branches, reach-
ing up to 91%. (b) Quantum state tomography of the quantum state
of polaritons. (c) Same as panel (b) after a post-selection process re-
moving the vacuum. The remaining quantum state has a 0.997 fidelity
with a superposition of vacuum and the Bell state ||Ψ−⟩⟩. The figure
has been done using the parameters that optimize the entanglement of
the photons emitted by the source, namely Ω∕� = 4.9, Δ∕� = 8.92and letting the photon and the exciton be in resonance with the higher-
and lower-energy sideband of the triplet, respectively. For panels (b)
and (c) we have also used the parameters that yield the maximum
concurrence between the polaritons, i.e., Γa∕� = 10, g∕� ≈ 300
and Γb ≪ Γa.
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ever, lay outside the scope of this Article and will be left for
future research.

DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

We have described a novel source of entangled photon pairs,
based on the Mollow triplet regime of resonance fluorescence.
In fact, we showed that when the laser driving the two-level
system (2LS) becomes detuned from the natural frequency of
the 2LS, the lateral peaks of the triplet become the dominant
feature of the emission spectrum. Thus, using the theory of
frequency resolved correlations13 we showed that, when one
focuses on the photons emitted from such lateral peaks, one
finds that their emission is heralded. Considering the dressed-
atom picture, we showed that these photons, emitted at fre-
quencies !+ and !− (cf. the scheme in Fig. 1), are the re-
sult of two atomic transitions that change the quantum state
of the 2LS, and therefore cannot take place twice in a row.
Instead, they alternate in such a way that the emission of a
photon !+ favours the emission of a photon !− (note that the
opposite order can be achieved if the laser is blue- instead of
red-shifted with respect to the 2LS). We have used a quan-
tumMonte Carlo experiment to show that, taking the laser out
of resonance from the 2LS, not only leads to the heralding be-
haviour, but also suppresses emissions consisting of more than
one photons; namely, our system operates as a source of her-
alded single photons.

Analysing the quantum correlations between the single pho-
tons emitted from the lateral peaks of the detuned Mollow
triplet, we find that they are emitted in a superposition of vac-
uum and the Bell state |Φ−⟩. Furthermore, we have obtained
the volume in the parameter space for which the photons vio-
late the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. Thus, we observe that for
the photons to display quantum energy-time entanglement, the
linewidth of the detector—or, more generally, the optical tar-
get of the emission—has to be narrower than the separation be-
tween the lateral peaks of the triplet. Otherwise, the degree of
indistinguishability of the photons emitted from the two peaks
decreases, which in turn leads to the loss of entanglement. Fur-
thermore, we showed the relation between the emission rate
of our source and the degree of entanglement, as measured
through the logarithmic negativity. Thus, our manuscript can
be used as a roadmap for the experimental implementation of a
source of entangled photons based on resonance fluorescence.

Lastly, to demonstrate the power of our source, we used
it to excite an ubiquitous quantum system, commonly recur-
ring in condensed-matter physics, namely a pair of coupled
harmonic oscillators embedded in a dissipative environment.
Thus, we use the example of exciton-polaritons (although our
results are also applicable to systems composed or containing
phonons, plasmons, bosonic nanoparticles, and photonics in
general) and showed that our source is capable to inject en-
tangled particles into the polariton system, and that, in turn,
they are able to maintain such quantum correlations in spite
of the decoherence introduced by spontaneous decay. We note

that our model for polaritons has already been used to explain
experimental results,56 and while further elements of decoher-
ence may be relevant in the analysis of the entanglement in po-
laritons, their consideration would take us far away the scope
of the present paper and therefore are left for future references.
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METHODS

Dynamics of the source
We describe resonance fluorescence as a two-level system
(2LS) with natural frequency !� driven by a laser with inten-
sity Ω. Formally, this is described by the Hamiltonian (we
take ℏ = 1 along the paper)

H� = Δ�†� + Ω(�† + �) , (2)
where Δ = (!� − !L) is the detuning between the 2LS and
the laser of frequency !L, and �† (�) is the creation (anni-
hilation) operator of the 2LS, which follow the pseudo-spin

algebra. The dissipation of the system is taken into account
through the master equation

)t� = i[�,H�] +
�
2
�(�) , (3)

where H� is the Hamiltonian in Eq. (2) and �(�) ≡
2���† − ��†� − �†��. When the laser drives the 2LS with
a large intensity, the system enters into the so-called Mollow
regime,21 which is characterized by its emission spectrum in
the shape of a triplet, with a central line flanked by a pair of
symmetric peaks. An archetypal spectrum of a driven 2LS
with Δ = 0 is shown as a dashed line in Fig. 1(a). The origin
of the three peaks has a natural explanation in the context of
the “dressed atom” picture,70 which relates each of the four
possible transitions between consecutive energy manifolds
[shown in the inset of panel (a)] to the emission peaks.
Keeping the intensity of the excitation constant and taking
the driving laser out of resonance from the 2LS, the triplet
splits further and the satellite peaks become the dominant
feature of the spectrum as the central peak loses its intensity.
This is shown in solid lines in Fig. 1(a). The processes that
yield the emission spectrum can be obtained through the
diagonalization of the Liouvillian of the system.25 Thus,
rewriting Eq. (3) as )t� = −M�, one can find the energy
of the transitions as the imaginary part of the eigenvalues
of the matrix M . Figure 1(c) shows in solid lines the three
energy lines available for the emission of the 2LS driven
out of resonance. For comparison, we also show in dashed
lines the energies that unfold when the excitation is resonant
[and which give rise to the spectrum shown in dashed lines
in panel (a)]. The main distinction between these two cases
is that in the detuned case the lines are always splitted, even
in the limit when Ω∕� → 0. In the opposite regime, when
the intensity of the excitation dominates over the detuning,
i.e., when Ω ≫ Δ, the splitted lines coincide again. For
intermediate intensities, the energy lines are approximately
given by !± = !L ±

√
4Ω2 + Δ2 (the exact expression that

takes into account the dissipation is given in Ref.16). The
energies !± are associated to the transitions |±⟩ → |∓⟩
(shown in Fig. 1(c) in blue and red); namely, quantum jumps
that change the quantum state of the 2LS. These types of tran-
sitions dominate the dynamics of the driven 2LS when Δ ≳ Ω
and, because they change the quantum state of the 2LS, the
same transition cannot take place twice in a row. Instead, they
take place one after the other and yield a scheme of photon
heralding, as we showed in the results section.

Excitation with quantum light
The theory of cascaded systems58,59 allows us to describe
the excitation of an optical target with the emission from our
source. Thus, the master equation describing our system is
upgraded to (cf. section I of the Supplemental Material for
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details of the derivation)

)t� = i[�,H� +Ht] +
�
2
�(�) + Γ12 a1 (�) + Γ22 a2 (�) −

−
√
�Γ1∕2

{
[a†1, ��] + [��

†, a1]
}
−

−
√
�Γ2∕2

{
[a†2, ��] + [��

†, a2]
}
, (4)

where H� is the Hamiltonian in Eq. (2) and Ht is the Hamil-
tonian describing the internal degrees of freedom of the op-
tical target. Note that the terms in the bottom two lines of
Eq. (4) are responsible for the unidirectional coupling between
the source of light and the optical targets. For the case of the
detectors used to measure the photon correlations in the first
part of the Article, we set Ht = Hd with the latter defined as
Hd = (!1−!L)a

†
1a1+(!2−!L)a

†
2a2, which takes into accountthe free energy of the detectors, and we let Γ1 = Γ2 = Γ to be

the rate at which the detectors decay. The terms in the second
line of Eq. (4) are responsible for the unidirectional coupling
between the source of light and the detectors. Conversely, for
the case of the excitation of polaritons, we use the conven-
tion a1 → a, a2 → b, and we replace Ht with the polariton
HamiltonianHp = (!a−!L)a†a+(!b−!L)b†b+g(a†b+b†a),where we take into account a photon with energy !a and an
exciton with energy !b coupled with a strength g. Finally, weintroduced Γ1 = Γa and Γ2 = Γb, the decay rates of the photonand exciton modes of the polaritons.
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I. MEASURING THE EMISSION: CASCADED FORMALISM

In themain text we have described the detection of the emission from a 2LSwith a pair of physical detectors (i.e., observing light
at a fixed frequency !̃ with a finite linewidth Γ̃ and, possibly, non-ideal efficiency �) using the so-called “cascaded formalism”.
In general, such a theory [1, 2] allows to use light with a non-trivial temporal structure to be used as the source of excitation of
an arbitrary optical target. Physically, the cascaded formalism allows to describe the coupling the source and the target of the
excitation unidirectionally, i.e., letting the source evolve independently of the degrees of freedom of the target. In practice, such
a coupling is realised by counteracting a reciprocal coupling (which enters as a Hamiltonian into the description of the system)
with a dissipative coupling (which is not reciprocal and is taken into account as a Lindblad term on the master equation). The
interplay between these two couplings yields a negative interference that cancels completely the terms that bring back from the
target to the source of the light.

In this section we provide the general master equation of a source of light observed by a single detector (which is the case most
commonly used, and which is textbook material), but we also provide the generalization to multiple detectors.

A. A single detector

Consider the excitation of an optical target, to which we associate an annihilation operator a, by the emission of a quantum
optical source, associated to another annihilation operator �. Assuming that the source-target system is described with Hamil-
tonianH , and the source and target of the excitation have decay rate � and Γ, respectively, the master equation governing their
dynamics is given by (we use ℏ = 1 along the text)

)t� = i[�,H] +
�
2
�� + Γ2a� +

√
���Γ

{
[��, a†] + [a, ��†]

}
, (S1)

where c� = (2c�c† − �c†c − c†c�), � is a factor that guarantees that Eq. (S1) is physical, and � is the detector efficiency (in the
following, we let � = 1, although the non-ideal case can be recover by re-scaling � → ��). In particular, note that the master
equation (S1) is not evidently written in the Lindblad form. However, one can define an operator

1 =√
�1�� +

√
�2Γa , (S2)

with 0 ≤ �1 , �2 ≤ 1, in such a way that we can write
1
2
1� = �1

�
2
�� + �2Γ2a� + 12

√
�1�2�Γ

(
2��a† + 2a��† − �†a� − ��†a − a†�� − �a†�

)
. (S3)

The term inside the brackets in the rightmost term of Eq. (S3) can be rewritten as
2
(
[��, a†] + [a, ��†]

)
+ [�, �†a − a†�] , (S4)

which can be replaced back into Eq. (S3) to yield
1
2
1� = �1

�
2
�� + �2Γ2a� +

√
�1�2�Γ

{
[��, a†] + [a, ��†]

}
+ 1
2
√
�1�2�Γ[�, �†a − a†�] . (S5)
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2

Reorganising the terms adequately and introducing � ≡ �1�2, we find that the dissipative terms in the master equation (S1) are
given by
�
2
�� + Γ2a� +

√
��Γ

{
[��, a†] + [a, ��†]

}
= 1
2
1� + (1 − �1)

�
2
�� + (1 − �2)Γ2a� − 12

√
��Γ[�, �†a − a†�] , (S6)

which yields the following master equation

)t� = i[�,H + iH ′] + 1
2
1� + (1 − �1)

�
2
�� + (1 − �2)Γ2a� . (S7)

HereH ′ = (1∕2)
√
��Γ(�†a− a†�) is a bi-directional coupling between the source and the target of the emission. However, the

Lindblad term associated to the operator 1 [defined eq. (S2)] provides the destructive interference that prevents a back-action
from the target to the source of the excitation, thus letting the dynamics of the source completely independent from the dynamics
of the target.

Therefore, the master equation (S7) describes the source-target system (this time, with an explicit term coupling between the
two parties,H ′), while we identify three dissipative processes, namely:

1. a dissipative coupling, associated to the operator 1, that negatively interferes with the Hamiltonian coupling to let the
source of the excitation to remain oblivious to the dynamics of the target,

2. the effective decay rate of the source at rate (1 − �1)� , and
3. the effective decay rate of the target at rate (1 − �2)Γ.

B. Multiple detectors

The generalization to multiple targets is required when one analyzes the emission of the source at two (or more) frequencies.
In such a case, the dynamics of the entire systems is governed by a master equation similar to Eq. (S1), namely

)t� = i[�,H] +
�
2
�� +∑

n

Γn
2
an� +

∑
n

√
�n�Γn

{
[��, a†n] + [an, ��

†]
}
, (S8)

where we have assumed that each of the optical targets is associated with a bosonic field, with its corresponding annihilation
operator an and decay rate Γn. In analogy to the case of a single target shown in the previous section, we introduce a set of jump
operators

n =√
�n�� +

√
(1 − �n)Γnan , (S9)

with 0 ≤ �n, �n ≤ 1.Following the steps shown in Eqs. (S3) and (S4), we can show that the Lindblad terms associated to these jump operators can
be expressed as

∑
n

1
2
n� =

�
2
��∑

n
�n +

∑
n

Γn
2
an� −

∑
n

�nΓn
2

an� +
∑
n

√
�n(1 − �n)�Γn

{
[��, a†n] + [an, ��

†]
}
+

+ 1
2
∑
n

√
�n(1 − �n)�Γn[�, a†n� − �

†an] . (S10)

Adequately reorganizing the terms and letting �n ≡ �n(1 − �n), we find that the master equation (S8) can be rewritten as

)t� = i

[
�,H + i

∑
n
H ′
n

]
+

(
1 −

∑
n
�n

)
�
2
�� +∑

n

�nΓn
2

an� +
∑
n

1
2
n , (S11)

where we have introduced H ′
n ≡ (1∕2)

√
�n(1 − �n)�Γn(a

†
n� − �†an). Thus, the dynamics of a source of light exciting n op-

tical targets can be decomposed into a Hamiltonian dynamic—governed by the Hamiltonian H + i
∑
nH

′
n—and three types of

dissipative processes, namely
1. the dissipative coupling between the source and the target of the excitation (associated to the operatorsn), which preventsthe back-action from the latter to the former,
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2. the effective decay rate of the source at rate (1 −∑
n �n)� , and

3. the effective decay rate of the targets at rates �nΓn.
Themaster equation that we have used to observe entanglement from theMollow triplet (cf. Eq. (3) of the main text) is a particular
case of Eq. (S11) when �1 = �2 = 1∕2; which can be obtained, e.g., by letting �1 = �2 = 1∕2 and �1 = �2 = 0, which in physicalterms corresponds to the optimization of both the dissipative coupling and the amount of light that each detector receives.

II. ENTANGLEMENT AND VIOLATION OF THE CAUCHY–SCHWARZ INEQUALITY

The Cauchy-Schwarz inequality (CSI) is a fundamental result of mathematical analysis, which estates that the inner product
between two vectors, u⃗ and v⃗, cannot be larger than the product between the norms of each of the vectors, namely

|⟨u⃗|v⃗⟩|2 ≤ ⟨u⃗|u⃗⟩ ⋅ ⟨v⃗|v⃗⟩ , (S12)
where ⟨⋅|⋅⟩ indicates inner product. In the context of optics, the CSI applies to the intensities and correlations between fields, and
Eq. (S12) becomes

|⟨I1I2⟩|2 ≤ ⟨I21 ⟩⟨I22 ⟩ , (S13)
where I1 and I2 are the intensities of (fluctuating) fields, and ⟨⋅⟩ indicates mean value. While classical states satisfy Eq. (S13),
in quantum mechanics one can encounter states whose correlations are larger than those allowed by the CSI [3, 4]. Therefore,
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Figure 1. (Color online). Entanglement as shown through the logarithmic negativity (upper row), violation of the CSI (quantified through
the R coefficient defined in Eq. (S15); middle row) and second-order correlation function (bottom row) between the photons emitted from the
sidebands of the 2LS. All the figures are shown as a function of the detuning Δ between the 2LS and the driving laser and the intensity Ω with
which the latter excited the former. From left to right, the columns display cases with an increasing linewidth of the detectors, showing, in
particular, that entanglement is quickly lost as the linewidth of the detectors becomes larger than the linewidth of the 2LS, i.e., when Γ ≤ � .On the column for Γ∕� = 0.1 we indicate in dashed lines the parameters that provide the maximum entanglement that can be distilled from
the 2LS. Notably, these parameters do not maximize the CSI violation nor the superbunching character of the photons. For broader values of Γ,
the values of the maxima decrease, but they are located at the same parameters.
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the violation of the CSI is used as an indicator of nonclassicality. In fact, the violation of the CSI has been recently linked with
the appearance of entanglement [5, 6].

In the main text we deal with the entanglement between photons emitted from the lateral peaks of the Mollow triplet, namely
with frequencies Ω±. The observables of these photons are unveiled by letting them excite a pair of detectors, which have a finite
linewidth, have natural frequencies that match the energy of the sidebands, and are described with annihilation operators a and b,
both following Bose algebra. Thus, using the formalism of the second quantization, the inequality (S13) can be formulated in
terms of the equal-time second-order correlation function of the operators of the detectors, namely

[
G(2)a,b

]2 ≤ G(2)a,aG
(2)
b,b , (S14)

where G(2)c,d = ⟨c†d†dc⟩ for c, d ∈ {a, b}. Thus, to quantify the degree of violation of the CSI, we introduce the coefficient

R =

[
G(2)a,b

]2

G(2)a,aG
(2)
b,b

, (S15)

which is larger than one when the CSI is violated, i.e., when the state of the detectors is non-classical. Figure 1 shows the
logarithmic negativity (top row), the degree of violation of the CSI (center row) and the second-order correlation function (bottom
row) of the photons emitted from the sidebands of the Mollow triplet, as a function of both the intensity of the driving laser (Ω)
and its detuning from the 2LS (Δ). The various columns corresponds to an increasing linewidth of the detectors Γ. We find
that the three quantities are symmetric with respect to the detuning of the laser; namely, the behaviour of the emission is the
same regardless of whether the laser is blue- or red-shifted from the 2LS. Analysing the figure, we observe that although the
CSI is violated for a large range of parameters (cf. the green regions in the center row), the logarithmic negativity is only
nonzero for a particular set of parameters. In fact, for Δ ≫ � the driving intensity that optimises the entanglement is given
by Ω ≈ 0.58|Δ|, which is shown as a dashed line in panel 1(a). Notably, the parameters that provide the largest entanglement
[as measured through  (�)] do not correspond to a maximum in either the CSI violation nor the superbunching of the emitted
photons. This means that, although the violation of classical inequalities is a requisite for entanglement, in our case, an increase
in the nonlocality of the photon pair is not necessarily accompanied by an increase in the degree of their entanglement. Figure 2

(a)

(b)

(c)

Figure 2. Optimized quantum correlations between photons
emitted from the sidebands of a 2LS driven coherently with de-
tuningΔ: (a) Maximum entanglement that can be distilled from
the photons; (b) Degree of violation of the Cauchy-Schwarz in-
equality, as defined in Eq. (S15); and (c) Second-order correla-
tion between the sidebands for the parameters that optimize the
entanglement. In the region near resonance (whenΔ ≈ 0, which
we have highlighted in light red) we find a surge in the distill-
able entanglement. However, within such a region there coef-
ficient R falls below 1, meaning that the state of the detectors
is compatible with a classical state. Furthermore, in that same
window the emission form the sidebands ceases to be heralded,
as shown by their correlations becoming antibunched. Outside
that region, however, the emitted photons violate the CSI in-
equality and are bunched. In fact, the three quantities quickly
reach a value independent of the detuning between the 2LS and
the driving laser.
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shows the negativity, the R coefficient and the g(2)a,b for the parameters that optimize the entanglement, i.e., for the dashed lines
in the column with Γ∕� = 0.1 in Fig. 1. We find that in the region where Ω+ ≤ Γ (which we have highlighted as a vertical red
shade on the three panels) the negativity has a spike while the R coefficient drops below 1 and the cross-correlation between the
sidebands becomes antibunched. Together, the three quantities suggest that in this regime the emission is not heralded (in fact, it
is anticorrelated) and the state of the emitted photons is compatible with a classical state.

This is a consequence of the detection: when the linewidth of the detectors is large as compared to the size of the Mollow
triplet, the detectors are collecting light from all the frequencies. In particular, they are observing photons emitted from other
energy transitions, which are not strongly correlated with each others. Such a feature occurs when the linewidth of the detectors Γ
is comparable to the splitting between the sidebands Ω+, which can take place in two distinct configurations. Firstly, when the
triplet is well formed and the three peaks of the Mollow spectrum can be resolved (i.e., when Δ ≫ � and/or Ω ≫ �). In
this case, for the detectors to be comparable to the splitting, it must also be the case that Γ ≫ � , which implies that we lose
the spectral resolution over the 2LS, and that the observed correlations are washed out [7]. Secondly, when the emission lines
of the triplet are close together so that they cannot be resolved (i.e., when both Δ ≲ � and Ω ≲ �) and Γ is of the order of
magnitude of � . In this case, we retain the spectral resolution, but the observed photons are indistinguisable in frequency (thus,the state of light is compatible with a classical state) and their wavefunction becomes factorisable. In fact, in this configuration
the CSI is either completely satisfied or saturated, and the emission of the observed photons is uncorrelated (cf. the regions
where Δ∕� ≈ 0 and Ω < � in the central and bottom rows of Fig. 1). Thus, the increase of the logarithmic negativity shown
in Fig. 2(a) is artificial. It is obtained from the detectors competing for the photons from both sidebands, and therefore it is
describing “entanglement” of a light mode with itself, which does not have applications in quantum technologies. However,
beyond the highlighted region in Fig. 2, provided that Ω+ > Γ, the three quantities reach a constant value that depends only on
the ratio Γ∕� ; namely, one can always find the intensity of the laser Ω and its detuning from the 2LS Δ, that yield the maximum
possible entanglement. Furthermore, by comparing all the columns of Fig. 1, we find that while the optimal relation between
intensity and detuning is independent of the linewidth of the detectors, an increase of this parameter only decreases the amount
of distillable entanglement.

III. CONCURRENCE FROM POLARITONS

In the main text we introduced exciton-polaritons (henceforth, simply polaritons) as the strong coupling between a photon and
an exciton. Assigning bosonic annihilation operators a and b to these modes, respectively, the polariton Hamiltonian becomes

Hp = (!a − !L)a†a + (!b − !L)b†b + g(a†b + b†a) , (S16)
which describes a photon with energy !a and an exciton with energy !b coupled with a strength g. In the strong coupling regime,
the energy levels of Hamiltonian (S16) hybridize, and the luminescence of the system takes place at the frequencies of the so-
called dressed states of the system. Commonly, these states are known as the upper- and lower-polariton branches, and they are
formally described with annihilation operators u and l, respectively. The latter two are related to the operators of the photon and
of the exciton in the following way

l = 1√
2

(
1 + �√

�2 + 4g2

)1∕2

a − 1√
2

(
1 − �√

�2 + 4g2

)1∕2

b , (S17a)

u = 1√
2

(
1 − �√

�2 + 4g2

)1∕2

a + 1√
2

(
1 + �√

�2 + 4g2

)1∕2

b , (S17b)

where we have introduced the notation � = !b−!a. Using the transformation in Eq. (S17) the Hamiltonian (S16) becomesHp =
(!l − !L)l†l + (!u − !L)u†u, with the energies of the polariton branches defined as

!l =
1
2

(
!a + !b −

√
�2 + 4g2

)
and !u =

1
2

(
!a + !b +

√
�2 + 4g2

)
. (S18)

Although polaritons are described as a bosonic field, when we excite them with the source of entangled photons described in
the main text, we can safely assume that there are, at most, two excitations within the system. This means that one can limit the
Hilbert space of the system and study the polariton entanglement by turning to a so-called detection matrix �̄ [8]. The latter is
constructed by from mean values of the density matrix �ss obtained as a steady-state solution to the master equation (5) of the
main text, namely

�̄ ≡ 1


⎛
⎜⎜⎜⎝

⟨⟨0, 0|| �ss ||0, 0⟩⟩ ⟨⟨0, 0|| �ss ||1, 0⟩⟩ ⟨⟨0, 0|| �ss ||0, 1⟩⟩ ⟨⟨0, 0|| �ss ||1, 1⟩⟩
ℎ.c. ⟨⟨1, 0|| �ss ||1, 0⟩⟩ ⟨⟨1, 0|| �ss ||0, 1⟩⟩ ⟨⟨1, 0|| �ss ||1, 1⟩⟩
ℎ.c. ℎ.c. ⟨⟨0, 1|| �ss ||0, 1⟩⟩ ⟨⟨0, 1|| �ss ||1, 1⟩⟩
ℎ.c. ℎ.c. ℎ.c. ⟨⟨1, 1|| �ss ||1, 1⟩⟩

⎞⎟⎟⎟⎠
, (S19)
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where we have introduced the notation ||m, n⟩⟩ to indicate a quantum state withm polaritons in the lower branch and n in the upper
one. In the definition of the detection matrix we have included the normalization constant  which guarantees that Tr(�̄) = 1,
and ℎ.c. indicates the hermitian conjugate of the matrix element. Then, from the matrix in Eq. (S19) we obtain the concurrence
as (�̄) ≡ max(0, �1 − �2 − �3 − �4) where the �i are the eigenvalues in decreasing order of the matrix

√√
�̄�̃
√
�̄, where �̃ ≡

(�y ⊗ �y)�̄T (�y ⊗ �y), and �y is a Pauli spin matrix.
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