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We propose a dynamic mechanism for the reversible regulation of photochemistry in plants under varying light environ-
ments. We employ a three-level quantum model to take into account the correlations between charge donors and charge
acceptors immediately before photoexcitation, and show that under steady and coherent driving of light, the efficiency
of charge transfer is inversely proportional to the intensity of incident light, which can be suppressed so severely that
it becomes a limiting factor on photosynthetic electron transport. These results are analyzed to gain insight in the light
responses of photosynthetic parameters. We discuss the implications of thermal fluctuation in the light source used in
photochemical experiments, and argue that in high light conditions, the quantum yields measured with an incandescent
lamp may be higher than those measured with a laser, a manifestation of thermal fluctuation in lamp illumination.
Our new picture renders a consistent interpretation of a wide range of experiments, including plastocyanin-dependent
electron transport in photosystem I, biphasic redox kinetics of P700 and wavelength-dependent quantum yields, and

provides a donor-side scheme for the onset of irreversible damage to photosystem II.

I. INTRODUCTION

A central topic in plant physiology has been to understand
the dynamic regulation and acclimation of the photosynthetic
machinery in changing light environments. Plants in natural
habitats, for instance, are subject to fluctuations of ambient
light from cloud and canopy covering. To deal with fluctu-
ating light, a fast and efficient control of the yields of photo-
synthetic reactions is necessary to ensure a regulated electron
flow through the functional units and to channel away the ex-
cess excitation energy delivered from light-harvesting anten-
nas, thus avoiding congestion and overheating of the whole
machinery. Past experiments have indeed demonstrated that
photosystem I (PSI) and photosystem II (PSII), two functional
units where the primary photochemistry takes place, are capa-
ble of exceptionally flexible adjustments of photochemical ef-
ficiencies in response to varying ambient light ! At increasing
light intensities, PSI and PSII tune down the chloroplast elec-
tron transport in a remarkably concerted fashion and dissipate
most of the excess energy as heat.

Traditionally, light-induced down-regulation of photo-
chemistry has been attributed to feedback mechanisms caused
by an elevated proton gradient (ApH) across the thylakoid
membrane? In higher light conditions, the metabolic con-
sumption of ATP in carbon fixation declines and proton efflux
through the ATP synthase slows down, resulting in an increas-
ingly acidic thylakoid lumen. Acidification of the lumen then
triggers non-photochemical quenching (NPQ)- of excessively
absorbed light energy and imposes a constriction on the lin-
ear electron flow (LEF) at the cytochrome (Cyt) b6 f complex
located between PSI and PSII, a commonly recognized safety
valve in photosynthetic electron transport chain. Accordingly,
the yield of PSI and subsequently that of PSII are diminished.
In addition to LEF, proton pumping associated with various
cyclic electron flow (CEF) pathways around PSI is believed
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to play a supplemental role in generating ApH* Fig. [[(a)
shows the pathways of LEF and CEF, along with the redox
potentials of the intermediate steps.

The ApH-dependent scheme of photosynthetic control, de-
spite its general acceptance, is not without questions. Exper-
iments showed that NPQ saturated at a notably higher light
intensity than LEF, indicating the insufficient role of LEF in
inducing regulatory feedback in high light and the existence
of other variables. This was referred to as the evidence of
a growing portion of CEF in PSI turnover contributing ad-
ditional ApH® A CEF-based model of photosynthesis regula-
tion, nevertheless, is somewhat paradoxical, as it suggests that
an accelerated portion of electron transport via Cyt b6 f, in the
form of CEF, simultaneously slows down the overall electron
transport at the same location.” Even more importantly, the
ApH-dependent scheme does not explain the observation that
the yields of PSI and PSII are both much more sensitive to
light environments than NPQ, the modulation of which oc-
curs not only in a fast, dynamic and interconnected fashion 1Y
but starts in low light, well preceding the activation of NPQH
Indeed, a series of recent experiments confirmed that the ele-
vation of ApH was negligible in low light,12 and cast doubt on
the causal relationship between NPQ and electron transport in
PSI*H This calls for a reconsideration of the mechanism reg-
ulating photosynthetic reactions in varying light conditions.

In this paper, we propose a quantum mechanical picture
of the regulation of electron transport through photosystems,
dubbed photo-blockade, based on suppressed charge transfer
on the donor sides of PSI and PSII under coherent driving
of light. Quantum coherence has been shown to play an im-
portantrole in the highly efficient transfer of excitation energy
from light-harvesting antennas to photosynthetic reaction cen-
ters (see Ref. |13 for a review of theoretical modeling of col-
lective exciton states and coherent energy transport). Here
we demonstrate its significance in interpreting charge transfer
data. Specifically, we adopt a simple model of three quantum
levels to account for the essential steps in electron transport
before and during photoexcitation, and show that the interplay
of quantum correlations between these levels and light-matter
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interaction can lead to a suppression of the forward transfer
rate of electrons, the extent of which is proportional to the
intensity of light. This finding is a rather general one, and of-
fers an alternative explanation of the dynamic and coordinated
responses of PSI and PSII to light changes, in which the ox-
idation of plastocyanin (PC), rather than that of plastoquinol
(PQH>), is the rate-limiting step on LEF. Down-regulation of
photochemical efficiencies is thus understood to be a direct
action of light, rather than one depending on feedback mech-
anisms to light-induced fluctuations in the electron transport.
Using this picture, we discuss the characteristics of the light
response curves of photosynthetic parameters ! Interest-
ingly, our model allows for a new donor-side interpretation
of the PSI parameter Y(NA), previously believed to reflect
the acceptor-side limitation on LEF. We argue that photo-
blockade serves as a mechanism of photoprotection. In dim
light, its effect is less significant and the oxidation of reaction
center chlorophylls, P700 in PST and P680 in PSILI, is driven by
incoherent photoexcitation of electrons from the ground-state
molecules. As incident light gets stronger, both PSI and PSII
undergo a transition from incoherent to coherent photoexcita-
tion. Eventually, LEF is entirely governed by photo-blockade,
which determines the steady-state Y(NA) and the reduction
rates of oxidized P700 and P680 (P700" and P680™), thus
preventing the passage of excess charge excitations. Under
extreme environmental stresses, quantum coherence underly-
ing photo-blockade may be destroyed. Without its protection,
incoherently excited electrons flood the acceptor side of PSI,
signaled by an anomalous rise in Y(NA) S Jeading to un-
regulated charge recombination and a malfunctioning PSI*

Our model may also shed light on the observed biphasic
reduction kinetics of P700™ after saturating illumination <"
Photo-blockade suppresses charge transfer from PC to P700™
and creates a local charge imbalance. Upon cessation of the
flash, local equilibration between PC and P700" occurs first
on a shorter time scale, followed by global reduction of the
entire electron transport chain by LEF on a longer time scale.
This kinetics is indeed biphasic. In principle, establishment of
the local charge imbalance is immediate after illumination is
turned on. In reality, however, heterogeneity in the distribu-
tion of charge carriers exists across different luminal compart-
ments, and it may take a finite time for the PC pool to reach
steady-state redox status at a given light intensity. A corol-
lary of this is that a very short flash is not capable of driv-
ing and stabilizing a local charge imbalance between PC and
P700, and thus the P700 redox kinetics exhibits less bipha-
sic features/2! We postulate moreover that in steady state, an
over-reduced PC pool may induce a backreaction on the plas-
toquinone (PQ) pool and the acceptor side of PSII, causing a
drop in the quantum yield of PSII, which may find indications
in the absorbance data of Cyt b6 f.

In a similar vein, the photo-blockade picture may prove
helpful in understanding irreversible photodamage to PSII,
previously associated with over-reduced quinone acceptors
facilitating production of harmful reactive oxygen species,*
but now increasingly accepted to result from blocked charge
transfer from the oxygen-evolving manganese cluster to
P680™ mediated by tyrosines Z and D (TyrZ and TyrD) 248
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FIG. 1. (a) Pathways of linear electron flow (solid arrows) through
photosystems I and II, via cytochrome b6f complex and assisted
by two types of charge carriers plastoquinone and plastocyanin, and
cyclic electron flow (dotted arrow) around photosystem I, from ferre-
doxin back to cytochrome b6 f complex. (b) A three-level system as a
minimal model to study the effect of quantum coherence on photoex-
citation, taking photosystem I as an illustrative example, in which an
electron may occupy a plastocyanin state, the P700 ground state, or
the P700 excited state, corresponding to configuration (PC, P7007),
(PC™, P700), or (PC*, P700*), respectively, and will finally relax to
outside the system (i.e., to next step in the electron transport chain).

A new hypothesis is that the blocked charge transfer is due
to light-induced inactivation of the manganese cluster, which
then leads to aggregation of highly oxidizing and damaging
P680T on the donor side %% Photo-blockade, a direct effect
of light, provides a different account of the abnormally long-
lived P680",~#“% and unifies the primary causes of irreversible
photodamage and reversible light responses in the spirit of the
Principle of Simplicity — a simple general principle is often
buried underneath a seemingly complex set of processes.

The workings of photo-blockade rely on the availability of
pathways to dissipate excess excitation energy. We suggest
that photo-blockade acts as a zeroth-order regulator of photo-
chemistry, whereas ApH-dependent mechanisms play the vi-
tal roles of an energy dissipator, an LEF fluctuation sensor
and an overall redox homeostasis stabilizer, ensuring balanced
charge and energy transfer in chloroplasts, in conjunction with
other feedback processes that are essential in low light in the
absence of a large ApH to activate NPQ, including charge
recombination,*! CEF around PSI* light-induced size
changes of granal thylakoid lumen/?Y and phosphorylation-
enhanced energy exchange between PSI and PSII*

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we model
and study photo-blockade effect in an isolated system and in
an open system interacting with an environment. In Sec. III,
we use the results from Sec. II to interpret experimental data
and discuss further implications. We propose an experiment
to test our model and conclude in Sec. I'V.



Il. MODEL

We consider the electronic dynamics on the donor sides of
PSI and PSII, where electrons are transferred from the imme-
diate donors, PC and TyrZ (as well as TyrD) respectively, to
P700 and P680, and then are excited upon absorption of pho-
tons to create excited states P700* and P680* which further
pass on the electrons to form primary charge separations. The
electronic system of interest at PSI is a three-level one, illus-
trated in Fig. [[b), with an electron possibly occupying a PC
state, denoted by a quantum state |L) and corresponding to the
configuration (PC, P700™), or occupying the ground state of
P700, denoted by |R) and corresponding to the configuration
(PC*, P700), or occupying the excited state of P700, denoted
by |R*) and corresponding to the configuration (PC*, P700%).
Here PC™" stands for oxidized PC. Similar definitions are im-
plied for the discussion of PSII.

The system under consideration is not in thermal equilib-
rium but is one coherently driven by light. To model the dy-
namic effects in such a driven system, we single out the pho-
ton mode most resonant with excitation of electrons and adopt
a full quantum mechanical description of its interactions by
the Jaynes—Cummings model*Y A similar idea is often em-
ployed in the lab, where a laser or a filtered monochromatic
light is used to measure the light responses of photosynthetic
parameters. The Hamiltonian is

AT 0
H=|T 0 gd | + a)aTa, @))]
0 ga A

where a' is the photon creation operator, ® is the photon
energy, and g is the electron-photon coupling strength. A
and A, are the energy differences between |L) and |R) and
between |R) and |R*), respectively. T is the experimentally
tunable transition amplitude between |L) and |R) in the redox
reaction*! In PSI photochemistry, for instance, application of
PC inhibitors effectively reduces the statistical average of I".#4
We set i = 1 throughout the paper.

In what follows we study this Hamiltonian, first in an
isolated system and then in an open system subject to
environment-induced relaxation. In an isolated system, the
total population of the electron is unity and the local charge
is conserved. In an open system, the electron eventually
vanishes from the system via photoexcitation and subsequent
decay into environment. Later when we use the open sys-
tem model to describe electron transport in PSI and PSII, we
assume that there is a steady and uniform supply of elec-
trons into |L) such that the local charge is still more or less
conserved. Moreover, owing to the existence of a large re-
dox potential gradient upstream, we assume negligible back-
tunneling of electrons from |L). Thus, the flow of electrons is
largely one-way and we focus on studying time evolution of
the system with an electron initially in |L). Deviations of real-
istic transport from the description of a single electron model
with a conserved local charge will be discussed in Sec. II1.

A. lsolated system: suppressed quantum tunneling

Consider an isolated system described by the Hamiltonian
in Eq. (). We are interested in the population dynamics of an
electron initially occupying |L). Three different initial states
of photons are included in the analysis, a Fock state, a co-
herent state, and a thermal state. A Fock state enjoys the
mathematical simplicity of a fixed photon number and serves
as a comparative example. A coherent state is an idealized
quantum description of a laser. A thermal state contains a
considerable amount of thermal fluctuation and is represen-
tative of an optically filtered incandescent lamp sometimes
used in photochemical experiments. We assume that the sys-
tem is initially separable*? i.e., at t = O the system is de-
scribed by a product of the density matrices of the electron
and the photons, pi(0) = p(0) ® ppn(0), where the electron
density matrix p(0) = |L)(L|. At time #, the total density ma-
trix Ptot(t) = eithptot(O)e"H’.

1. Fock state

We first study a Fock state of n photons at t = 0, described
by ppn(0) = |n)(n|. We define the shorthand notation |L,n) =
|L) ® [n). The Hamiltonian can be cast in a block-diagonal
form in the Hilbert space spanned by |L,n), |R,n), |[R*,n—1),

A T O
H, = I' 0 gu | +nolsys, (2)
0 g A

where g, = g1/n, and A = A; — @ is the energy mismatch be-
tween incident photons and the electronic transition, some-
times referred to as the detuning. The constant term n@w13.3
contributes a phase in the wave functions but disappears in
density matrices. We neglect this term henceforth, which
amounts to working in the interaction picture.

Let [W,(t)) = e " |¥,(0)) be the total wave function at
time 7, where |¥,(0)) = |L,n). Then pyo(¢) = [¥n (1)) (¥n(2)].
The reduced density matrix of the electron is obtained by trac-
ing out the photon field, p(f) = TrpnPioc(f), Whose diagonal
elements pZ(z), pR(z), p¥ (¢) give the probabilities of finding
the electron in |L), |R), |R*), respectively, at a given time. In
Fig. 2l we show numerically calculated time-dependent pop-
ulation in |L) for different parameter settings. We find that
in general, quantum tunneling of the electron from the initial
state |L) is suppressed at large photon numbers. This holds
true regardless of the choices of the redox potential difference
A; and the detuning A.

We are thus motivated to invoke an analytical approach to a
better understanding of this localization effect. For simplicity,
we assume degenerate |L) and |R), and solve the Schrodinger
equation to obtain a solution of the form (see Appendix A),

[W, (1)) = cia(t)|L,n) +c2u(t)|R,n) +c34(t) R, n—1), 3)

with which we find the analytical expressions of density ma-
trices. A further simplification of the results is rendered with
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FIG. 2. Time-dependent population in |L) of an electron interacting
with a Fock state of n = 16 (solid curves) and n = 0 (dotted curves)
photons in an isolated system. The parameters are Ay =0 and A =0
in(a), Ay=0and A=1in(b),Aj=1andA=0in(c),and A| =1
and A=1in(d). Inall the plots g=T"=1.

the assumption of a zero detuning, i.e., the incident photons
are resonant with the electronic transition from |R) to |R*).
The eigenvectors of H, are then found to be

|0,n) = cos6,|L,n) —sin 6,|R*,n—1),

sin 6, 1 cosBy,, .
+.n) = L.n)+—|R,n)+ R n—1),
I+.m) 7 |L,n) \/§| ) 7 | )

i 1
|_7n>:%|Lvn>__|R7n>+cosen|R*7n_1>a (4)

V2 V2 V2

with eigenvalues 0, A,, —A,, respectively, where tan6, =
['/g, and A, = \/T2+g2. The eigenvector |0,n), having
a vanishing |R) component, is known as a “dark state” in
optics*4 (Note that this is different from symmetry-forbidden
states in dipole transitions*? e.g., a carotenoid “dark state”.)

We rewrite the initial total wave function in terms of the
eigenvectors,

sin 6,

[¥,(0)) = cos 6,]0,n) + 7

(+m+=m),

to find its time evolution. At time ¢, the total wave function
has the form of Eq. (3), with

cia(t) = cos? 0, + sin” 6, cos i,
con(t) = —isin 6, sinA,t,
c34(t) = sin 6, cos B, (cos Ayt — 1), (6)

and the diagonal matrix elements pL(¢) = |c1 ,(t)[%, pR(t) =
lc2n(t)%, and pR (t) = |c3,,(¢)|*. In Eq. (6), the only time
dependence is through cos A, (or sinA,¢). Thus, we may ob-
tain time-averaged populations over a single oscillatory pe-
riod [0,27/A,], by setting cos At = 0 and cos? At = 1/2. Let

P = pL(r), Pr = pR(t), and Pg- = p&*(r). We find

1
P, =cos* 6, + 3 sin* 6,
Pr= ! sin’ 6,
R — ) ny
3
Pr+ = 3 sin’ 6, cos? 0,. 7

It is easy to verify that P, + Pgr + Pr< = 1, i.e., the total popu-
lation is conserved.

We are interested in the “leaked population” out of |L), de-
fined as 6P, = 1 — P, as a measure of the suppression of
quantum tunneling. Using sin® 6, = I?/(I' + g2), we find
SPL = 5PL;1 — SPL;z, where

2
OP = ——
BT T en
3/2
0P = —"—= 8
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with € = g2/T. As a quick check, at n = 0 we have 6P, =
1/2, and thus there is 50% probability that the electron is in
|L). This is certainly true, because when there is no photon
in the system, |R*) decouples from |L) and |R), and the elec-
tron oscillates between |L) and |R) with equal probabilities.
On the other hand, as n — o, §P, — 0, i.e., the electron is
permanently locked in |L). This is again expected, because
in this case sin6, — 0, and the initial state |¥,(0)) = |L,n)
approaches the dark state |0,n) in Eq. @). Thus, the electron
will remain in the initial state indefinitely. We emphasize that
the occurrence of suppression of quantum tunneling does not
depend on the convenient mathematical conventions chosen
here, as shown in Fig.[2] or the realization of a true dark state
which is very unlikely in natural environments.

The new parameter € is related to the intensity of incident
light. To see this, notice that g is in fact the polarization energy
due to coupling of the atomic dipole with the electric field
carried by one incident photon,*

)
gz—g'd\/m, 9

where E is the polarization vector of the photon, d = (R|d|R*)
is the dipolar interaction matrix element assumed to be real
without loss of generality, o is vacuum permittivity, and V
is the size of the system. The electric field strength is simply
the amplitude of canonically quantized field in the Coulomb

gauge,
- - w
5:5,/2“0‘/ (a+a), (10)

in the long-wavelength limit assumed for a bound-state elec-
tron in the Jaynes—Cummings model. At the same time, I" de-
fined in Eq. (D) also has the dimension of energy, ' = (L|A|R),
where A is the tunneling operator between |L) and |R). Thus,

(RIE- RN _,
=2 __ 1 @ (a1
(LIAIR)]2
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FIG. 3. Time-averaged steady-state populations in |R) (solid curve),
|[R*) (dashed curve) and |L) (dotted curve) of an electron interacting
with a Fock state of photons in an isolated system, as functions of the
relative light intensity.

is a dimensionless quantity proportional to the squared elec-
tric field strength of a single photon and inversely proportional
to the system size. In the classical picture, ty&? is the en-
ergy density of an electromagnetic wave. Thus, heuristically,
€ may be interpreted as proportional to the energy density of
the electromagnetic radiation created by a single photon, and
€n is proportional to the total energy density of all incident
photons, i.e., the macroscopic intensity of light. In an op-
tical cavity of a finite size, photon number is a meaningful
quantity. In free space such as a natural environment, how-
ever, €n o< n/V is physically more significant. We define the
macroscopic limit

n— oo, €—0, €n — constant. (12)

Eq. (8) thus describes the suppression of quantum tunneling
as a function of the macroscopic light intensity. In high light
conditions with €n > 1, the contribution of 6 P, is negligible,
and 8P, — 8P.. In fact, using sin® 8, = 1/(1 + en), we see
that the steady-state populations in Eq. (7)) are all macroscopic
quantities, which we plot in Fig.[3l

By Eq. (I, en is determined not only by the absolute light
intensity, but relative to the bare parameter I'. We will refer to
it as the relative light intensity.

2. Coherent state

Next, we study quantum tunneling of the electron assuming
that the photons are initially in a coherent state described by

Ppn(0) = |t) (@, where
o
o) =e zngomlm (13)

is the coherent state wave function in the photon-number ba-
sis. We have assumed without loss of generality that ¢ is real.
The probability of finding n photons in |&) follows a Poisson
distribution

(ma)"

; (14)
n!

. ,—m,
Pan=¢€¢ ¢

where my = o is the mean photon number.

As in the treatment of a Fock state, we assume A} = A =0
and rewrite the initial total wave function |¥(0)) = |L, @) in
terms of the eigenvectors in Eq. (@) to find its time evolution.
The total wave function at time ¢ is

=)

[N

_o? o
[P(t) =e 2

n=0
where |W,(z)) is defined in Eq. (3) and the coefficients are

given in Eq. (6). We then have p (1) = Trp |¥(2)) (¥(¢)|. Upon

performing time average on p’ (¢ ) ( ), and p®'(r), we find
the leaked population out of |L), 8P = 8Pp;1 — 6P, with

'|‘P,, (15)

S

2
6PL1 - Zpan1+8n
3/2
OPo = —. 16
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These results differ from those in Eq. (8) for a Fock state by a
summation over photon number, weighted by the Poisson dis-
tribution pq , defining the coherent state. In Appendix B, we
show the compact expressions of §P;,; and 0Py, as functions
of € and my. Numerical calculation (not shown) confirms
that 8P, becomes vanishingly small at large photon num-
bers my > 1 for fixed €, or in high light conditions emy > 1
in the macroscopic limit my — o0 and € — 0.

When my > 1 and € < 1, the leading-order terms in the
asymptotic expansion of 8 P;.; are (see Appendix B)

2my

T (1+
B T emy (14 emg)?

+) (17)

Finite-size effects at a given relative light intensity em, are
encoded in the leading-power terms in € o< V!, which may be
explored in a cavity experiment. Moreover, taking the macro-
scopic limit, we find
2

0P = Tremy’ (18)
which agrees in the form with the result for a Fock state. This
is hardly surprising, however, as the relative uncertainty in
photon number of a coherent state vanishes macroscopically,
so that the statistical quantities are well approximated by their
mean values.

3. Thermal state

Last, we consider a thermal state of photons interacting
with the electron. A thermal state is a mixed quantum state,
described by pph(0) = Y7o pg . |n) (n|, where

(mg)"

g+ 17T )

PBn=

with mg = 1/ (eB® — 1) the mean photon number and f§ =
1/kpT the inverse temperature. Unlike a coherent state, a ther-
mal state hosts a large amount of thermal fluctuation, and the



relative uncertainty in photon number does not vanish in the
macroscopic limit. The initial and time-dependent total den-
sity matrices are piot(0) = ¥ pg 4|L,n)(L,n| and pi(t) =
Yoo P alPn(t)) (Pn(?)], respectively, where [W,(2)) is given
in Egs. (3(6).

Following the previous procedures, we perform time av-
erage on the density matrix elements and obtain the leaked
population 8P, = 8Pp,; — 8 Pp.p, with

> 2
OPL1= ) PBu—>
r;) Bl ¥en
= 3/2
5PL;2: PBn——- (20)
n;) P14 en)?

The expressions of 6P;;; and 6P;;» as functions of € and mg
are given in Appendix B. At large photon numbers, 8Py, is
negligible.

We study 6P in the macroscopic limit mg — oo and
€ — 0, demanding that émg > 1 to avoid obtaining unphys-
ical probabilities that are either negative or greater than one.
When emg < 1, one must include both 6P and 6P for a
correct estimation of the degree of suppressed quantum tun-
neling. The lowest-order terms in the expansion of 8P, are
(see Appendix B)

2
SPL;1=%(1nemﬁ—yo+---), 1)

where 7 is Euler’s constant.

A major difference between a thermal state and a coher-
ent state (or a Fock state) is that the suppression of quantum
tunneling is weakened in the former case due to the pres-
ence of thermal fluctuation introduced by photons partly de-
stroying the quantum coherence underlying localization of the
electron, reflected by an extra logarithm factor in the leaked
population, Eq. @I). This weakening effect originates from
an incoherent superposition of different photon-number com-
ponents in a thermal state and is not damping in nature. In
very high light, 6 P..; — 0 because 1/x decays faster than Inx
grows, and the electron will be permanently localized in |L).

In Fig. [ we compare exact results of 6 P, for a Fock state,
a coherent state and a thermal state, given in Eqs. (8)(T6)(20),
as functions of (mean) photon numbers (n) = n, mq and mg,
respectively. At large photon numbers, 8P, for a coherent
state and for a Fock state become hardly discernible, whereas
that for a thermal state diminishes at a much slower rate. In
addition, we notice the existence of maxima at some finite
photon numbers before P, decays asymptotically. Mathe-
matically, dPp.» are of comparable orders of magnitudes as
(but still smaller than) P;.; near these maxima. Physically,
the electron is least localized in |L). Thus, upon increasing the
intensity of light from zero, an electron in |L) is first leaked
out to |R) and |R*), and later trapped back in |L). A further
numerical analysis (not shown) confirms the generality of this
finding and that the locations of maxima move towards zero
photons at larger € settings. Variation of € at a given photon
number exhibits a similar behavior of 6 P;. The maxima move
closer to € = 0 when a larger photon number is chosen. This
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FIG. 4. Exact results of leaked population outside |L) of an electron
in an isolated system interacting with a Fock state (solid curve), a
thermal state (dashed curve) and a coherent state (dotted curve) of
photons, as functions of (mean) photon numbers (n) = n, mg and
mgq, respectively. The parameters are Ay = A =0and € =0.5.

is not surprising since € and photon number enter the expres-
sions of populations as a symmetric product. To first order,
they should affect the populations in a similar fashion.

4. Linear entropy

To see the direct effect of thermal fluctuation in photons on
the electronic state, we numerically calculate linear entropy

S(t) = 1-Tip*(r), (22)

which measures the degree of mixture in a quantum state, and
vanishes in a pure state, e.g., for a Fock state of photons. To
this end, we must truncate the infinite summation in the pho-
ton density matrix. For a thermal state, for instance, we re-

place pyn(0) = £ pp oln) (] with
N
Ppn(0) =Y ppaln)(nl,
n=0

N—-1 N—1
Pin©0) = Y ppalm)(nl+ (1= X ppa) INVNI,  (23)
n=0 n=0

and determine a choice of N that yields negligible differences
in the numerical results obtained using pg}, (0) and pé’h(O). We
then use either method of truncation for the calculation.

In general, we find that a thermal state of photons delivers
more mixture to the electron than a coherent state of photons,
indicated by a larger linear entropy. Moreover, the linear en-
tropy is smaller for fewer incident photons, where the electron
is less contaminated, reaches a maximum at an intermediate
photon number, and diminishes towards zero at larger pho-
ton numbers where the electronic state becomes purer again
as photons drive it towards an eigenstate of the Hamiltonian.
In a thermal state, but not in a coherent state, we find an in-
creasingly exact anti-correlation between the linear entropy
and the population in |L) when the photon number is large
enough, an example shown in Fig. [5la), independent of the
choice of parameters such as the detuning. In a coherent state,
we observe collapses and revivals of Rabi oscillation of the
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FIG. 5. Time-dependent linear entropy and population in |L) of an
electron interacting with (a) a thermal state and (b) a coherent state
of 16 photons in an isolated system. We observe an anti-correlation
between the linear entropy and the population in (a), and collapses
and revivals of Rabi oscillation with shortened time intervals in (b).
The parameters are Ay =A=0and g=I"=1.

population, shown in Fig. Blb), with shortened intervals in
time*U A possible explanation of the entropy-population anti-
correlation is that the fluctuations in a thermal photon mode
wash out much of the quantum interference effects between
different levels. As a result, the purity of the electronic state
is directly and solely determined by the overlap of the elec-
tron with the quasi-eigenstate |L), rather than by the complete
quantum data stored in the wave function as a coherent super-
position of L), |R) and |R*), as is the case when the electron
interacts with a coherent photon mode.

B. Open system: suppressed relaxation kinetics

We now allow interaction of the three-level system with
an environment via the excited level |R*) and discuss the re-
laxation kinetics of an electron initially in |L) into the envi-
ronment. We study this open system as a minimal model of
the proposed traffic bottleneck in photosynthetic transport, in-
stead of invoking a more formal treatment which requires the
knowledge of microscopic details up and down the electron
transport chain. We identify |L) with the immediate donors
to P700" and P680", and neglect back-tunneling from |L) up
the electron transport chain in the presence of a large redox
gradient. A phenomenological parameter ¥ is used to charac-
terize the irreversible relaxation rate from |R*) to outside the

system when quantum correlations between |L), |R) and |R*)
are not considered. In general, various biochemical processes
may contribute to y. Here we focus on the transfer of pho-
toexcited electrons by P700* and P680* to the immediate ac-
ceptors to form primary charge separations. Formally, Yy may
be calculated by the resolvent method if information about the
interaction details with the environment is known.

For simplicity, we assume A; = A = 0 in the analytical treat-
ment below, although the conclusion is not dependent of the
convenient choice of parameters. We will first work with a
Fock state of n photons interacting with the three-level sys-
tem. Cases of a coherent state and a thermal state of photons
are discussed later.

The Hamiltonian of the open system is H' = H —
(iy/2)|R*)(R*|. We solve the eigenvalue problem by pertur-
bation theory, assuming y/A, < 1 to ensure convergence of
the perturbative series. We define orthogonality of the eigen-
vectors of non-Hermitian operator H' using eigenvectors of its
hermitian conjugate H'T 39 obtained by sending y — —yin H'.

The eigenvectors of H' are found to be

sin 6, cos 6,
(= l=n)),
sin9n0056n| > cos? 9n| >)
T 7=, ) | n) ),
2v22, 8,
IV sin 8, cos 6, _coszen
o = |} = iy (SO0 m) = S o)),
(24)

|O,I’l>/ = |O,I’l> - l}/

)’ = o) + iy

with eigenvalues —iky, A, — ik, —A, — iK, respectively, where

Ko = gsinz 6,,

K — %’ cos? 6, (25)

and |0,n), |[4+,n) and |—,n) are the unperturbed eigenvectors
in Eq. (). We use these results to obtain time evolution of
the system. Imagine in the distant past, the relaxation term
was turned on adiabatically, and the eigenvectors gradually
evolved into the ones in Eq. @4). Att =0, an electron is fed in
|L) with forbidden backward hopping. The total quantum state
is described by Eq. (@) upon the replacements |0,1) — |0,n)’,
|+,n) — |+,n)" and |—,n) — |—,n)’. The system then evolves
according to the perturbed Hamiltonian H'. Because the per-
turbed eigenvectors do not coincide or collapse within the pa-
rameter range of interest (i.e., no exceptional points exist), we
can find time-dependent total wave function, as well as the di-
agonal elements of the reduced electron density matrix, using
faithful eigenvector-decomposition of the initial wave func-
tion. In Fig.[6l we plot the probability that the electron re-
mains in the initial state |L) at time 7. It is clear that electron
transport out of |L), and consequently from the system to the
environment, is increasingly suppressed at larger photon num-
bers. This tendency is independent of the choice of 7, as long
as the perturbation theory is well-defined, and persists in cases
where A; # 0 and A # 0 (not shown).

To proceed, we average out the fast oscillations in pZ(z),
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FIG. 6. Time-dependent population in |L) of an electron interacting
with a Fock state of n = 64 (solid curve), n = 16 (dashed curve) and
n =1 (dotted curve) photons in an open system, where A} = A =0,
g=I=1and y=0.5.

pR(t), p¥'(t) as before and obtain
1
Py(1) =cos* @,e 2 + 3 sin* 6,2
1
Pg(1) =3 sin® B¢ X",
1
Pg+(t) =sin® 6, cos* 6, (e*ZKO’ + Eefz’“) , (26)

respectively, where we have dropped the terms quadratic in
Y/ An. We see that PL(t), Pr(¢) and Pg+() are all macroscopic
quantities depending only on the relative light intensity £n and
the product yz.

Using sin® 6, = 1/(1+é&n), we find Pg(t), Pr+(t) < 1 for
en > 1. Thus, under steady, high light illumination, a sig-
nificantly larger amount of charge accumulates in |L), com-
pared to that under low light conditions. This underlies the
physics of biphasic reduction kinetics of P700™ in PSI and the
long-lived P680™ in PSII, as we discuss in Sec. III. Moreover,
Eq. (28) tells that when the incident light is strong enough, the
escape rate of an electron from the system is inversely propor-
tional to the light intensity. To see this, notice that the proba-
bility that the electron leaves the system at time ¢ is given by
1 — P(t) — Pr(t) — Pr+(t), which for en > 1 is well approx-
imated by the leaked population 6P, () = 1 — P.(¢) defined
previously,

SPL(r) ~ 1 —cos* B,e 2", (27)

We identify 2Ky = /(1 + €n), the rate at which the electron
is leaked out of |L), with the escape rate which in our inter-
pretation is directly representative of the photochemical rate
constant. Physically, this means that the photochemical effi-
ciencies at PSI and PSII are governed by the reduction rates
of P700" and P680™.

We now argue that the above results obtained for a Fock
state of photons apply also to a coherent state and a thermal
state of photons. For a coherent state, the relative variation
O(en)/emy = On/my vanishes as mg — oo, using the statis-
tical property of the Poisson distribution in Eq. (14). Thus,
Egs. @a)@27) with en replaced by emyg should be considered
a good approximation in the macroscopic limit, in all light

conditions. For a thermal state, we notice that the exponential
function in Eq. may be expanded in high light conditions
en>> 1, to obtain 0P (¢) ~ (2+yt)/(1+ €n) to leading order,
where the only dependence on photon number is through the
denominator. We can then perform a summation over photon
number just as we did when studying an isolated three-level
system (see Appendix B), to go from the results for a Fock
state to those for a thermal state. From previous discussion,
we know that the summation produces an additional logarithm
factor Inemyg reflecting weakening of the suppression effect.

In our simplified picture of photosynthetic transport, elec-
trons are fed in |L) by LEF at a constant rate under steady il-
lumination such that the local charge in the three-level system
is nearly uniform in time. Then, the steady-state charge distri-
bution may be approximated by Eq. (28) near t = 0, or simply
Eq. (@) where the total population in the system is unity. Non-
uniformity in the instantaneous local charge can be modeled
by a deviation of the time parameter ¢ from zero, and thus a
less-than-unity total population, due to fluctuations in electron
feeding times. For instance, a lower-than-average instanta-
neous charge is found when the previous electron has left the
system but the next electron has not yet shown up as expected
in |L). This non-uniformity is assumed to be small in steady
state. An implication of this assumption is that when the in-
tensity of incident light increases so that the escape rate of an
electron is suppressed, the electron feeding rate, commensu-
rate with the escape rate to ensure a conserved local charge,
should also be lower. This is in fact discrepant with realistic
data, and we will address this point when applying Eq. (26)) to
interpreting the light responses of PSI parameters.

In above discussion we have neglected relaxation of the
electron within the system. In a fluorescence measurement
of PSII, this corresponds to prompt signals originating from
radiative decays of P680*. Such an event is incoherent and
irreversible, and thus the electron will lose all the “memories”
about previous trajectories. The electron then behaves no dif-
ferently from an electron in the ground state of P680 at the be-
ginning of time evolution, which can be excited independently
and incoherently. At increasing intensities of incident light,
collective quantum effects gradually establish dominance over
incoherent excitation of electrons, which dynamically control
the populations of P680 and P680™ in steady state, as we dis-
cuss in more detail in the next section.

I1l. DISCUSSION OF EXPERIMENTS

In the traditional view of photosynthetic charge transfer,
forward hops of electrons are a series of independent, incoher-
ent and irreversible events. Passing of a photoexcited electron
to the immediate acceptor is fast enough that it does not con-
stitute a bottleneck on LEF€ The rate-limiting event is thus
believed to be the PQ turnover between PSI and PSIT*/ When
quantum correlations between charge donors and acceptors at
photoexcitation are taken into account, however, this picture
is challenged. As we have seen, when incident light is strong,
the photochemical rate constant xp changes inversely propor-



tional to the intensity of light,

o Y
1+€&(n)’

Kp (28)

where €(n) is the relative light intensity. Quantum effects may
suppress charge transfer from PC to P700 and from TyrZ to
P680 so greatly that photoexcitation becomes the actual rate-
limiting event. This blocking effect is a direct consequence of
coherent driving by light and may be termed photo-blockade.

The limiting nature of charge transfer from PC was already
revealed in early studies of transport in PSI. Under continu-
ous illumination, it was found that partial inhibition of PC led
to immediate decline of electron transport rate, contradicting
the common belief that the much slower charge transfer from
PQH; to Cyt b6f was the rate-limiting step.** Inhibition of
charge feeding from PSII did not change the results. In our
picture, the moderate light used in the experiment was able
to drive the system into the regime where Eq. (28) took con-
trol of the photosynthetic yield. Application of PC inhibitors
reduced in time the statistical average of the transition ampli-
tude I" between PC and P700 (or equivalently raising €), and
consequently the photochemical rate constant kp.

Our model allows for a qualitative description of the light
responses of the PSI parameters Y(I), Y(NA) and Y(ND)/
defined as the ratios of photo-redox active (oxidizable) P700,
non-oxidizable P700 and P700™ to total P700, and commonly
interpreted as the quantum yield of PSI, the acceptor-side lim-
itation and the donor-side limitation on LEF, respectively. Ap-
plying the photo-blockade picture, however, Y(I), Y(NA) and
Y(ND) are in fact correlated quantities that can be approxi-
mated, respectively, by the steady-state populations Py, Py
and P}* obtained by setting r = 0 in Eq. (20), plotted in Fig.
Physically, Y(NA) reflects a direct regulation by light of the
steady-state population of P700* on the donor side,

£(n)
(Tre(m)? 29

Y(NA) o<
The advantage of this new interpretation is that it is consistent
with the observation that shortage of PSI acceptors hardly oc-
curs under steady-state conditions in the absence of extreme
environmental stresses*® Eq. (29) reproduces the shape of the
light response curve of Y(NA) to a reasonable accuracy.

The photo-blockade picture breaks down when the system
is outside the regime of coherent photoexcitation, e.g., in the
dark or under extreme environmental stresses. In those cases,
quantum correlations between charge donors and acceptors ei-
ther have little influence on LEF or are destroyed, so that the
restriction on Y(INA) is absent. For instance, in very dim light,
when there is a large number of unoxidized P700 present,
photoexcitation is largely incoherent, unregulated and inde-
pendent of the charge transfer rate from PC to P700. Chang-
ing from extremely low light to moderately low light, charge
gradually builds up in the PC pool, while photo-blockade be-
comes increasingly pronounced and then dominant. During
this course, Y(I) experiences a rapid drop upon depletion of
incoherently oxidizable P700 and eventually the population
of oxidizable P700 is entirely determined by the reduction rate

of P700*. Likely signatures of such a transition in the nature
of photoexcitation were recently reported * Photo-blockade
thus plays the role of a protective barrier against excess charge
excitations. In extremely high light, or in the absence of ApH-
inducing proteins such as PGRS or PGRLI, a P700 reaction
center may be temporarily or permanently inactivated due to
insufficient dissipation of excess energy arriving from light-
harvesting antennas and obstructed by photo-blockade. This
causes overheating of PSI and destruction of quantum coher-
ence, creating an over-reduced acceptor side with unregulated
charge recombination? and a rapid rise in Y(NA) reflecting
now the acceptor-side limitation *H

When comparing Fig. 3] with typical data of PSI quantum
yield,"? a marked deviation of Y(I) from P§ and, to a lesser
extent, a deviation of Y(ND) from P;* are found. We explain
these discrepancies by reconsidering the assumption of a con-
served local charge that implies a light-suppressed charge flow
through the local system, appearing to be inconsistent with the
realistic situation. Indeed, under steady illumination the elec-
tron transport rate through PSI is known to grow with the in-
tensity of irradiance before it saturates in very high light. This
would mean a higher, rather than lower, electron feeding rate
in higher light conditions and thus a larger steady-state local
charge. One way to resolve this contradiction is to adopt a pic-
ture of “multi-channel” transport, each channel corresponding
to an operating reaction center. While the steady-state popu-
lations and the transfer rate of an individual electron in one
channel are given by Eq. (26) near t = 0 and Eq. (28)), respec-
tively, the number of operating channels increases linearly
with the intensity of light. Viewed as the product of the trans-
fer rate of electrons in one channel and the number of operat-
ing channels, the electron transport rate in fact describes the
total transfer efficiency of all the channels subject to photo-
blockade. An implication of this picture is the overestimation
of Y(ND) by P;* and the underestimation of Y(I) by Pg’, be-
cause when obtaining PSI quantum yield, it is the absolute
populations of P700/P700 that are measured, not the relative
populations of the electrons associated with PC, (oxidizable)
ground state P700, and (non-oxidizable) photoexcited P700*.
At increasing light intensities, more free electrons are present
in the local system at a given time, so that the actual popula-
tion of P700" being reduced is larger than that predicted by
P;*® obtained in a single electron model assuming a complete
measurement. This difference produces larger numerators of
Y () and Y(NA), but a smaller numerator of Y(ND), while the
denominators of the three quantities, the total number of P700
molecules, remain unchanged. Thus, Y(I) and Y(NA) should
be greater than P’ and Py, respectively, whereas Y(ND) is
smaller than P;*. Using Y(I) + Y(NA) + Y(ND) = 1, the total
gain in Y(I) and Y(NA) due to the contribution of additional
free electrons may be thought of as from the loss in Y(ND). A
further insight in these changes comes from the ratio

PE el
Py 14¢€(n)’

(30)

which shows that in low light electrons tend to dwell in |R)
rather than in |R*), and consequently a significant portion of
the loss in Y(ND) goes to Y(I) rather than to Y(NA), corre-



sponding to a substantial increase in the population of oxidiz-
able P700. This explains the rise in the light response curve
of Y(I) immediately from zero light, in contrast to a decline
in that of Pg°. It also explains the much deeper dip in the light
response curve of Y(ND) than that of P;*. This dip can touch
zero in low light, which implies that all the P700™" have been
reduced by LEF, before being re-oxidized by photo-blockade
in higher light. On the other hand, when &(n) > 1, Y(I) and
Y(NA) share the loss in Y(ND) evenly as the electron trans-
port rate saturates. The second-order deviations of Fig.[3]from
realistic data may be attributed to feedback processes not ad-
dressed in our minimal model.

Reduction kinetics of P700™ after saturating light illumina-
tion was found to exhibit biphasic features, suggesting an in-
homogeneous redox equilibration down the electron transport
chain. This was proposed to result from the slow lateral diffu-
sion of PC restricted by the space in the thylakoid lumen 1<
Upon turning off illumination, a rapid local charge transfer be-
tween bound state PC and P700" occurs first on a time scale
of tens of microseconds, before LEF from Cyt b6f reduces
the rest of oxidized molecules to achieve global redox bal-
ance. Photo-blockade does not challenge this interpretation,
but provides a mechanism explaining the local charge imbal-
ance between PC and P700 when illumination is on. Due to
finite diffusion times of PC, steady-state charge distribution of
the local system described by Eq. (26) cannot be established
immediately, despite the dynamic nature of photo-blockade.
Thus, when measured with a short flash/*! reduction kinetics
of P700™ reflects the one-shot nature of incoherent photoexci-
tation P700 — P700*, which is monophasic and independent
of the supply of electrons from PC.

Eq. (28) is applicable to explaining the light response data
of PSII parameters in moderate to high light, where the charge
transfer efficiency at PSII is determined by photo-blockade.
To this end, however, one is reminded that the equation is
based on a donor-side scheme, whereas current interpretation
of fluorescence measurements is based on the conceived lim-
itation on the acceptor side /% where a reduced quinone ac-
ceptor is thought to produce a “closed” reaction center. While
it is tempting to connect kp with the fraction of “open” cen-
ters in a “puddle” model or a “lake” model, whose light re-
sponses indeed bear some resemblance®! it should be clear
that these are quantities of distinct origins. In particular, kp
should be understood as a holistic parameter characterizing
the operating efficiency of PSII, e.g., corresponding to in the
acceptor-side scheme the combined limiting effects of the de-
gree of openness of reaction centers and the maximum yield of
an open reaction center. In the donor-side scheme, the notion
of openness/closedness of a reaction center controlled by the
redox state of the quinone acceptor loses significance. More-
over, the phenomenological parameter Y may depend on vari-
ous environmental conditions such as temperature and carbon
dioxide concentration. The same applies to the transition am-
plitude I', which is expected to grow with temperature ! lead-
ing to a diminished €. Together y and € decide the shape of the
light response curve of PSII quantum yield, while the light re-
sponse of NPQ follows a compensatory pattern. We note that
anonzero detuning A also affects the shape of a light response
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curve, in which case the photo-blockade picture is still valid,
as was shown in Sec. II and evidenced experimentally*! The
functioning of photo-blockade relies on the presence of con-
tinuous illumination. For instance, when measured with short
light pulses, charge transfer from TyrZ to P680 occurs on a
time scale of tens to hundreds of nanoseconds and is not rate-
limiting in photosynthetic transport

The donor-side picture of photo-blockade was motivated
also by data from photodamaged PSII. Once considered of
acceptor-side origins,“* photodamage is now believed to take
place at the oxygen-evolving complex.2%% It was revealed
that the rate constant of this first-order damaging reaction was
directly proportional to the intensity of incident light, oppos-
ing the assumption that it was caused by unregulated excess
excitations in the chloroplast. A recently proposed two-step
mechanism hypothesizes that excitation of manganese ions
by light inactivates the oxygen-evolving complex and blocks
charge transfer from TyrZ to P680.%%%8 Aggregation of highly
oxidizing P680" then leads to irreversible damage to reac-
tion centers. This theory is supported by the evidence that
the initial rate of photodamage is unaffected by the inhibi-
tion of acceptor-side electron transport and ATP synthesis, as
well as various environmental stressesd An interpretation by
photo-blockade agrees with the manganese mechanism that
photodamage results from inappropriate oxidation of func-
tional components in PSII by long-lived P680". However,
instead of postulating an impaired oxygen-evolving complex
in the beginning stage, we suggest that the suppressed charge
transfer from normally functioning oxygen-evolving complex
to P680 by direct and dynamic action of light is responsible
for the lowered reduction rate of P680™". This picture enjoys
the advantage of simplicity, explains the high sensitivity of
photodamage to low light, and does not depend on the absorp-
tion and transfer of energy between light-harvesting antennas
or from antennas to reaction centers.

IV. CONCLUDING REMARKS

We proposed a new dynamic mechanism to explain the
modulation of photochemical efficiencies under varying light
conditions, taking into consideration quantum correlations be-
tween donor and acceptor molecules in electron transport. The
declines in the quantum yields of PSI and PSII at increasing
irradiance were attributed to light-driven blockade of charge
transfer from PC to P700 and from TyrZ to P680, respectively.
Using a minimal model of three quantum levels, we derived a
set of formulas that describe the light response curves of PSI
and PSII parameters. The model also offers a consistent inter-
pretation of a series of experiments, including PC-dependent
electron transport, biphasic reduction kinetics of P700™", and
wavelength dependent quantum yields, as well as recent data
from photodamaged PSII. These demonstrate that quantum
coherence plays an important role in not only the excitonic
energy transfer but the charge transfer processes.

As a direct test of our proposal, we suggest a measure-
ment of the quantum yield of PSII with different light sources.
Quantum mechanically, light emanating from a laser and from



a filtered incandescent lamp may be approximated, respec-
tively, by a coherent and a thermal state of photons. An ob-
servable difference is expected in the tails of the light response
curves measured with a lamp and with a laser. In the former
case, thermal fluctuation weakens the blockade effect by light
and thus one may find a higher quantum yield at a given light
intensity. The difference should be more pronounced in high
light conditions, where the dependences on light intensity of
leaked population 6 P, and of escape rate 2k; coincide (see the
discussion below Eq. (27)) and the logarithm factor in Eq.
may manifest itself directly in the data. In addition, one may
observe an apparent growth of the quantum yield with temper-
ature in the case of lamp illumination, because mean photon
number in a thermal state is positively correlated with temper-
ature. In principle, the same measurement may be conducted
on PSI. However, PSI is more vulnerable than PSII to photo-
damage in high light, and the data may be obscured by feed-
back processes. We expect the measurement on PSII to be
more revealing of the effect of thermal fluctuation.

The mechanism proposed in this work is a very general
effect that may find evidence beyond photosynthetic organ-
isms. Microscopically, suppression of electron tunneling over
a prolonged period of time produces abnormally high concen-
trations of certain reactants in biochemical processes which
may slow down the reactions and induce irreversible muta-
tions, e.g., in DNA molecules. In a larger scope and on a
much longer time scale, regional and temporal patterns of
accumulation of solar-radiation-related mutations may con-
stitute a dynamic factor behind non-gradual morphological
changes of species, 2 serving as an example of macroscopic
irreversibility from microscopic reversibility.
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Appendix A: Analytic solution for degenerate |L) and |R)

In this appendix, we solve the time-dependent Schrodinger
equation analytically, assuming |L) and |R) are degenerate,
A = 0. Substituting the wave function in Eq. () of the main
text, the Schrodinger equation becomes

Cl"n C1 N
Cin = —iH, Con (A1)
Cin C3n
The solution takes the form
Cl,n(t) Cl,n(o)
can(t) | =a(t) | c24(0) |, (A2)
6‘3,,,(1‘) C3,n(0)

with ¢1,(0) =1, ¢2,,(0) =0, and ¢3,(0) = 0 given that the
electron is initially in |L). Using orthogonality of the eigen-
vectors of H,, one can show that a(z) is a symmetric matrix.

We solve Eq. (AI) by Laplace transform and the theory of
cubic equations. The elements of a(¢) are found to be,

)’32 — A)’3 - gﬁ 7il3t

YW H-Rh -8 TRk -k
(M =AT g (L=AT gy (A=A
= + 2 —+ 3 ,
PR RM R T h-Ak—k) s-A)k-Ak)
gnl’ —iAgt —idat gnl’ —ilst
= - + :
B =) —2)¢ (M= A) (A —43) ¢ Ga—2)(Aa—22)°
M =DM g (=M gy A=MA
p— + 3 )
PR RM R T h-Ak—k) s-A)k-A)
ar = gnkl e*l’l][ g”A’Z e*l‘ﬂ,z[ g”)’3 e*l‘ﬂg[
(A1 —A2) (A1 — A3) (A2 = A1) (A2 — A3) (A3 =) (A — A2) ’
azy = A’lz — FZ e*i/’th AQZ — Fz e*ilzt A’32 — 1—‘2 e*ilj,t (A3)
(A1 —A2) (A1 — A3) (A2 = A1) (A2 — A3) (A3 =) (A — A2) ’
[
where the real numbers are eigenvalues of H,, with
A 1 0 A P44
M= 3~ 2+/—P cos (3 arccos 2(_}))% ), P 5 3
2A% (g2 —-21?)A
2»2:%—2\/—Pcos(%arccos2 QP 5 —i—z?n), S e S (AS)
A | _Q ) . At zero detuning A = 0, the expressions of the eigenvalues are
3= 3~ 2v/—P cos (3 arccos 5 —P)% — ?) (A4)



greatly simplified,
A’l - _)*na
A’Z = A’na
A3 =0, (A6)

where A, = /T2 + g2.

Appendix B: Leaked population for a coherent state and a
thermal state of photons

In this appendix, we obtain compact expressions of leaked
population 6P, in an isolated system. For a coherent state of
photons, we start with Eq. (I6) in the main text. The summa-
tion in 8Py, was encountered in the study of linear response
of a charged Bose gas immerse in an external magnetic field,
and was known to produce a confluent hypergeometric func-
tion. The summation in 6P.;» produces a generalized hyper-
geometric function. We find

1 1
0P .1 =2e¢ " F | =1+ —; ,
L1 e 1 1<8 +8 ma>

3 11 1 1
5PL;2:_eima2Fz <_7_’1+_71+_’ma>7 (Bl)
2 £ € £ £

where 1 Fi (a;b;x) and , F> (a1, az; b1, by; x) are Kummer’s con-
fluent hypergeometric function and the generalized hypergeo-
metric function, respectively. When the mean photon number
mg > 1, the contribution from J P, is negligible, and we fo-
cus on examining 6P.;;. The expression of 0Py is greatly
simplified for symmetric bare parameters I' = g,

2 _
OP1|e=1 = m—(l —e M), (B2)

o
showing a similar behavior to 8P;.|¢c—; for a Fock state of
photons at large photon numbers.
For a general €, we invoke the previously obtained asymp-
totic expansion of Kummer’s function,*

m m
5Py = (1 « ___ «
5 T emg U Gt e Gt e
3m2, +my
2o B3
(mg+€1)* )’ (B3)

valid for mg > 1 and € < 1. Keeping the first two terms in
the bracket we obtain Eq. in the main text.

For a thermal state of photons, we start with Eq. (20) in the
main text. The summations yield

OP, = 2 2F 1,1;1-1-1; " ,
? mﬁ—i—l e e mﬁ—i—l
3/2 11 1 1 m
0P = / s (L=, =1+, 1+—; B , (B4)
’ mg +1 e'e £ € mg+1

where 2 F|(ay,as;b;x) is the Gauss hypergeometric function
and 3F>(a1,a2,a3;b1,b2;x) is a generalized hypergeometric
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function. Eq. (B4) is easily verified using the series defini-
tions of the hypergeometric functions. At large photon num-
bers, 8P, is negligible as in the case of a coherent state of
photons. For symmetric bare parameters, we have

2
5PL;1|3:1 = m—ﬁll‘l(mﬁ + 1),

3/2.. (_mp
Prole=1=—L
ol = 200 (1),

(BS)

where Liy(x) is the polylogarithm function of order 2.
Eq. (B3) manifests the logarithm factor in 6P, a character-
istic feature of a thermal state.

To proceed, we obtain the asymptotic expansion

2 im:O(er)
gmg+1) =  1+ne
y In(mg+1)—y(n+e )+ yn+1)
n!&‘”(mﬁ—i—l)”

(B6)

valid for mg > 1, where y(x) is the digamma function. To see
that Eq. produces a sensible macroscopic limit, consider
the lowest-order terms in the summation. Naively, In(mg +1)
and y(e~ ") are singular when mg — o= and & — 0. However,
using the asymptotic expression of the digamma function with
a large argument x > 1,43

_ o ()" 'Bals)
l//(x—i—s)—lnx—i—ng‘l - x "

(B7)

where s can be a real number and B,,(s) are Bernoulli polyno-
mials, we find
€
ln(mﬁ—l-l)—l//(sfl):lne(ml;—l-l)—i—i. (BY)
One can check using Eq. (B7) that the higher-order terms are
also regular in the macroscopic limit.

When € > 1, one can use the series definition of the
digamma function*>

PR

x  “n(x+n) (B9)
where 7 is Euler’s constant, to show that Eq. (BE) is still reg-
ular. However, in such a strong-coupling limit, e.g., when the
electron-photon coupling strength g is of a comparable order
of magnitude with that of the photon energy ®, it is known that
the rotating-wave approximation in the Jaynes—Cummings
model breaks down and the model becomes unphysical. In
particular, the ground state of the system will no longer be
one involving the vacuum state of photons ¢

Finally, when € = 1, the summation reduces to a geometric
series which recovers the expression in Eq. (B3). We conclude
that Eq. (B6) is well-defined in a large domain of €.

We emphasize here that 6P, is a good approximation of
0P, only at large photon numbers in a finite-size system, or at
high light intensities in free space. Otherwise, one must resort



to the exact results in Eqs. (BID(B4) for an accurate estimation
of 6P,. Keeping the lowest-order terms in the summation in
Eq. (B), using Eq. (BY), and sending € — 0 for the macro-
scopic limit, we obtain Eq. (ZI) in the main text.
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