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Abstract
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terial system by m aking a single assum ption that spontaneous em ission is describbed by a m aster
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I. NTRODUCTION

Know ledge of the full density m atrix of the radiation eld allows to compute all its
m easurable properties. In particular, photon counting statistics which had proven to be
a most valuablk m easure of coherence has been formulated In the sixties by Kelley and
K ¥iner, G lauber, and M andel In tem s of expectation valies of nom ally-ordered eld op—
erators?2428d8 A revived interest had em erged in the eighties when stochastic tra fctory
experin ents on single quantum ob gcts, atom s, ion traps, m olecules and quantum dots be-
cam e feasibole?d0t1d2:1344:154617 - jsm ore convenident to form ulate such m easurem ents in
tem s of correlation functions of the m aterial system , rather than of the radiation eld.
Various applications or speci ¢ faw —levelm odel system s have been investigated?4842:2021

In this paper we develop correlation finction expressions for photon statistics which ap—
ply to a generalm odel of a quantum system driven by an external eld and coupled to a
bath. The nom ally-ordered eld expressions are ram arkably general; the only assum ption
m ade In their derivation is that the photon detection is describbed by the Fem igolden rule.
Sin ilarly, ourm aterial correlation fiinction expressions hold under a single assum ption; that
goontaneous em ission can be describbed by a m aster equation. T he dervation of the m aster
equation starting w ith the fiilly quantum description ofthe eld is well docum ented?223:24
N o other properties of the radiation eld enter explicitly in the present form ulation. Com —
puting the reduced density m atrix ofa sinhgle quantum system coupled to a bath hasbeen a
long standing goal of nonequilbbrium statisticalm echanics??222€ | Various types of reduced
equations of m otion based on stochastic or m icroscopic m odels are well developed. The
present approach is therefore particularly useful for single quantum system s since it can uti-
lize any level of reduced equations ofm otion to predict the photon statistics. C om puting the
m any-oody density m atrix of a m acroscopic system ismuch m ore com plx and a collective

description using eld operatorst#242:ed:8

m ay then be m ore adequate.

W e further develop som e findam ental connections between m ultitin e correlation finc-
tions of photon statistics and response fiinctions of nonlinear spectroscopy?. C oherent
experin ents conducted using m ultiple pulses provide a wealth of inform ation on electronic
and nuclear dynam ics?® . These techniques can create and m anipulate quantum coherences
am ong selected states and the signals provide snapshots of their dynam ics. T here are nu-—

m erous m otivations for perform ing such m easurem ents. (i) N ovel spectroscopy: the ability



to explore and access unusual regions of phase space. (i) Coherent control: achieving a de—
sired goal (eg. optin ize the branching ratio of a reaction towards a favorabl product). (iii)
Quantum oom puting: these applications depend on generating and retrieving inform ation
about ooherences between several degrees of freedom prepared in correlated wavepadckets
(such entanglkm ent is a synonym to the old fashioned tem correlation). () O vercom e
coupling to a bath eg. sskctively elin nating dephasing processes (or the m ore trendy term

decherence). W e shall draw upon the analogy between photon statistics and nonlinear
response and correlation finctions to show im portant sim flarities and di erences in their
Inform ation content and sin ulation strategies.

In Section IT we present the Liouville space expressions for m ultipoint correlation finc-
tions and regponse functions. In Section ITI we discuss mulipoint quantum equiliorium
m easuram ents and Introduce a uni ed generating function that can be used to com pute
correlation, response and m easuram ents. T his sets the stage for deriving the Liouville space
expressions forphoton counting in Section IV . F inally, our results are sum m arized In Section
V.

IT. MULTIPOINT GENERATING FUNCTIONS FOR CORRELATION AND RE-

SPONSE FUNCTIONS

T he state of com plex quantum system sm ay be conveniently characterized by mulitin e
quantities which carry various kevels of inform ation and are easier to calculate, m easure,
or visualize com pared to the m any-body wavefiinction??. In this section we present form al
expressions fortwo such cb pcts (correlation and response functions) using a Liouville space
(superoperator) approach. W hile the results of this section are not new , they establish the
notation, setting the stage Por calculating the successive m easuram ents in Section ITT and
eventually to the photon statistics in Section IV, which are ourm ain results. Correlation
and response functions can be de ned in H ibert space using ordinary operators. Q uantum
m easuram ents on the other hand, must be form ulated using density m atrices in Liouville
goace. The notation introduced here is essential for expressing all of these quantities us—
ing a comm on generating function Eqg. M) which unambiguously reveals their relative
nform ation content.

Consider a dynam ical variable of interest A which can represent eg. the dijpole operator,



the coordinate or the m om entum of a tagged particle, or som e collective coordinate. The
sim plest n-point ob Ect is the correlation function

C®™(pirn)  TrB (n) A (1) ool (1)

where 4 isthe equilbriim density m atrix of the system .

C Jassical correlation functions are given by m om ents ofthe pint distribution of successive
m easuram ents and are therefore directly cbservable. Quantum correlation functions, in
contrast, are not connected to speci ¢ measuram ents In a simnplk way. Instead, regoonse
finctions?22722:30 which represent the reaction ofthe system to an extermnal eld E (t) coupled
to thevarabke A vaHiy, .= E () A may be readily m easured. In a response experin ent
the total H am iltonian H ¢ ( ) consists of m aterdial Ham iltonian H and the coupling to the
driving eld

Hr()=H + Hune(): @)

W e shallbe Interested In the expectation value of A attinet

U@m=TrRA (O] HAJ Oy ©)

2
where j ii=  y x () Pkiiisthe density m atrix ofthe system , and the ket Jjkii denotes
the Liouville-space operator jjihk j22273L |

Eq. W) can be recast in the fom 3233

R/

l 0
U(t)=hTA+(t)expE ldE()A () 1i: 4)
Here and below h i denotes averaging w ith respect to the equilbrium density m atgix
mi Trp ) ©)

A are superoperators acting in Liouville space de ned as follow s: Forany ordinary operator

A wede ne
A A, By Ay %(AL+AR); ©)
where A and Ay are the superoperators that act on the ket (left) and bra (dght) of the
density m atrix A 1B AB and 2z B BA).
T he tin e evolution in Eq. M) isgiven in the interaction picture. For an ordinary operator
in H ibert space this is de ned by

i i
A() expEH A exp EH : (7)



Sin ilarly, the tin e evolution of superoperators is govermned by the Liouville operator H
corresoonding to the m aterial H am iltonian H

i i :

T is the positive tin e ordering operator which rearranges all products of superoperators In
order of decreasing tim e from left to right. The nonlinear regoonse functions are obtained
by expanding the exponent of Eq. M) in powers of E ( ). The expectation value of A to
n 1th order In the el isgiven by

Z Z

ue )= 1dtn1::: 1le(n)(n:::1)E(n1):::E(1); n=2;3::: (9

w ith the nonlinear response finction

RO (i) = B (A (p ) ()i 10)

R ™ represents the response at tines , to n 1 very short pulses applied at tines

1 n 2. Note that all tin e argum ents are fiully ordered ; EET n. The op-

erator A, (,) corresponds to the observation tin e, the operators A (4) j= 1; ;n

represents interactions w ith the extenal eld at tines ;. W e chose to label the response

fiinction correspondingto U @ ) by R @ ratherthan R ® ) since it is an n point finction;
this w i1l facilitate the com parison w ith the otherm ultitim e quantities discussed below .

Eqg. ) is an abbreviated notation for

n

R®™(,:::9)= ﬁ hizs[B (o)A (o DBA (0 2)1i5A (D1 11)
or
rn n h io
R®(,:::9)= o TER () A )i B (2)i B (1)7 el : 12)

R @ is thus given by a com bination of n-order ordinary {H ibert space) correlation fiinc—
tions. Eq. @) contains 2" ! tem s representing all possble \left" and \right" actions of
the various com m utators. Each tem corresponds to a Liouville-space path and can be rep—
resented by a double-sided Feynm an diagram’. T he various pathways Interfere, giving rise
to m any interesting e ects such as new resonances. For a multilevel system R @) isusually
expanded in the eigenstates of the free Ham iltonian H . Each path then consists of n 1
periods of free evolution ssparated by n ocouplings w ith A, which change the state of the
system .



U sing our superoperator notation, the correlation function Eq. M) can be recast as
C®™ (niit1)=TrBy (n) AL (1) el @3)

where the tin e evolution of Ay ( ) isgiven by Eq. ).

C Jassical quantities are conveniently represented as m om ents of som e pint distribution
fiinctions connected to m easurem ents. T he closest we can com e up In quantum m echanics
is through m om ents of generating functions. This is not only a convenient com putational
tool, but also provides insights and helps connect di erent m easurem ents. T he generating
function for correlation finctions is de ned as

W@ 11a h@ Ah) L@ (1)) (14)

By comparing Eq. ) and Eq. ) we inm ediately nd that
z Z
)

C(n)(n:::1)= it oap iAW @ on 1 1)ada; :::da, : 15)

Sin ilarly we can de ne a generating function for regponse fiinctions
W R(n) (an n 1 l)a (16)

= [ A 2L @GNl @  A()); lll 7

so that the response function is given by
z z

R™(n:ir)= ::: &y W @y, 1ala  g:da a7

Egs. [l and ) play the rok of a classical distribbution finctions even though they are

generally com plex and m ay be negative. N evertheless, they serve as generating functions

for correlation and response functions which are given by their rst \m om ents", Egs. {ll)
and ).

So farwe considered two n point ob ects: Correlation functions and response functions.

A third type of quantity which is m ore closely connected to photon statistics is the pint

distrbution ofn successive m easuraem ents. T his w illbe ntroduced next.

ITT. UNIFIED GENERATING FUNCTION FOR CORRELATION, RESPON SE

AND EQUILIBRIUM M EASUREMENTS

W e consider a sequence of n m easuram ents of a dynam ical variable A perfom ed on the

system attines - 2 3 » and yielding the outcom es a; n - Wae would like to



com pute the follow Ing ensam ble average over m any such m easuram ents

s®™ . 1 A() B ( 18)

T his quantity is comm on to classical and quantum system s alke. Eq [l is a shorthand

notation for

s®(, 1= 19)
Z Z

o)
ai n Wr@ G% nrs 1 l)aial n da

w here the pint distribution function W S(n) can be ocom puted using the theory of quantum

4,35,36,37,38

m easurem ents® . To that end, we de ne the eigenstates j ; > ofA with eigenvalues

a4, and represent the operator A in the form ofan expansion in projction operators A\j
A = aTAj; QO)

w ih
Jjy>< 33 (21)
W e next de ne the Liouville space pro gction operator onto the diagonal elem ents of A
A X A,
P (@) @ a)R; AsJ 22)
TheLiouvile spacebracket F {5 TH G denotes a scalarproduct com puted by a par-
tial trace over the m easured degrees of freedom ofthe operator A . U sing this progction, the

Pint distrbution fiinction of successive m easurem ents m ay be recast in the form 3422383732

h i
Wo'@n 108 TrPB@a;in) P @j1) e 23)

w here the tin e evolution of B @; ) isgiven by the interaction picture £q. ). The com pact
Liouville space notation used in Eq. [ willhelp establish the connection between photon

counting and other m ultitin e quantities. N ote that both W - and W 5 are nom alized as

Z
L PO £ SN n=dd = C;S (24)

whereas W z , which represents the deviation of the density m atrix from equilibbrium , has a
zero trace®®

We'@n s 11)aa o =08: (25)



So far, we Introduced three di erent generating functions to describe correlation func-
tions, regponse functions and the pint probability ofm easuram ents Egs. ), ) and W),
respectively) . To establish the connection between these quantities it w illbe usefil to com —
pute all three using a singlke fundam ental cb gct. This is possiblk by using the follow ing

generating finction,
W ™ @na) njaa 2 18] @)
Trf (@ A (1)) 1 @ (1) eq @ A(1) @A (W)g: @6)

T he density m atrix underlying Eq. M) is

®) (anag n 132 a) = G‘anagan 128 (n n 1) azagg’ag (2 1) arad (1)7 27)
where
i
G() exp EH ; 28)

is the interaction-picture propagator.
T he generating finction for correlation fiunctions Eqg. M) is recovered by integrating
Eqg. ) over the prin ed variables
Z

@n n; cdE W @ raa) o 12l @) dalda) ° da (9)

n

n)
W C

and the correlation finction isgiven by Eq. [l . Sin ilarly, the response finction is obtained
by the follow Ing integration

7 7
R™(, 1= da n dda’ aa 3) . @w ™ @al ., a0 a):

30)

Comparng Eq. ) with Eq. ), i is clear that the pint probability of m easurem ents

is related to the diagonalelments of Eq. M), ie., ay = ag . However we cannot sim ply sst

a;= aj in Eq. M sice it willdiverge. In order to properly cbtain Eq. [ll) from Eq. )

we neaed to add a nite resolution for the m easuram ent de ned by a nom alized function
f@ &) sharply peaked at zero. W e can then w rite

W s(n) (an n 1 l)* (31)

Z Z
da; ‘Wdtma® 1728,  nala)f@ ) S E @)



N ote that the de nition ofW s(n) ism ore clean in Liouville space Eqg. M) but requires som e
care In H ibert space.

W e can now better appreciate the fuindam ental di erences between these m ultitin e vari-
ous quantities. W ¢ (and C @) depend only on aj, where a} are integrated out. This ollow s
from Eq. ) whith only contains \kft" superoperators. Because of the a4 ag factors
in Eq. [ R ™, on the other hand, depends only on the o diagonal elem ents of W w ith
a; 6 a3 (diagonal elem ents do not contribute). Finally, W s (and S ®)) depends sokly on
the diagonalelem ents of W with a5 = a(j? . W g isthe basic quantity in the consistent history
description of quantum dynam ics?®2728 and has all the properties of a classical pint proba-—
bility distribution. At each tine 5 the system is in the state j ; > and its density m atrix
isj >< 53JJ= 0;:::n. In contrast, In a nonlinear response m easurem ent as described
by R® we only measure A at the last tine ,; at the earliertines j(j= l:::n 1) we
only \pass through" ;, but the density m atrix could be either j ;><  jorj x >< 53
wih k6 j. Wy isthusnot a pint probability; even though we perform som e operation on
the system atn points (n 1 Interactionsw ith the elds and the tin e of observation), only
the last interaction corresoonds to an actualm easurem ent. In the other tin es we m erely
perturb the system . It should be em phasized that even though the response functions (@nd
W R(n)) are experin ental observables that m ay be obtained from m ultiple pulse experin ents
w ith heterodyne detection?’, they m ay not be represented by the Jpint probability W ¢ since
it does not carry enough Infom ation for representing this type of cbservables.

T he regponse function carries inform ation that depends on delicate nterferences am ong
events that occur at the various points in time. This nterference m ay be understood In
tem s of sum s over pathways which di er by their tin e ordering ie., FA ( 1)A (2)A (3)i,
A (,)A (1)A (3)ietc. Ik is less cbvious that a sin ilar Interference does exist in classical
m echanics as well. C lassically, of course, tin e ordering is inm aterial since all operators
commute and it su ces to calculate WA ( 1)A (,)A (3)1 for 2 - Quantum
m echanically, each of the n! pem utations of the tin e argum ents in an n point correlation
function is distinct and carries a di erent lnform ation. C lassical correlation finctions then
carry lss inform ation than their quantum counterparts. The classical interference takes
place between closely ying tra ctoriesti?



Iv. CORRELATION FUNCTION EXPRESSIONS FOR PHOTON STATISTICS

P hoton counting statistics as well as shot noise statistics of electrons®® are m ost closely
related to W ;) (orS ™) since they involve n realm easurem ents. H ow ever, photon counting
is a m ore com plex operation than describbed by W s(n) since it is performm ed under nonequi-
Ibriim oconditions where the system is strongly driven by an extemal eld. Furthem ore,
them aterial system is not closed since photons are em itted. T hirdly, the m easurem ent does
change the state of the system , not by m erely progcting onto a diagonalelem ent. A 1l of
these com plications can be adequately addressed and Eq. ) can be m odi ed to account
for photon statistics, as w illbe shown below .

To proceed further we Introduce the m aster equation, derived by tracing the density
m atrix over the radiation eld?2232% W e shalldenoteby o the spontaneous em ission rate
from state °to the lower energy state . The totaldecay rate (nverse radiative lifetin e)
of state °will then be

X
0 0z 32)
6 0
The e ects of spontaneous am ission are then incorporated by the m aster equation
d o 1 0
™ = > ( + o) o 6 (33)
d X
—_— = + 0 00
dt %
A dopting Liouville space (tetradic) notation, the m aster equation reads
d ; (34)
dt ’
w ih
X .o 1 0
= J - + o) J 35)
.0 2
and
X . 0 O
= ] 0 ¥ (36)

T he quantities de ned In the previous section correspond to a closed-system and m ay be
described either in H ibert space or in Liouville space?*“2; the choice is a m atter of conve—

nience. The m aster equation allow s us to avoid the explicit treatm ent ofthe eld degrees of

10



freedom when describing an open systam . This can only be done for the density m atrix in
Liouville space.
W e consider a single quantum system coupled to a bath, driven by an extemal eld and

sub ected to soontaneous em ission. T he Liouville equation w ill be partitioned as
— = =L({ : 37
n © 37)

Here the Liouville operator L (t) H (t) Includes our singke m ultilevel system , any other
bath degrees of freedom , aswellasthe driving eld. Tt also includesthe matrix Eqg. (l))
which represents the diagonal (in Liouville space) part of the m aster equation. , on the
other hand Eqg. [)), is the o diagonal part of the m aster equation which describes the
transitions am ong states and °.

W e de ne the G reen function solution ofEq. () with = 0

A
1 2

G(z2;1) Texp dL() (38)

1

and introduce the o diagonal radiative-decay operator In the interaction picture
() G (;0) G(;0): 39)

The solution of Eq. ) in the interaction picture then reads
Z t

©=Texp tO01 () (o) (40)

The total probability density of em itting a photon between ty and ty + dty and another

photon between t and t+ dt is
n Z #
W o) =TrT @Oexp tO01 () (o) () : 41)

Expanding the solution of Eq. ) to n'th order in  yields

xR
) = ®) () 42)
n=0
w here
Z n Z 2
© ()= dn d, 43)
0 0
G(n;nl) ZG{) (l)

11



@ 1) describesn 1 photon em ission processes at tines N1
T he probability density K @) of em itting n photons at tines » is obtained by

m ultiplying the integrand by from the left and taking a trace. T his gives
K®(n 1)=7Trl () SIENE (44)

T his general expression forphoton statistics in term s of system variables is equivalent to
the standard nom ally-ordered expression of eld variablest?2££, To see that, we consider

the probability of em itting n photons between tin es t; and t¢
Z . z z
£ n 2 (1’1)
P, (teit) = dn, dn 1 d K (n 1) 45)

t t =t
A scan be seen from Eq. ), this is nom alized as

®
Prolest)=Tr © =1 (46)

n=20
To com pute P,, we introduce the generating function

®
G (itiU) P, (;t)U” @7)
n=0
It then ollows from Egs. ) and Eq. M) that
z

GeitiU)= Texp U :fd () &) (48)
G thus satis es the equation ofm otion.
& GT) _ —iL 0OG t;U) U G LGeiU) (49)
dt h
Using Eq. ) we have
Poit+ T) = 1 G @U) (50)
n!dun U=0
and Eq. ) gives
d 2 n!
dUmG (U)U=l = n:OPn (Gt+ T)m! (51)
mn 1) nh m+1)i

which is the n'th factorialm oment of P, . Settingm = 1 andm = 2 in Eq. ) we get

dG
i= déU) (52)
Uu=1
&G
m’i mi= o)
dU, y=1

12



H igher m om ents m ay be calculated sim ilarly.

Them ost comm only used m easure of photon statistics, the M andel param eter, has been
shown to be related to K @122% 1 sin ple kineticm odels of sihgle quantum system s. P hoton
statistics has been calculated using the sim plest reduced descriptions such as the B loch
equations? . T he present approach opens up the use of a broad class of reduced descriptions
and stochastic m odels*® for com puting K #' . 0 ne interesting application w ill be to photon
statistics in superradiance of aggregates®. Eq. M) m ay be easily generalized to describbe
m ore re ned, frequency resolved, m easuram ents w hereby at each tin ewem onitora di erent

(preselected) transition. This can be done sin ply by using a di erent elem ent of at each
tine ( ;) to represent the desired transition. Eg. ) could then provide m ore detailed
Inform ation about the system .

V. DISCUSSION

W e have Introduced several types ofm ultipoint fiinctions com m only used In experin ental
observations and their theoretical analysis. U sing the Liouville space superoperators nota—
tion, we can recast these various quantities in a form ally sim ilar form that facilitates their

com parison. Eq. ) can be written as
C™(, 1)=TrRiG(, o 1)A 2 G (1)AL ] (53)

where G ( ) isgiven by Eq. [l . The nonlinear response function Eq. M) can be sim ilarly

recast in the fom
R™(, 1)=TrR.G(.; . 1)A G GRz; 1A (54)
The pint distrdbution of successive m easurem ents Eq. M) is w ritten as
(n) h/\ A A A i
Ws @nn 11)& Tr P @,)G (4 n 1)P @n 1) P @)G(: 1P @1) o = (O3)
T he probability density of cbserving consecutive photons Eq. [l)) is

K™(, 1)=Tr(G(a;n 1) 264 ()] (56)

where G ( ; 9 isgiven by Eq. ). F inally, the probability density of m easuring n photons

attines » (egardless of how m any photons are em itted in between) is

h i
P™(, 1)=Tr G(n;n1) GCl(z2;1) (1) 7)

13



where G is the G reen function solution ofEq. ) ©r the driven system
O =Gt E): (58)

W e note severalm arked di erences between the photon statistics cbservables Egs. ()
and [)) and the otherquantities Eq. [lll), ) and [@)). Since the Jatter are equilbbrium
properties, the G reen function is translationally invariant and only depends on the tine
di erence G ( 4 x) rather than on j and y separately G ( 4; ). Also the initial density
matrix ( ;) in photon statistics m easurem ents is generally a m ore com plex ob fct than 4
since it requires com puting the preparation stage leading to a nonequilbbrium steady state.
T his does not cause any problm in stochastic m odels where the bath evolution does not
depend on the state ofthe system . ( ;) is then com pltely soeci ed since the rst photon
em ission at ; detem ines the state of the system (the nal state of the em ission) and the
bath is always in equilbrium . H owever, fully m icroscopic m odelling w ill require a ssparate
calculation of ( ;).

Eqg. @) isvery sin ilar to the generalexpression forn successivem easurem ents Eq. [l)).
However, the matrix iso diagonal since photon em ission is accom panied by a transition
In the system , as opposed to the djagonalPA @) in Eq. M) whih represents ordinary m ea—
surem ents. W ere we to use a diagonal = J j it would represent the probability
of m easuring the system at state at times ; » - Photon counting, however, in plies
that the system is at state prior to the count but it changes to state ° affer the count;
this is the initial state for the next period of propagation. Apart from this, Eq. [l or
Eq. @) are equivalent to n point measurements Eq. ). These di erences stem from
the nonequillbbriim nature of photon counting perform ed on open driven system s.

Finally we note that Eq. ) and Eq. ) are ram miscent of the nom ally ordered
expressions with eld operatorst® where represents the detector rather than spontaneous
an ission. In the present approach we do not need nom al ordering since In Liouville space
tin e ordering isenough tom aintain the bookkesping of interactions. W e also notethat L ( )
in Eq. @ containsthe m atrix and the G reen function therefore contains som e diagonal
signatures of the photon am ission. T his is required form aintaining the trace of the density
m atrix. Such tem s should also be present In the eld form ulation, but are usually neglected
and the G reen flinction represents the pure system (w ithout the detector)< . A dding these
corrections could in prove the standard theory of photon statistics.

14
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