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We theoretically investigate polarization-filtered two-photon correlations for the light emitted by a multichro-
mophoric system undergoing excitation transport under realistic exciton-phonon interactions, and subject to
continuous incoherent illumination. We show that for a biomolecular aggregate, such as the Fenna-Matthews
Olson (FMO) photosynthetic complex, time-asymmetries in the cross-correlations of photons corresponding to
different polarizations can be exploited to probe both quantum coherent transport mechanisms and steady-state
coherence properties, which are not witnessed by zero-delay correlations. A classical bound on correlation
asymmetry is obtained, which FMO is shown to violate using exact numerical calculations. Our analysis in-
dicates that the dominant contributions to time-asymmetry in such photon cross-correlations are population to
coherence transfer for Frenkel-Exciton models. Our results therefore put forward photon correlation asym-
metry as a promising approach to investigate coherent contributions to excited-stated dynamics in molecular
aggregates and other many-site quantum emitters.

Introduction:– The direct observation of quantum coherent
phenomena in complex systems is a fundamental interdisci-
plinary scientific challenge that aims to advance our under-
standing of quantum processes in solid-state [1–3], biomolec-
ular, and chemical systems [4–9]. In these scenarios, the rich
interaction of the system of interest with phonon environments
makes the task of characterising quantum behaviour challeng-
ing. New approaches to probing the influence of coherent
mechanisms in the dynamics of such systems, under relevant
phonon environments, then promise to open new pathways for
the development of robust quantum technologies [10].

Crucial in each of the aforementioned fields is the de-
velopment of experimental approaches which may probe ef-
fects of quantum coherence in energy transport [4, 6, 11–
20]. In particular, verifying quantum coherence in photosyn-
thetic excitation transport has been a topic of considerable de-
bate [6, 19, 21–29], which was first given experimental cre-
dence by optical multidimensional spectroscopic observations
of long-lived ‘coherence beats’ in the two-dimensional elec-
tronic spectra of the Fenna-Matthews-Olson (FMO) complex,
first at cryogenic temperatures [30], and later at room tem-
perature [31]. Such nonlinear spectroscopic methods have in-
deed become the cornerstone of experimental procedures for
the investigation of ultrafast excitation dynamics in organic
molecules and materials [32]. They however rely on coher-
ent pulsed laser light that, while giving access to a wealth of
information, probe molecular systems in regimes outside of
their natural conditions, such as weak incoherent irradiation
[14]. Furthermore, such methods rely on the optical response
of an ensemble of molecules whose properties vary from one
to another, making it difficult to discern the quantum processes
that are relevant at the single-molecule level.

Since the seminal work of Glauber [33], photon correla-
tions have become the defining measurements to characterise
the quantum nature of light, and are equally pivotal to as-
sess the quantum nature of emitters [34–46]. More recently
photon-counting experiments have been performed on larger
and more complex systems [47, 48], probing even single large
supramolecular complexes [49–51]. The study of photon cor-

relations thus promises new insights into quantum features of
single multichromophoric systems, as experimental progress
has made near-term study of coherence in energy transport
through such methods viable. What is still uncertain are
the fundamental signatures of quantum behaviour in multi-
chromophoric systems which may be extracted from such ex-
periments.

Recent studies [38, 45, 51–54] have indeed illustrated the
use of second-order photon correlations for the investigation
of quantum coherent phenomena. Photon correlations can be
bounded under classical assumptions [42, 55, 56], and thus
a violation of such bounds demonstrates clearly the presence
of coherence. However, theoretical investigations of photon-
correlations that account for the complexity of the electron-
phonon interactions characteristic of the systems of interest
have just started to emerge [53, 54]. We have previously
shown [54] that frequency-filtered and time-resolved photon
cross-correlations, and particularly their asymmetry on inter-
change of measurement order, can be exploited to probe vi-
bronic couplings in a composite emitter system, and the asso-
ciated coherent dynamical process.

In this work we investigate polarization-filtered photon cor-
relations of the light emitted by a multichromophoric system
of several interacting chromophore emitters, each locally cou-
pled to realistic phonon environments. To do this, we deploy
the hierarchical equations of motion (HEOM) formalism to
open quantum system dynamics and include non-additive in-
coherent pump and decay channels. We systematically inves-
tigate the cases of two- and three-site emitters, and the FMO
complex, and show that for small size systems, the violation of
classical bounds for the zero-delay photon correlations is re-
markably robust to environmental influence. However, since
the classical bound grows with the number of coupled emit-
ters, zero-delay photon correlations are not sensitive enough
to witness coherence in large systems such as FMO. We then
present our main result: time-asymmetry of photon cross-
correlations for a multichromophoric system interacting with
phonon environments is a sensitive measure to witnesses both
coherence properties of the non-steady state as well as the un-
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derlying dynamical coherent processes, for which we provide
analytical arguments in the supplemental material (SM) [57].
Notably, there is no single known quantum measure able to
capture both steady-state and dynamically induced coherences
in quantum processes [58]. The polarization filtered correla-
tions here investigated capture several of the relevant proper-
ties of such a measure when applied to quantum transport in
multichromophoric systems.

Set-up:– Collective electronic excitations of molecular ag-
gregates are well described by a Frenkel exciton Hamiltonian
[59, 60], with M chromophores (sites) and a maximal number
of Nex = 2 excitations,

HS =

M∑
m

ϵm|m⟩⟨m| +
M∑

m,n
m>n

Jmn(|m⟩⟨n| + |n⟩⟨m|) (1)

+

M∑
m,n
m>n

(ϵm + ϵn)|m, n⟩⟨m, n| +
M∑

m,n,l
(m>n),l

Jmn(|n, l⟩⟨m, l| + |m, l⟩⟨n, l|),

with the state |m⟩ denoting a single excitation on site m,
and |m, n⟩ denoting excitations on sites m and n. The envi-
ronment is modelled by a set of local harmonic oscillators
with creation (annihilation) operator b†

ξ,m (bξ,m) for mode ξ

on site m, HB =
∑

m,ξ ωξ,mb†
ξ,mbξ,m, each linearly coupled to

respective sites via HS B =
∑

m |m⟩⟨m|
∑
ξ gξ,m(bξ,m + b†

ξ,m) +∑
n
∑

m,n |m, n⟩⟨m, n|
∑
ξ gξ,m(bξ,m + b†

ξ,m). We have included
the contribution of doubly excited electronic states, without
which polarization filtered two-photon correlations trivially
vanish at zero-delay. Details of the definition of the second
excited manifold for arbitrary operators are given in the SM
[57].

We capture the influence of the environment via a Drude-
Lorentz spectral density [59] for each site, Jm(ω) =

Θ(ω)2λmΩm
ω

ω2+Ω2
m
, where Θ(ω) is the Heaviside step func-

tion, Ωm is the cutoff frequency, and the reorganisation energy
is λm := 1

π

∫ ∞
−∞

dωJm(ω)/ω. On-site energies are given by
ϵm = ϵ

0
m + λm with ϵ0m the bare electronic excitation energy for

site m. Exact open system dynamics with the Drude-Lorentz
environment is obtained via the HEOM method [61–65].

Interaction with the electromagnetic environment HEM =∑
m
∑

p ωm,pa†
m,pam,p can support photonic excitations of three

polarizations p ∈ {x, y, z}, and each couple in the dipole
approximation via HI =

∑
i
∑

p
∑N

m gi,m(µ̂m,pa†
i,p + µ̂

†
m,pai,λ).

The the transition-dipole annihilation operators for polariza-
tion p are given by µ̂p =

∑
m |0⟩⟨m|σm +

∑
m>n(µa,n|m⟩⟨mn| +

µa,m|n⟩⟨mn|)) , and may be calculated from the transition-
dipole moments µm,x, µm,y, µm,z on each site. We assume inco-
herent pumping of the highest energy excitonic state (eigen-
state of HS on the singly excited subspace) at rate PX1 , and an
incoherent decay of each exciton at rate γ, unless otherwise
stated these are taken to be γ = 1 ns−1 and PX1 = 0.1 ns−1.
We show in the SM [57] (Eq. (77)) a consistent approach
to combining in a non-additive manner these incoherent en-
vironmental contributions with the HEOM approach used for

the local vibrational environments, in a similar framework to
Ref. [66].

We will analyse three models of the form given above.
These are a heterodimer (M = 2) model, for which we choose
parameters to resemble the central dimer in the photosynthetic
antenna phycocyanin 645 [67, 68], with λ = Ω = 100 cm−1

unless otherwise specified, as well as a subunit of (M = 3) of
the Light-harvesting 2 (LH2) complex [69, 70] found in pur-
ple bacteria. The latter has site-dependent reorganisation en-
ergies with the higher energy two sites having λ1 = λ2 = 140
cm−1, and the lower energy site having λ3 = 40 cm −1.
These simple models will be useful to characterise bounds on
zero-delay correlations, where we will see that system size
M is of key importance. Our main results are then shown
for the full Fenna-Matthews-Olson (FMO) complex [71–74],
with M = 8, reorganization energy λ = 35 cm−1 and cutoff
Ω = 106.1 cm−1. Further model details are shown in the SM.
All calculations are performed at 300 K.

Photon correlation functions give information on the condi-
tional probability of time-delayed photon coincidence events
[75]. That is, given the detection of a photon with polarization
a at t = 0, the studied correlations describe the conditional
probability of detection of a photon of polarization b at time
t = τ. The second-order photon correlation function reads

g(2)
ab (τ) =

⟨µ̂
†
aµ̂

†
b(τ)µ̂b(τ)µ̂a⟩

⟨µ̂
†
aµ̂a⟩⟨µ̂

†
bµ̂b⟩

, (2)

where ⟨· · · ⟩ := Tr[· · · ρ], with ρ the steady-state of the sys-
tem. Assuming the quantum regression theorem, we replace
µ̂
†
b(τ)µ̂b(τ) → (µ̂†bµ̂b)(τ), where O(τ) = eL

†τO is the Heisen-
berg time evolution of the operator O under the dual map
L†, which is calculated via HEOM as described in the SM.
Negative time photon correlations are defined as the reversal
of the order of measurements on the system, that is, swap-
ping of the indices a ↔ b. The dynamical map L is the
generator of evolution of the system state, with steady-state
L[ρ] = 0. We note the inclusion of the double excited sub-
space greatly increases the complexity of the HEOM calcu-
lations, as the effective state dimension including the ground
state is d = dim(H) = M(M − 1)/2 + M + 1. We thus ex-
ploit multiple speedups, such as auxiliary-operator filtering
[76], and an efficient steady-state solver [77] to overcome pro-
hibitive scaling of numerical complexity.

In simulating the emission of molecular systems [59, 61,
78–80], in Eq. (2) the operators µa are the transition-dipole
operators. In the SM we show how these may be obtained for
an arbitrary polarization filter and transition-dipole moments.
We show in the SM that over the nanosecond timescale of de-
cay to the electronic ground state, photon correlations indeed
tend to their uncorrelated value g(2)

ab (τ → ∞) = 1. Here we
focus on picosecond timescales of interaction with the vibra-
tional environment.

We note that current experiments are able to obtain de-
lay time-resolution of a few picoseconds [81], whilst this
may limit a complete characterization of time-resolved cor-
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FIG. 1. Zero delay photon correlations for different relative filter angles ϕ1 and ϕ2. a)-b) Show the dimer model with intersite coupling of
J = −46.8 cm−1 (see SM [57] for additional details) with a) intermediate environmental coupling λ = 35 cm−1 and b) strong environmental
coupling λ = 100 cm−1 (PC645 value). c), d) Show LH2 subunit with c) max(J) = 140 cm−1 = λ1 = λ2 and d) max(J) = 339 cm−1 (LH2
subunit value). f) Zero delay correlations for the FMO complex. e) Shows the autocorrelations for equal polarization angles of FMO (diagonal
elements of f)). Additional model details are given in SM [57].

relations, the total time-asymmetry is more readily accessi-
ble. This is defined as A[ f (t)] = || f (t) − f (−t)||, where
|| f (t)|| =

√
h
∑

k f (tk), h = ∆t/Npoints, with ∆t and Npoints the
range in and number of time values, respectively. We observe
that this total asymmetry is related to both steady-state coher-
ences and dynamical evolution of coherences in the system,
and investigate this looking at the asymmetry over differing
timescales. In order to capture the behaviour of steady-state
coherences in the system, in the following we compare the
asymmetry to the basis independent coherence [82, 83], de-
fined as,

C1(ρ) = S (ρ||1/d) = log2(d) − S (ρ), (3)

where S (ρ) = −Tr[ρ log2(ρ)] is the von Neumann entropy,
and S (ρ||σ) = −Tr[ρ log(σ)] − S (ρ) is the relative entropy;
C1(ρ) hence measures a distance from the infinite temperature
state, and behaves similarly to the purity of the state.

Zero-delay coherence witness:– Zero delay photon-
correlations may be exploited to witness the existence of
steady-state quantum coherence via the violation of a bound
[42]: g(2)

ab (0) ≤ 2 − 2
M , which we label the zero-delay

bound. Here, in Figure 1 we show zero-delay polarization
filtered correlations for each model. Notably, the structure of
bunched/anti-bunched regions is dominated by the molecule-
detector orientation. The regions where the zero-delay bound
is violated are designated by the inside of the black solid lines,
indicating the presence of steady-state excitonic coherence.

Figure 1a), b) shows the results for the dimer model for
two reorganisation energies, with in Figure 1b) λ = 100 cm−1,
much larger than the electronic coupling of −46.8 cm−1. We
note an increase of the region of violation of this bound when
strong environmental coupling is present, which is consistent
with the increased excitonic coherences observed as λ is in-
creased, shown in SM. In the SM we show that strong Marko-
vian pure dephasing can remove violation of the bound under

different pumping conditions as in Ref. [42]. For M = 2,
violation of the zero-delay bound is robust to the presence of
strong environmental coupling, leading to the potential to wit-
ness coherence in, for example, fluorescent proteins [84, 85]
with zero-delay photon cross-correlations.

We note that measurement of the zero-delay photon corre-
lations is experimentally challenging in the presence of fast
environmental dephasing [56], as the required time resolution
is lower than the dephasing time, typically from hundreds of
femtoseconds to a few picoseconds. More easily observed in
experiment is then a dephased quasi-equilibrium value, which
is typically lower than g(2)(0) [54], as observed below.

Figure 1c), d) show the results for the LH2 subunit [70],
looking at two cases with altered coupling between the most
strongly coupled sites: Figure 1c) max(J) ≈ λ and Figure 1d)
max(J) ≫ λ (note that the latter is the biologically relevant
value). We see a region of zero-delay bound violation when
max(Jmn) > λ, however for reduced couplings the bound is
no longer violated, despite the presence of steady-state coher-
ences (see Figure 2).

In Figure 1e), f) we show zero delay photon cross-
correlations for the FMO complex, and observe that the bound
is not violated for any combination of polarization filters, even
in the absence of the vibrational environment (see SM). This is
due to the fact that the zero-delay bound increases towards the
value 2 for large M, and thus for multichromophoric systems
such as FMO, additional bunching is required for the bound
to be violated. We also note that with knowledge of the dipole
moments one can strengthen the bound, and that in this case
the bound is similarly not violated (see SM). Thus, as M is in-
creased the zero-delay bound is less sensitive to the presence
of steady-state coherence (see Figure 3h)).

Asymmetric photon correlations and quantum coherent
transport:– Our central study is the relation of the behaviour
of photon cross-correlations to quantum coherent exciton
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FIG. 2. Time-dependence a), b), and total asymmetry c), e) of photon
correlations and their comparison to basis independent coherence d),
f). e) Shows integration times close to (orange squares, right axis)
and larger than (blue circles) the system-environment coherence time
τS−E ∼

1
√
Ωλ

. Dependence on reorganization energy λ and coupling
strength scaling parameter α shown. HEOM truncation = 20.

transfer in photosynthetic biomolecular systems. In the SM
(sections II-IV) we provide analytical arguments under the as-
sumption that photon emission processes occur much slower
than exciton transfer via an approximation assuming dipole
transitions occur predominantly between excitonic states. We
show that the dominant sources leading to time-asymmetrical
photon cross-correlations are due to excitonic coherences in
the steady-state or those generated by early-time Liouvillian
dynamics, which we refer to as dynamical coherences. Dy-
namical coherences are additionally a relevant quantum fea-
ture of excitation transport that we wish to probe the influence
of in the system. In the following we will not attempt do dis-
tinguish contributions to correlation asymmetry from dynam-
ical or steady-state coherence, rather, to probe the presence of
either form of coherence.

We recover symmetric correlations for classical multi-level
emitters obeying detailed balance, however, we observe asym-
metries may occur in a semi-classical description of coupled
two-level systems. These asymmetries can be bounded from
the assumptions of an incoherent steady-state, combined with
the assumption that excitonic coherences do not contribute to
dynamics (see SM, section II), from which we obtain

A[g(2)
ab (τ)] ≤

∑
α,α′ |(|µ̂bα′ |

2|µ̂aα|
2 − |µ̂aα′ |

2|µ̂bα|
2)|

S (1)
a S (1)

b

p(2), (4)

where S (1)
a = Tr[µ†aµaρ]. We note this bound is proportional

to the population of the doubly excited subspace p(2), and thus
expected to be very small. We then analyse the contributions
to the Liouvillian of a Frenkel-Exciton model with local pure-
dephasing, which may induce asymmetric cross-correlations.
We show that in a non-Hermitian Hamiltonian approach the
asymmetry inducing processes are those coupling excitonic
coherences and populations. Including the influence of quan-

tum jumps, we show that only a single term describing exciton
population-population transfer can contribute to photon cross-
correlation asymmetry, which appears as a contribution due to
excitonic interference enabled by delocalisation. Additional
terms which lead to an asymmetry of photon correlations ei-
ther arise from coherence-coherence or population-coherence
coupling terms in the master equation, or coherences in the
steady-state, suggesting steady-state and/or dynamical coher-
ence is the dominant source of correlation asymmetry.

Photon correlation asymmetry can be seen to behave as a
witness of coherent transport in Figure (2), where we study
the dependence of the total asymmetry on both electronic
couplings and reorganization energy λ in the LH2 subunit.
We study the dependence on electronic couplings by scal-
ing each coupling strength by a unitless parameter α, send-
ing Jmn → αJmn in Eq. (S3). We see that when altering
α, both C1(ρ) and total asymmetry each have very similar
dependence. When altering the reorganization energy, how-
ever, there more subtle behaviour owing to environmentally
induced dynamical coherence at short times. We first note that
the excitonic coherences, which increase with λ, and C1(ρ),
have an opposite dependence on λ. This is due to the fact
that increasing λ leads to localisation of the steady-state in
the site basis, increasing coherences in the excitonic basis,
whereas the basis independent measure captures the decrease
in entropy due to this localisation, leading to decreased C1(ρ).
The total asymmetry, on the other hand, has a dependence
on λ that depends on the timescale of integration. We define
a system-environment coherence time as τS−E ∼

1
√
Ωλ

, over
which the system-environment correlations decay [16]. If we
choose an integration measure much larger than this coher-
ence timescale (blue circles in Figure (2)e)), we see that the
total asymmetry follows a similar behaviour to C1(ρ). Close
to this coherence time (orange squares in Figure (2)e)), we ob-
serve that total asymmetry increases with λ. We thus see that
correlation asymmetry at early times is able to capture the in-
creased coherent environmentally induced transport, and thus
has concomitant behaviour to pertinent coherence measures in
relevant regimes.

In Figure 3a)-d) we show the second-order correlations
and their asymmetries for multiple polarization angles for the
FMO complex, and observe asymmetries over the expected
exciton transport timescales of a few picoseconds in each case
[30, 73] that violate the classical bound of Eq. (4). For sim-
plicity we use the x, y and z component of the dipoles. In Fig-
ure 3e), g) we show how the total asymmetry over a timescale
of 50 ps depends on the incoherent pump power and reorga-
nization energy, respectively, noting that pump power is con-
trollable in the laboratory and thus experimentally accessible.
We compare these to the basis independent coherence in Fig-
ure 3f), h), and observe the same trend in each case as the total
asymmetry. The dependence for C1(ρ) we attribute to the in-
creasing entropy of the state for larger pump power. We thus
observe that close to biological conditions photon correlation
asymmetry has similar behaviour to C1(ρ). Indeed, in the SM
we show that assuming a maximal entropy steady-state and
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FIG. 3. Time dependence of polarization filtered photon correlations for different polarizations a)-c) and their asymmetry for d) for the
FMO complex. Dashed yellow line shows the maximal value of the classical bound on correlation asymmetry, which is that of the x, z cross
correlation. e), f) Show pump power dependence of the total asymmetry of photon correlations out to 50 ps, and C1(ρ) (Eq. (3)), respectively.
g), h) Show the same for dependence on reorganization energy λ. HEOM truncation is 4, temperature = 300K. We note over nanosecond
timescales not shown here each g(2)

ab (τ)→ 1.

incoherent dynamics, the total asymmetry is zero, as is C1(ρ).
Conclusions:– In this work we have shown that photon cor-

relation asymmetry acts as a sensitive probe of quantum co-
herent energy transport in multichromophoric systems. We
have used exact numerical calculations of a prototypical pho-
tosynthetic light-harvesting system, the FMO complex, to
show that, under realistic electron-phonon interactions, zero
delay polarisation-filtered photon correlations may not suf-
fice to witness quantum coherence in non-equilibrium steady-
states of such photoexcited system. We have shown in that
case correlation time-asymmetries are more reliable reporters
of coherence: asymmetry is present over timescales compa-
rable to exciton transfer times at room temperature, and vio-
lates a bound obtainable from assuming completely classical
dynamics and an incoherent steady state. Further, the total
asymmetry is observed to closely follows the behaviour of the
basis independent coherence.

Analytical arguments based on a simplified model show
that whilst correlation asymmetry may be induced by
population-population transfer terms in a general quantum
master equation, for Frenkel-exciton Hamiltonian models
with locally coupled environments the dominant sources of
asymmetry are excitonic coherences.

Our results thus show that time-resolved photon cross-
correlations can be used to probe the quantum coherent na-
ture of transport in single-molecule quantum optical experi-
ments, which can be realised by deploying current on-chip
technology [86]. This will not only facilitate the much sought
after experimental insight into the effect that such coherences
may have in the function of photo-active supramolecular com-
plexes, but also the exploration of such complex quantum
emitters (and their phonon environments) in the development
of next-generation quantum photonic technologies [10].
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[42] C. Sánchez Munõz and F. Schlawin, Physical Review Letters
124, 203601 (2020).

[43] H. J. D. Miller, M. H. Mohammady, M. Perarnau-Llobet, and
G. Guarnieri, Physical Review E 103, 052138 (2021).

[44] G. T. Landi, M. J. Kewming, M. T. Mitchison, and P. P. Potts,
(2023), arXiv:2303.04270.

[45] M. Cygorek, E. D. Scerri, T. S. Santana, Z. X. Koong, B. D.
Gerardot, and E. M. Gauger, Physical Review A 107, 023718
(2023).

[46] C. A. Downing, E. del Valle, and A. I. Fernández-Domı́nguez,
Physical Review A 107, 023717 (2023).

[47] C. W. Hollars, S. M. Lane, and T. Huser, Chemical Physics
Letters 370, 393 (2003).
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S. Bange, D. Laux, S. Höger, P. Tinnefeld, J. M. Lupton, and
J. Vogelsang, Nature Communications 12, 1327 (2021).

[49] E. Wientjes, J. Renger, A. G. Curto, R. Cogdell, and N. F. Van
Hulst, Nature Communications 5, 1 (2014).

[50] Y. Kim, H. L. Puhl, E. Chen, G. H. Taumoefolau, T. A. Nguyen,
D. S. Kliger, P. S. Blank, and S. S. Vogel, Biophysical Journal
116, 1918 (2019).

[51] Q. Li, K. Orcutt, R. L. Cook, J. Sabines-Chesterking, A. L.
Tong, G. S. Schlau-Cohen, X. Zhang, G. R. Fleming, and K. B.
Whaley, Nature (2023), 10.1038/s41586-023-06121-5.

[52] J. Iles-Smith, D. P. S. McCutcheon, J. Mørk, and A. Nazir,
Phys. Rev. B 95, 201305 (2017).

[53] B. S. Humphries, D. Green, M. O. Borgh, and G. A. Jones,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 131, 143601 (2023).

[54] C. Nation, V. Notararigo, H. O. Gestsson, L. Sapienza, and
A. Olaya-Castro, (2024), arXiv:2403.00857.

[55] R. Loudon, Reports on Progress in Physics 43, 913 (1980).
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SECOND EXCITATION MANIFOLD OF THE FRENKEL
EXCITON MODEL

In this section we describe the approach to define the dou-
bly excited manifold, for which we follow Ref. [S79] and
references therein. We define the matrix elements of the sec-
ond excited subspace Hamiltonian H(2) in terms of the singly
excited subspace H(1) as,

⟨mn|H(2)|mn⟩ = ⟨m|H(1)|m⟩ + ⟨n|H(1)|n⟩ (S1)

for diagonal elements, and

⟨kl|H(2)|mn⟩ = δkm(1 − δln)⟨l|H(1)|n⟩ (S2)

+ δkn(1 − δlm)⟨l|H(1)|m⟩ + δlm(1 − δkn)⟨k|H(1)|n⟩

+ δln(1 − δkm)⟨k|H(1)|m⟩.

It will be illustrative below to initially analyse the case where
doubly excited states |mm⟩ are included, which amounts to
removing the (1 − δmn) factors in each term above.

The full Hamiltonian including the ground state is then of
the form

H =

0 0 0
0 H(1) 0
0 0 H(2)

 . (S3)

Then, for an operator O in the second excited subspace we
have

Oi j,ik = ⟨i j|O|ik⟩ = ⟨ j|O|k⟩ (S4)

for j , k. If we then decompose a dynamical map M into a
sum over contributions from individual operators O such that
M =

∑
O MO with MO[·] = OL ·OR, where each operator OL/R

is defined on the second excited state in the manner above. We
then have that

(MO)i j→ik = ⟨ik|MO[|i j⟩⟨i j|]|ik⟩
= ⟨ik|OL|i j⟩⟨i j|OR|ik⟩ (S5)
= ⟨k|OL| j⟩⟨ j|OR|k⟩

= (MO) j→k.

PHOTON CORRELATIONS FOR CLASSICAL MAPS

In this section we assert classicality by i) enforcing that the
steady-state has no coherences in some basis |α⟩, ii) the gener-
ator of dynamics does not create coherences from populations,
that is E(t)[|α⟩⟨α|] =

∑
βWα→β(t)|β⟩⟨β|, where Wα→β is under-

stood as the transition probability from state |α⟩ to state |β⟩.
If this is true of a system, then there exists a basis in which a
classical map describes the complete dynamics. Here this ba-
sis is taken as the excitonic basis diagonalising H, in which we
are interested in probing steady-state coherences, as well as
coherences induced by dynamics after photon emission from
the steady-state.

In order to calculate the second-order photon correlation
functions we must express the dipole operators in terms of the
two-excitation subspace of a Frenkel-Exciton model. The first
simplifying assumption we make in describing photon emis-
sion processes is the following:

µ̂a =
∑
α

(µaα|0⟩⟨α| +
∑
β>α

(µaβ|α⟩⟨αβ| + µaα|β⟩⟨αβ|))

= µ̂(1)
a + µ̂

(2)
a , (S6)

where µ̂(n)
a acts on the n excitation manifold to map onto that

of n − 1 excitations for n ∈ [1, 2], and |α⟩ =
∑

m cmα|m⟩ is the
excitonic state. The state |αβ⟩ denotes an excitation on both
excitons α and β. We note that in general, we have ⟨0|µ(1)

a |α⟩ =∑
m µm,a⟨m|α⟩ and ⟨α|µ(2)|βγ⟩ =

∑
m
∑

n,m µm⟨α|m⟩⟨mn|βγ⟩,
and thus the approximation ignores emission processes from
the doubly excited subspace of the form |α, β⟩ → |γ⟩ for
γ , α, β.

The steady-state in the doubly excited space is

ρ =
∑

αβα′β′=0
α>β,α′>β′

ραβα′β′ |αβ⟩⟨α
′β′|. (S7)

An incoherent state has the additional assertion that α = α′,
β = β′. We assume that ρ is the steady-state of the dynamical
generator E(t), such that E(t)[ρ] = ρ. We may understand
the second-order photon correlation functions of Eq. (2) as a
sequence of two maps M̃a[·] = 1

S (1)
a
µ̂a · µ̂

†
a =

1
S (1)

a
Ma[·] with

S (1)
a = ⟨µ̂

†
aµ̂a⟩. Up to a normalisation factor of 1

S (1)
a S (1)

b
the two-
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point photon correlation function of Eq. (2) is obtained via

S (2)
ab (τ) := Tr[Mb[E(τ)[Ma[ρ]]]]. (S8)

We begin by writing an incoherent state in a convenient
form:

ρinc = p(0)|0⟩⟨0| +
N∑
α=1

p(1)
α |α⟩⟨α| +

∑
αβ
α>β

p(2)
αβ |αβ⟩⟨αβ|

= ρ(0) + ρ(1) + ρ(2), (S9)

where we have split the contributions into the zero excita-
tion, single excitation, and doubly excited subspaces. We
can simply ignore the contribution of the zero excited state
to Ma[ρ], as this only has terms ∝ ⟨0|α⟩ for α , 0, and thus
,Ma[ρ(0)] = 0. We then have

Ma[ρinc] =
∑
α

|µaα|
2 p(1)
α |0⟩⟨0| (S10)

+
∑
αβ
α>β

p(2)
αβ(|µaβ|

2|α⟩⟨α| + |µaα|
2|β⟩⟨β|

+ µaβµ
∗
aα|α⟩⟨β| + µaαµ

∗
aβ|β⟩⟨α|).

We now require the action of E onto Ma[ρinc], which can be
obtained by defining E as an incoherent map and thus having
the properties:

Einc(τ)[|αβ⟩⟨αβ|] =
∑
α′β′

α′>β′

Wαβ→α′β′ (τ)|α′β′⟩⟨α′β′| (S11)

Einc(τ)[|αβ⟩⟨α′β′|] = 0 if α, β , α′, β′. (S12)

In this sense we have asserted that both the steady-state and
its dynamical generator are ‘classical’, in that they do not con-
tain or generate coherences. We have thus effectively enforced
dynamics under a Pauli master equation. We then have

Einc(τ)[Ma[ρinc]] = |µ̂aα|
2 p(1)
α Einc(τ)[|0⟩⟨0|] (S13)

+
∑
αβ
α>β

p(2)
αβ(|µ̂aα|

2Einc(τ)[|β⟩⟨β|] + |µ̂aβ|
2Einc(τ)[|α⟩⟨α|])

=

N∑
α=1

∑
α′β′=0
α′>β′

|µ̂aα|
2 p(1)
α W00→α′β′ (τ)|α′β′⟩⟨α′β′|

+
∑
αβ=1
α>β

∑
α′β′=0
α′>β′

p(2)
αβ(|µ̂aα|

2Wβ0→α′β′ (τ)

+ |µ̂aβ|
2Wα0→α′β′ (τ))|α′β′⟩⟨α′β′.|

Here the first term corresponds to an initial de-excitation from
the first excited state to the ground state by emission of pho-
ton a followed by evolution from |00⟩ → |α′β′⟩, including the
possibility of no change in the state. The second term, cor-
responds to photon emission from the doubly excited state to

the singly excited state, followed by evolution under Einc(τ) to
any other state.

In order to calculate the second-order correlation function,
we then wish to find the application of the map Mb onto the
above result, for which we find it convenient to re-express the
above result into 4 terms corresponding to the transitions that
are caused between manifolds by the action of Einc(τ). We
denote these as terms containing W (01)

00→α′0, W (11)
α0→α′0, W (02)

00→α′β′ ,

and W (12)
α0→α′β′ , corresponding to transitions from ground to first

excited states, evolution within the first excited state, ground
to second excited states, and transitions from the first excited
states to the second excited states, respectively.

We note that typically only the W (11)
α0→α′0 term will contribute

to early time asymmetries, as the transition rate between states
of differing excitation number is ∼ 1000 times smaller than the
transition rate between states in the singly excited manifold,
and we are interested in the limit of weak incoherent pump-
ing, where the relevant pumping rates are significantly smaller
than the decay rates. Thus, we ignore terms that involve tran-
sitions between excited state manifolds, as the dominant con-
tribution is that of exciton transfer by W (11)

α0→α′0. We addition-
ally exclude any terms that leave the state in the ground state,
as these are destroyed by the action of Mb. Thus, the relevant
terms are

Einc(τ)[Ma[ρinc]] (S14)

≈
∑
αβ=1
α>β

∑
α′=1

p(2)
αβ(|µ̂aα|

2W (11)
β0→α′0(τ)

+ |µ̂aβ|
2W (11)
α0→α′0(τ))|α′⟩⟨α′|

=
∑
αβ=1

∑
α′=1

p(2)
αβ |µ̂aα|

2W (11)
β0→α′0(τ)|α′⟩⟨α′|

where we have extended the definition p(2)
αβ = p(2)

βα and p(2)
αα = 0.

The above form simplifies the calculation of the action of Mb,
as we are interested only in diagonal terms (due to the trace
being taken after Mb), which allows us to write

Tr[Mb[Einc(τ)[Ma[ρinc]]]]

≈ Tr[M(1→0)
b [E(1→1)

inc (τ)[M(2→1)
a [ρinc]]]] (S15)

= Tr[µ̂(1)
b

∑
i j

∑
f=1

p(2)
αβ |µ̂aα|

2W (11)
β0→α′0(τ)|α′⟩⟨α′|µ̂(1)†

b ]

=
∑
αβ

∑
α′

p(2)
αβ |µ̂bα′ |

2|µ̂aα|
2W (11)
β→α′ (τ)

=
∑
α,α′

|µ̂bα′ |
2|µ̂aα|

2
∑
β

p(2)
αβWβ→α′ (τ),

where the superscript (n → n′) is used on maps in the first
line to represent the terms of the map which take states from
the n-excitation subspace to the n′ excitation subspace. This
captures the key approximation implied by the weak pumping
and decay condition.
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Notably, this expression allows for the total asymmetry to
be bounded, as we can write this asymmetry as

A ∝ |
∑
α,α′

(|µ̂bα′ |
2|µ̂aα|

2 − |µ̂aα′ |
2|µ̂bα|

2)
∑
β

p(2)
αβWβ→α′ (τ)|

≤
∑
α,α′

|(|µ̂bα′ |
2|µ̂aα|

2 − |µ̂aα′ |
2|µ̂bα|

2)|
∑
β

p(2)
αβWβ→α′ (τ),

(S16)

as p(2)
αβ > 0 and Wα→β > 0. Then using

∑
βWβ→α =

⟨α|eL
†τ[

∑
β |β⟩⟨β|]α⟩ = ⟨α|eL

†τ[1]|α⟩ = 1, where we have used
that the adjoint map is unital, which can be seen from the trace
preserving condition on the Kraus decomposition of the dy-
namical map. The Cauchy-Schwarz inequality implies that∑
β p(2)
αβWβ→α′ (τ) ≤

∑
β p(2)
αβ ≤ p(2), where p(2) is the total occu-

pation of the doubly excited state. This leads us to,

A ≤
∑
α,α′ |(|µ̂bα′ |

2|µ̂aα|
2 − |µ̂aα′ |

2|µ̂bα|
2)|

S (1)
a S (1)

b

p(2). (S17)

We thus have a classical bound on correlation asymmetry.

Examples of correlation symmetry

We here analyse the case of N multi-level emitters - that
is, a classical model as above however where pαα , 0. In
this case, as a consequence of the definition in Section of
the doubly excited subspace we have that

∑
β p(2)
αβWβ→α′ (τ) =∑

β p(2)
αβ⟨α

′|Einc(τ)[|β⟩⟨β|]|α′⟩ = ⟨α′|Einc(τ)[
∑
β p(2)
αβ |β⟩⟨β|]|α

′⟩ =

pαα′ . The final equality here is seen noting that p(2)
αβ = pαpβ

for a classical emitter, and thus
∑
β p(2)
αβ |β⟩⟨β| = pα

∑
β pβ|β⟩⟨β|,

which is proportional to the steady-state of the dynamical
map. We then have∑
α,α′

|µ̂bα′ |
2|µ̂aα|

2
∑
β

p(2)
αβWβ→α′ (τ) =

∑
α,α′

|µ̂bα′ |
2|µ̂aα|

2 p(2)
αα′ ,

(S18)

which, crucially, is symmetric on exchange a↔ b, and hence
S (2)

ab = S (2)
ba . We thus recover symmetry of correlations in the

case of classical multi-level emitters.
In this example we have seen that the relation p(2)

αβ ∝ pαpβ
leads to the symmetry of photon correlations. This rela-
tion is true for example for thermal equilibrium states ρβ =
Z−1 ∑

α e−βEα |α⟩⟨α|, with Z =
∑
α e−βEα .

The above considered case of a state which leads to cor-
relation symmetry leads us to note that for a fully classical
system with the assumption of non-invasive measurability, we
trivially expect fully time-symmetric correlations of emission.
That is, if the initial measurement Ma does not influence the
underlying probability distribution: Ma[ρ] = maρ for some
value ma.

We can further see from the fact that for weak pumping and
decay

∑
βWβ→α ≈ 1, if the state on the doubly excited mani-

fold is a maximal entropy state 1
d(2) 1, where d(2) is the dimen-

sion on the doubly excited subspace, we recover once more

correlation symmetry. This explains why the asymmetry be-
haves in a similar manner to the basis independent coherence
in the limits of high entropy where each are expected to be
small.

Diagonal Map

In the above treatment of an incoherent map we completely
ignored the presence of coherences, which is a drastic simpli-
fication. We can see from Eq. (S10) that even for an initial
state with no coherences, the initial photon emission may lead
to a transient state with non-zero coherences. We thus ex-
tend the above analysis to the case of a diagonal map, ED(τ),
where populations map to populations, and coherences to co-
hernces, such that populations and coherences are completely
decoupled. We further saw that the only contribution of the
dynamical map in the limit of weak pumping and decay is to
the single excited state manifold, thus, we write

ED(τ)[|α⟩⟨α|] =
∑
β

Wα→β(τ)|β⟩⟨β| (S19)

ED(τ)[|α⟩⟨β|] =∑
α′β′

W (C−C)
αβ→α′β′ (τ)|α

′⟩⟨β′|.

In the above section we found the term corresponding to the
evolution of populations under this map, here we see that the
evolution of coherences may also contribute. We obtain, us-
ing M(1→0)

b [|α⟩⟨β|] = µbαµ
∗
bβ|0⟩⟨0|, that the contribution of this

coherence term to photon cross correlations is∑
αβ
α,β

∑
α′β′

α′,β′

p(2)
αβµaαµ

∗
aβµbα′µ

∗
bβ′W

(C−C)
αβ→α′β′ , (S20)

and thus for a diagonal map we have:

Tr[Mb[ED(τ)[Ma[ρinc]]]] =
∑
α,α′

|µ̂bα′ |
2|µ̂aα|

2
∑
β

p(2)
αβWβ→α′ (τ)

+
∑
αβ
α,β

∑
α′β′

α′,β′

p(2)
αβµaαµ

∗
aβµbα′µ

∗
bβ′W

(C−C)
αβ→α′β′ . (S21)

Now, we can see that the coherence-coherence term con-
tributes the asymmetry:∑
αβ
α,β

∑
α′β′

α′,β′

p(2)
αβµaαµ

∗
aβµbα′µ

∗
bβ′W

(C−C)
αβ→α′β′ (S22)

−
∑
αβ
α,β

∑
α′β′

α′,β′

p(2)
αβµbαµ

∗
bβµaα′µ

∗
aβ′W

(C−C)
αβ→α′β′

=
∑
αβ
α,β

∑
α′β′

α′,β′

p(2)
αβ(µaαµ

∗
aβµbα′µ

∗
bβ′ − µbαµ

∗
bβµaα′µ

∗
aβ′ )W

(C−C)
αβ→α′β′ .

(S23)
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From which we recover that auto-correlations (a = b) are triv-
ially time-symmetric. The above can be re-written by instead
relabelling the summed indices:∑

αβ
α,β

∑
α′β′

α′,β′

µaαµ
∗
aβµbα′µ

∗
bβ′ (p(2)

αβW
(C−C)
αβ→α′β′ − p(2)

α′β′W
(C−C)
α′β′→αβ).

(S24)

FRENKEL EXCITON WITH TIME-DEPENDENT
PURE-DEPHASING

Here we show a specific example of an N site Frenkel ex-
citon model with a pure-dephasing environment, as studied
extensively in [S87, S88] in the context of environmentally
induced transport processes. Concretely, we have

L[ρ] = −i[H(t), ρ] +
∑

i

γi(t)
2

[2|i⟩⟨i|ρ|i⟩⟨i| − {|i⟩⟨i|, ρ}],

(S25)

where |i⟩ label the sites of the model. In the following, for
simplicity, we drop the explicit time dependence on dephas-
ing rates γi and the Hamiltonian H(t), however note that no
assumptions regarding their time dependence are made.

We first wish to write this in the excitonic basis, in order to
explore the role of excitonic coherences in the asymmetry of
photon correlations. To do so we define C(i)

αβ := ⟨α|i⟩⟨i|β⟩, and
the master equation becomes

L[ρ] =
(
− i

∑
αβ

(Eαραβ − Eβραβ)

−
∑

i

γi

2

∑
αβα′

(C(i)
αα′ρα′β +C(i)

α′βραα′ )

+
∑

i

γi

∑
αβα′β′

C(i)
αβ′C

(i)
α′βρβ′α′

)
|α⟩⟨β|. (S26)

The first two terms of the above master equation can be writ-
ten in terms of a non Hermitian Hamiltonian HNH = H −
i
∑

i
γi
2 |i⟩⟨i| = H − i

∑
i
γi
2
∑
αβC(i)

αβ|α⟩⟨β|, by defining LNH[·] =

−i(HNH ·−·H
†
NH). The third term is that due to quantum jumps,

which we write as LJ .
We have seen in the above that the asymmetry of photon

correlations can be analysed in four steps. 1) Initial measure-
ment on steady-state ρ(a) = M(2→1)

a [ρ]. 2) Time evolution un-
der L. 3) Second measurement M(1→0)

b [ρ(a)(t)]. 4) Analysis of
symmetry under interchange of measurement order via that of
indexes a, b. In order to determine the symmetry, for simplic-
ity, in step 2) rather than calculating the full time evolution
we can calculate the application of the dynamical generator,
or Liouvillian L.

We first write the steady-state of the system, which we as-

sume to be incoherent, as

ρinc = p(0)|0⟩⟨0| +
N∑
α=1

p(1)
α |α⟩⟨α| +

∑
αβ
α>β

p(2)
αβ |αβ⟩⟨αβ|

= ρ(0) + ρ(1) + ρ(2). (S27)

Beginning with step 1), then, we apply the measurement
via emission from the doubly excited subspace to the single
excited subspace:

ρ(a)
inc =

∑
αβ
α,β

p(2)
αβ(|µaα|

2|β⟩⟨β| + µaαµ
∗
aβ|α⟩⟨β|). (S28)

We thus observe that the initial emission process creates co-
herences from an initial incoherent state.

For step 2) we then calculate the action of the Liouvillian
L, which we split as above into two parts. First, the non-
Hermitian Hamiltonian part, which acts on matrix elements
|α⟩⟨β| to obtain

LNH[|α⟩⟨β|] = −i
∑
α′

(|α′⟩⟨α′|HNH |α⟩⟨β| − |α⟩⟨β|H
†
NH |α

′⟩⟨α′|)

= −i
∑
α′

((Eαδαα′ − i
∑

i

γi

2
C(i)
α′α)|α

′⟩⟨β| (S29)

− (Eβδβα′ + i
∑

i

γi

2
C(i)
βα′ )|α⟩⟨α

′|)

=
∑
α′

((Eαδαα′ − iΓα′α)|α′⟩⟨β|

− (Eβδβα′ + iΓβα′ )|α⟩⟨α′|), (S30)

where we have defined Γα′α =
∑

i
γi
2 C(i)
α′α. Acting on ρ(a)

inc, we
thus recover

LNH[ρ(a)
inc] = −

∑
αβ
α,β

p(2)
αβ |µaα|

2
∑
α′

(Γα′β|α′⟩⟨β| − Γβα′ |β⟩⟨α′|)

− i
∑
αβ
α,β

p(2)
αβµaαµ

∗
aβ

∑
α′

[
(Eαδαα′ − iΓα′α)|α′⟩⟨β|)

− (Eβδβα′ + iΓβα′ )|α⟩⟨α′|)
]
. (S31)

Similarly, for the jump term, we have

LJ[|α⟩⟨β|] =
∑

i

γi

∑
α′β′

C(i)
α′αC

(i)
ββ′ |α

′⟩⟨β′|, (S32)

such that

LJ[ρ(a)
inc] =

∑
αβ
α,β

p(2)
αβ

∑
i

γi

∑
α′β′

(|µaα|
2C(i)
α′βC

(i)
ββ′ (S33)

+ µaαµ
∗
aβC

(i)
α′αC

(i)
ββ′ )|α

′⟩⟨β′|.

Now, for step 3), we calculate the second measurement pro-
cess, given by the emission to the ground state via M(1→0)

b .
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This can similarly be seen to act on matrix elements on the
single excited space to yield

M(1→0)
b [|α⟩⟨β|] = µbαµ

∗
bβ|0⟩⟨0|. (S34)

We thus have, for the non-Hermitian contribution,

Tr[M(1→0)
b [LNH[ρ(a)

inc]]] =

−
∑
αβ
α,β

p(2)
αβ |µaα|

2
∑
α′

(µbα′µ
∗
bβΓα′β − µbβµ

∗
bα′Γβα′ )

− i
∑
αβ
α,β

p(2)
αβµaαµ

∗
aβ

∑
α′

(Eαδαα′ − iΓα′α)µbα′µ
∗
bβ)

− (Eβδβα′ + iΓβα′ )µbαµ
∗
bα′ ) (S35)

and secondly, for the quantum jump term

Tr[M(1→0)
b [LJ[ρ(a)

inc]]] =
∑
αβ
α,β

p(2)
αβ

∑
i

γi

∑
α′β′

(|µaα|
2C(i)
α′βC

(i)
ββ′

+ µaαµ
∗
aβC

(i)
α′αC

(i)
ββ′ )µbα′µ

∗
bβ′ . (S36)

Finally, then, we can observe in each of these contributions
which terms lead to symmetric photon correlations, and which
lead to an asymmetry on interchange of indices a, b. We cru-
cially wish to distinguish the role of terms which couple pop-
ulations to populations, those which couple coherences to co-
herences, and those coupling populations and coherences.

First analysing the non-Hermitian term, Eq. (S35), we can
note that the first term manifests from the populations in ρ(a)

inc,
and consists of terms in the summation coupling these popu-
lations to both populations and coherences. This can be seen
via noting that

p(2)
αβ |µaα|

2µbα′µ
∗
bβΓα′β (S37)

arises from the matrix element p(2)
αβ |αβ⟩⟨αβ| of the initial state

being acted upon by the initial measurement M(2→1)
a to ob-

tain p(2)
αβ |µaα|

2|β⟩⟨β|. The non-Hermitian part of the genera-
tor then acts on this state, the first term of which includes
Γα′β =

∑
i
γi
2 C(i)
α′β which arises due to the non-Hermitian part

of the effective Hamiltonian acting from the left onto the pop-
ulation ∝ |β⟩⟨β|. This term thus maps the population |β⟩⟨β|
to itself for α′ = β, and otherwise maps populations to co-
herences in the excitonic basis. We note that the term that
maps the population to itself, p(2)

αβ |µaα|
2|µbβ|

2Γββ, is symmetric
under interchange of indices a and b, and thus is symmetric
with respect to reversal of photon measurement order. The
terms which map populations to coherences in the dynamics
contribute the asymmetry in Eq. (S37).

The second term (lines 2 and 3 of the right hand side) of
Eq. (S35) arises from the coherences generated by the initial
measurement M(2→1)

a , and contains terms of the form

p(2)
αβµaαµ

∗
aβ

∑
α′

(Eαδαα′ − iΓα′α)µbα′µ
∗
bβ. (S38)

Here we see that the generated coherence ∝ |α⟩⟨β| with α , β
under the initial measurement Ma interacts (in this case again
from the left) with the non-Hermitian Hamiltonian. The
Hamiltonian part maps eigenstates to themselves, and thus
contributes Eαδαα′ , and thus this term maps coherences to co-
herences. Notably the term p(2)

αβEαµaαµ
∗
aβµbαµ

∗
bβ is symmetric

on exchange of indices a and b.
The second term in Eq. (S38) includes elements which map

coherences to coherences, and coherences to populations. The
former include each term in Eq. (S38) with α′ , α, which
can be seen from the corresponding term of Eq. (S35). No-
tably, the term p(2)

αβΓα′αµaαµ
∗
aβµbα′µ

∗
bβ is symmetric under in-

terchange of indices a, b only for α′ = α - the term mapping
coherences to coherences. Again, those mapping populations
to coherences manifest correlation asymmetry.

We thus see that terms in the non-Hermitian effective
Hamiltonian that lead coherences and populations to evolve
separately do not lead to correlation asymmetry, whereas
terms coupling populations and coherences can lead to asym-
metric photon correlations.

We now turn to the quantum jumps term of the master equa-
tion. Taking as an example the first term in (S36), which
describes the evolution and subsequent emission event of the
populations term in Eq. (S28), the factor C(i)

α′βC
(i)
ββ′ arises from

the jump operator acting on the population |β⟩⟨β|, which is
mapped to |α′⟩⟨β′|, and thus this term maps populations to
populations when α′ = β′, and otherwise maps populations
to coherences. We note that when α′ = β′ the relevant term
is p(2)

αβγi|µaα|
2C(i)
α′βC

(i)
βα′ |µbα′ |

2, which is not in general symmet-
ric under interchange of a and b, meaning that the quantum
jumps term mapping populations to populations may indeed
generate asymmetries in photon correlations. Here symmet-
ric correlations are recovered in the case of no exciton delo-
calisation, when C(i)

α′β = δα′β. We further note that the term

C(i)
αβC

(i)
βα = ⟨β|i⟩⟨i|α⟩⟨α|i⟩⟨i|β⟩ can be understood in terms of in-

terferences between excitons α and β on site i. For α = β
the sum over each site corresponds to the inverse participation
ratio of the excitonic state, capturing the delocalisation of the
exciton over all sites.

The second term in Eq. (S36) describes the evolution
by quantum jumps of the coherences formed via the ini-
tial measurement of M(2→1)

a . This term maps coherences
to populations for α′ = β′, and coherences to coherences
otherwise. The relevant factor for this term is given by
p(2)
αβγiµaαµ

∗
aβC

(i)
α′αC

(i)
ββ′µbα′µ

∗
bβ′ , which is symmetric for real µ in

the α′ = β′ case, and otherwise only symmetric when this con-
dition is again enforced in the limit of zero exciton delocalisa-
tion. We note that for Hamiltonians describing time-reversal
invariant systems the eigenstates are real valued, and thus µ is
similarly real in the exciton basis. This occurs for the Frenkel
exciton Hamiltonian in the cases studied where all couplings
are real valued.

We thus see that the terms which may lead to a violation
of the symmetry on interchange of measurement order either
manifest as a result of the mapping of coherences to popula-
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tions and vice-versa, or arise in the quantum jumps term as
a result of exciton delocalisation. This thus leads to the con-
clusion that correlation asymmetry in Frenkel exciton models
with environmental couplings locally acting in the site basis
is a direct result of manifestly quantum behaviours of the sys-
tem.

MODELS

In this section we describe in full the models used in the
main text. Each model consists of three components required
to calculate the steady-state and time evolution of photon
cross correlations: i) the Hamiltonian, ii) the environment
as characterised by a spectral density and/or jump operators
with respective rates, iii) the dipole moments, which may be
used to obtain their projection onto a polarization direction
as shown in Section , and obtain the dipole operators µ̂. All
calculations are performed at room temperature, 300 K.

Dimer

We choose the dimer model parameters to resemble PC645
[S68]. We thus choose site energies as ϵ01 = 17317 cm−1, ϵ01 =
15405 cm−1, and the coupling strength as J = −46.8 cm−1

(when not specified), and with a Drude-Lorentz environment
with λ = Ω = 100 cm−1.

We take the dipole moment of the dimer model to be given
by a single angle θ dictating the relative orientation of the mo-
ments. Facing on in the molecular x direction, and the other
an angle θ in the x − y plane we then have µ⃗1 = (µ, 0, 0) and
µ⃗2 = (µ cos(θ), µ sin(θ), 0). We take µ = 1 for simplicity, and
use θ = π/2 in the calculations shown. The relative angle of
the molecular and lab frames is further specified by the an-
gles θdet, ϕdet (see Sec below), which we take to be equal to
0.8 π and 0.4π, respectively. We note that it is these values as
well as the relative dipole orientations which dictate the over-
all shape of the cross-correlation colour plots in e.g Figure 1.
Thus we do not observe the shape change significantly with
Hamiltonian parameters, but rather the magnitude of correla-
tions.

We note that, as a naively applied dimer model we do not
expect the direct results of this model to in practice resem-
ble PC645, which itself has 8 sites and multiple environmen-
tal modes which play an important role in exciton dynamics,

which are not considered here. This model is chosen as a sim-
ple model with similar parameters to those expected in photo-
synthetic systems.

In Figure S2 we use different parameters chosen to be iden-
tical to those in Ref. [S42], and add an additional pure de-
phasing term to the environment via a Gorini, Kossakowski,
Lindblad and Sudarshan (GKSL) master equation with jump
operators Lpd = |m⟩⟨m| acting on each site with an identical
rate γpd.

LH2 subunit

The subunit for which we show results for zero-delay pho-
ton correlations in Figures 1c), d) in the main text is chosen
as a single α − β subunit of LH2, consisting of a pair of chro-
mophores from the B850 ring, which consists of 18 total sites,
and a single chromophore of the B800 ring, which is made
up of 9 sites. This subunit is thus repeated 9 times in a ring
structure in a single LH2 complex. The parameters we use for
this model are taken from Ref. [S70], which we repeat here
for clarity.

The Hamiltonian is given by

H =

12798.4 339.0 −15.6
339.0 12805.8 −9.7
−15.6 −9.7 13021

 , (S39)

where the upper two diagonal elements are the (strongly cou-
pled) α and β sites of the B850 ring, and the third is the
B800 site, which is far more weakly coupled. The Drude-
Lorentz environments of the B850 chromophores, sites 1 and
2, each have reorganization energy λ1 = λ2 = 140 cm−1

and cutoffs Ω1 = Ω2 = 100 cm−1 , whereas the B800
chromophore has a lower reorganization energy λ3 = 40
cm−1, and an identical cutoff Ω3 = 100 cm−1. In Fig-
ures 1c) we reduce the coupling J12 from 339.0 cm−1 ≫

λ1 to 140 cm−1 = λ1. The dipole moments are µ⃗1 =

(8.7509, 2.9632, 1.1907), µ⃗2 = (4.3143,−7.4567, 0.842), and
µ⃗3 = (−5.6751, 6.3565, 1.2896), respectively. In Figures 1c),
d) we use θdet = π/2 and ηdet = π/20, which are chosen to
show the area in which the zero-delay bound is violated in
Figures 1d).

FMO

The Hamiltonian used is ‘Model C’ of Ref. [S71]:
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TABLE I. Components of dipole moments of FMO complex [S73] can be calculated from the protein data bank (code: 3ENI).

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
x -0.74100554 -0.85714086 -0.19712114 -0.79924043 -0.73692547 -0.13501747 -0.49511476 -0.13838472
y -0.56060174 0.5037757 0.95741018 -0.53357321 0.6557619 -0.879218 -0.70834118 0.82141214
z -0.36964371 -0.10732938 -0.21097155 -0.27661231 0.16406458 0.45688729 -0.50310451 -0.55329175

HFMO =



12405. −87 4.2 −5.2 5.5 −14. −6.4 21.
−87 12505. 28. 6.9 1.5 8.7 4.5 4.2
4.2 28. 12150. −54. −0.2 −7.6 1.2 0.6
−5.2 6.9 −54. 12300. −62. −16. −51. −1.3
5.5 1.5 −0.2 −62. 12470. 60. 1.7 3.3
−14. 8.7 −7.6 −16. 60. 12575. 29. −7.9
−6.4 4.5 1.2 −51. 1.7 29. 12375. −9.3
21. 4.2 0.6 −1.3 3.3 −7.9 −9.3 12430


.

As in Ref. [S71] the employed form of the environment is
not amenable to description in terms of the HEOM formalism,
we instead use a Drude-Lorentz form with λ = 35cm−1 and
Ω = 106.1 cm−1 as in Refs. [S72, S73] which is also similar to
that used/observed in [S74]. The dipole moments are assumed
to lie in the direction of a line connecting the NB and ND
atoms. The atomic coordinates were taken from the crystal
structure of the FMO trimer. Dipole moments are shown in
Table I.

In our calculations for the time dependent correlations
FMO complex we have used the molecular x, y, and z com-
ponents for simplicity, noting that these are possible to se-
lect from combinations of polarization angle and molecular
orientation, though more importantly that qualitative features
with different selections of these parameters are not altered.
For the zero delay photon statistics, we use the same rel-
ative molecule-detector orientations as the dimer model of
θdet = 0.8π and ϕdet = 0.4π.

PROJECTION OF MOLECULAR DIPOLE MOMENT ONTO
EFFECTIVE POLARIZATION-FILTER

The dipole moment of site i is defined as a three compo-
nent vector µ⃗m = (µm,x, µm,y, µm,z). This vector can be defined

in terms of its magnitude µm = |µ⃗m| =
√
µ2

m,x + µ
2
m,y + µ

2
m,z,

and the azimuthal and polar angles, η = arccos( µz,i

µ
) and

θ = arctan( µy,i

µx,i
), respectively. In the simplest case where the

detector is in the molecular z direction, as in Figure S1a), we
have that the projection onto the polarization-filtered compo-
nent of the dipole is given by (dropping the site index m for

FIG. S1. Examples of relative molecule-detector orientations for ob-
taining effective polarization-filtered dipole moment.

ease of notation)

µe f f (ϕ) = P(ϕ)µ⃗

=
(
cos(ϕ) sin(ϕ) 0

) 
µx

µy

µz


= µ[cos(ϕ) sin(η) cos(θ) + sin(ϕ) sin(η) sin(θ)]
= µ sin(η) cos(θ − ϕ). (S40)

We note that for N sites, there is thus a list of N dipole mo-
ments each characterised by the above magnitude and rele-
vant angles in the molecule frame. The effective polarization-
filtered dipole operator is then given by µ̂(ϕ) =

∑N
i µi(ϕ)|0⟩⟨i|+

H.c in the single excitation manifold.
We can also define different molecule-detector orientations

via the angles θdet and ηdet between the detector and molecular
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frames, as in Figure S1. For finite θdet in this case we may
simply make the substitution ϕ→ ϕ + θdet. In Figure S1b) we
illustrate the case of ηdet =

π
2 , θdet = 0, corresponding to the

detector plane aligning with the molecular y axis. This such a
scenario of finite ηdet we have a rotation of the molecular basis
describing the dipole vector µ⃗ = (µx, µy, µz) with respect to
the lab frame, via

µ⃗′(ηdet, 0) = P(ϕ)R(ηdet)µ⃗ (S41)

=
(
cos(ϕ) sin(ϕ) 0

) 
1 0 0
0 cos(ηdet) sin(ηdet)
0 − sin(ηdet) cos(ηdet)



µx

µy

µz

 .

Similarly, in S1c) we have both finite ηdet and θdet, such that
the relevant rotation becomes

µ⃗′(ηdet, θdet) = P(ϕ)R(ηdet)S (θdet)µ⃗

=
(
cos(ϕ) sin(ϕ) 0

) 
1 0 0
0 cos(ηdet) sin(ηdet)
0 − sin(ηdet) cos(ηdet)




cos(θdet) sin(θdet) 0
− sin(θdet) cos(θdet) 0

0 0 1



µx

µy

µz

 . (S42)

In general, then, the effective dipole moment can be ob-
tained by a two step process of the required rotations µ⃗ → µ⃗′

such that the dipole aligns with the z−axis, followed by tak-
ing the projection in that basis µ⃗′ → µ′x cos(ϕ) + µ′y sin(ϕ).
We thus define the dipole operator for site m as µ̂ϕ,m =

µ⃗′ϕ(ηdet, θdet)|m⟩⟨0| + h.c, and the total effective dipole oper-
ators as µ̂ϕ =

∑
m µ̂ϕ,m.

ADDITIONAL NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section we provide some additional numerical anal-
ysis to supplement the conclusions of the main text. Firstly,
for the Dimer model with identical parameters to that stud-
ied in Ref. [42] with an included Markovian environmental
pure-dephasing, we show in Figure S2 that a Markovian en-
vironment can remove the ability of zero delay correlations to
witness coherence in the steady-state for large values of pure
dephasing γpd.

In Figure S3 we show the time dependence of photon cor-
relations for the LH2 subunit model and the FMO complex,
showing indeed that at timescales longer than the ∼ 1ns de-
cay timescale of the electronic excited states photons correla-
tions tend to the uncorrelated limit of g(2)

ϕ1ϕ2
= 1. It is further

notable that the correlation asymmetry similarly lasts for this
long time, which is not observed in the FMO complex (see
Figure S6). This is due to the larger system size M of FMO,
combined with the essentially random projection of the polar-
ization filter onto the exciton basis, leading to decaying asym-

FIG. S2. zero delay photon correlations for dimer model of Ref. [42]
and the dependence on pure dephasing. a) Shows γpd = 0, b) shows
γpd = 10γ, c) shows γpd = 1000γ. We note that the latter is closest
to the case of photosynthetic systems, where the timescales of de-
phasing and decoherence due to vibrational background are ∼ 1000×
faster (ps) than those of excited state decay to the EM environment
(ns).

metry over the picosecond timescales of the vibrational envi-
ronment. In the LH2 subunit, after this picosecond timescale
some asymmetry remains as the projection of the polariza-
tion filter onto the excitonic basis biases strongly particular
states. Future work will analyze in more detail the role of the
projection of the polarization filter onto particular states onto
the correlation asymmetry, which dictates the role of the vi-
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FIG. S3. a) Long time dependence of photon cross-correlations for
LH2 subunit, and b) the corresponding asymmetry. c) Shows long
time dependence of photon cross-correlations of the FMO complex.

brational environment in the decay of asymmetries over short
times.

In Figure S4 we similarly show how photon correlation
asymmetry depends on the pure dephasing rate γpd. We ob-
serve that coherent oscillations are rapidly destroyed by the
pure dephasing, and the observed asymmetries are signifi-
cantly reduced. Nonetheless, for each case in which coher-
ences in the steady-state are present, that is, for finite V , asym-
metries in photon correlations are similarly present. In the
case of V = 0 the dynamics is effectively completely classi-
cal, with no coherences in the steady-state, asymmetries are
not observed in this case.

In Figure S5 we show the PC645 inspired dimer model
cross-correlation time-dependence, as well as the total asym-
metries, excitonic coherences, and basis independent coher-
ence, and how each change with both electronic coupling J,
and reorganization energy λ. Here we see similar results to
the LH2 subunit shown in Figure 2 of the main text, where
the correlation asymmetry closely resembles the coherence
measures dependence on electronic coupling, but deviates in
its behaviour for reorganization energy, as whilst the steady-
state indeed has higher excitonic and basis independent coher-
ences as a result of the environmental coupling, the dynamics
is more dominated by environmental degrees of freedom and
is thus more incoherent.

In Figure S5a), b) we show the photon correlations and their
asymmetry for the dimer model with λ = Ω = 100 cm−1, for
various values of the inter-site electronic coupling J. We see
that electronic coupling induces an asymmetry in photon cor-
relations. In the J = 0 case, the excitonic and site bases are
identical, and the environment thus does not enable exciton
transport or sustain coherences in the steady-state, leading to
symmetric correlations upon interchange of measurement or-

der. We see that asymmetries are introduced even for very
weak inter-site couplings, and hence asymmetry acts as a very
sensitive witness of coherent excitation transfer.

In the dimer model we see a more complex dependence
of the basis independent coherence on reorganization energy,
which can be explained as the singly excited state, which dom-
inates the change in the basis independent coherence, only has
two possible excitonic states. At weak pumping, there is no
transfer, and thus pumping the highest energy exciton leads
to a steady state with only population in this excitonic state,
and thus a high C1(ρ) (low entropy), as λ is increased, exci-
ton transfer is enabled, reducing the excitonic coherence. For
higher λ values, however, transport to the lowest energy ex-
citon is stronger than pumping of the high energy, and thus
steady-state population is dominant in the low energy exci-
ton, again increasing the basis independent coherence due
to the low entropy of the state. Thus, we see that for the
dimer model, C1(ρ) does not fully capture the relevant coher-
ent properties of excitation transport, which decrease as the
environment dominates this process. This is observed for the
correlation asymmetry, as the transport is more incoherent as
λ is increased.

In Figure S6 we show how photon correlations and their
asymmetries depend on the pump power in the FMO complex.
We note that a change is observed in the values of g(2) as the
pump power is altered for all delay times. This is due to the
fact that the dynamical generator driving dynamics at early
times is dominated by the inter-exciton dynamics, and inde-
pendent of pump power, however the steady-state populations
depend strongly on the pump power. Thus the time evolution
follows near identical trends, with differing absolute values of
the photon correlations. The data in Figure S6 are examples
of those used in the main text to obtain Figure 3g), in which
we observe a steady decrease in the asymmetry.

We additionally in Figure S7 show the Fourier transform
(exploiting the standard Blackman window filtering method)
of the photon correlation asymmetry results in Figure 3f) of
the main text. Here we observe that, indeed, the prominent
early time oscillatory behaviours are of comparable frequency
to the exciton energy gaps.

In Figure S8 we show the asymmetry of polarization filtered
correlation functions for the FMO complex at early times,
with the time integration of asymmetry taken as 30 fs. We see
that as the reorganization energy λ is increased the asymmetry
for some values indeed increases, which manifests as a result
of early time environmentally induced coherent transfer. This
effect is much smaller in FMO compared to the LH2 subunit
shown in the main text, which we associate to the multichro-
mophoric system having many contributions to the transport
in different directions, leading to a washing out of the induced
asymmetries.

Finally, in Figure S9 we show that zero time photon cor-
relations are robust in their form to environmental changes
in FMO by altering the Drude-Lorentz reorganisation energy,
observing only very slight changes in the zero-delay correla-
tions over a wide range of environmental parameters. We note



10

FIG. S4. Correlation asymmetry dependence on coupling rate J and pure dephasing rate γpd for Dimer model. a), d) show γpd = 0 as in main
text, b), e) show γpd = 10γ, and c), f) show γpd = 1000γ. For each plot ϕ1 = 0, ϕ2 =

π
2 .

FIG. S5. Photon correlations of the dimer model. Time dependence
a), time-asymmetry b), total asymmetry c), d) over τ ≈ 13.25 ps
>> τS−E , excitonic coherence e), f) and basis independent coherence
g), h) and their dependence on reorganization energy λ and coupling
strength J. Ntrunc = 58 (note that this is a very large value as the basis
independent coherence for the dimer model converges very slowly
due to its high sensitivity to small changes in populations and coher-
ences in the steady-state.)

that this is consistent with the results observed for the dimer
model, where whilst we observe that the region of violation of
the zero-delay bound indeed changes, this is around regions
where a very small change in the zero-delay values has a large
effect. We further show that a tightened form of the bound in
Ref. [42], written as

g(2)
ϕ1,ϕ1

(0) ≤ 2 −
2
∑
α |µϕ1,α|

2⟨σ
†
ασα⟩∑

α,β |µϕ1,α|
2|µϕ1,β|

2⟨σ
†
ασα⟩⟨σ

†
βσβ⟩
, (43)

where µϕ1,α is the component of the dipole moment on exciton
α, and σα = |0⟩⟨α|, is also not violated for any of the shown
angles in FMO.

COMBINED NAKAJIMA-ZWANZIG HIERARCHICAL
EQUATIONS OF MOTION APPROACH

Set up

Here we apply the Nakajima-Zwanzig (NZ) formalism to
the hierarchical equations of motion (HEOM) in order to ob-
tain a non-additive description of both the interaction with the
non-Markovian environment of the pigment protein complex
via HEOM, as well as the incoherent Markovian interaction
with the electromagnetic environment and pump. We begin
by writing our Hamiltonian in the form

H = HS + HE0 + HS E0 +

Nheom∑
n=1

(HEn + HS En ), (44)

where our goal is to treat the environmental contribution of
HE0 perturbatively, and the other Nheom environmental contri-
butions with HEOM. We thus redefine HS ′ = HS +HE0+HS E0 ,
which in our case is the molecular electronic degrees of free-
dom HS , and the perturbative environment E0 of the pump and
decay into the electromagnetic field. We indicate a density op-
erator of the combined space of S and E0 as σ. We write the
interaction Hamiltonian between the molecular electronic de-
grees of freedom and its vibrational environment, which we
wish to treat non-perturbatively via HEOM, as

HEn = Vn ⊗ Bn, (45)

where Vn is a system operator on the space of HS , and Bn a
bath operator on that of HB,n.

HEOM is a formalism for non-perturbative simulations of
open systems with exponentially decaying bath correlation
functions Cm(t) on each site m [61, 63],

Cm(t) =
Km∑
k

cm,ke−γm,k t. (46)
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FIG. S6. Pump power dependence of polarization filtered photon correlations a)-c) and their asymmetry d)-f) for the FMO complex. We use
polarization filters corresponding to the x, y, and z components for simplicity, observing asymmetries in each case. We see that asymmetries
can be observed over a few picoseconds, which is the typical timescale for exciton transport.

FIG. S7. Fourier transform of photon correlation asymmetry of
FMO. Solid vertical lines are all exciton energy gaps. We observe,
indeed, that the prominent oscillation frequencies occur in the same
frequency range as that expected in coherent inter-exciton transport.

We then have a set of coefficients cm,k, as well as a correspond-
ing set of rates γm,k, and operators Bm,k = Bm. We relabel k
by merging these indices into a single index k ∈ [1,K], with
K =

∑
m Km. The formalism then becomes identical to the

case of a single bath, except that each of the coefficients may
now have different coupling operators.

Then the HEOM describe a set of coupled equations of mo-
tion for a set of auxiliary density operators (ADOs) σn, where
the multi-index n = (n1, · · · , nK) of the ADO is a set of K pos-
itive integers, where

∑K
k nk = Tn is the tier of the ADO. The

zero tier consists of one ADO only, which is the reduced den-

FIG. S8. Asymmetry of FMO at early times, with integration time of
asymmetry = 30 fs.

sity operator of the system, and the coupling additional ADOs
captures non-perturbative dynamics of the environment. The
ADOs are coupled between adjacent tiers, and not within the
same tier.

For the Drude-Lorentz environments treated here we have

c0 = λΩ

(
cot

(
βΩ

2

)
− i

)
, (47)

ck =
4λΩ
β

νk

ν2k −Ω
2
, (48)

γ0 = Ω, (49)
γk = νk, (50)

with k = 1, 2, 3 . . . and νk = 2πk
β

, with β = (kBT )−1 is the in-
verse temperature, with kB = 1 the Boltzmann constant. νk
are the Matsubara frequencies. We note that for high temper-
atures treated here the expansion can be cut-off at simply the
zero order term c0, γ0.
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FIG. S9. Zero time polarization filtered correlations for varying reor-
ganization energy (solid line), and their comparison to the tightened
classical bound (dashed line). We see here that the zero-delay corre-
lation functions change very slowly with environmental parameters
of the background Drude-Lorentz mode. There is no violation of the
zero-delay bound for any value of the reorganization energy.

The HEOM for HS ′ can be written as [63]

∂tσn(t) = LD
nσn(t) +

K∑
k

(L+nσnk+ (t) + L
−
nσnk− (t))

=
∑

n
Lnσn′ (t) (51)

=
∑

n′∈{n+k−,n,nk+}

Lnσn′ (t),

with LD
n [σn(t)] = L0[σn(t)] −

∑
nk∈n nkνk1E0 describing the

‘diagonal’ contribution of the ADO, where L0 = −iH×S ′ ,
and the inter-tier couplings are L−m,k = −inm,k(Re(cm,k)V×m +
iIm(cm,k)V◦m), L+m,k = −iV×m, and nk± differs from n by ±1 in
the (k)-th entry of the tuple n, nk. Here we have used the no-
tation O×· := [O, ·] and O◦· := [O, ·]+.

Note that the hierarchical expansion that describes the envi-
ronments Ei | i ≥ 1 has not altered the form of the environment
E0 or it’s coupling to the system, however, the effect of this
latter environment alters the self interaction term LD

n (t) at ev-
ery level of the hierarchy. We note that in our calculations we
exploit the Ishizaki-Tanimura truncation scheme [89], which
adds a term to the diagonal LD

n aiding in convergence of the
Hierarchy, which however does not alter otherwise the form
of the HEOM.

Crucially, E0 also effects the form of each ADO, as ρ′n(0) =
ρn,S (0) ⊗ ρn,E0 (0). If we wish to trace out the environment E0,
we must thus do so at every tier in the hierarchy.

We note that in the absence of the environment E0, we have
the regular HEOM acting on density operators ρ ∈ H , which
is similarly written as

∂tρn(t) = LD
n ρn(t) +

K∑
k

(L+nρnk+ (t) +L
−
nρnk− (t)). (52)

with LD
n [ρn(t)] = −i[HS , ρn(t)] −

∑
nk∈n nkνk1E0 , and simi-

larly to above, L0 = −iH×S , L−m,k = −inm,k(Re(cm,k)V×m +

iIm(cm,k)V◦m), L+m,k = −iV×m. Similarly, if only the environment
E0 was present, and we treated this as a Markovian environ-
ment of GKSL form, we would write

∂tρ0(t) = LSρ0(t) +DE0ρ0(t) (53)

whereDE0 is the GKSL dissipator. Were we to treat these two
environments under an additive approximation, we could sim-
ply replace LD

0 → L
D
0 +DE0 , where the additional term acts

only on the system density operator ρ0. We will see, however,
that the dissipation must act on every tier of the hierarchy.

Derivation of NZ-HEOM

We begin by writing total density operator of the entire
HEOM space as the total density operator as σ∆(t) =

∑
n σn,

with

∂tσ∆(t) = L∆[σ∆(t)], (54)

in the following we use a subscripted ∆ to refer to the entire
hierarchy of coupled ADOs - the space of these ADOs, either
HS or HS ⊗ HE0 , is denoted by the notation L, ρn or L, σn,
respectively. Our approach will be similar to that in Ref. [66],
involving tracing out the E0 environment with a projection
operator approach to obtain a hierarchical set of equations for
ρn from the exact HEOM of Eq. (54).

There are multiple formulations of projection operator
based approaches to the description of open quantum systems,
the most well known of which are Nakajima-Zwanzig [90, 91]
(NZ) and time-convolutionless (TCL) [92] master equations.
Projection operator techniques rely on the definition of projec-
tors P onto the ‘relevant’ Hilbert space that defines the open
system, and it’s complement Q, the ‘irrelevant’ part. Here
we follow the NZ approach, which is summarized in its more
standard form in Section below.

The total system Liouvillian can be written as L0 = LS +

LE0+αLS E0 , where we introduce the unitless coupling strength
α for later convenience in keeping track of the order in the
interaction between the system part S and perturbative en-
vironment E0. We then define the projection operators Pn
by Pnσ∆ = TrE0 [σn] ⊗ ρβE0

= ρn ⊗ ρ
β
E0

, where ρβE0
is the

thermal state of E0 at inverse temperature β (note that in
general this can be any reference state, typically chosen to
be a Gaussian state). The irrelevant part projector is then
Q = 1 − P = 1 −

∑
n Pn =

∑
n(1n − Pn) =

∑
n Qn.

We can now follow the standard NZ projection operator
technique, however in this case, there are many ‘relevant’ pro-
jection operators that together form a coupled set of equations

∂tPnσ∆(t) = PnL∆σ∆(t) (55)

=
∑

n′
PnL∆Pn′σ∆(t) + PnL∆Qσ∆(t)
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and for the irrelevant part

∂tQσ∆(t) = QL∆σ∆(t) (56)

=
∑

n′
QL∆Pn′σ∆(t) + QL∆Qσ∆(t).

We can then take the Laplace transform of each of the above
two expressions to find

sPnσ̃∆(s) − Pnσ∆(0) (57)

=
∑

n′
PnL∆Pn′σ̃∆(s) + PnL∆Qσ̃∆(s)

and

sQσ̃∆(s) − Qσ∆(0) (58)

=
∑

n′
QL∆Pn′σ̃∆(s) + QL∆Qσ̃∆(s)

where σ̃(s)∆ = (s − L∆)σ(0). We can rearrange Eq. (58) to
obtain

Qσ̃∆(s) =
1

s − QL∆
(Qσ∆(0) +

∑
n′
QL∆Pn′σ̃∆(s)) (59)

and then substitute this expression for the irrelevant part into
that for the relevant part, obtaining

sPnσ̃∆(s) − Pnσ∆(0)

=
∑

n′
PnL∆Pn′σ̃∆(s) (60)

+ PnL∆
1

s − QL∆
(Qσ∆(0) +

∑
n′
QL∆Pn′σ̃∆(s)).

The inverse Laplace transform then gives us

∂tPnσ∆(t) =
∑

n′
PnL∆Pn′σ∆(t) + PnL∆eQL∆tQσ∆(0)

+
∑

n′

∫ t

0
dτKn,n′ (t − τ)σ∆(τ), (61)

where we have defined the superoperator valued NZ kernel
Kn,n′ (t) = PnL∆eQL∆tQL∆Pn′ . We thus see that the NZ kernel
may, in general, mix tiers of the ADOs. In the following we
ignore the second term on the RHS of the above expression,
the so-called inhomogeneous term, which identically vanishes
for product state initial states.

Weak coupling limit: Markov NZ-HEOM

The set of projections onto L∆ define the elements of the
dynamical generator in the relevant subspace:

PnL∆Pn′ = (62)

Pn(LD
n δnn′ +

K∑
k

(L+nδnn′k+ + L
−
nδnn′k− )Pn′

we then have projectors mixing relevant and irrelevant sub-
spaces,

PnL∆Q = αPnLS E0Q (63a)
QL∆Pn = αQLS E0Pn (63b)

and finally the irrelevant subspace contributions, which we
can see differ for each ADO. Using that Q = 1 −

∑
n Pn =∑

n(1n − Pn), we can define Qn = 1n − Pn, and write

QL∆Q =
∑
n,n′
QnL∆Qn

=
∑

n
QnLnQn

=
∑

n
(1n − Pn)LnQn (64)

=
∑

n
LnQn − PnLS E0,nQn

=
∑

n
LnQn − (1n − Qn)LS E0,nQn

=
∑

n
(LS ,nQ + LE0,nQ + QLS E0,nQ).

where in the second line we have used that the irrelevant sub-
space, that including the interaction term with E0, has no
terms that mix tiers of the hierarchy, and in the final line de-
fined

LS ,n = LS −
∑
nk∈n

nkνk1S +
∑

k

(L+nk+
+ L−nk−

), (65)

and LE0,n = LE0 −
∑

nk∈n nkνk1E0 . We have included the sub-
script n in the S E0 coupling to specify on which ADO they
act, though note these terms are identical for each ADO. We
then wish to obtain the HEOM including the influence of HE0

up to second-order in α, and to do so, as above, take the
Laplace transform of the relevant part(s) of the full ADOs
given in Eq. (55)
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sPnσ̃∆(s) = Pnσ̃(0) +
∑

n′
PnL∆Pn′σ̃∆(s) + α2PnL∆

1
s − QL∆

L∆

∑
n′
Pn′σ̃∆(s). (66)

We note that this equation is exact up to the inhomogeneous term, which is identically zero for an initial product state σn(0) =
ρn(0) ⊗ ρβE0

for each ADO. Using Eqs (63) and (64) we obtain

sPnσ̃∆(s) = Pnσ̃(0) +
∑

n′
PnL∆Pn′σ̃∆(s) (67)

+ α2
∑

n′
PnLS E0,n

1
s − (LS ,n′Qn′ + LE0,n′Qn′ + αQn′LS E0,n′Qn′ )

LS E0,nPn′σ̃∆(s).

We now treat the interaction with E0 to lowest order in α, obtaining

sPnσ̃∆(s) = Pnσ̃(0)+
∑

n′
PnL∆Pn′σ̃∆(s) + α2

∑
n′
PnLS E0

1
s − (LS ,n′ + LE0,n′ )

LS E0Pn′σ̃∆(s). (68)

Performing the inverse Laplace transform we recover

d
dt
Pnσ∆(t) =

∑
n′
PnL∆Pn′σ∆(t) + α

2
∑

n′

∫ t

0
dτPnLS E0 e(LS ,n′+LE0 ,n′ )(t−τ)LS E0Pn′σ∆(τ) (69)

=
∑

n′
TrE0,n[L∆ TrE0,n′ [σ∆(t)] ⊗ ρ

β
E0,n′ ] ⊗ ρ

β
E0,n

+ α2
∑

n′

∫ t

0
dτTrE0,n[LS E0 e(LS ,n′+LE0 ,n′ )(t−τ)LS E0 TrE0,n′ [σ∆(τ)] ⊗ ρβE0,n′ ] ⊗ ρ

β
E0,n

where we have used that
∑

n Pnσ∆ =
∑

n TrE0,n[σn] ⊗ ρE0,n =
∑

n ρn ⊗ ρE0,n to obtain the second-order NZ/HEOM equation for
each reduced ADO by tracing over E0 such that

d
dt
ρn(t) = LD

n ρn(t) +
K∑
k

(L+nρnk+ (t) +L
−
nρnK− (t)) + α

2
∑

n′

∫ t

0
dτK (2)

n,n′ (t − τ)ρn′ (τ). (70)

Here the first two terms on the RHS are the regular HEOM, the
last term is the second-order NZ correction for the influence
of an additional environment, with NZ memory Kernel

K
(2)
n,n′ (τ) = TrE0,n[LS E0,ne(Ln′+LE0 ,n′ )τLS E0,n′σ

β
E0

]. (71)

We note that this involves a summation over reduced ADOs
from every tier, however, the only term that mixes tiers is
eLn′ τ, which acts, as one may expect, to couple tiers of in-
creasing distance as time evolves. For example, if we are to
expand this term as

eLnτ = 1n + Lnτ +
1
2

(Lnτ)2 + · · · (72)

we see that each term couples tiers with an additional separa-
tion of a maximum 2 (one above, if available, and one below).
In Ref. [66] a similar approach has been exploited, and a Red-
field like term is obtained making the Born-Markov approxi-
mation of the NZ kernel.

Now, we note that eLnτLS E0,n+LE0 ,n′
= L̃S E0,n(τ), where the

tilde denotes an interaction picture representation, where the

‘system’ is the uncoupled full hierarchy, and the environment
is E0. Then,

Kn,n′ (τ) = TrE0 [LS E0,nL̃S E0,n′ (τ)σ
β
E0

]

= −TrE0 [[HS E0,n, [H̃S E0,n′ (τ), σ
β
E0

]]] (73)

= −TrE0 [[sE0,nBE0,n, [s̃E0,n′ (τ)B̃E0,n′ (τ), σ
β
E0

]]].

Then, defining the free environmental correlation functions
C(E0)

n,n′ (τ) = TrE0 [B̃E0,n′ (τ)BE0,n′σ
β
E0,n′ ] we have for an interac-

tion Hamiltonian HS E,n = αsnBn (we note that the operators
are identical for each tier n, though the label is nonetheless
useful to keep track of the ADO tiers on which they act)

Kn,n′ (τ)ρn′ = snsn′ (t − τ)ρn′ (τ)C
(E0)
n,n′ (τ − t)

− snρn′ (τ)sn′ (t − τ)C
(E0)
n′,n (t − τ) (74)

− sn′ (t − τ)ρn′ (τ)snC(E0)
n,n′ (τ − t)

+ ρn′ (τ)sn′ (t − τ)snC(E0)
n′,n (t − τ)

We can then take the Markovian limit, where C(E0)
n,n′ (τ) =

δ(τ)δn,n′ , and extending upper limit of the time integral
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to infinity, we can write the correction term Γn,n′ =∫ ∞
0 dτKn,n′ (τ)ρn′ as

Γn,n(t) = snsnρn(t) − snρn(t)sn − snρn(t)sn

+ ρn(t)snsn (75)

Now, if E0 is an optical environment coupled via, say s =
σx = σ+ + σ−, we can take a rotating wave approximation,
and recover a GKSL type term for each tier:

Γn,n(t) = 2σ−ρn(t)σ+ − {σ+σ−, ρn(t)} =: Dn[ρn(t)] (76)

and we have the GKSL-HEOM of the form

∂tρn(t) = (LD
n +Dn)ρn(t) (77)

+

K∑
k

(L+nρnk+ (t) +L
−
nρnk− (t))

We thus see that the standard set of approximations that lead
to a GKSL equation yield non-additive dynamics with the
HEOM - that is, the resulting dissipators act on every tier of
the ADOs.

We further note that in the most general form of the NZ-
HEOM, Eq. (70), the memory kernel may act to couple tiers
of the hierarchy, and even ADOs within the same tier not oth-
erwise coupled via standard HEOM.

NAKAJIMA-ZWANZIG EQUATION

Here, for completeness, we derive the NZ quantum master
equation without the presence of the non-perturbative environ-
ment described by HEOM. We will largely follow references
[93–95], and refer the reader to [95] for a more detailed re-
view. We begin by writing the equations of motion for the
relevant and irrelevant parts of the total density matrix by ap-
plying the projection operators directly to the LvN equation,

d
dt
Pρ(t) = PLPρ(t) + PLQρ(t) (78a)

d
dt
Qρ(t) = QLPρ(t) + QLQρ(t) (78b)

where we have used P + Q = 1, and that both projection oper-
ators commute with the derivative. We than define the Laplace
transform f̃ (s) = L{ f (t)}(s) =

∫ ∞
0 ste−st f (t), which has the

useful properties,

L

{
d f (t)

dt

}
(s) =

∫ ∞

0
e−st d f (t)

dt
dt = s f̃ (s) − f (0)

L{g(t) ⋆ f (t)} = g̃(s) f̃ (s), (79)

where we have defined the convolution g(t)⋆ f (t) =
∫ ∞

0 dτg(t−
τ) f (τ). Using the first of these properties we can take the
Laplace transforms of Eq. (78), obtaining

sPρ̃(s) − Pρ(0) = PLPρ̃(s) + PLQρ̃(s) (80a)
sQρ̃(s) − Qρ(0) = QLPρ̃(s) + QLQρ̃(s). (80b)

Rearranging Eq. (80b) we obtain

Qρ̃(s) =
1

s − QL
Q (ρ(0) +LPρ̃(s)) (81)

which we can substitute into Eq. (80a) to find

sPρ̃(s) − Pρ(0) = PLPρ̃(s)

+ PL
1

s − QL
Q (ρ(0) +LPρ̃(s)) . (82)

We then take the inverse Laplace transform of this expression,
which for the LHS and first term of the RHS is trivial (as they
are themselves the result of a Laplace transform above), and
for the second term of the RHS requires use of the convolution
property in Eq. (79). We thus obtain

d
dt
Pρ(t) = PLPρ(t) + PLeQLtQρ(0)

+

∫ t

0
dτPLeQL(t−τ)QLPρ(τ) (83)

= PLPρ(t) + I(t) +
∫ t

0
dτK(t − τ)Pρ(τ).

Where we have defined the inhomogeneous term I(t), which
vanishes is Pρ(0) = ρ(0), and the memory kernel K(t).

We note that up to this point we have made no reference to
the form of the projection operators P, Q, and thus the result
is equally applicable to the HEOM case. First, however, we
simplify the result using the more standard projection opera-
tors defined by Pρ = TrE[ρ]⊗ρE , and Q = 1−P. In this case,
we can further simplify the problem,

d
dt
ρS (t) = LS ρS (t) +

∫ t

0
dτKS (t − τ)ρS (τ), (84)

where KS (t) := TrE[PLeQLtQLP].

Weak coupling limit

We now wish to take the weak coupling and Markovian lim-
its of Eq. (84), which is straightforwardly obtained by once
again looking at the Laplace transformed equations for the rel-
evant and irrelevant subspaces in Eq. (80). We then redefine
L = LS +LE +αLI , such that the parameter α determines the
coupling strength to the environment. We can then use that
PLS = LSP, PLE = LEP = 0, and PLIP = 0 to obtain

PLP = PLSP (85a)
PLQ = αPLIQ (85b)
QLP = αQLIP (85c)

QLQ = LSQ +LEQ + αQLIQ. (85d)

We then substitute these expressions into Eq. (80b) and solve
for Qρ as before, obtaining

Qρ̃(s) =
1

s − (LS +LE + αQLI)
αLIPρ̃(s) (86)
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where we have once again ignored the term ∝ Qρ(0), as this
vanished for factorising initial conditions. This can be substi-
tuted once more into Eq. (80a) alongside Eqs. (85) to find

sPρ̃(s)−Pρ(0) = PLSPρ̃(s) (87)

+ α2PLI
1

s − (LS +LE + αQLI)
QLIPρ̃(s).

we then take the lowest order in α in each the homogeneous
and inhomogeneous terms, [94]

sPρ̃(s) = Pρ(0) + PLSPρ̃(s) (88)

+ α2PLI
1

s − (LS +LE)
LIPρ̃(s).

Finally, once again exploiting the convolution property of the
Laplace transform we may take its inverse and trace over the

environment to find

d
dt
ρS (t) = LS ρS (t)

+ α2
∫ t

0
dτTrE[PLIe(LS+LE )τLIPρ(t − τ)]

= −i[HS , ρS (t)] (89)

− α2
∫ t

0
dτTrE[[HI(t), [HI(t − τ), ρS (t − τ) ⊗ ρB]]],

where HI(τ) = e(LS+LE )τHI is the interaction Hamiltonian in
the interaction picture. We thus recover the familiar Bloch-
Redfield equation from which we may straightforwardly ob-
tain the GKSL master equation [93].
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