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Wait-time distributions for the nth photo-detection at a detector illuminated by a stationary light
beam are studied. Both unconditional measurements, initiated at an arbitrary instant, and condi-
tional measurements, initiated upon a photo-detection, are considered. Simple analytic expressions
are presented for several classical and quantum sources of light and are used to quantify and com-
pare photon sequences generated by them. These distributions can be measured in photon counting
experiments and are useful in characterizing and generating photon sequences with prescribed statis-
tics. Effects of non-unit detection efficiency are also discussed, and curves are presented to illustrate
the behavior.

I. INTRODUCTION

Statistical analysis of photon sequences generated by
light sources is a fundamental tool for understanding
the dynamics of light sources. By comparing the mea-
surements of photoelectric pulse sequence generated by
the light incident on a detector with theoretical predic-
tions, we can correlate the photoelectric pulse dynamics
to the source dynamics. Thus, a meaningful characteri-
zation of statistical properties of light is limited to quan-
tities that can measured experimentally and calculated
theoretically[1–4].

Most commonly measured and calculated quantities
to characterize the statistical properties of light are the
unconditional and conditional photo-count distributions
and a few low order time-dependent correlations. An ex-
ample of the latter is the conditional measurements of
light intensity, which is related to the two-time inten-
sity correlation function g(2)(t; t+ T ) of light [4, 5]. An-
other quantity closely related to the two-time intensity
correlation function is the conditional wait-time proba-
bility density w1(T |t), such that w1(T |t)dT is the prob-
ability that an interval T elapses before the first photo-
detection is recorded at time t + T , given that a photo-
detection was recorded at time t. The function w1(T |t)
is extremely useful in characterizing bunching and anti-
bunching properties of photons in a light beam [6, 7].

A generalization of the wait-time distribution is
wn(T |t), the probability density that an interval T
elapses before the n-th photo-detection is recorded given
that the measurement commenced at a photo-detection
at time t [2, 3]. Another related distribution is the un-
conditional waiting time distribution Pn(t, T ) such that
Pn(t, T )dT is the probability that a time T elapses be-
fore the nth detection occurs at time t+T given that the
counting commenced at an arbitrary time t. Wait-time
distributions provide a more detailed temporal picture of
photoemissions that goes beyond that afforded by nth or-
der intensity correlations. Experimental measurement of
these distributions requires detectors of high efficiencies;
with low efficiency detectors, their measurement reduces
essentially to a measurement of intensity correlations.
Additionally, the calculations of wait-time distributions
are usually more difficult than those for intensity cor-

relations. For these reasons, relatively few calculations
of these distributions have been carried out. However,
the availability of near unit detection efficiency detectors
and interest in single-photon sources [8–11] have made
these distributions relevant again for characterizing light
sources. These are the quantities of interest here.
The paper is organized as follows. Section I introduces

the distributions Pn(t, T ), wn(T |t) and other quantities
of interest that are used to compare photon sequences
emitted by different sources in this paper. Section II
presents expressions for these quantities for narrow-band
thermal or Gaussian light from a laser below threshold
[12–14]. Section III presents wait-time distributions for
the light from a degenerate parametric oscillator (DPO)
operating below threshold. This is well known to be a
source of squeezed light that requires a quantum me-
chanical treatment to account for its statistical properties
[15–22]. This is also of interest as a source of conditional
single-photon sequence [23]. Section IV considers pho-
ton sequence generated in resonance fluorescence from a
single two-level atom driven by a coherent field. This
is another source of quantum mechanical light that re-
quires quantum mechanics for its description [25–27]. We
also discuss the effects of non-unit detection efficiency on
these distributions and find that the effect of non-ideal
detection efficiency is significantly different for classical
and quantum light. In all cases, exact or approximate
but simple analytic expressions for these distributions are
presented. The paper ends with a summary of principal
results and conclusions of the paper in Sec. V.

A. Wait-time Distributions

Consider a stationary beam of quasi-monochromatic
light incident on a photodetector of quantum efficiency
η (0 < η ≤ 1). Throughout the paper, we will refer to
photon flux (# photons/sec) associated with the beam
as intensity. For stationary light, the average of the
photon-flux operator ⟨Î(t)⟩(= ⟨Î⟩) and the photoelectric-
detection probabilities are independent of the initial time
t. The explicit form for the photon flux operator depends
on the source of light. For light generated by optical cav-
ities, it has the form 2γn̂ where n̂ is the occupation num-
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ber for the source cavity and 2γ is the energy decay rate
for the source cavity [34]. For a two-level atom it has the
form 2βσ̂, where σ̂ is the inversion operator for the atom
and 2β is Einstein-A coefficient for the atomic transition
that results in the emission of photons [4]. Consequently,
the unconditional and conditional waiting time distribu-
tions Pn(t, T ) ≡ Pn(T ) and wn(T |t) ≡ wn(T ) are given
by [2–4]:

Pn(T ) =

〈
T : ηÎ(T )

(ηÛ(T ))n−1

(n− 1!)
e−ηÛ(T ):

〉
, (1)

wn(T ) =
η

⟨Î⟩

〈
T :Î(T )

(ηÛ(T ))n−1

(n− 1!)
e−ηÛ(T )Î(0):

〉
. (2)

Here T and : ( ) : denote, respectively, the time and nor-

mal ordering of operators, and Û(T ) =
∫ T

0
Î(t′)dt′ is the

integrated intensity. Wait-time distributions Pn(T ) and
wn(T ), as well as the photo-count distribution p(n, T )
(the probability of recording n photo-counts in interval
T ), can be obtained from the generating function [2–4]:

G(s, T ) =

〈
T :e−sηÛ(T ):

〉
(3)

where s is a dimensionless parameter. Note that G(1, T )
is the probability of no photo-count p(0, T ) in the interval
T . The photo-count and the wait-time distributions can
be expressed in terms of G(s, T ) as

p(n, T ) =
(−1)n

n!

[
∂n

∂sn
G(s, T )

]
s=1

, (4)

Pn(T ) = − (−1)n−1

(n− 1)!

[
∂n−1

∂sn−1

1

s

∂

∂T
G(s, T )

]
s=1

= − ∂

∂T

( n−1∑
k=0

p(k, T )

)
, (5)

wn(T ) =
1

η⟨Î⟩
(−1)n−1

(n− 1)!

[
∂n−1

∂sn−1

1

s2
∂2

∂T 2
G(s, T )

]
s=1

,

=
1

η⟨Î⟩
∂2

∂T 2

( n−1∑
k=0

(n− k)p(k, T )

)
. (6)

It is important to note that n and T play dual roles in
these equations; wn(T ) and Pn(T ) are distributions of
T for fixed n, whereas p(n, T ) is a distribution of n for
fixed counting interval T . An inspection of Eqs. (4) - (6)
shows that Pn(T ) and wn(T ) are related by [27–29]

wn(T ) = − 1

η⟨Î⟩
∂

∂T

( n∑
k=1

Pk(T )

)
. (7)

This relation can be used to determine wn(T ) once the
set Pn(T ) is known.

A comparison of these distributions for different
sources can reveal similarities or differences in photo-
emission sequences such as the dominance of small or

large wait-times or bunching or anti-bunching of pho-
tons. For long wait times they all decay exponentially,
whereas for short time (or low detection efficiency η), the
leading terms of these distributions are given by

wn(T )/(η⟨I⟩) ≈ (η⟨I⟩T )(n−1)g(n+1)(0), (8)

Pn(T )/(η⟨I⟩) ≈ (η⟨I⟩T )(n−1)g(n)(0), (9)

where g(n) is the normalized nth order (n ≥ 1) intensity
correlation function [5]. Equations (8)-(9) imply that
all n ≥ 2 distributions vanish at T = 0 and that the
most probable wait-time for the second photo-detection is
nonzero. The short time dependence implied by Eqs. (8)
and (9) assumes non-vanishing zero-time intensity corre-
lations. If these correlations vanish, the leading short-
time dependence may be different from that given here.
We will see an example of this in the discussion of pho-
ton sequences generated in single atom resonance fluo-
rescence.
From the experimental perspective, n = 1 to 3 dis-

tributions are the important ones as this paper shows.
Distributions beyond these carry little qualitatively new
information. A comparison of unconditional and condi-
tional wait-time distributions for the same n shows that
P1 and w1 can differ the most from each other for a given
source, the difference being especially significant at short
times [Eqs. (8)-(9)]. For n ≥ 2, the two types of dis-
tributions are qualitatively similar. From the short time
behavior [(8)-(9)], we also see that while P2 and w1 are
both proportional to g(2)(0), the former vanishes at zero
delay, while the latter can be very large as will be seen
for the parametric oscillator. Of course, w1(0) can also
vanish as will be seen for single-atom resonance fluores-
cence. Finally, for T → ∞, both Pn(T ) and wn(T ) must
decay sufficiently fast for them to be normalizable. With
these preliminaries, we are ready to discuss the waiting
time distribution for various light sources.

B. Coherent Light

We begin by summarizing the properties of photon se-
quence for coherent light, which may be considered to be
the output of a well-stabilized single-mode laser operat-
ing far above threshold [24]. Coherent light corresponds
to a constant flux [I(t) = ⟨I⟩] photon sequence so that∫ T

0
I(t)dt = ⟨I⟩T . Using this in Eqs. (3) and (4), the

generating function and the photo-count distribution for
coherent light are found to be [2, 3]

G(s, T ) = e−sη⟨Î⟩T , (10)

p(n, T ) =
(η⟨Î⟩T )ne−η⟨Î⟩T

n!
. (11)

The generating function is thus a simple exponential, and
the photo-count distribution is a Poisson distribution as
expected of a constant rate sequence of independent (un-
correlated) photons. Since successive photoemissions are
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uncorrelated, the photoelectric measurements of coher-
ent light beginning at a photo-detection (conditioned on
a photo-detection) or beginning at an arbitrary time (un-
conditional) coincide. Both the conditional and uncon-
ditional wait-time distributions are then given by

wn(T ) =
η⟨Î⟩(η⟨Î⟩T )(n−1)

(n− 1)!
e−η⟨Î⟩T = Pn(T ). (12)

In particular, w1(T ) = η⟨Î⟩e−η⟨Î⟩T = P1(T ) are simple
exponentials with T = 0 as the most probable wait-time.
In contrast, the wait time distributions for n ≥ 2 vanish
at T = 0, implying a finite wait-time for the second (or
higher order) photo-detection to occur.

The wait-time distributions (12) for coherent light or
a Poisson photon sequence have the form of a gamma
distribution with shape parameter n and rate parameter
η⟨Î⟩ [30]. It follows from the properties of gamma distri-
bution that the mean and variance of the wait-time for
the nth photo-detection are given by

⟨T ⟩n =
n

η⟨Î⟩
, (13)

⟨(∆T )2⟩n =
n

(η⟨Î⟩)2
. (14)

In writing these equations, we have not distinguished be-
tween conditional and unconditional averages because for
a Poisson sequence of uncorrelated photons underlying
coherent light, the conditional and unconditional aver-
ages coincide. These quantities for a Poisson photon se-
quence set the references relative to which long or short
wait-times for photo-detection or bunching or antibunch-
ing of photons for other photon sequences can be defined.

II. THERMAL LIGHT

Thermal light (narrow-band Gaussian light) is an ex-
cellent model for filtered light from electrical discharge
lamps or the light from a single-mode laser operating be-
low threshold. In this paper, we will consider thermal
light as coming from a single-mode laser operating be-
low threshold with mean cavity photon number n, cavity
decay rate 2γ, and average photon-flux (referred to as

intensity throughout the paper) ⟨Î⟩ = 2γn. The electric
field amplitude for such a light beam can be modeled
as a complex Gaussian random process with zero mean
and variance n̄ (average modulus squared of the complex
field amplitude, also the mean photon number in laser
cavity) [12]. The generating function of light emitted by
the laser below threshold is then given by [31, 32]

G(s, T ) =
e2γT[

cosh(zT ) + 1
2

[
z
2γ + 2γ

z

]
sinh(zT )

] , (15)

where z2 = (2γ)2 +2sη(2γ)⟨Î⟩ = (2γ)2(1+ 2sηn̄). Using
this generating function in Eq. (4), p(n, T ) can be ex-
pressed in terms of modified Bessel functions [31], which

can be used in Eqs. (5)–(6) to obtain Pn(T ) and wn(T ) or
Eq. (15) can be used directly in Eqs. (5) and (6) to com-
pute these distributions. The resulting expressions, in
general, have complicated algebraic forms. They simplify
considerably, however, for small and large mean photon
number n̄. We consider these separately.

A. Small mean cavity photon number n̄

For small mean cavity photon number, n̄ ≪ 1, we ex-
pand G(s, T ) as a power series in n̄, using the constraints
imposed by Eqs. (8)-(9) as guide. Then the number of
terms that need to be retained depends on n (subscript
of wait-time distribution). This procedure leads to the
following expressions for unconditional wait-time distri-
butions

P1(T ) ≈ 2ηγn̄e−2ηγn̄T , (16)

P2(T ) ≈ 2ηγn̄e−2ηγn̄T ηn̄

2

[
1 + 4γT − e−4γT

]
, (17)

P3(T ) ≈ 2γn̄e−2ηγn̄T (ηn̄)2

4

[
1 + 8γT + 8(γT )2

−e−4γT (12γT + 1)
]
. (18)

A similar procedure for the conditional wait-time distri-
bution leads to

w1(T ) ≈ 2ηγn̄e−2ηγn̄T
(
1 + e−4γT

)
, (19)

w2(T ) ≈ 2ηγn̄e−2ηγn̄T ηn̄ [1 + 2γT

+e−4γT (−1 + 6γT )
]
, (20)

w3(T ) ≈ 2ηγn̄e−2ηγn̄T (ηn̄)2
[
1 + 3γT + 2(γT )2

−e−4γT
(
2 + 3γT − 18(γT )2

)
+ e−8γT

]
. (21)

These expressions are compared with the exact waiting
time distribution in Fig. 1 for small n̄ = 0.01. The solid
curves are computed by using Eq. (15) in Eqs. (5) and
(6) and the dashed curves represent small n̄ approxima-
tions of Eqs. (16)–(21). It can be seen that the approxi-
mate expressions capture the essential features of uncon-
ditional and conditional wait-time distributions both for
small times and large times.
P1(T )/2ηγn̄ always starts out at the value 1 at

T = 0 and monotonically decreases for large times.
w1(T )/2ηγn̄, on the other hand, starts out at twice this
value as w1(0)/2ηγn̄ = g(2)(0), which for thermal light is
known to have twice the value for coherent photons [13].
w1(T ) also displays a prominent narrow peak at short
wait-times riding on top of a long exponential, which
can be seen more clearly in the expanded view of w1(T )
in the inset in Fig. 1(b). This prominent short wait-
time peak in w1(T ) for small n̄ results from bunching
of photons in thermal light. Recall, that for small n̄,
the average photo-detection rate 2γn̄ is small, but im-
mediately following a photo-detection, the detection rate
surges to twice the average rate due to photon bunching.
The surge in photo-emission rate lasts only about one
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cavity lifetime and its importance relative to the average
photo-emission rate decreases as the mean cavity photon
number grows as will be seen in the next subsection.

Wait-time distributions for n ≥ 2 start at zero, reach
a maximum for some nonzero wait-time, which depends
on n and decay to zero for large wait-times. We also note
that the two types of distributions n ≥ 3 are similar. It
is also worth pointing out that to the best of our knowl-
edge, these expressions for Pn and wn have not appeared
before in the literature although the statistical properties
of thermal light have been studied extensively for a long
time [3, 31, 32].

B. Large mean photon number n̄

A large mean photon number results in high photon
flux from the source. Therefore, the wait-time distribu-
tions are expected to be dominated by short wait-times.
The generating function (15) for thermal light in this
limit can be approximated by [3, 6]

G(s, T ) ≈ 1

(1 + s2γηnT )
. (22)

Use of this generating function in Eqs. (4) - (6), leads to
the photo-count and wait-time distributions

p(n, T ) ≈ (2γηnT )n

(1 + 2ηγnT )n+1
, (23)

Pn(T ) ≈ 2ηγn
n (2γηnT )n−1

(1 + 2γηnT )n+1
, (24)

wn(T ) ≈ 2ηγn
n(n+ 1) (2γηnT )n−1

(1 + 2γηnT )n+2
. (25)

These approximations for the wait-time distributions sat-
isfy the short time constraints (8)-(9). They are com-
pared with the exact expressions based on Eqs. (5) and
(6) in Fig. 2, which shows excellent agreement for short
times.

For long wait-times 2γT ≫ 1, the integrated intensity

U(T ) =
∫ T

0
I(t)dt ≈ ⟨I⟩T = 2γn̄T , so that the generating

function, Eq. (15), takes the form

G(s, T ) ≈ e−2sηγnT −O(ns)2 . (26)

This has the same form as the generating function (10)
for coherent light. Thus, the long wait-time statistics are
those of coherent light with mean photon flux 2γn̄. Note
that the wait-time distributions (16)–(21) for small mean
cavity photon number n̄ have the expected exponential
tail e−2ηγn̄T . The approximate wait-time distributions
(24)–(25) for large n̄ do not fall off exponentially for large
wait-times but they do capture the most significant part
of the distributions and become increasingly accurate as
n̄ increases. This is the high degeneracy (large mode
occupation number) limit of wait-time distributions [3].

From Eqs. (23)–(25), we see that for large n̄, the condi-
tional and unconditional wait-time distributions for ther-
mal light are related by

wn(T ) ≈
(n+ 1)

(1 + 2γηnT )
Pn(T ) . (27)

We also note that both w1 and P2 are proportional to
g(2)(0) for short times [Eqs. (8) and (9)], as both involve
the detection of a pair of photons, but their behavior is
quite different. The conditional wait-time distribution
w1(T ) has a maximum at T = 0. This means, given that
the counting begins at the detection of a photon, the first
photo-detection, is most likely to occur immediately after
the counting begins. In other words, thermal photons are
bunched in time – the detection of a photon makes the
detection of the next photon most probable immediately
after the first. In contrast, the unconditional wait-time
distribution P2(T ) vanishes at T = 0. This means that
if the counting begins at an arbitrary instant, the second
photo-detection can occur only after a finite wait. It is
clear there must be one photo-detection already before
the second photo-detection can occur.

The mean and variance of unconditional wait-time dis-
tributions can be evaluated analytically in terms of hy-
pergeometric functions [33]. However, they will not be
reproduced here. Instead, certain trends will be noted.
In the small n̄ regime, the leading terms in the mean and
variance have the same values as coherent light of the
same mean intensity. As n̄ increases, the mean and vari-
ance of wait-time decrease monotonically for all values
of n. A comparison of the most probable wait-times for
thermal and coherent lights provides further insight into
photon bunching in a thermal light beam. For coherent
light, the most probable wait-time for the nth detection
is Tn,COH = (n− 1)/η⟨I⟩. In contrast, for thermal light,

the most probable wait-time, T
(P )
n,TH = (n− 1)/2η⟨I⟩, for

unconditioned nth detection is shorter, and shorter still,

T
(w)
n,TH = (n− 1)/3η⟨I⟩ for conditioned detection. This

difference is to be expected due to bunching of photons
in a thermal light beam compared to a random distribu-
tion of photons in time in a coherent beam. In particular,

the wait-time T
(w)
1,TH

for conditioned detection of a photon
pair in a thermal light beam is shorter than the wait-time

T
(P )
2,TH

for unconditioned detection of a photon pair in a
coherent beam.

Finally, we note that the effect of detection efficiency
on wait-time distributions for thermal light is already in-
cluded in the expressions given by Eqs. (16)–(25). Detec-
tion efficiency appears multiplied by n̄ in the generating
function. Thus, it’s effect is to reduce photo-detection
rate from 2γn̄ (for η = 1) to η2γn̄, without affecting the
shape of the wait-time distributions.



5

0 100 300
0

11

2γT

P
n
(T
)/
2γ
n

n=0.01 (a)

n=1

2

3

0 25 50
0

1

2

0 100 300
0

1

2

2γT

w
n
(T
)/
2γ
n

 n = 0.01  (b)     

n=1

2
3

n=1

FIG. 1. Comparison of the exact (solid curves) and approximate (dashed curves) expressions (16)–(18) for Pn(T ) and (19)–(21)
for wn(T ) with n = 1, 2, 3 for thermal light for small mean photon number n = 0.01.

n =1
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3

0 0.1 0.2
0

0.5

1
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P
n
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2γ
n

n=10 (a)

n =1

2

3

0 0.1 0.2
0

1

2

2γ T

w
n
(T
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2γ
n

n=10 (b)

FIG. 2. Comparison of the exact (solid curves) and approximate (dashed curves) expression (24) for Pn(T ) and (25) for wn(T )
with n = 1, 2, 3 for thermal light for large mean photon number n = 10.

III. DEGENERATE PARAMETRIC
OSCILLATOR

The degenerate parametric oscillator (DPO) is perhaps
the most important source of squeezed light [17]. The ba-
sic mechanism of the DPO is the conversion of a pump
photon into a pair of photons in a sub-harmonic mode
(down-conversion) in a nonlinear medium inside an opti-
cal cavity. Photons escaping from the cavity constitute
the photon flux from the cavity.

The light from the DPO requires a fully quantum me-
chanical treatment to describe its statistical properties.
Using the phase space representation of the field density
matrix, photon annihilation and creation operators can
be mapped onto two real independent Gaussian stochas-
tic processes of zero mean but different variances [15, 16].

The generating function G(s, T ) for the light from a
DPO operating below threshold is then found to have the
form G(s, T ) = Q1(s, T )Q2(s, T ), with Qi(s, T ) given by
[34, 35]:

Qi(s, T ) =
eλiT/2√

cosh(ziT ) +
1
2

[
zi
λi

+ λi

zi

]
sinh(ziT )

, (28)

where λi = γ ∓ |κϵ|,, z2i = λ2
i ± 2sηγκϵ for i = {1, 2},

(2γ)−1 is the lifetime of the cavity, |ϵ|2 is proportional to
the pump intensity, s is a dimensionless parameter, and
κ is a coupling constant which depends on the properties
of the nonlinear interaction between the pump and the
down-converted photons inside the optical cavity. The
mean photon number for the DPO cavity is given by
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n̄ = (1/2)(|κϵ/γ|2)/(1 − |κϵ/γ|2). This allows us to ex-
press the generating function G(s, T ), more concisely, in
terms of only γ and n̄. It is interesting to note that ther-
mal light is also described in terms of two real (classical)
Gaussian processes with zero mean but both processes
with the same variance or equivalently, a single complex
Gaussian stochastic process [12]. This difference leads to
very different quantum statistical properties for thermal
light and the light from the DPO.

We first consider the unit detection efficiency(η = 1).
The photo-detection sequence then is a direct representa-
tive of the photon sequence. The general expressions for
Pn(T ) and wn(T ) cannot be written in terms of elemen-
tary functions and are not very illuminating [33]. How-
ever, in several practically important limits, both Pn(T )
and wn(T ) can be written in terms of simple analytic
functions, which are excellent approximation to the ex-
act expressions. These limits are discussed below. They
allow us to construct a physical picture of photon se-
quences generated by this quantum mechanical source.

A. Small mean cavity photon number n

This corresponds to a small mean photon flux 2γn̄ from
the DPO cavity. The wait-times in this limit will be dom-
inated by large intervals T ≫ (2γ)−1. The generating
function and the photo-count distribution in this limit
take the form [34–36]

G(s, T ) ≈
[
1− n

2
s2
]
exp

[
γnT (s2 − 2s)

]
, (29)

p(2k, T ) ≈ (nγT )k

k!
e−nγT , (30)

p(2k + 1, T ) ≈ n
(nγT )k

k!
e−nγT . (31)

An inspection of Eqs. (30) and (31) reveals a peculiar na-
ture of photo-count distribution for the DPO: the prob-
ability of detecting an odd number of photo-counts is
negligible compared to the probability of detecting an
even number of photo-counts (p2k+1/p2k ∝ n ≪ 1). It is
as if the DPO emits photon pairs. This interpretation is
reflected in the mathematical structure of Eqs. (30) and
(31). A cavity with mean photon number n̄ will gener-
ate a photon flux 2γn, resulting in 2γnT photo-counts in
time interval T . This amounts to half as many photon-
pairs nγT in time T . A comparison of Eq. (30) with
the corresponding expression (11) for coherent light then
shows that the probability of recording 2k photo-counts
in DPO light is the same as the probability of recording
k (random) photon-pairs. To appreciate this result, re-
call that the down-conversion of a pump photon results
in a photon pair deposited inside the DPO cavity, where
each photon of a pair circulates independently, escaping
the cavity in a lifetime of order (2γ)−1. It is clear that
the creation of photon pairs inside the cavity alone is
not sufficient to give rise to a pair-like photo-count dis-

tribution of Eqs. (30) and (31). However, if the rate of
photon-pair creation is sufficiently low, both photons of
a pair will escape the cavity before another pair is cre-
ated. A detector monitoring the output will then record,
with high probability, an even number of photo-counts in
a time T large compared with the cavity lifetime (2γ)−1.
This pair-like character of photoemission from the

DPO is reflected in the wait-time distributions as well.
Equation (29) correctly captures the long-time behavior
of wait-time distributions but short time behavior, con-
strained by Eqs. (8) and (9) requires inclusion of more
terms in n̄ in the expansion of the generating function.
As in the case of thermal light, this can be done relatively
easily for n = 1− 3, which are sufficient for experimental
characterization of photon sequences. The results for the
unconditional distribution Pn are

P1(T ) ≈ 2γn̄e−γn̄T 1

2

[
1 + e−2γT

]
, (32)

P2(T ) ≈ 2γn̄e−γn̄T 1

2

[
1− e−2γT

]
, (33)

P3(T ) ≈ 2γn̄e−γn̄T
( n̄
2

) [
3 + γT + 3e−4γT

e−2γT
(
6 + γT − 4(γT )2

) ]
. (34)

A similar procedure for the conditional wait-time distri-
bution leads to

w1(T ) ≈ 2γn̄e−γn̄T

[
1

4
+ e−4γT + e−2γT

(
1

2n̄
+

7

4

)]
,

(35)

w2(T ) ≈ 2γn̄e−γn̄T

[
1

2
− 2e−4γT + e−2γT

(
3

2
+ 4γT

)]
,

(36)

w3(T ) ≈ 2γn̄e−γn̄T

[
1

4
+ e−4γT

+e−2γT

(
2(γT )2 +

3

2
γT − 5

4

)]
. (37)

Equations (32) - (37) for the wait-time distributions are
compared with the exact distributions in Fig. 3. It can
be seen that these approximate expressions capture both
the short and long-time behavior as well as the general
shape of the distributions.
Several features of small n̄ distributions given by Eqs.

(32)-(37) are noteworthy. First, the most significant
qualitative difference between unconditional and condi-
tional wait-time distributions appears in low order (n =
1 − 3) distributions. For n ≥ 3, the two types of wait-
time distributions have similar behavior in that they all
vanish at T = 0, reach a maximum at some nonzero
value of T and then decay exponentially to zero for large
wait-times. Second, they are characterized by two very
different time scales. The short time scale is the inverse of
photo-emission rate 2γ (which would correspond to pho-
toemission rate with n̄ = 1. This rate, which far exceeds
the average photo-emission rate 2γn̄, can be thought of as
photoemission rate conditioned upon a photo-detection.
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FIG. 3. Exact wait-time distributions Pn(T ) and wn(T ) for the light from the DPO for small cavity photon number n = 0.01.
The dashed curves are derived from the approximate expressions in Eqs. (32)-(37).
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FIG. 4. Exact curves for Pn(T ) and wn(T ) for the light from the DPO compared with approximate expressions (dashed) given
by Eqs. (39) and (40) for large mean cavity photon number n = 10.

In this small n̄ regime, the cavity has either a pair of
photons (for a period lasting a few cavity lifetimes) or
no photons. The detection of a photon in this regime
signals, with high probability, the presence of one pho-
ton in the cavity, resulting in a photo-emission rate 2γ
following a photo-detection. This is a manifestation of
strong nonclassical correlations between the photons of
a pair produced in the process of downconversion. The
long-time scale ∼ (γn̄)−1 is the inverse of mean pho-
ton pair emission rate. Indeed, the long wait-time tail
of these distributions is Poissonian with mean flux γn̄,
which is half the mean photon flux 2γn̄ from the cav-
ity. Also, for large wait-times, 2γT ≫ 1, P1 ≈ P2 and
P3 ≈ P4. This pattern extends to higher order distribu-
tions with P2k+1 ≈ P2k+2. Thus, the long wait-time be-
havior of wait-time distributions mimics a random pho-
ton sequence of mean flux γn̄ (not 2γn̄). Both of these
aspects reflect the pair-like character of photoemissions
from the DPO in the small n̄ regime.
Another interesting feature is that the short time dis-

tributions for the DPO are “super-thermal.” To appreci-
ate this, recall that for short times, the wait-time distri-
butions are proportional to zero-delay intensity correla-

tion functions [Eqs. (8)–(9)]. For example, w1(T ) ∝ ⟨:
Î2 :⟩, which for thermal light is ∼ n̄2 [3], whereas for the
light from the DPO it is ∼ n̄ [34, 37]. Since n̄ ≫ n̄2 for
n̄ < 1, it follows that g(2)

DPO
(0) > g(2)

TH
(0). Similar results

hold for all other distributions except P1(T ), which, by
definition, is normalized to P1(0)/2γn̄ = 1. This can also
be seen by comparing Fig. 1 for thermal light and Fig.
3 for the light from the DPO.

B. Large mean cavity photon number n

The large photon number regime is also of practical
interest. As the oscillator approaches threshold of oscil-
lation, many photon pairs are created inside the cavity in
a cavity lifetime and the photons escaping the DPO cav-
ity cannot be interpreted as coming from the same pair
[34]. In this case, the wait-times are dominated by in-
tervals small compared to the cavity lifetime (2γ)−1 and
the generating function G(s, T ) can be approximated by
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dashed curves show the approximations of Eqs. (48)-(51).

[34, 35]

G(s, T ) ≈ 1

(1 + 4sηγn̄T )1/2
, (38)

Using this in Eqs. (5) and (6) we find that the Pn(T ) and
wn(T ) can be obtained by differentiation, leading to

Pn(T ) ≈ 2ηγn
(2n− 1)!!

(n− 1)!

(2ηγn̄T )n−1

(1 + 4ηγn̄T )n+1/2
, (39)

wn(T ) ≈ 2ηγn
(2n+ 1)!!

(n− 1)!

(2ηγn̄T )n−1

(1 + 4ηγn̄T )n+3/2
, (40)

Equations (39) and (40) are compared with the exact
curves in Fig. 4 and can be seen to be good approx-
imations to the exact distributions. A comparison of
these curves with those in Fig. 3 for small n̄, shows that
the most significant change in the wait-time distributions
with increased cavity photon number n̄ is that the two
very different time scales (2γ)−1 and (γn̄)−1, the former
corresponding to enhanced cavity emission following the
detection of the first photon and the latter corresponding
to separation between photon pairs, which were so promi-
nent at small cavity photon numbers, have been replaced
by a single time scale (2ηγn̄)−1 determined by the mean
cavity photoemission rate 2γn̄. This is the so-called high
degeneracy limit of squeezed light discussed in Ref. [6].

The wait-time distributions of Eqs. (39) and (40) are
related by

wn(T ) =
(2n+ 1)

(1 + 4ηγn̄T )
Pn(T ) , (41)

which is remarkably similar to the relation (27) for ther-
mal light. In fact, for large mean cavity photon number,
the curves of Fig. 4 are qualitatively similar to those in
Fig. 2 for thermal light. However, a closer examination
of Eqs. (27) and (41) and the curves in Figs. 2 and 4 re-
veals quantitative differences. The conditional wait times
for the DPO are biased toward shorter times compared to

thermal light - they are peaked at shorter wait times and
are narrower than those for thermal light. For example,
w1(0) for the DPO is 3/2 times as large as that for ther-
mal light. Indeed, the most probable conditioned wait-

time for the nth photo-detection, T
(w)
DPO = (n − 1)/5⟨Î⟩,

for the DPO is shorter than the corresponding time for
thermal photons, T (w)

TH
= (n − 1)/3⟨Î⟩, where ⟨Î⟩ is the

mean photon flux.

C. Effect of detection efficiency

Non-unit detection efficiency (η < 1) causes the photo-
detection sequence to differ from the photo-emission se-
quence. The most significant effect of the non-unit detec-
tion efficiency for the DPO is to degrade the even-odd os-
cillations in the photo-count distribution. This has been
discussed in detail in Ref. [34]. For non-unit detection
efficiency, the expressions for Pn(T ) and wn(T ) for arbi-
trary n do not have simple forms, in general. However,
for large n̄, the dominant effect of detection efficiency is
already contained in expressions (39) and (40) and is sim-
ilar to that found for thermal light in the high degeneracy
limit [6].

For small n̄, where quantum effects dominate, the ef-
fect of detector efficiency is more interesting and illus-
trates how the quantum nature of photo-emission se-
quence can be obscured in the photo-detection sequence.
As noted earlier, wait-time distributions beyond n = 1
and 2 carry little qualitatively new information. There-
fore, we will limit our considerations of non-unit detec-
tion efficiency to n = 1, 2 distributions. Following a pro-
cedure similar to that used in arriving at Eqs. (32)-(37)
for small n̄, we expand the generating function in powers
of n̄ and retain terms necessary to satisfy the constraints
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of Eqs. (8)-(9). We then obtain the following expressions

P1(T ) ≈ 2ηγn̄e−(2η−η2)γn̄T 1

2

[
2− η + ηe−2γT

]
, (42)

P2(T ) ≈ 2ηγn̄e−(2η−η2)γn̄T η

2

[
1− e−2γT

]
, (43)

w1(T ) ≈ 2ηγn̄e−(2η−η2)γn̄T

[
1

4
(η − 2)2 + η2e−4γT

+e−2γT

(
2 +

1

2n̄
+ η − 5

4
η2
)]

(44)

w2(T ) ≈ 2ηγn̄e−(2η−η2)γn̄T η

2

[
2− η − 4ηe−4γT

+e−2γT (5η − 6ηγT + 14γT − 2)
]
. (45)

As a check, we note that for η = 1, these expressions
reduce to those in Eqs. (32) -(37) and satisfy the con-
straints (8)-(9). Noteworthy is the nonlinear depen-
dence of wait-time distributions, especially, the expo-
nents, (2η − η2)γn̄T , on detection efficiency. Thus, the
overall effect of detection efficiency on wait-time distri-
butions goes beyond simple scaling of wait-time distribu-
tions.

Figure 5 illustrates the effect of non-unit detection effi-
ciency on wait-time distributions. The full curves repre-
sent numerical calculations using the generating function
(28) in Eqs. (5) and (6). The dashed curves are obtained
from Eqs. (42) - (45). Note that as η decreases, the
long-time scale determined by the pair-emission rate γn̄
for η = 1 is replaced by a time scale determined by the
mean photon flux 2γn̄. We can also see analytically, from
the exponential before the square brackets, that for small
detection efficiency, the exponent (2η− η2)γn̄T → 2ηγn̄.
In this quantum regime, the detection efficiency changes
the time scales as well as the shape of the distributions.
As the detection efficiency decreases, the observed wait-
time distribution resembles a rate limited distribution for
classical (thermal and coherent) light. Here we have an
analytical model that allows us to see how the quantum
mechanical properties of a photo-emission sequence are
washed out in the photo-detection sequence as detection
efficiency decreases.

IV. TWO-LEVEL ATOM RESONANCE
FLUORESCENCE

Consider now the photon sequence produced by a two-
level atom driven by a coherent field with frequency close
to the atomic resonance frequency. With each photoe-
mission, the atom returns to its lower state, and so each
subsequent photon-emission occurs with the atom start-
ing in the lower state, independent of the history of previ-
ous photoemissions. The driving field, being in a classical
(coherent) state, remains unaffected. This property al-
lows the averages of products of photon flux operators to
be simplified and expressed in terms of the products of
two-time averages. This fascinating example of a quan-
tum mechanical light source has been studied in detail

[25–27, 38–41] using photo-count distribution as well as
the wait-time distributions [4, 28, 29]. We have general-
ized these to arbitrary n and efficiency of detection. The
details of this are relegated to the Appendix. Here we
simply quote the steady-state results for the conditional
wait-time distributions wn(T ) for n = 1, 2, 3 to allow a
comparison with light from the DPO.

A. Wait-time distributions

The conditional wait-time distributions for n = 1 − 3
in the steady-state are given by [Appendix and Ref. [28]]

w1(T ) =
Ω2

ω2
e−βT

[
− 1 + coshωT

]
, (46)

w2(T ) =
1

2

Ω4

ω4
βTe−βT

[
2 + coshωT − 3

sinhωT

ωT

]
, (47)

w3(T ) =
1

8

Ω6

ω6
(βT )2e−βT

[
− 4 + coshωT − 9

sinhωT

ωT

+ 24
coshωT − 1

(ωT )2

]
, (48)

where 2β is the Einstein-A coefficient, Ω is the Rabi fre-

quency for the atomic transition, and ω =
√

β2 −Ω2.
These expressions written for Rabi frequency Ω < β also
hold for Ω > β if we replace the hyperbolic functions
by trigonometric functions: cosh(ωT ) → cos |ω|T and
sinh(ωT )/(ωT ) → sin(|ω|T )/(|ω|T ).
These wait-time distributions are shown in Fig. 6 for

two values of Rabi frequency Ω < β (Ω/β = 0.2
√
2)

and Ω > β (Ω/β = 10
√
2). In all cases, the conditional

wait-time distributions vanish at T = 0 and reach a single
maximum (or more) at some nonzero time before decreas-
ing to zero as T increases. The behavior of wn for short
times, 2βT ≪ 1, can be obtained by a Taylor expansion
of the terms inside square brackets in Eqs. (46) - (48),
giving us the leading term

wn ≈ Ω2n

β2n
β
(βT )3n−1

(3n− 1)!
e−βT . (49)

Thus, for short wait-times, wn is proportional to a
gamma distribution with shape parameter 3n and rate
β [30]. This short-time behavior of wn(T ) differs from
that derived in Eq. (8) for the light from the DPO or
the thermal light from a laser operating below threshold.
This is because the zero-delay intensity correlation func-
tions g(n)(0) (n ≥ 2) vanish in resonance fluorescence.
Therefore, the leading nonzero term in the short-time
limit requires a calculation carried out to a higher order
in the small parameter βT . Physically, the vanishing of
wn(0) reflects the fact that a photo-detection signals the
return of the atom to its ground state and, therefore,
its inability to emit another photon immediately after a
photo-detection has occurred.
The behavior of wait-time distribution wn changes

qualitatively as the Rabi frequency Ω increases. For
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FIG. 6. wn(T ) and Pn(T ) for small (Ω/β = 0.2
√
2) and large (Ω/β = 10

√
2) driving fields for n = 1 − 3. The dashed curves

in frames (b) and (d) represent large field approximations [Eq. (50)].

Ω < β, the distributions have a single maximum, whereas
for Ω > β, they begin to develop modulations reflecting
Rabi oscillations. w1(T ) has the strongest modulations
and vanishes periodically at intervals that are multiples

of 2π/|ω| = 2π/
√
Ω2 − β2. These zeros signal the atom’s

periodic return to the ground state when it is unable to
emit a photon. Higher order distributions w2(T ) and
w3(T ) also exhibit modulations but of smaller amplitude
and they do not vanish except at T = 0.

For a strong driving field, Ω2/β2 ≫ 1, the steady-state

emission rate ⟨Î⟩ss = βΩ2/(Ω2 + 2β2) → β and the wait-
time distributions wn(T ) simplify to

wn(T ) ≈ β
(βT )n−1

(n− 1)!
e−βT

[
1− (−1)n−1

2n−1
cos(ΩT )

]
. (50)

This is a gamma distribution modulated at Rabi fre-
quency, the modulations of consecutive distributions be-
ing π out of phase. This approximation is shown by the
dashed curve in Fig. 6(b), which appears to reproduce
the exact curves for both wn beyond the first maximum
quite well.

The unconditional wait-time distribution Pn(T ) can be
derived using a procedure similar to that used for wn(T )
or by using Eq. (73) of Appendix. The resulting expres-
sions are similar to those for wn(T ) and we omit writ-
ing their explicit form here. Figures 6(c) and 6(d) show
Pn(T ) for small and large driving fields. Their compari-
son with conditional distributions shows that P1(T ) and
w1(T ) differ the most from each other; the latter vanishes

at T = 0 whereas P1(T ) has T = 0 as the most probable
value. It is interesting to note that although P1(T ) corre-
sponds to the first photo-detection when counting starts
at a random instant, the underlying Rabi oscillations are
not completely washed out [Fig. 6(d)]. For n ≥ 2, the
unconditional and conditional distributions have quali-
tatively similar behavior. Both types vanish at T = 0
and reach a single maximum for Ω/β <

√
2 or exhibit

modulations for Ω/β >
√
2 before decreasing to zero.

A Special case

A comparison of the wait-time distributions in reso-
nance fluorescence with those for thermal and DPO light
(Figs. 1- 4) shows that for Ω/β <

√
2 they share a com-

mon feature by having a single maximum. For a quanti-
tative comparison, we consider the special case Ω/β = 1
in this regime. The steady-state photon flux in this case
is ⟨I⟩ss = βΩ2/(Ω2 + 2β2) → β/3 and Eq. (46) - (48)
simplify to

wn(T ) = β
(βT )3n−1

(3n− 1)!
e−βT . (51)

The corresponding expression for the unconditional dis-
tribution is

Pn(T ) =
β

3

(βT )3(n−1)

(3n− 1)!
e−βT×[

(βT )2 + (3n− 1)βT + (3n− 1)(3n− 2)
]
. (52)
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Distributions (51) and (52) are shown in Fig. 7 for
n = 1 − 3 as a function of T . They all have a single
maximum, which occurs at increasingly larger values of
T as n increases. Equation (51) is a gamma distribu-
tion with shape parameter 3n, rate β and wait-time aver-
age ⟨T ⟩wn = 3n/β = n/⟨I⟩ss and variance ⟨(∆T )2⟩wn =
3n/β2 = n/3⟨I⟩2ss [30]. The mean is the same as that for
a Poisson sequence of the same flux ⟨I⟩ss but the vari-
ance is smaller than the variance for a Poisson sequence
[Eqs. (13) and (14)]. The sub-Poissonian variance of
wait-times implies that the photoemissions in resonance
fluorescence are more regular than a Poisson sequence.
The regular nature of photo-emissions is reflected in the
most probable wait-time τ

RF
= (3n−1)/β = (n− 1

3 )⟨Î⟩
−1
ss

for the nth photo-detection being longer than the average
wait-time τ

COH
= (n−1)⟨Î⟩−1

ss for a Poisson sequence [Eq.
(12)]. These conclusions, though reached by considering
the special case Ω/β = 1, hold generally. This is dis-
cussed further, for arbitrary values of detection efficiency
and Ω/β in the next subsection.

B. Effect of detection efficiency

For non-unit detection efficiency, the expressions for
wn(T ) and Pn(T ) become cumbersome. The exact for-
mulas have been relegated to the Appendix. Here we
illustrate the effect of non-unit detection efficiency on
wait-time distributions by considering some special cases.

For non-unit detection efficiency, the wait-time distri-
bution w1(T ) for Ω = β is given by

w1(T ) =
ηβ

3µ2
e−βT (1−µ)

[
1

− 2e−
3
2βµT cos

(√
3

2
µβT − π

3

)]
, (53)

where µ = (1−η)1/3. This reduces to w1(T ) given by Eq.
(51) for η = 1 and vanishes for T = 0, independent of the
efficiency of detection, since w1(0) ∝ g(2)(0). On using
Eq. (73) of the Appendix, we find that the unconditional
wait-time distribution for the first photo-detection is

P1(T ) =
ηβe−(1−µ)βT

9µ2

[
(1 + µ+ µ2)

− 2e−
3
2µβT

{(
1− µ

2
− µ2

2

)
cos

(√
3

2
µβT − π

3

)
+ µ(µ− 1)

√
3

2
sin

(√
3

2
µβT − π

3

)}]
. (54)

This also reduces to the ideal detection efficiency result
(52) for η = 1 (µ = 0). The unconditional distribution
P1(T ) does not vanish at T = 0. Noting that the parame-
ter µ increases from 0 to 1 as the efficiency of detection η
decreases from 1 to zero, Eqs. (53) and (54) then allow us
to see that the effect of degrading detection efficiency is
to damp out oscillatory features and push the long-time

tail of the distribution to be Poisson-like. Simple expres-
sions like this are not possible for other values of Ω/β.
However, detailed calculations confirm that higher order
distributions also follow this trend as detection efficiency
decreases. Figure 8 illustrates the effect of non-unit de-
tection efficiency on wait-time distributions (n = 1, 2) for

Ω/β = 5
√
2.

As detection efficiency decreases, Rabi oscillations in
both wn(T ) and Pn(T ) die out. For very small detec-
tion efficiency, η ≪ 1, regardless of the strength of the
field, the distributions for wn(T ) and Pn(T ) are, qual-
itatively, very close to those for coherent light (dashed
curves in Fig. 8), with the exception that w1(0) = 0.
For weak driving fields, photoemissions and, therefore,
photo-detections (even with unit detection efficiency) be-
come rare events. The wait-time distributions are then
dominated by long wait-times, where they are indistin-
guishable from the corresponding distributions for a Pois-
son photon sequence. Similarly, if the detection efficiency
is very small, photo-detections become rare events (ir-
respective of photoemission rate or the strength of the
driving field) and photo-detection wait-times are again
dominated by long intervals pushing wait-time distribu-
tion close to those for random events.

Mean and variance of wait-times

The mean and variance of wait-times are also of inter-
est as both can be measured experimentally. The mo-
ments of T with respect to wn(T ) can be expressed in
terms of its Laplace transform w̃n(s) as

⟨Tm⟩wn = (−1)m
∂m

∂sm
w̃n(s)

∣∣∣∣
s=0

, (55)

where w̃n(s) is given by Eq. (67). The mean and variance
of the wait-time with respect to wn(T ) are then given by

⟨T ⟩wn =
n

η⟨I⟩ss
, (56)

⟨(∆T )2⟩wn =
n

(η⟨Î⟩ss)2

(
1− 6ηβ2Ω2

(Ω2 + 2β2)2

)
, (57)

where ∆T = T − ⟨T ⟩ and ⟨Î⟩ss = βΩ2/(Ω2 + 2β2) is the
steady-state photon flux.

The averages of wait-time with respect to Pn(T ) can
be obtained, similarly, or by using Eq. (73) relating Pn

to wn. This leads to the following expressions for the first
and second moments of wait-time with respect to Pn(T )

⟨T ⟩Pn
=

n

η⟨Î⟩ss

(
1− 3ηβ2Ω2

n(Ω2 + 2β2)2

)
, (58)

⟨T 2⟩Pn =
n(n+ 1)

(η⟨Î⟩ss)2
+

2

Ω2 + 2β2

(
1− 6nβ

η⟨Î⟩ss

)
. (59)
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η = 1(black), 0.5 (blue) and 0.1 (red). The full curves are derived from Eq. (84). The dashed curve in each frame represents
the distribution for coherent light.

Using these equations and Eq. (57), the variance of un-
conditional wait-time can then be written as

⟨(∆T )2⟩Pn
= ⟨(∆T )2⟩wn

+
2Ω2 − 5β2

(Ω2 + 2β2)2
. (60)

A comparison of Eq. (57) with Eq. (14) for Poisson
photon sequence shows that the variance of wait-time
between successive (n = 1) photoemissions in resonance
fluorescence is sub-Poissonian. In other words, the inter-
val between successive photoemissions in resonance flu-
orescence fluctuates less than in a Poisson photon se-
quence, that is, successive photoemissions in resonance
fluorescence are more regular than a Poisson photon se-
quence. The smallest variance of photo-emission wait-

times, (1− 3η/4)/(η⟨Î⟩ss)2, occurs when Ω/β =
√
2.

For strong driving fields, Ω2/β2 ≫ 1, the average pho-

ton flux saturates to ⟨Î⟩ss ≡ βΩ2/(Ω2 + 2β2) → β or an
average of one photoemission per 1/β seconds. In this

limit, ⟨T ⟩wn
≈ ⟨T ⟩Pn

→ n/η⟨Î⟩ss, which shows that for
strong fields the average time for the nth photo-detection
saturates to n times the average interval (ηβ)−1 between
successive photo-emissions and the variance approaches
the Poisson limit ⟨(∆T )2⟩Pn

≈ ⟨(∆T )2⟩wn
→ n/η2β2.
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V. CONCLUSIONS

We have discussed the wait-time distributions for the
nth photo-detections when a photo-electric detector is il-
luminated by a stationary light beam. The numbering
of photo-detections - 1st, 2nd, 3rd, · · · , begins after we
start looking for photo-detections. If the counting be-
gins at an arbitrary instant, the corresponding wait-time
distributions are termed unconditional distributions. On
the other hand, if counting begins only after a photo-
detection is registered, that is, if the start of counting
is conditioned on a photo-detection, the corresponding
wait-time distributions are referred to as conditional dis-
tributions. These distributions characterize the tempo-
ral distribution of photo-detection events, which in turn
result from the photon sequence underlying the incident
light beam via the photoelectric effect. As the photon se-
quence itself is generated by photo-emission events at the
source, the wait-time distributions characterize the tem-
poral distribution of photons or time evolution of photoe-
missions. The wait-time distributions can be measured
in photon counting experiments; combined with the in-
sights from photoelectron counting distribution and/or
multi-time intensity correlations, they allow us to de-
velop a physical picture of photon sequences generated by
different sources. We also considered the effect of non-
unit detection efficiency. When the efficiency of detec-
tion deviates from unity, photo-detection sequence (mea-
sured in the experiment) differs from the photon sequence
incident on the detector or the source photo-emission
sequence. For non-unit efficiency, we may picture the
photo-detection sequence as being obtained by random
deletion of photons from the ideal photon sequence. This
may begin to degrade certain distinctive and/or source
specific features of the photon sequence. For sufficiently
low detection efficiencies, the photo-detection sequence
may become indistinguishable from that generated by a
Poisson photon sequence. We demonstrated this by an-
alyzing these distributions for three different sources of
light and by comparing them with each other and with
those for a Poisson photon sequence underlying coherent
light.

Thermal light (sometimes also called Gaussian light)
is an example of classical light. Its statistical properties
can be described in terms of an electric field amplitude
that fluctuates as a complex Gaussian stochastic process.
In this paper, we considered the source of thermal light
to be a laser operating below threshold. The photon
sequence underlying thermal light is thus generated by
photoemissions from a laser cavity. This places thermal
source on the same footing as the degenerate parametric
oscillator below threshold and a coherently driven two-
level atom, the latter two requiring quantum mechanics
to describe their statistical properties. We present sim-
ple analytic expressions for the conditional and uncondi-
tional wait-time distributions, which are either exact or
approximate but capture most significant features of the
exact distributions. These distributions carry distinctive

features that can be traced to the dynamics of the source.
For example, in the case of thermal light, there are two
natural time scales in these distributions: (2γ)−1, deter-
mined by the cavity lifetime and (2γn̄)−1, determined by
the average photo-emission rate (photon flux). The for-
mer, prominent at low cavity photon number is quickly
masked by the flux-limited wait-time as the mean cavity
occupation number n̄ increases. The case of light from
the DPO is especially interesting; cavity lifetime (2γ)−1

appears in this case as well but at low mean cavity oc-
cupation number n̄, the second time scale is determined
by the average flux of “photon-pairs,” (γn̄)−1 not by the
average photon flux 2γn̄. In this small cavity occupation
number regime, photoemissions are rare events because
the cavity is empty most of the time. The generation of
a photon-pair inside the cavity suddenly boosts photo-
emission rate lasting for a period of order (2γ)−1. The
average photo-emission rate remains small but has large
fluctuations. This is reflected in the wait-time distri-
butions, especially, w1(T ), by the presence of the expo-
nential term e−2γT [Eq. (35)]. It is also interesting that
compared to thermal light the photo-emission rate is en-
hanced by a factor 1/n̄, which for small n̄ can be a very
large number. This enhancement is due to strong quan-
tum correlations between the photons of a pair, which
dominate photo-emission rate in the small n̄ regime. We
are also able to see, analytically, that with degradation of
quantum efficiency, the wait-time distribution with dis-
tinctive time scales (2γ)−1 and γn̄ approaches the distri-
bution dominated by time scale (2γn̄)−1 determined by
mean photon flux. For large cavity occupation number n̄,
the wait-time distributions for the DPO are dominated
by the time scale (2ηγn̄)−1. The effect of detection effi-
ciency is to simple scale the mean photo detection rate.
Both of these features are similar to the behavior exhib-
ited by thermal light.

Wait-time distributions for resonance fluorescence have
been considered before [4, 28, 29]. They are included
here for completeness and comparison. Our contribu-
tion is to extend them to include the effect of non-unit
quantum efficiency. Photon sequences in resonance fluo-
rescence differ from those in thermal and DPO light in
that the former exhibits anti-bunching while the latter
two exhibit bunching in time. This is reflected in the
wait-time distributions, most notably, in the vanishing
of w1(T ), ruling out consecutive photo-detections with
small wait-time. In contrast, w1(T ) for thermal and DPO
light has a maximum at T = 0 indicating high probabil-
ity of consecutive photo-detections with small wait-time.
This property is reflected in the variance of wait-times,
which in resonance fluorescence is sub-Poissonian, that
is, it is smaller than the wait-time variance for a Pois-
son photon sequence with the same photon flux. This is
analogous to sub-Poissonian fluctuations of photocounts
in a fixed interval T . For bunched photon sequences from
thermal and DPO sources, the variance of wait-times is
super-Poissonian, that is, it exceeds the corresponding
variance for a Poisson photon sequence of the same flux
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from a coherent source. Once again, this is analogous
to the super-Poissonian variance of photo-counts in an
internal T . The effect of non-unit detection efficiency
is more complex in resonance fluorescence than it is for
thermal light but in general, decreasing detection effi-
ciency wipes out distinctive features, such as Rabi oscilla-
tions, of wait-time distributions pushing photo-detection
sequence closer to that generated by a Poisson photon
sequence.

Our analysis shows that unconditional and conditional
wait-time distributions provide useful new insights for
developing a physical picture of photon sequences gener-
ated by different sources. We have seen that, for a given
source, P1(T ), P2(T ), w1(T ) and w2(T ) provide the most
useful new information. They are also the most useful
in comparing different sources. For example, the clas-
sification of photon sequences into sub-Poissonian, Pois-
sonian, and super-Poissonian is based on these distribu-
tions. From a practical viewpoint also - they are rel-
atively easier to measure and calculate. Distributions
beyond n = 3 provide only incrementally new informa-
tion. We also investigated the effect of detection effi-
ciency on these distributions. We find that the effect of
non-unit detection efficiency is very different for classical
and quantum light. For classical light, such as the ther-
mal and coherent light, the effect of detection efficiency
is essentially to scale the effective photo-detection rate,
whereas for quantum light, such as the DPO far below
threshold and two-level atom resonance fluorescence, it
not only scales the effective photo-detection rate but also

changes the shape of the distribution. In closing, we men-
tion that the first member of the wait-time distribution
family, P0(T ), is the probability density that a time T
elapses without a photo-detection. As noted in the text
following Eq. (3), this is really the generating function
G(1, T ) for which we have the exact expression for all
light sources considered in the paper. Interestingly, the
measurements of P0(T ) have been proposed as another
way to quantify certain nonclassical features of light [44].
With recent advances in photonic detector technology,

high-efficiency detectors with high time and photon num-
ber resolution have become available and their use for
more accurate measurements of photo-count probabilities
and moments of light intensity for thermal light has been
demonstrated [11]. These quantities have been measured
before even with low efficiency detectors. Measurements
of wait time distributions require both high efficiency and
high time and photon number resolution. These distribu-
tions describe a different aspect of photo-emissions - their
temporal distribution. In all cases considered in the pa-
per, we are able to provide simple analytic expressions,
which allow qualitative and quantitative insights into the
temporal behavior of photons from different light sources.
We hope that the results presented in this paper will
stimulate both theoretical calculations of wait-time dis-
tributions as well as their experimental measurements us-
ing the new high efficiency detectors. Such measurements
will not only utilize the enhanced capabilities of the new
detectors but also extend experimental measurements of
photon statistics into a new direction to provide a more
complete picture of photoemissions from light sources.
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APPENDIX: WAIT-TIME DISTRIBUTIONS IN
RESONANCE FLUORESCENCE

In resonance fluorescence from a coherently driven two-
level atom, it is more convenient to start with a calcula-

tion of wn(T ) [Eq. (2)] and then use it to calculate Pn(T ).
Expanding the exponential in Eq. (2) and expressing the

integrated flux operator Û in terms of photon flux oper-
ator, wn(T ) can be written as

wn(T ) =
1

⟨Î(0)⟩

∞∑
k=0

(k + n− 1)!(−1)kηn+k

(n− 1)!k!
×

∫ T

0

dtk+n−1

∫ tk+n−1

0

dtk+n−2 · · ·
∫ t2

0

dt1⟨T : Î(T )Î(tk+n−1) · · · Î(t1)Î(0)) :⟩, (61)

where we replaced
∫ T

0
dtk+n−1

∫ T

0
dtk+n−2 · · ·

∫ T

0
dt1 by

(k + n − 1)!
∫ T

0
dtk+n−1

∫ tk+n−1

0
dtk+n−2 · · ·

∫ t2
0

dt1 [40].
The integrand of (61) can be interpreted as the joint
probability of detecting photons at the successive times
0, t1, t2, · · · , tk+n−1, T [4]. Using the Markov property of
photoemissions, it can be written as a product of two-
time conditional probabilities [4, 42]. To do so, we note
that the probability of a photo-detection at tk condi-
tioned upon a detection at tk−1(< tk) depends only on
the interval tk − tk−1 and has the form

⟨T : Î(tk)Î(tk−1) :⟩
⟨Î(tk−1)⟩

= 2βf0(tk − tk−1), (62)

where 2β is the Einstein-A coefficient for the atomic tran-
sition and f0(t) describes atomic excitation when the
atom starts initially in the ground state [41]. The inte-
grand in Eq. (61) then can be written as (with T = tn+k

and t0 = 0)

⟨T : Î(T )Î(tk+n−1) · · · Î(t1)Î(0)) :⟩ =

⟨Î(0)⟩
k+n−1∏
j=0

2βf0(tj+1 − tj). (63)

Using Eqs. (63) in (61) and taking the Laplace transform
of the resultant expression, we obtain

w̃n(s) =

∞∑
k=0

(k + n− 1)!(−1)k

(n− 1)!k!
(2βηf̃0(s))

k+n, (64)

where w̃n(s) and f̃0(s) are the Laplace transforms of
wn(T ) and f0(tk+1 − tk), respectively. The sum in the
preceding equation can be recognized as a binomial se-
ries, so that w̃n(s) can be written as

w̃n(s) =

(
2βηf̃0(s)

1 + 2βηf̃0(s)

)n

. (65)

Using the expression for f̃0(s) [4, 28, 40],

f̃0(s) =
Ω2

2s((s+ 2β)(s+ β) + Ω2)
, (66)

where Ω is the Rabi frequency for the atomic transition,
w̃n(s) can be written directly in terms of atomic param-
eters as

w̃n(s) =

(
βηΩ2

s(s+ β)(s+ 2β) + Ω2(s+ βη)

)n

. (67)

Using a similar procedure for Pn(T ), we start with
Eq. (1) and express it in terms of intensity correlation
functions, which factorize [Eq. (63)]

⟨T :Î(tn+k)Î(tn+k−1)...Î(t1):⟩

= (2β)n+kf(t1)

n+k−1∏
j=1

f0(tj+1 − tj), (68)

where f(t1) is the probability of photoemission at t1 when
the atom starts in the steady state at t = 0. We then
find [40]

Pn(T ) =

∞∑
k=0

(n+ k − 1)!(−1)k(2ηβ)n+k

(n− 1)!k!
×

f(t1)

n+k−1∏
j=1

f0(tj+1 − tj). (69)

Taking the Laplace transform of Pn(T ) and using the
Laplace transform of f0(T ) given by Eq. (66) and of
f(t1) given by

f̃(s) =
Ω2

2s(Ω2 + 2β2)
, (70)

we get

P̃n(s) = 2ηβf̃(s)

∞∑
k=0

(−1)k(n+ k − 1)!

(n− 1)!k!
(2ηβf̃0(s))

n+k−1.

(71)

The sum can be carried out to yield

P̃n(s) =

(
s(s+ 3β)

Ω2 + 2β2
+ 1

)(
2ηβf̃0(s)

1 + 2ηβf̃0(s)

)n

,

≡ (Cs2 + 3βCs+ 1)w̃n(s), (72)
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where C = 1
Ω2+2β2 . Using this expression and the prop-

erties of the Laplace transform [30], we find that Pn(T )

can be expressed in terms of wn(T ) as

Pn(T ) = C
d2

dT 2
wn(T ) + 3βC

d

dT
wn(T ) + wn(T ) . (73)

The conditional distribution wn(T ) is found by taking
the inverse Laplace transform of w̃n(s) [Eq. (67)] using
the calculus of residues [4, 26, 40]. This leads to the
following expression for wn(T )

wn(T ) =
β(Ω/β)2ne−βT

((n− 1)!)3(1− Ω2/β2)n

n−1∑
k=0

(βT )n−k−1
[
(−1)nD0(n, k) +D(n, k)((−1)ke

√
β2−Ω2T + e−

√
β2−Ω2T )

]
, (74)

where D0(n, k) =

(
n− 1

k

)
1

(
√
1− Ω2/β2)k

k∑
j=0

(−1)j
(
k

j

)
(n+ k − j − 1)!(n+ j − 1)! , (75)

and D(n, k) =

(
n− 1

k

)
1

(
√

1− Ω2/β2)k

k∑
j=0

(
k

j

)
(n+ k − j − 1)!(n+ j − 1)!

2n+j
. (76)

In general, these expressions must be evaluated numeri-
cally. Nevertheless, it can be seen from these equations
that wn(0) = 0 and w′

n(T ) = 0. The former is a reflec-
tion of the fact that a two-level atom can emit only one
photon at a time. The conditional wait-time distribu-
tions for n = 1 − 3 are then found, from Eqs. (74)-(76),
to be those given by Eqs. (52) – (54). The unconditional
wait-time distribution Pn(T ) can be obtained by taking
the inverse Laplace transform of Eq. (72) or by using the
formula for wn(T ) in Eq. (73).

Nonunit detection efficiency

For non-unit detection efficiency, the expressions for
wn(T ) and Pn(T ) become even more cumbersome. How-
ever, by introducing some auxiliary quantities, they can
be written in a form similar to Eqs. (74)-(76). The cubic
s(s+ β)(s+ 2β) + Ω2(s+ ηβ) in the denominator of Eq.
(67) can be factored as (s − s1)(s − s2)(s − s3), where

s1, s2, and s3 are given by [43]

s1 = β(−1 + δ1 + δ2), (77a)

s2 = β(−1− δ1e
iπ/3 − δ2e

−iπ/3) (77b)

s3 = β(−1− δ1e
−iπ/3 − δ2e

iπ/3) , (77c)

with

δ1 =
3
√
2(1−Ω2/β2)

B
, δ2 =

B

3 3
√
2
, (78a)

B =
[
27(1− η)(Ω2/β2)

+

√
108

(
Ω2

β2
− 1

)3

+

(
27(1− η)

Ω2

β2

)2]1/3
. (78b)

As a check, for η = 1, B → 3
√
2
√

3(Ω2/β2 − 1) and

we recover s1 = −β, s2 = −β −
√
β2 − Ω2 and s3 =

−β+
√

β2 − Ω2. In terms of the quantities introduced in
Eqs. (78a) and (78b), the nonunit detection efficiency ex-
pressions for wn(T ) then can be written in a form similar
to Eq. (74):

wn(T ) = Cne
−βT

n−1∑
k=0

(
n− 1

k

)
(βT )n−1−k

(
√
3(δ21 + δ1δ2 + δ22))

k
((−1)kJ0(n, k)e

(δ1+δ2)βT + 2(−1)nJ (n, k, T )e−(δ1+δ2)βT/2),

(79)
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where

Cn =
(ηΩ2/β2)n

((n− 1)!)33n(δ21 + δ1δ2 + δ22)
n
,

J0(n, k) =

k∑
p=0

(
k

p

)
(n+ k − p− 1)!(n+ p− 1)! cos((2p− k)θ1),

J (n, k) = (
√
3)

(√
δ21 + δ1δ2 + δ22

δ2 − δ1

)n

×

k∑
p=0

(
k

p

)
(−1)p(n+ k − p− 1)!(n+ p− 1)!

(√
δ21 + δ1δ2 + δ22

δ2 − δ1

)p

cos

(
δ2 − δ1

2

√
3βT + ϕnkp

)
,

θ1 = arctan

(
1√
3

δ2 − δ1
δ2 + δ1

)
and ϕnkp = θ1(n+ k − p)− (n+ p)

π

2
.

(80)

Like Eq. (74), in general, this must be evaluated numeri-
cally. For n = 1 and Ω/β = 1, the expressions for w1(T )

and P1(T ) [using w1(T ) in Eq. (73)] simplify. These are
given by Eqs. (53) and (54), respectively, in the main
paper.
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