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We experimentally investigate the second-order quantum coherence function of a superradiant
burst in a cascaded quantum system. We chirally (i.e. direction-dependently) couple roughly 900
cesium atoms to the forward propagating mode of an optical nanofiber. We then prepare the
ensemble in the maximally inverted state, where the subsequent collective emission of a burst is
known as superfluorescence. Here, we observe that second-order coherence emerges in the course
of the decay. This is a clear feature of the underlying collective dynamics that is also at the origin
of the superradiant burst itself. We furthermore study the dynamics of the second-order coherence
function of the emission in dependence on the initial average dipole moment of the ensemble. In
addition, by correlating the detection of early and late photon emission events, we obtain evidence
for fundamental shot-to-shot fluctuations in the delay of the start of the burst emission. Our findings
reveal that, despite the fundamentally different coupling Hamiltonian, superradiance in cascaded
and symmetrically coupled systems feature a strikingly large number of similarities.

Introduction. The collective emission of radiation is
an ubiquitous physical process that underlies devices
such as lasers and phased-array antennas, applications
such as optical quantum memories, and even phenom-
ena in space such as astrophysical cyclotron masers [1–
3]. Already in 1954, R. H. Dicke studied the collective
emission originating from a dense ensemble of two-level
quantum emitters that are initially prepared in the max-
imally excited state [4–7]. In this system, superfluores-
cence occurs, where the radiated optical power first in-
creases with time, then reaches a maximum and, even-
tually, decays. Such a superradiant burst of light is a
hallmark effect in many-body quantum optics and quali-
tatively different from the exponential decay observed in
the emission from independent atoms. Only recently, it
was theoretically [8] and experimentally [9] shown that
a burst also occurs for a cascaded interaction between
emitters arranged in a chain. In this setting, a given
atom i influences the decay of atoms j > i but not vice
versa [10, 11]. Cascaded interactions between quantum
emitters can be engineered, for example with Rydberg
atoms [12], acousto-optic control techniques [13], spin-
orbit coupled Bose-Einstein condensates [14], and occur
naturally for quantum emitters in optical near fields due
to chiral light-matter interaction [15]. While superflu-
orescence and in general superradiant phenomena have
been studied extensively [7, 16–25], important properties
such as the coherence and the photon statistics of the
burst emission have only been explored sparsely in the
literature [9, 26–29].

Here, we experimentally study the two-time second-
order quantum coherence function [30], g(2)(t1, t2), of the
superradiant burst emitted by a cascaded quantum sys-
tem. Our system is realized with 900 cesium atoms chi-
rally coupled to the guided mode of an optical nanofiber,
i.e., a cylindrical dielectric waveguide with a diameter
smaller than the wavelength of the guided light. From
these second-order correlations, we discern the regimes

of superfluorescence and superradiance, we directly ob-
serve the spontaneous build-up of second-order coherence
of the radiation emitted by an ensemble of initially inde-
pendent atoms, and we infer shot-to-shot fluctuations of
the delay between the excitation and the burst emission.
We compare our data to the symmetric Dicke model as
well as to a stochastic simulation of our system, which is
based on the truncated Wigner approximation.

Setup and Measurement. Our experimental setup is
sketched in Fig. 1. We realize an optical trapping po-
tential in the evanescent field surrounding the nanofiber-
waist of a tapered optical fiber (TOF), by sending run-
ning wave blue-detuned laser light (wavelength 760 nm,
power 20.5 mW) and forward and backward propagat-
ing red-detuned laser light (wavelength 1064 nm, pow-
ers 1.3 mW and 1.1 mW, respectively) through the
nanofiber. This creates two diametral arrays of trap-
ping sites [31], which we probabilistically load with
cold cesium atoms by overlapping the nanofiber with a
molasses-cooled cloud of atoms from a magneto-optical
trap (MOT). Due to the collisional blockade effect, each
trapping site is filled with at most a single atom [32].
We prepare the atoms on only one side of the fiber
in their motional ground state using side-selective de-
generate Raman cooling (DRC) for 50 ms [33]. With
this, we end up with a single one-dimensional array of
trapped cesium atoms, which lies in the x− y-plane, see
Fig. 1(a). Upon DRC, the internal state of the atoms
is |g⟩ = |6S1/2,F = 4,mF = −4⟩, where the quantization
axis is chosen along the z-direction. We control the num-
ber of atoms, N , via the MOT loading time and deter-
mine it by measuring the optical depth (OD) with trans-
mission spectroscopy through the TOF. All the measure-
ments shown here are performed at an OD of about 40,
corresponding to N ≈ 900 [31].

Because of spin-momentum locking [34], the polar-
ization of the waveguide mode at the position of the
atoms depends strongly on its sense of propagation, for-
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FIG. 1. (a) Schematic of the experimental setup for mea-

suring the second-order coherence function g(2)(t1, t2) of a
superradiant burst. An ensemble of about 900 cesium atoms
(red circles) are optically trapped near the surface of an op-
tical nanofiber. A pulse of nanofiber-guided resonant light
coherently excites the ensemble close to full inversion of a cy-
cling transition which predominantly re-emits the light into
the forward-propagating nanofiber mode, thereby realizing a
cascaded quantum system. The optical power and its second-
order correlation are obtained using a Hanbury-Brown and
Twiss-type detection setup. (b) Representation of the initial
state, parameterized by the Rabi pulse area A on the Bloch
sphere. (c) Measured two-photon coincidence rates within a
3 ns bin width. A maximum of roughly 250 two-photon coin-
cidences occurs at t1 = t2 ≈ 7.5 ns for a total of 107 excitation
pulses. (d) Sketch of the optical power on a single detector.

ward or backward. In particular, the radiation emitted
on the σ−-polarized atomic D2-cycling transition |g⟩ →
|e⟩ = |6P3/2,F = 5,mF = −5⟩ has an overlap with the
forward-propagating mode of β ≈ 0.01, while its overlap
with the backward-propagating mode is about ten times
smaller. Thanks to this so-called chiral coupling, the
nanofiber-coupled atoms thus realize a cascaded quantum
system [10, 11, 15]. We coherently drive the |g⟩ → |e⟩
transition with a fiber-guided forward propagating reso-
nant optical Rabi pulse of duration Tpulse = 4 ns, which is
shorter than the excited-state lifetime of τ = 30.5 ns [35].
This prepares the ensemble close to the product state

|ψ0⟩ =
N⊗

k=1

[
cos

(
A

2

)
|gk⟩ − i sin

(
A

2

)
|ek⟩

]
, (1)

where the atomic index k = 1, . . . , N increases along the
propagation direction of the light. This initial state is de-
picted on the Bloch sphere in Fig. 1(b). The Rabi pulse
area A = ΩTpulse is defined by the Rabi frequency Ω ap-
plied to the first atom. In practice, because of absorption
of the pulse upon propagation through the atomic en-

semble and due to inhomogeneous atom-waveguide cou-
pling, the atoms experience slightly different pulse areas
Ak ≈ A, see discussions in Refs. [9, 35].
In each experimental run, we repeatedly excite the

ensemble 400 times within 80 ms. During this prob-
ing, which would slightly heat the atoms, we continu-
ously cool the ensemble by applying DRC on the D1 line
(|6S1/2,F = 4⟩ → |6P1/2,F = 4⟩) with a free-space laser,
achieving a survival of 75% of the atoms by the end of
the probing period. Because the scattering rate of the D1
light is sufficiently small, this cooling does not alter the
burst dynamics. A fully inverted and sufficiently large
ensemble (for us N ≫ 100 and A ≈ π) then radiates
a superradiant burst as sketched in Fig. 1(d) and ex-
perimentally investigated in detail in Ref. [9]. A hybrid
photodetector (Hamamatsu, R10467, dead time < 2 ns)
captures both this superradiant burst and the preceding
transmitted excitation Rabi pulse. For the two-time cor-
relation measurement of the burst, we split the light into
two parts and delay one half by about 100 ns using a
20 m long optical fiber before both fractions reach the
same detector. Since the decay dynamics is much faster
than 100 ns, this allows us to measure the two-photon
coincidence rate, nc(t1, t2). Here, t1 and t2 are measured
from the end of the Rabi pulse. A sample measurement
of nc(t1, t2) during the emission of a superradiant burst
for a maximally inverted ensemble is shown in Fig. 1(c),
with a binning of 3 ns. The normalized second-order co-
herence function is then given by

g(2)(t1, t2) =
nc(t1, t2)

n1(t1)n2(t2)
, (2)

where nj(tj) is the photon rate on detector j at the re-
spective time tj with j = 1, 2.
Initial second-order coherence function. Let us first

discuss the value of the second-order coherence function
of the light that is emitted right after the excitation
pulse, g(2)(0, 0), which is shown in Fig. 2(a) as a function
of A (black circles). The data reaches a peak value of
g(2)(0, 0) = 2 for A ≈ 1.1π, falls off over a range of about
±0.1π, and decreases to g(2)(0, 0) ≈ 1 for substantially
smaller or larger pulse areas. This behavior can be un-
derstood in the following way. As discussed in Ref. [35],
because of the absorption of the pulse along the ensem-
ble, a pulse area at the first atom slightly larger than π
(here, A ≈ 1.07π) maximizes the mean excitation stored
in the ensemble. For this case of maximum inversion,
i.e. |ψ0⟩ ≈ ⊗

k |ek⟩, the ensemble-averaged dipole mo-
ment vanishes, see also Bloch sphere representation in
Fig. 1(b). Correspondingly, the fields radiated by the
atoms do not have a fixed phase relationship. Thus, the
initially emitted light features the statistics of indepen-
dent atoms, yielding g(2)(0, 0) = 2. By contrast, when
exciting the ensemble with a pulse area A below or above
maximal inversion, a non-zero average dipole moment is
imprinted on the ensemble by the excitation laser. Thus,
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FIG. 2. (a) Experimentally measured second-order coher-

ence function g(2)(0, 0) of the initial emission as a function of
the excitation Rabi pulse area A (back circles with Poissonian
error bars). The grey and purple theory lines are, respectively,
an analytical prediction according to Eq. (3) and a numerical
prediction of the TWA model for N = 900 atoms. (b)-(d)

g(2)(t, t) as a function of time for three values of A, as indi-

cated. For A = 1.10π, g(2)(t, t) develops from 2 to 1 during

the burst. For A ̸= 1.10π, g(2)(t, t) = 1 is constant. The pur-
ple lines show TWA predictions with the one-sigma error due
to a finite number of computed trajectories (shaded areas).
The grey dashed line in panel (c) is the prediction by the
symmetric Dicke model with NDicke = 9. The optical power
P (t) is shown as the light blue area with the corresponding
TWA prediction as the dark blue line. The oscillations on top
of P (t) are quantum beats that originate from weak excitation
of the hyperfine state |6P3/2,F = 4⟩. In (b) - (d) we omitted
datapoints, where we did not observe a single coincidence.

the atoms radiate in phase and the statistics of the emit-
ted light reproduces those of the excitation laser field,
resulting in g(2)(0, 0) = 1.

Let us now theoretically analyze g(2)(0, 0) when the
atoms are prepared in |ψ0⟩ as defined in Eq. (1). The
total electric field Ê in the detected mode is given by

the sum over the contribution of all atomic dipoles σ̂k =
|gk⟩ ⟨ek|, i.e., Ê ∝ ∑

k σ̂k. As shown in the supplemen-
tal material (SM), we find the following expression for
second-order quantum coherence function

g(2)(0, 0) =
⟨ψ0| Ê†Ê†ÊÊ |ψ0⟩
⟨ψ0| Ê†Ê |ψ0⟩2

≈ 2− 1

(1 + 1
N cos2(A/2) )

2
,

(3)
where the right hand side is exact in the large-ensemble
limit of N ≫ 1. We show this prediction as a grey line for
N = 900 in Fig. 2(a). The width of the peak predicted
for g(2)(0, 0) as a function of A is approximately 2π/

√
N ,

which roughly matches our data. We can additionally
model the absorption of the Rabi pulse along the ensem-
ble by applying a stochastic numerical model based on
the truncated Wigner approximation (TWA) [36, 37], see
purple line in Fig. 2(a). It is apparent that this explains
the shift of the peak by 0.07π. More details on the TWA
follow below.
Dynamics of second-order coherence function. In

Figs. 2(b)–(d), we show the measured optical power,
which is averaged over more than 106 excitation pulses,
as the blue shaded area, and the normalized second-
order coherence function at equal time, g(2)(t, t), dur-
ing the burst as black circles for different initial atomic
states characterized by the Rabi pulse area A. The char-
acteristic feature of the superradiant decay of a maxi-
mally inverted atomic ensemble is the burst of the optical
power [9]. It is most prominent in panel (c), where the
initial state is close to maximal inversion. Notably, there
we measure a decrease of g(2)(t, t) during the burst emis-
sion from its initial value of g(2)(0, 0) = 2 to g(2)(t, t) = 1
at t ≈ 19 ns. In stark contrast, we observe a constant
g(2)(t, t) ≈ 1 for the entire duration of the burst emis-
sion in panels (b) and (d), where the ensemble’s average
initial dipole moment is nonzero.
The theoretical modelling of such second-order cor-

relations for as many as one thousand atoms requires
state-of-the-art approaches [8, 38–46]. Here, we apply an
efficient, recently developed stochastic simulation tool,
which is based on the truncated Wigner approximation
for spins (TWA) [36, 47]. The latter can describe many
emitters and many excitations. In our model, the system
dynamics are mapped to a set of 2N coupled, nonlinear
stochastic differential equations, which can be numeri-
cally solved for thousands of atoms, to accurately pre-
dict both the output power (blue lines in Fig. 2) and
g(2)(t, t) (purple lines). For the details on the implemen-
tation of the TWA, see Ref. [37]. Our modelling includes
the coherent Rabi excitation process, where we account
for the absorption of the excitation pulse along the en-
semble as well as for the inhomogeneous atom-waveguide
coupling due to the atom’s thermal motion. In addi-
tion to predicting the system dynamics with the TWA
model, we also numerically solve the symmetric Dicke
model and present its prediction for g(2)(t, t) as the grey
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FIG. 3. TWA simulation of g(2)(t, t) for different numbers
of atoms. For N < Nthr ≈ 100 (blue) no burst occurs [9] and

g(2)(t, t) = 2 is constant. For N > Nthr (red), g
(2)(t, t) evolves

towards 1, i.e., second-order coherence builds up during the
collective emission.

dashed line in Fig. 2(c). Since this model assumes per-
fect atom-waveguide coupling (βDicke = 1), we use an
atom number of NDicke = 9 ≈ βN [24] (see SM). This
model shows qualitative agreement with our experimen-
tal data, particularly regarding the reduction of g(2)(t, t)
from 2(1 − 1/NDicke) ≈ 2 to 1. However, it does not
capture the experimentally observed time dynamics as
accurately as the TWA.

For maximal inversion, the ensemble has no dipole
moment. Therefore the emission is seeded by vacuum
fluctuations, a situation in which superradiance is also
termed superfluorescence [48, 49]. Following the initially
independent emission, second-order coherence builds up
while the light is radiated. This characteristic dynamics
of superfluorescence occurs because the atomic dipoles
spontaneously synchronize via the shared mode. More in
detail, we take the fact that we observe g(2)(t, t) < 2 as a
signature of this synchronization, because it violates the
Siegert relation [50], which holds for independent emit-
ters and reads g(2)(t, t) = 1 + |g(1)(t, t)|2 = 2 [51]. Note
that for an excitation Rabi pulse area sufficiently below
and above maximal inversion [c.f. Fig. 2(a) and (c)],
the Siegert relation is also broken. However, there the
synchronization of the dipoles does not spontaneously
build up, but is already present at t = 0 since the
atomic dipoles are already synchronized to the excitation
laser [9].

To further our understanding that the emergence of
second-order coherence is a collective phenomenon, we
now study g(2)(t, t) as a function of the number of atoms
N . In a cascaded system with imperfect atom-mode cou-
pling (β < 1), a burst only appears when N exceeds a
threshold value, Nthr = 1+1/β, whereas the atoms decay
independently for N ≪ Nthr [7, 8]. Here, Nthr is about
100. Due to low count rates, we cannot reliably mea-
sure g(2)(t, t) for small atom numbers in our experiment
and therefore analyze this regime theoretically using the
TWA model. In Fig. 3, we show the calculated g(2)(t, t)
for an ensemble of homogeneously coupled atoms with
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FIG. 4. (a) Color plot of g(2)(t1, t2) of the superradiant burst

at detection times t1, t2. Red (blue) colors indicate g(2) > 1

(g(2) < 1). The trace of the average measured power (black
line) is shown in the top panel for comparison. (b) A cut

of g(2)(t1 = 4 ns, t2) as a function of |t2 − t1| (black circles
with Poissonian error bars), reveals anti-correlations for de-
lays above 20 ns. The grey solid line is a prediction based on
the symmetric Dicke model for N = 9 and β = 1. (c), (d)
Same analysis for a coherent laser pulse with similar shape
and duration as the burst in (a). Here, g(2)(t1, t2) = 1 within
the error bars as the photons are uncorrelated.

β = 0.01, which is initialized in |ψ0⟩ =
⊗

k |ek⟩. The rate
at which the second-order coherence builds up decreases
when N is reduced and, importantly, for N < Nthr (de-
picted in blue), g(2)(t, t) is a constant. In that regime,
the ensemble remains in a product state ρ̂(t) =

⊗
k ρ̂k(t),

where ρ̂k(t) is the density matrix of the kth atom, yield-
ing g(2)(t, t) = g(2)(0, 0) = 2. These simulation results
further support the conclusion that a build-up of second-
order coherence in our experiment is a signature of a
departure of the ensemble from the product state, i.e.
ρ̂(t) ̸=⊗k ρ̂k(t).

Shot-to-shot variations. Finally, we turn to the sta-
tistical properties of the light emitted from a maximally
inverted ensemble by considering g(2)(t1, t2) for unequal
times t1 ̸= t2, depicted as a color plot in Fig. 4(a).
In Fig. 4(b), we show g(2)(t1 = 4 ns, t2) as a function
of the time difference |t2 − t1|. This data thus quanti-
fies the correlation between the burst light at early and
late times. Interestingly, the detection events are corre-
lated, g(2)(t1, t2) > 1, for small time differences and anti-
correlated, g(2)(t1, t2) < 1, for larger time differences.
These anti-correlations are also apparent as blue regions
in the bottom right and top left corner of Fig. 4(a). For
comparison, we present the results of the same correla-
tion measurement performed with a coherent laser pulse
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of similar shape and duration in panels (c) and (d). Here,
as expected, g(2)(t1, t2) = 1 is constant within the error
bars for all combinations of t1 and t2 as there are no
correlations between the detection of early and late pho-
tons. For the time being, the TWA cannot predict two-
time correlators. In order to still compare our observa-
tions to a model prediction, we therefore apply the quan-
tum regression theorem to the symmetric Dicke model
for NDicke = 9 (see SM). The resulting prediction for
g(2)(t1 = 4 ns, t2) is shown as a grey solid line in panel
(b) and features a qualitatively similar transition from
g(2)(t1, t1) ≈ 2 to g(2)(t1 = 4 ns, t2) < 1 at a large time
difference.

To understand these anti-correlations, let us assume
that individual bursts have a duration τs. Moreover, let
us assume that, despite the identical preparation of the
atoms, each burst occurs after a varying delay with re-
spect to the excitation pulse [7]. When averaging over
many realizations, the resulting power trace will have a
duration that is longer than τs. At the same time, the
probability of the detection of two photons separated by
more that τs is smaller in a single shot than on aver-
age. We thus interpret the observed anti-correlations of
g(2)(t1, t2) as a signature of these fluctuations. For the
case of symmetric coupling, such shot-to-shot variations
of the burst are a known feature of superfluorescence
and originate from the fact that the burst is triggered
by spontaneous emission [18, 52].

Conclusion and Outlook. In conclusion, we have mea-
sured and theoretically investigated the two-time second-
order quantum coherence function, g(2)(t1, t2), of a su-
perradiant burst emitted by a cascaded quantum system.
This allowed us to observe the emergence of second-order
coherence in the light emitted by initially independent
emitters. Remarkably, this occurs despite the absence
of any feedback in a cascaded system. In particular, in
conjunction with the results from Ref. [9], it becomes ap-
parent that superradiance in a cascaded quantum system
features surprisingly many similarities with the symmet-
ric Dicke model.

Further characterization of the photonic output state
of cascaded quantum systems includes measurements
of even higher-order correlations, such as g(3)(t1, t2, t3).
Moreover, we would like to investigate the emission of co-
herently and incoherently driven cascaded quantum sys-
tems in the steady-state. From a theoretical standpoint,
such experiments allow one to benchmark state-of-the-
art simulation methods of many-body quantum systems.
From a conceptional point of view, they may shed light
on, e.g., the physics underlying superradiant lasing [16].

We thank M. Fleischhauer, C. Mink, K. Mølmer,
A. Poddubny, J. Volz, L. Yatsenko for fruitful discus-
sions. We acknowledge funding by the Alexander von
Humboldt Foundation in the framework of the Alexan-
der von Humboldt Professorship endowed by the Federal
Ministry of Education and Research.
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SECOND-ORDER COHERENCE FUNCTION OF THE INITIAL PRODUCT STATE

As described in the main text, we initialize our atomic ensemble at t = 0 close to the product state given by Eq. (1),

|ψ0⟩ =
N⊗

k=1

[
cos

(
A

2

)
|gk⟩ − i sin

(
A

2

)
|ek⟩

]
, (S.1)

where |gk⟩ and |ek⟩ are the ground and excited state of the kth atom, andA is the Rabi pulse area. Here, we will compute the first-
and second-order correlations of the symmetric lowering operator Ŝ =

∑N
k=1 σ̂k, where σ̂k = |gk⟩ ⟨ek| is the spin-lowering

operator of the kth atom. Since the detected mode Ê is proportional to Ŝ, the correlations will hold for Ê up to a prefactor. At
first, we define d as the imaginary part of the dipole moment,

d := i ⟨σ̂†
k − σ̂k⟩ = i ⟨ψ0| σ̂†

k − σ̂k |ψ0⟩ = −2 cos

(
A

2

)
sin

(
A

2

)
. (S.2)

Note that here, all atoms have the same dipole moment ⟨σ̂k⟩ = id/2 and therefore we can omit an index k. Next, we define the
probability p that one particular atom is excited,

p := ⟨σ̂†
kσ̂k⟩ = sin

(
A

2

)2

. (S.3)

Since |ψ0⟩ is a product state, we make use of ⟨ÂB̂⟩ = ⟨Â⟩ ⟨B̂⟩ whenever Â and B̂ act on different atoms. With this and σ̂2
k = 0

we find

⟨Ŝ⟩ =
N∑

k=1

⟨σ̂k⟩ = iN
d

2
, (S.4a)

⟨Ŝ†Ŝ⟩ =
N∑

k,l=1

⟨σ̂†
kσ̂l⟩ =

N∑

k,l=1

⟨σ̂†
k⟩ ⟨σ̂l⟩+

N∑

k=1

(
⟨σ̂†

kσ̂k⟩ − | ⟨σ̂k⟩ |2
)
= | ⟨Ŝ⟩ |2 +N

(
p− d2

4

)

= N

[
p+ (N − 1)

d2

4

]
N≫1−−−→ N

(
p+N

d2

4

) (S.4b)

⟨Ŝ†Ŝ†ŜŜ⟩ =
N∑

k,l,m,n=1

⟨σ̂†
kσ̂

†
l σ̂mσ̂n⟩ =

N∑

k,l,m,n=1





d4

16 , k, l,m, n all different
pd2

4 , either k or l equals either m or n
p2, k = m ̸= l = n or k = n ̸= l = m

0, else

= N(N − 1)

[
(N − 2)(N − 3)

d4

16
+ 4(N − 2)p

d2

4
+ 2p2

]

N≫1−−−→ N2

(
N2 d

4

16
+ 4pN

d2

4
+ 2p2

)

. (S.4c)

Here, the final expressions are valid in the large-ensemble limit of N ≫ 1. In that limit, we can express the second-order
correlation function as

⟨Ŝ†Ŝ†ŜŜ⟩ = ⟨Ŝ†Ŝ⟩2
(
2− N4d4

16 ⟨Ŝ†Ŝ⟩2

)
= ⟨Ŝ†Ŝ⟩2

(
2−

(
1 +

4p

Nd2

)−2
)
. (S.5)
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Figure S.1. Symmetric Dicke model predictions for N = 9 (left) and N = 200 (right) identical two-level atoms with excited state lifetime
τ = 1/γ. Top row: normalized photon flux P (t)/γ = ⟨Ŝ†(t)Ŝ(t)⟩ as a function of time. Bottom row: color plot of g(2)(t1, t2). Red (blue)
colors indicate g(2) > 1 (g(2) < 1).

With the expressions for p and d, we thus find for the normalized second-order coherence function

g(2)(0, 0) =
⟨Ŝ†Ŝ†ŜŜ⟩
⟨Ŝ†Ŝ⟩2

= 2−
(
1 +

1

N cos2(A/2)

)−2

, (S.6)

which is Eq. (3) of the main text. Let us analyze this expression as a function of A. First note that it has a period of 2π in A.
Next, on the interval (0, 2π) the function has one maximum at A = π with g(2)(0, 0) = 2. Furthermore, for A ̸= π, the function
approaches 1 as N becomes large, i.e. g(2)(0, 0) N→∞−−−−→ 1. Thus, for a finite N ≫ 1, the function is similar to a Lorentzian with
a narrow peak at A = π, whose full-width at half-maximum (FWHM) w can be computed as follows. We set A = π±w/2 and
have in close proximity to the maximum (i.e. for w ≪ π), g(2)(t, t) ≈ 2− [1+16/(Nw2)]−2. From this, we find the FWHM as

w =

√
16√
2− 1

1

N
≈ 0.9892× 2π√

N
. (S.7)

TWO-TIME SECOND-ORDER CORRELATION FUNCTION IN THE DICKE MODEL

In this section, we consider the original Dicke model [1, 2]. There, a very dense ensemble of N two-level atoms with excited
state lifetime τ = 1/γ is initialized in the fully inverted state |N⟩ = |e · · · e⟩. Upon decay, this ensemble always stays in its
symmetric Dicke states |k⟩, which can be written as [2]

|k⟩ =
√

k!

N !(N − k)!
ŜN−k |N⟩ , (S.8)
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where k = 0, 1, · · · , N counts the number of excitations in the ensemble and Ŝ =
∑N

k=1 σ̂k is the symmetric lowering operator.
Our goal is to derive an expression for the second-order two-time correlation functionG(2)(t1, t2) = ⟨Ê†(t1)Ê†(t2)Ê(t2)Ê(t1)⟩
of the field Ê ∝ √

γŜ, radiated by the Dicke ensemble.
For this, consider the vector of operators x̂0, whose elements are the projection operators (x̂0)k = |k⟩ ⟨k|. Note that the

expected value of x̂0 are the diagonal entries of the density matrix with ρkk = ⟨k| ρ̂ |k⟩ = (⟨x̂0⟩)k. The equation of motion of
these diagonal entries reads [2]

d
dt

⟨x̂0⟩ = γA0 ⟨x̂0⟩ (S.9)

with the (N + 1)2 - matrix A0, whose components are given by (m,n = 0, . . . , N )

(A0)nm = −δnms2n + δn+1,ms
2
n+1. (S.10)

Here, sk =
√
k(N + 1− k) are defined through Ŝ |k⟩ = sk |k − 1⟩ and Ŝ† |k⟩ = sk+1 |k + 1⟩. The time-dependent solution

of Eq. (S.9) reads ρkk(t) = ⟨x̂0(t)⟩ = eA0γtρkk(0) with the initial value ρkk(0) = δk,N . Note that a numerical solution to
this matrix exponential can be found in a reasonable time, even when N exceeds 100. The off-diagonal elements are all zero,
ρk ̸=n(t) = 0. The time-dependent radiated photon flux P (t) is then found by using Ŝ†Ŝ =

∑N
k=0 s

2
k(x̂0)k as

P (t) = γ ⟨Ŝ†(t)Ŝ(t)⟩ = γTr
[
ρ̂(t)Ŝ†Ŝ

]
= γ

N∑

k,n=0

s2k ⟨n| ρ̂(t)(x̂0)k |n⟩ = γ
N∑

k=0

s2kρkk(t). (S.11)

We now consider the vector of two-time correlators ⟨Ŝ†(t1)x̂0(t2)Ŝ(t1)⟩ with t2 > t1. Employing the quantum regression
theorem [3], we find an equation of motion for this vector of correlators from Eq. (S.9) as

d
dt2

⟨Ŝ†(t1)x̂0(t2)Ŝ(t1)⟩ = γA0 ⟨Ŝ†(t1)x̂0(t2)Ŝ(t1)⟩ . (S.12)

The solution to this differential equation reads ⟨Ŝ†(t1)x̂0(t2)Ŝ(t1)⟩ = eA0γ(t2−t1) ⟨Ŝ†(t1)x̂0(t1)Ŝ(t1)⟩. From this, we finally
find the two-time second-order correlation function as

G(2)(t1, t2) = ⟨Ŝ†(t1)Ŝ
†(t2)Ŝ(t2)Ŝ(t1)⟩ =

N∑

k=0

s2k

(
⟨Ŝ†(t1)x̂0(t2)Ŝ(t1)⟩

)
k

=
N∑

k,n=0

s2k

(
eA0γ(t2−t1)

)
k,n

⟨Ŝ† |n⟩ ⟨n| Ŝ⟩t1 =
N∑

k,n=0

s2ks
2
n+1

(
eA0γ(t2−t1)

)
k,n

(ρ0(t1))n+1 .

(S.13)

For t2 < t1, we use the symmetry property G(2)(t1, t2) = G(2)(t2, t1). The normalized second-order coherence function is then
found by

g(2)(t1, t2) =
G(2)(t1, t2)

P (t1)P (t2)
. (S.14)

We show this quantity as a color plot for N = 9 and N = 200 in Fig. S.1.
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