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We investigate a quantum dot (QD) system coupled to a vibrational environment with a super-
Ohmic spectral density and weakly to a leaky cavity mode, a model relevant for semiconductor-based
single-photon sources. The phonon coupling induces dephasing and broadens the absorption and
emission line shapes, while the weakly coupled cavity mode leads to effective driving of the QD.To
capture non-Markovian effects, we use non-Markovian Quantum State Diffusion and its hierarchical
extension the Hierarchy of Pure States to compute multitime correlation functions underlying ab-
sorption and resonance fluorescence spectra. We present numerical results for the absorption spectra
at strong phonon coupling and finite temperature, as well as for resonance fluorescence spectra at
varying phonon coupling strengths and temperatures, and analyse the visibility of the resonance
fluorescence spectra to provide insights into how phonon coupling and thermal effects influence the
spectral features.

I. INTRODUCTION

In this work, we investigate a quantum dot (QD) sys-
tem that features strong coupling to its vibrational en-
vironment and weak coupling to a leaky cavity mode.
This model serves as a simplified representation of a
semiconductor quantum dot-based single-photon source,
for example. Despite its simplicity, the model captures
many essential features of the real system: phonon cou-
pling causes dephasing and broadens the absorption line-
shapes, while the weakly coupled leaky cavity leads to
effective classical driving of the QD. Using this model,
many of the features observed in recent experiments [1–
8] can be at least qualitatively understood. A solid un-
derstanding of this model is crucial for improving quan-
tum dot-based single-photon sources, where the quality
of emitted single-photons is limited by vibrational cou-
pling [9–14].

Many important experimental observables, such as
emission spectra, can be computed from multitime ex-
pectation values. Systems described by the Gorini-
Kossakowski-Sudarshan-Lindblad (GKSL) equation [15,
16] often exhibit the useful property that these multitime
observables satisfy the same equation of motion as the
density matrix – this is the essence of the Quantum Re-
gression Theorem (QRT) [17–19]. The validity and lim-
itations of the QRT have been extensively investigated
in recent years, leading to an understanding of when the
theorem applies and when it breaks down [20–28].

Clearly, computation of multitime expectation values
for systems beyond GKSL paradigm is an important
topic as the large body of research in recent years sug-
gests [24, 28–36]. In this work, we contribute to this
effort. We compute multitime observables using Non-
Markovian Quantum State Diffusion (NMQSD) and it’s
hierarchical extension Hierarchy of Pure States (HOPS).
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We focus in particular on the case where the coupling to
the non-Markovian environment is described by a super-
Ohmic spectral density, which is typical for quantum
dots. We investigate how the the presence of a weakly
coupled cavity mode is modifying the bare absorption
spectrum and resonance fluorescence spectrum of the
quantum dot.

The outline of the article is as follows: In Sec. II,
we introduce the model describing the quantum dot, its
coupling to the phonon environment and the cavity. This
section also includes a brief review of the NMQSD and
the HOPS method, which form the basis of our calcula-
tions. Sec. III presents the numerical results, including
the calculation of the QD linear absorption spectrum un-
der strong phonon coupling and at finite temperatures.
We also analyse the correlation functions of the indepen-
dent boson model and the resonance fluorescence spec-
tra. We examine how their visibility varies with coupling
strength and temperature. Finally, Sec. IV provides a
discussion and conclusions. The appendices detail the
adiabatic elimination of the cavity and additional details
on the numerical results related to the resonance fluores-
cence spectra. In this work we set ℏ = 1.

II. MODEL

In this work we consider a driven semiconductor QD
that is placed in a cavity. The exciton, electron-hole pair,
is coupled both to the cavity modes and the surrounding
lattice vibrations. The QD is modeled as a two-level sys-
tem with states |g⟩ and |X⟩ corresponding to the ground
and excited states, respectively, and the system Hamilto-
nian is given by HS = ωX |X⟩ ⟨X|. The lattice vibrations,
or phonons, are modeled as quantum harmonic oscilla-
tors. The free field Hamiltonian of the phonons is given

(in the harmonic approximation) by HPh =
∑

λ ωλa
†
λaλ,

where a†λ and aλ are creation and annihilation operators
of the mode ωλ. We assume a linear coupling between the
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QD and the environment. The interaction Hamiltonian
is in this case given by

HI,Ph = |X⟩ ⟨X|
∑
λ

gλ(a
†
λ + aλ).

The coupling strength of each phonon mode is encoded in
the coefficients gλ ∈ R. To measure the coupling strength
in the continuum limit, the exciton-phonon spectral den-
sity is defined by

JPh(ω) =
∑
λ

|gλ|2δ(ω − ωλ). (1)

We assume that the dominant exciton-phonon coupling
mechanism is the deformation potential [37]. As such the
spectral density has the explicit form

JPh(ω) = Aω3e
−ω2

ξ2 (2)

with ξ ∈ R being the cut-off frequency and A ∈ R de-
notes the coupling strength. The influence of the lattice
vibrations on the QD is encoded in the bath-correlation
function (BCF)

α(t− s) = tr {ρPhQ(t)Q(s)} , (3)

where Q(t) =
∑

λ gλ

(
aλe

−iωλt + a†λe
iωλt

)
. In the finite

temperature case ρPh = 1
Z e

−βHPh and

α(τ) =

∫ ∞

0

dωJPh(ω)

(
coth

(
βω

2

)
cosωτ − i sinωτ

)
,

with τ = t − s and the inverse temperature β = 1/T .
At zero temperature this reduces simply to the Fourier
integral

α(τ) =

∫ ∞

0

dωJPh(ω)e
−iωτ .

The cavity and it’s associated coupling is incorpo-
rated in a quantized manner while the external driving is
treated as a classical field. We assume that a single cav-
ity mode ωc is present. The Hamiltonian of the driven
cavity is given by

HC+D =ωcb
†b+ g(|X⟩ ⟨g| b+ |g⟩ ⟨X| b†)

+ f(t)b† + f∗(t)b,

where b† and b are the field creation and annihilation
operators and f(t) is an arbitrary drive and g describes
the coupling strength between the cavity and the exciton.
We eliminate the cavity operators by adiabatic elimina-
tion. Detailed calculation is presented in the appendix.
This results in the Hamiltonian

H̃C+D =ωc|⟨b⟩|2 + g(|X⟩ ⟨g| ⟨b⟩+ |g⟩ ⟨X| ⟨b†⟩)
+ f(t)⟨b†⟩+ f∗(t)⟨b⟩,

where ⟨b⟩ is given by

⟨b⟩ = f(t)

−ωc + iκ2
,

where κ > 0 is the cavity damping rate. In the case of
monochromatic continuous wave driving, we set f(t) =
Ω′ cosωDt. Applying the rotating wave approximation
and moving to the frame rotating at the drive frequency
ωD results in the Hamiltonian

H̃C+D = Ω̃(ωcσx +
κ

2
σy), (4)

where Ω̃ = −gΩ′

2ω2
c+

κ2

2

. The terms proportional to the iden-

tity operator have been omitted since they lead to a
global phase only.We also define Ω = Ω′ωc.

A. Hierarchy of pure states

To solve the dynamics of the QD system, we will use
the hierarchy of pure states (HOPS) method [38]. HOPS
is a numerically exact method developed to solve the
equations emerging from non-Markovian quantum state
diffusion (NMQSD) [39, 40]. The NMQSD approach aims
to solve the dynamics of both the system and its environ-
ment for a given open quantum system. The environment
is assumed to consist of quantum harmonic oscillators
and the total Hamiltonian is assumed to be of the form

H = HS +HE +HI ,

where HS is the system Hamiltonian, HE =
∑

λ ωλa
†a is

the environment Hamiltonian and

HI =
∑
λ

(gλLa
† + g∗λL

†a)

is the system-environment interaction Hamiltonian. Here
L is the coupling operator, which is an operator of the
system. At zero temperature the initial total state is
assumed to be factorized |Ψ0⟩ = |ψ⟩ |0⟩. The reduced
density operator is given by the ensemble average

ρS(t) = trE{|Ψt⟩ ⟨Ψt|} = M[|ψt(z
∗)⟩ ⟨ψt(z)|]. (5)

The average is taken over the stochastic trajectories
|ψt(z

∗)⟩ and these obey the linear NMQSD equation

∂t |ψt(z
∗)⟩ =− iHS |ψt(z

∗)⟩+ z∗tL |ψt(z
∗)⟩

− L†
∫ t

0

dsα(t− s)
δ

δz∗s
|ψt(z

∗)⟩ , (6)

where z∗t is a Gaussian stochastic process with zero mean
and correlations

M[ztzs] = 0, M[ztz
∗
s ] = α(t− s).

The norm of the state vector |ψt(z
∗)⟩ is not preserved and

as such only a few rare trajectories dominate the ensem-
ble average (5). To ensure more rapid convergence, it is
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desirable to take the ensemble average over normalized
trajectories such that each trajectory contributes with
equal weight to the average

ρS(t) = M
[ |ψt(z̃

∗)⟩ ⟨ψt(z̃)|
||ψt(z̃∗)||2

]
.

This requires some modifications to the linear NMQSD
equation [40]. The noise process is replaced by a shifted
noise process

z̃∗t = z∗t +

∫ t

0

dsα∗(t− s)⟨L†⟩s (7)

and the operator L† is replaced with L† − ⟨L†⟩t where
the expectation value is calculated using the normalized
state vector

⟨L†⟩t =
⟨ψt(z̃)|L†|ψt(z̃

∗)⟩
⟨ψt(z̃)|ψt(z̃∗)⟩

.

These replacements lead to the non-linear NMQSD equa-
tion

∂t |ψt(z̃
∗)⟩ =− iHS |ψt(z̃

∗)⟩+ z̃∗tL |ψt(z̃
∗)⟩

− (L† − ⟨L†⟩t)
∫ t

0

dsα(t− s)
δ

δz̃∗s
|ψt(z̃

∗)⟩ .

Finite temperature can be incorporated by adding a
stochastic potential to the Hamiltonian [41, 42]

HS → HS + V (t),

where V (t) = η∗tL + ηtL
†, with the Gaussian stochastic

process ηt obeying the statistics

M[ηt] = M[ηtηs] = 0, M[ηtη
∗
s ] =

∑
λ

n̄λ|gλ|2e−iωλ(t−s),

where n̄λ = (eβωλ−1)−1 is the Bose-Einstein distribution
for the environmental mode ωλ.
The difficulty in solving the NMQSD equations arise

from the functional derivatives. The HOPS method was
developed to solve the NMQSD equations in a numeri-
cally exact manner. Essentially the functional derivative
is turned into a hierarchy of auxiliary states by assuming
that the BCF takes the form of a sum of exponentials

α(τ) =

K∑
µ=1

Gµe
−Wµτ ,

with Gµ,Wµ ∈ C. The linear HOPS equation correspond-
ing to the linear NMQSD equation (6) is given as [38]

∂t |ψk
t (z

∗)⟩ =
(
−iHS −

K∑
µ=1

kµWµ + z∗tL

)
|ψk

t (z
∗)⟩

+ L

K∑
µ=1

kµGµ |ψk−eµ

t (z∗)⟩ (8)

− L†
K∑

µ=1

|ψk+eµ

t (z∗)⟩ ,

where k = (k1, k2, ..., kK) with kµ ∈ N, kµ ≥ 0. Note
that this is a system, or hierarchy, of coupled stochastic
differential equations. Solving this hierarchy corresponds
to solving the NMQSD equation for |ψt(z

∗)⟩ = |ψ0
t (z

∗)⟩.
The remaining states |ψk

t (z
∗)⟩ are ’auxiliary states,’ illus-

trating how the finite memory time of the environment
influences the time evolution of the QD. For practical
calculations, the hierarchy is truncated based on a spec-
ified condition, with the last level set as a terminator.
In this work, we employ a triangular truncation condi-
tion where auxiliary states for which |k| = ∑

µ kµ > K,
for some predetermined K, are set to zero. More so-
phisticated truncation methods have been investigated
as well [43]. The corresponding HOPS for the non-linear
NMQSD equation is

∂t |ψk
t (z̃

∗)⟩ =
(
−iHS −

K∑
µ=1

kµWµ + z̃∗tL

)
|ψk

t (z̃
∗)⟩

+ L

K∑
µ=1

kµGµ |ψk−eµ

t (z̃∗)⟩

− (L† − ⟨L†⟩t)
K∑

µ=1

|ψk+eµ

t (z̃∗)⟩ , (9)

where z̃∗t is the shifted noise process (7) and ⟨L†⟩t is given
by the zeroth level state

⟨L†⟩t =
⟨ψ0

t (z̃)|L†|ψ0
t (z̃

∗)⟩
⟨ψ0

t (z̃)|ψ0
t (z̃

∗)⟩ .

It is worth noting that the zero-temperature BCF is used
for the exponential expansion, and the temperature is
incorporated through the stochastic potential without
modification to the hierarchy structure.

III. RESULTS

A. Independent boson model

The phonons of the environment are modeled as in-
dependent bosons. This model, with only the QD and
the phonon environment present, is known as the inde-
pendent boson model (IBM) or pure dephasing model
[44–47]. The IBM admits an exact solution, from which
we have for the reduced density matrix [48]

ρS(t) = ρgg |g⟩ ⟨g|+ eiω
′
Xte−Γ(t)ρgX |g⟩ ⟨X|

+ e−iω′
Xte−Γ∗(t)ρXg |X⟩ ⟨g|+ ρXX |X⟩ ⟨X| ,

where ω′
X = ωX −

∫
dω J(ω)

ω is the phonon-shifted transi-
tion energy of the QD and Γ(t) is the decoherence func-
tion

Γ(t) =

∫
dω

J(ω)

ω2

(
coth

(
βω

2

)
(1− cosωt)− i sinωt

)
.
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FIG. 1. Correlation function ⟨σ+σ−(τ)⟩ss for the independent
boson model at different temperatures with fixed phonon cou-
pling strengths for the factorized steady state (solid) and ex-
act steady state (dashed). The temperatures are from top to
bottom in each panel: 0 K, 25 K, 50 K and 75 K.

It is often convenient to approximate the steady state
of the system and the environment as the uncorrelated
state. To see the validity of this approximation, we cal-
culate the exact correlation function

⟨σ+σ−(τ)⟩ss = tr{σ+σ−(τ)ρss}

for both the approximate case and exact case in the frame
rotating at ω′

X . For the approximate case, we find

⟨σ+σ−(τ)⟩approxss = tr{(ρS(∞)⊗ ρβE)σ+σ−(τ)}
= ρXX exp (Γ(τ)).

and for the exact case

⟨σ+σ−(τ)⟩ss = ρXX exp

(
Γ(τ) + 2i

∫
dω

J(ω)

ω2
sinωτ

)
.

In figures 1 and 2, the real part of the correlation func-
tions for the approximate case (solid lines) and the exact
case (dashed lines) are shown for varying temperatures
and coupling strengths. At weak coupling strengths, the
correlation functions are in good agreement. However, at
stronger coupling strengths, temperature starts to play a
significant role in the deviation. This behavior is ex-
pected. At low temperatures, the environment is pre-
dominantly in its ground state, so its influence on the
system is minimal unless the coupling strength is large.
In the weak coupling regime, system-environment corre-
lations are negligible, making the uncorrelated steady-
state a good approximation. At high temperatures, the
environment has a large population of thermal excita-
tions, which introduce significant thermal noise. The
system is then primarily subject to thermal fluctuations,

0 1 2

0.2

0.4

〈σ
+
σ
−

(τ
)〉 s

s

T = 0 K

0 1 2

0.2

0.4

T = 25 K

0 1 2

τ (ps)

0.0

0.2

0.4

〈σ
+
σ
−

(τ
)〉 s

s

T = 50 K

0 1 2

τ (ps)

0.0

0.2

0.4

T = 75 K

FIG. 2. Correlation function ⟨σ+σ−(τ)⟩ss for the independent
boson model at different phonon coupling strengths with fixed
temperatures for the factorized steady state (solid) and exact
steady state (dashed). The phonon coupling strengths are
from top to bottom in each panel: 0.01, 0.05, 0.1 and 0.5 in
units 1

meV2 .

−2 0 2 4
ω − ω′X (meV)

0.00

0.02

0.04

0.06

A
(ω

)
(a

rb
.

u
.)

T = 4 K

T = 10 K

NMQSD

FIG. 3. Linear absorption spectra of the QD at two different
temperatures. A clear asymmetry is visible due to the phonon
bath. The colored lines are calculated with HOPS and dashed
with NMQSD.

and the steady state is dominated by classical thermal
fluctuations rather than (quantum) correlations between
the system and the environment. As a result, even un-
der relatively strong coupling, the system-environment
factorization remains a good approximation.
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FIG. 4. Resonance fluorescence spectra of the QD with A =
0.0175 1

meV2 with temperatures varying from T = 0 K to
T = 100 K at the top with 20 K increments.

B. Absorption spectra

The linear absorption of the QD can be calculated
efficiently with HOPS, by needing to consider only a
single trajectory. Since HOPS is numerically exact,
and NMQSD doesn’t make any assumptions about the
strength of the environment coupling, we can simulate
spectra in the strong coupling regime very effectively. We
consider the Hamiltonian

H = H ′ +Hfield(t),

where H ′ is the total Hamiltonian for the system and
bath, and Hfield(t) is the Hamiltonian of an electric field

Hfield(t) = −µ ·E(t) = −µeffE(t),

where µeff = µ · ϵ is the effective dipole operator with
the dipole moment operator µ and polarization ϵ. We
assume no permanent dipole moment, as such the dipole
moment operator is of the form [44]

µ = µ̃(|g⟩ ⟨X|+ |X⟩ ⟨g|),

where µ̃ two-level transition dipole moment, which is as-
sumed to be real. The linear absorption spectrum is given
by [49, 50]

A(ω) = Re

∫ ∞

0

dteiωtM(t),

with the dipole-dipole correlation function

M(t) = tr{ϱeq[µeff(t), µeff]}
= trS{µefftrE{Ut[µeff, ϱeq]U†

t }}
= trS{µeffκ(t)}.

The equilibrium state is assumed to be factorized ϱeq =
|g⟩ ⟨g| ⊗ ρβ . When the cavity is absent, we can calculate

FIG. 5. Resonance fluorescence spectra of the QD at different
coupling strengths at 70 K. The coupling strengths A are from
bottom to top 0.0, 0.0175, 0.0525, 0.0875 and 0.105 in units

1
meV2 .

the dipole-dipole correlation function by only considering
a single trajectory [50]

M(t) ∝ ⟨X|ψt(z
∗ = 0)⟩ ,

where the stochastic process is set to zero.
Figure 3 presents the linear absorption spectra of the

QD for two different temperatures. Near the QD transi-
tion frequency, the spectra are dominated by the phonon
spectral density, which enables phonon-assisted photon
absorption. With the phonon coupling, a clear asymme-
try is observed, which is caused by the differing proba-
bilities of phonon absorption and emission [51]. These
results are consistent with those reported in Ref. [51].
Without phonon coupling, the spectra would be symmet-
ric Lorentzian peaks and the widths would be determined
by radiative broadening.

C. Resonance fluorescence spectra

The spectrum of resonance fluorescence for the QD is
given by [17, 52]

S(ω) =
1

2π

∫ ∞

−∞
dτeiωτ ⟨σ+σ−(τ)⟩ss,

where the steady state expectation value is given by
⟨σ+σ−(τ)⟩ss = limt→∞⟨σ+(t)σ−(t + τ)⟩. The spectrum
decomposes into two components

S(ω) = Scoh(ω) + Sinc(ω),

where Scoh(ω) corresponds to coherent scattering and
Sinc(ω) corresponds to incoherent scattering which are
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FIG. 6. Visibilities of the resonance fluorescence spectra side peaks as functions of temperature T and coupling strength A.
The left figure is for the left peak and right figure for the right peak of the resonance fluorescence spectrum. The dashed lines
are the characteristics T + b/A (for some b depending on the curve). Clearly the contour lines follow these characteristics very
closely for both of the peaks.

due to quantum fluctuations [17, 52]. These can be ex-
plicitly expressed, in the rotating frame of the drive, as

Scoh(ω) =
1

2π

∫ ∞

−∞
dτ⟨σ+⟩ss⟨σ−⟩sse−i(ω−ωD)τ ,

Sinc(ω) =
1

2π

∫ ∞

−∞
dτ⟨σ̃+σ̃−(τ)⟩sse−i(ω−ωD)τ ,

where the steady state fluctuations are described by

σ̃±(t) = σ±(t)− ⟨σ±⟩ss.

For the simulations we set ωX = ωc = ωD = 1 eV, κ =
ωc/10, Ω = 0.175 meV, and g = 0.01 meV.

The spectra are obtained by fitting three Lorentzian
peaks to the numerical data. In figure 4 the resonance flu-
orescence spectra of the QD is shown at different temper-
atures. As expected a Mollow triplet structure appears
for each of the spectra and the side peaks shift towards
the center peak, and the width of the peaks broaden as
temperature increases. In figure 5 similar behavior is ob-
served but with fixed temperature and varying phonon-
coupling strength.

To evaluate the quality of the spectra, we compute
their visibility, as well as their spectral resolutions (pre-
sented in the appendix). Visibility is defined as

V =
Imax − Imin

Imax + Imin
, (10)

where Imax is the height of the central peak, and Imin

is the height of the minimum between the central and

sideband peaks. The visiblities of the left and right side
peaks are shown in figure 6 as functions of temperature
and phonon coupling strength. Both side peaks exhibit
nearly identical visibilities. As seen in figures 4 and 5,
increasing the temperature or phonon coupling strength
causes the side peaks to shift closed to the central peak.
This shift reduces the visibility of the spectrum, which is
reflected in our results. The contours are overlaid with
analytic curves T ∝ 1/A, which align closely with the
contour trends, possibly highlighting an underlying rela-
tionship. The fluctuations visible in the figure are due to
noise in the statisical sampling.

IV. CONCLUSIONS AND OUTLOOK

In this work, we have applied the HOPS method to
calculate the absorption spectrum of QDs with strong
phonon coupling, as well as resonance fluorescence
spectra at varying temperatures and phonon coupling
strengths. For the absorption spectrum, only a single
trajectory was required, even at finite temperature and
strong phonon coupling. The calculated absorption spec-
trum is in good agreement with earlier numerical work.
This also indicates that, in this particular case, the ap-
proximation of the ground state as a factorized state ap-
pears to be valid, as the asymmetry in the spectrum ap-
pears.
To further assess the applicability of the factorized

steady-state approximation, we calculated the correlation
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function ⟨σ+σ−(τ)⟩ss for the independent boson model.
As expected, at lower temperatures and weak phonon
coupling, this approximation works well. However, in-
creasing the phonon coupling strength introduces devia-
tions at short times, after which the correlation functions
converge. At higher temperatures, the approximation is
less sensitive to increases in phonon coupling strength,
maintaining reasonable accuracy.

The resonance fluorescence spectra were calculated for
a range of conditions, from weak phonon coupling and
low temperatures to strong phonon coupling and high
temperatures. The calculation method is straightfor-
ward, as every density matrix propagation can be per-
formed with HOPS without requiring additional compu-
tational machinery. From the spectra, we determined
their visibility. The contours appear to align closely with
curves proportional to T ∝ 1/A. This suggests that the
visibility depends on the characteristics T+b/A. Further-
more, this relationship could be used to determine the
phonon coupling strength for a given QD system through
measurements of resonance fluorescence spectra at differ-
ent temperatures.

Nevertheless, certain limitations remain. In this work,
we adiabatically eliminated the cavity, which restricts our
analysis to weak coupling and leaky cavities. To more
fully capture the effects of cavity interactions on QD sys-
tems, future work must extend the HOPS method to ex-
plicitly include the cavity. Additionally, a well-known
limitation of trajectory-based methods is the computa-
tional cost of long-time propagation. Depending on how
quickly the system reaches its steady state, the required
resources can become significant. While the ergodic prin-
ciple can, in some cases, reduce this cost by allowing the
steady state to be obtained through time averaging over
a single trajectory [53], this approach was not applicable
in our study. Addressing these challenges will be crucial
for expanding the applicability of the HOPS method to
more complex systems and longer time scales.

In summary, this study advances the application of the
HOPS method to strongly coupled QD systems, provid-
ing insights into both absorption and resonance fluores-
cence spectra. It lays the groundwork for future inves-
tigations into more complex systems and experimental
validations of theoretical predictions.
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Appendix A: Pure state decomposition

In order to propagate the various states and operators
encountered in the main text with HOPS, it is necessary

to decompose them into pure states. For a hermitian
operator, this decomposition can be obtained through
the spectral decomposition

κ =
∑
λ

αλ |ψλ⟩ ⟨ψλ| .

This also applies to operators that are normal. For other
cases we can use the fact that every operator A can be
decomposed into a hermitian and an anti-hermitian part

A = H +H ′,

where H = 1
2 (A+ A†) and H ′ = 1

2 (A− A†). Since anti-
hermitian operators can be expressed as H ′ = iK where
K is a hermitian operator, we can express any operator
as the sum

A = H + iK,

where K = − i
2 (A− A†). Since H and K are hermitian,

they can be decomposed into pure states by using their
respective spectral decompositions

A =
∑
λ

hλ |ψH
λ ⟩ ⟨ψH

λ |+ i
∑
λ

kλ |ψK
λ ⟩ ⟨ψK

λ | .

Now each of these pure states can be propagated using
HOPS

κS(t) = trE{Utκ⊗ ρEU†
t }

=
∑
λ

αλtrE{Ut |ψλ⟩ ⟨ψλ| ⊗ ρEU†
t }

=
∑
λ

αλM[|ψλ,t(z
∗)⟩ ⟨ψλ,t(z)|],

where |ψλ,0⟩ = |ψλ⟩. For the case of a two-level system,
this means that we need to propagate four initial states
at most. Note that the propagation of each of the state
vectors are performed by using the same noise process.

Appendix B: Adiabatic elimination

The cavity mode can be eliminated in the following
way. A model for a continuously monitored cavity mode
with heterodyning is given by the following Stratonovich
equation

∂t |Ψt⟩ =− i(HS +HC +HI) |Ψt⟩
+ (a− ⟨a⟩)

(
ξ∗t +

γ

2
⟨a†⟩

)
|Ψt⟩

− κ

2

(
(a† − ⟨a†⟩)a− ⟨(a† − ⟨a†⟩)a⟩

)
|Ψt⟩ ,

(B1)

where HS is at this point arbitrary, HC = ωca
†a +

f(t)a† + f(t)a and HI = g(La† + L†a), where L is an
arbitrary coupling operator of the system. The Gaussian
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FIG. 7. The correlation function ⟨σ̃+σ̃−(τ)⟩ss from the numerical data and its corresponding spectrum. Here the correlation
function was obtained with 61000 trajectories.

white noise has zero mean and correlations M [ξtξ
∗
s ] =

κδ(t−s). Other correlations are zero. Clearly ⟨Ψ|Ψ̇⟩ = 0
and the evolution preserves the norm of the state. The
mean field evolution for the system can be found from
a variational principle. We use the following variational
ansatz

|Ψt⟩ = ct |φt⟩ |zt⟩ , (B2)

where |c(t)| = 1 is a phase factor, |φt⟩ is an arbitrary

state for the system and |z⟩ = eiϕe−
1
2 |z|

2

eza
† |0⟩ is a co-

herent state with a phase factor ϕ. We thus restrict to
a product states where the cavity remains in a coherent
state. Using the MacLahlan variational principle we find
the following equations of motion

∂tct = −ictEt, (B3)

∂t |φt⟩ = −i(HMF,S − Et) |φt⟩ , (B4)

∂t |zt⟩ = −i(HMF,C − Et) |z⟩ −
κ

2
(zta

† − |zt|) |z⟩ ,
(B5)

where Et = ⟨φt, zt|H |φt, zt⟩ is the average energy and
HMF,S = ⟨z|H |z⟩ is the mean field Hamiltonian for the
system and HMF,C = ⟨φ|H |φ⟩ is the mean field Hamil-
tonian for the cavity. Clearly, state evolution preserves
normalization. By plugging in the coherent state we can
verify that the coherent state indeed is a solution to the
mean field equations. In particular, we find

ż = −iωcz −
κ

2
z − ig⟨L⟩ − ift, (B6)

ϕ̇t = −ωc |zt|2 +
1

2
g
(
⟨L†⟩tzt + ⟨L⟩tz∗t

)
+

1

2
(f∗t zt + ftz

∗
t ).

(B7)

If the cavity damping κ, |ft| ≫ g we may adiabatically
eliminate the cavity mode by setting żt = 0 and approx-
imating

zt ≈
ft

−ωc + iκ2
. (B8)

This equation states that for strong classical driving and
strong cavity damping, the state of the cavity remains
coherent and the coherent state label follows the ampli-
tude of the driving field. The mean field evolution for
the system is

∂t |φt⟩ =− i(HS + gLz∗t + gL†zt) |φt⟩
+ i(⟨HS⟩t + g⟨L⟩tz∗t + g⟨L†⟩zt) |φt⟩ , (B9)

which is non-linear. The non-linearity emerges as a global
phase factor. We can define a new state |ψt⟩ = e−iut |φt⟩
which satisfies a linear Schrödinger equation

∂t |ψt⟩ =− i(HS + gLz∗t + gL†zt) |ψt⟩ , (B10)

when u̇t = ⟨HS⟩t + g⟨L⟩tz∗t + g⟨L†⟩zt.

Appendix C: Spectrum fitting

For each of the resonance fluorescence spectra, the
correlation function ⟨σ̃+σ̃−(τ)⟩ss was calculated using
at least 60000 trajectories. At low phonon coupling
strengths and low temperatures, the spectra were very
smooth. However, at stronger coupling and higher tem-
peratures, noticeable noise remained in the spectra. For
the figures in the main text and the visibility analysis, we
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FIG. 8. Resolutions of the resonance fluorescence spectra side peaks as functions of temperature and coupling strength.

fitted three Lorentzian peaks to the numerically obtained
spectra. Increasing the number of trajectories would
improve the quality of the spectra from the raw data,
and consequently, the fits. Figure 7 shows the correla-
tion function from the numerical data, the corresponding
spectrum, and the fit.

Appendix D: Spectral resolution of resonance
fluorescence spectra

The spectral resolution is defined as

R =
δ

∆ω
, (D1)

where δ is the distance between the central peak and the
sideband peak, and ∆ω is the full width at half maximum
(FWHM) of the central peak. Both visibility and spectral
resolution quantify how well the spectral peaks can be
distinguished. Higher values of either indicate that the
side peaks in the resonance fluorescence spectra can be
more easily identified.
The spectral resolutions for the same spectra shown in

figure 6 are presented in figure 8. Similar to the visibil-
ities, the contours follow the analytic curves T ∝ 1/A.
However, a notable difference is that the spectral resolu-
tions vary more rapidly at weak coupling strengths and
low temperatures, whereas they exhibit slower variation
at high temperatures and strong couplings.
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