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We demonstrate how the transport properties of molecular polaritons in optical cavities can be ex-
tracted from a microscopic modeling of pump-probe spectroscopy. Our approach combines a mean-
field treatment of the light-matter Hamiltonian with a perturbative expansion of both light and
matter components, along with spatial coarse-graining. This approach extends semiclassical cavity
spectroscopy to multimode light–matter interactions, providing full access to spatially-resolved tran-
sient spectra. By simulating a microscopy experiment with counter-propagating pump and probe
pulses, we compute the differential transmission and show how molecular dephasing and persistent
dark exciton populations drive sub-group-velocity transport of the root-mean-square displacement.
We analyze transport across the polariton dispersion, showing how velocity renormalization corre-
lates with excitonic weight, consistent with experimental observations, and further its dependence on
the rate of molecular dephasing. Our results highlight the need to consider measured spectroscopic
observables when characterizing transport in polaritonic systems.

Exciton polaritons are hybrid light-matter quasiparti-
cles formed through strong coupling of confined electro-
magnetic modes with electronic excitations. Their pho-
tonic component allows them to travel ballistically with
a small effective mass, enabling efficient, long-range en-
ergy transport that may be exploited in novel optoelec-
tronic devices [1–3]. Molecular materials such as organic
dye films offer a particularly promising platform for this
purpose, on account of the ease and flexibility of their
fabrication, and operability at room temperatures [4].

Recent advancements in ultrafast nonlinear spectro-
scopic techniques have enabled imaging of molecular po-
lariton transport on sub-picosecond timescales in a range
of closed and open cavity structures [5–13]. Surprisingly,
these experiments report not simply ballistic transport
at the polariton group velocity, but transport velocities
renormalized according to the excitonic content of the
propagating excitation, and, ultimately, a crossover to
diffusive behavior. These results have prompted exten-
sive research [14–25] into the mechanism of transport of
hybrid light-matter states in molecular systems and, in
particular, the role of dark exciton states in the dynam-
ics [26].

A large number of approaches have been taken to
model molecular polariton transport, ranging from ki-
netic models of thermally-activated scattering [6] to
mixed quantum-classical treatments [11, 27] and molecu-
lar dynamics simulations [14, 17, 18]. While these models
capture different aspects of the transport, they do so by
characterizing individual photon, molecular, or polari-
ton populations—quantities that may not directly corre-
spond to experimental observables: in the time-resolved
technique of pump-probe microscopy, transient signals
are often collected without regard as to their specific ori-
gin, polaritonic or otherwise [26, 28]. A more complete
interpretation thus requires understanding how different
excitations contribute to the observed spectroscopic sig-
nal.

In this Letter, we present a microscopic model of a
pump-probe transport experiment in an organic micro-
cavity (Fig. 1(a)). Our method extends the framework
for nonlinear cavity spectroscopy introduced in Ref. [29],
which is based on a perturbative expansion of both
light and matter components of the system, to multi-
mode configurations. This allows us to gain insight into
the different contributions to spectroscopic signals in a
space- and time-resolved manner. We apply this method
to show how sub-group-velocity transport, as extracted
from the root-mean-square displacement, emerges in a
simple model of molecular polariton transport with pure
dephasing. In particular, we assess the role of dark ex-
citonic populations in renormalizing the velocity and the
dependence of transport properties on in-plane cavity
momentum and dephasing rate.

Model.—We consider N molecules as a collection of
two-level systems (Pauli matrices σα

i ) interacting with Nk

modes of a microcavity (bosonic annihilation operators
ak) according to the Tavis–Cummings (TC) Hamiltonian
under the rotating-wave approximation. Setting h̄ = 1,

H =

Nk∑
k=1

ωka
†
kak +

N∑
n=1

ω0

2
σz
n

+

Nk∑
k=1

N∑
n=1

g(akσ
+
n e

ikrn + H.c.),

(1)

where ω0 is the molecular transition frequency, g the
light-matter coupling strength of a single molecule, and
ωk describes the cavity dispersion.

For simplicity, we consider a 1D chain where the
N molecules are distributed between Nk sites, and a
quadratic dispersion ωk = ωc+k2c2/2ωc, which approxi-
mates the dispersion of a planar microcavity [30]. Here,
k is the in-plane momentum, quantized as k = 2πQ/L
with Q = −Nk/2, . . . , Nk/2 and system length L; Nk is
chosen such that ∆r = L/Nk provides adequate spatial
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FIG. 1. Schematics. (a) A planar microcavity of extent L is
driven by counter-propagating pump (p) and probe (p′) fields
impinging at θp,p′ . The pump generates laterally-propagating
light-matter wavepackets probed by the p′ field. Information
of pump-induced transport is retrieved through the spatially-
resolved transmitted field Tn detected along the probe direc-
tion. (b) Polariton dispersions versus in-plane momentum k.
The color scale indicates the excitonic fraction X2

k of the up-
per (UP) and lower (LP) polariton branches and the bare cav-
ity dispersion and exciton energy are shown as dashed lines.
Arrows indicate resonant excitation of LP by the pump and
probe pulses centered at kp,p′ = ±π/2 µm−1.

resolution. The cavity frequency ωc is set by the normal
wavevector component, k⊥ = ωc/c, in turn fixed by the
resonance condition of the relevant longitudinal cavity
mode. While we assume identical molecules, i.e., uniform
ω0 and g, the numerical pump-probe spectra calculations
presented below can be readily extended to include ener-
getic disorder and inhomogeneous couplings.

Explicit expressions for the eigenstates of Eq. (1) may
be derived for low excitation densities [31]. At each k, the
system supports two bright eigenstates, the upper (UP,
+) and lower (LP, −) polaritons, with frequencies

ω
UP/LP
k =

1

2

[
ω0 + ωk ±

√
(ω0 − ωk)

2 + 4Ω2

]
. (2)

Here Ω = g
√
N represents the collective light-matter cou-

pling, yielding a splitting of 2Ω at resonance.
The frequencies ω

UP/LP
k are plotted alongside the cav-

ity dispersion and exciton frequency in Fig. 1(b). Im-
portantly, the group velocity vgrp

k = ∂kω
LP
k provides a

theoretical reference for comparing with the observed ve-
locities in our simulations following LP excitation. Ad-
ditionally, the excitonic fraction X2

k of the eigenstates,
shown as a color scale in Fig. 1(b), will be useful to
connect excitation composition to transport properties.
Broadly, as X2

k increases with k > 0 along the lower po-
lariton branch, one expects more matter-like, i.e., slowly
diffusive, behavior.

After the polaritons, the remaining degrees of free-
dom comprise asymmetric molecular combinations at the
transition frequency ω0 that are optically dark [26]. As
we explain below, the population of these dark exciton
states, which are stationary (or slowly diffusing), is crit-

ical to the observed transport.
In addition to the unitary dynamics generated by

Eq. (1), we consider decay at rate κ from each cavity
mode and dephasing γϕ of the molecules. These are in-
cluded as Markovian loss terms in the master equation
for the total density operator ρ,

∂tρ =− i
[
H, ρ

]
+

Nk∑
k=1

κL[ak] +
N∑

n=1

γϕL[σz
n], (3)

with L[x] = xρx† − {x†x, ρ}/2. More complex models of
molecular and photonic environments may also be incor-
porated with our approach (see Conclusion & outlook).

Mean-field approach.—To solve the model described by
Eq. (3), we apply a mean-field approximation, which as-
sumes that the density operator ρ has a product form.
Expectation values involving photonic and molecular op-
erators can then be factorized, e.g., ⟨akσz

n⟩ ≈ ⟨ak⟩⟨σz
n⟩.

This ansatz is exact for the TC model in the limit
N → ∞ [32] and produces a closed set of Heisenberg
equations of motion for the operators ⟨ak⟩, ⟨σ−n ⟩ and
⟨σz

n⟩. The number of equations scales with the number
of chain positions Nk, with Nk ∼ 102 for micrometer res-
olution for the system length L = 200 µm we consider.
Deviation from mean-field behavior may occur when cav-
ity vacuum fluctuations become relevant, e.g., in sponta-
neous photoluminescence measurements [33]. However,
we do not expect these processes to be important for the
nonlinear microscopy signals of interest.

Introducing the transform an = (1/
√
Nk)

∑
k e

ikrnak
of the photon operators, the mean-field equations can be
cast in real space as

∂t⟨ãn⟩ = −
(
iωc + κ/2

)
⟨ãn⟩ − iΩ⟨σ−n ⟩

+ iC∂2
n⟨ãn⟩+

√
κ⟨ãin

n ⟩,
(4a)

∂t⟨σ−n ⟩ = −
(
iω0 + γϕ/2

)
⟨σ−n ⟩+ iΩ⟨σz

n⟩⟨ãn⟩, (4b)

∂t⟨σz
n⟩ = −4Ω Im

[
⟨σ−n ⟩⟨ãn⟩∗

]
, (4c)

where C = c2/(2ωc∆r2), and we defined the rescaled
photon variables ãn =

√
Nk/Nan, such that the equa-

tions do not depend explicitly on N . The input field
⟨ãin

n ⟩ is defined further below.
The mean-field approach with coarse-graining provides

an efficient way of computing the spatially-resolved dy-
namics of microcavity systems with large numbers of
molecules, without restriction to the first-excitation man-
ifold. Next, we explain how the method can be integrated
with the perturbative nonlinear spectroscopy framework
of Ref. [29] to compute spatially-resolved pump-probe
spectra.

In pump-probe microscopy experiments, two excita-
tion schemes are commonly used [11, 26]. In the first,
non-resonant pump at high energies creates a reservoir
of electronic excitations that scatter and populate the
polariton branches indiscriminately to a large degree. A
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probe pulse is then tuned to a target energy and momen-
tum. In the second, the pump is itself tuned to a specific
point on the polariton dispersion, generating coherent
polariton populations. This second, resonant excitation
scheme, can be more naturally incorporated in the mean-
field approach.

Pump and probe pulses are included as driving terms
for the photonic variable ⟨ãn⟩ in Eq. (4a), by setting

√
κ⟨ãin

n (t)⟩ = ηpfp(t)e
iωptDp

n + ηp′fp′(t)e
iω

p′ tDp′

n . (5)

Here, ηβ , fβ(t) and ωβ define the amplitude, temporal
pulse shape and frequency of the pump (β = p) and
probe (β = p′), while Dβ

n specifies their spatial profiles.
The profiles include a modulation ∼ eikβrn at the central
pump and probe wavevectors, which we initially set to
kp = −kp′ = π/2 µm−1.

Below, we consider Gaussian pulses of temporal width
σt = 25 fs and spatial width σr = 5 µm centered in energy
on the lower polariton frequency at the target momenta,
ωp = ωp′ = ωLP

kp
.

Pump-only dynamics.—Before analyzing the spectro-
scopic signal observed in pump-probe experiments, we
examine pump-only dynamics, i.e., ηp′ = 0, which pro-
vide insight into the role of dark populations in transport.

Dynamics following resonant excitation of the LP
branch at kp = π/2 µm−1 are shown in Fig. 2. We exam-
ine both the photon population nph and exciton popula-
tion nm as functions of position, for molecular dephasing
γϕ = 0 and γϕ = κ/2.

First, in the absence of dephasing (Figs. 2(a) and 2(b)),
there is no decoherence, and nph is depleted solely by
cavity decay κ, while nm exhibits a transient signal that
mirrors nph, i.e., follows the polariton. Both populations
propagate at the expected group velocity vgrp

kp
, as may be

verified by calculating their mean or root-mean-square
(rms) displacement from the initial pump spot rn = 0.

Introducing dephasing (Figs. 2(c) and 2(d)) signifi-
cantly alters the dynamics. The cavity population nph

depletes more rapidly, as the total linewidth is deter-
mined by both κ and γϕ. In particular, transfer to inco-
herent dark exciton states occurs at rate γϕ, as discussed
further below.

As a result, a “dragged” molecular population nm

appears from the passing polariton wavepacket, as lo-
cal incoherent excitons are created but remain station-
ary [9, 10]. Crucially, when considering both coherent
and incoherent populations, the rms displacement prop-
agates with sub-group-velocity. As the polariton signal
diminishes, one ultimately expects a transition to a dif-
fusive regime, although exciton hopping is not included
in our model.

In Figs. 2(a) and 2(c), we also plot an analytical pre-
diction for the decay of the polariton—and so photon—
population with position, derived from the mean-field
equations in the linear regime (see End Matter): given
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FIG. 2. Pump-induced population dynamics. Dynamics of
total (a) photon and (b) molecular populations in the absence
of dephasing (γϕ = 0). (c), (d) Corresponding dynamics when
dephasing is introduced (γϕ = κ/2). In (d), the rms deviation
at t = 0.45 ps is shown with a dashed vertical line whilst the
solid line indicates the coherent part moving at the LP group
velocity. Black dashed curves in (a) and (c) show the result
from Eq. (6) with ωL

k0
≈ 0.922 eV, kp = π/2 µm−1, starting

from the peak at t = 0.15 ps. Parameter values used for all
figures were, in units relative to ω0 = 1 eV, ωc = 0.9, Ω = 0.05
and κ = 0.01. We set Nk = 601 positions for a chain of length
L = 200 µm and N = 106 molecules.

the population nph
n0

at site n0 (position rn0
),

nph
n = nph

n0
eλ(ω

L
k0

)|n−n0|, (6)

where

λ2(ω) = − 1

C

[
(ω − ωc) + iκ/2 + Ω2χ(ω)

]
, (7)

with χ(ω) denoting the linear molecular susceptibility.
We note λ2 is proportional to the inverse retarded pho-

ton Green’s function DR(ω) [34]. Hence, DR(ω) serves
an important figure of merit for lateral transport within a
cavity, providing a characteristic length scale over which
excitations can propagate. Eq. (6) can be regarded as a
version of the famous Beer-Lambert law for lateral po-
lariton transport [35].

Bright & dark state dynamics.—The role of molecular
dephasing in transfer to the dark manifold becomes evi-
dent from the rate equations for the bright (pB) and dark
(pD) populations, which follow from Eqs. (4b) and (4c)
(see End Matter):

∂tp
B
n = −γϕp

B
n − 2Ω ImΠn · (1− 2pm

n ), (8a)

∂tp
D
n = +γϕp

B
n − 2Ω ImΠn · 2pm

n . (8b)
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Here, pm
n (t) = nm

n /NE = (1 + ⟨σz
n⟩)/2 is the molecu-

lar population per molecule at site n, i.e., the excita-
tion probability, and ImΠn(t) = Im(⟨an⟩⟨σ+

n ⟩) repre-
sents light-matter correlations. These correlations act as
a source in both equations, though for pD, the contribu-
tion is suppressed at typical excitation densities pm ≪ 1.

Thus, bright states directly feed dark states at a rate
γϕ, leading to the behavior seen in Fig. 2(d). No-
tably, phase information is lost during scattering into
dark states, making this bulk incoherent transfer irre-
versible in the absence of vacuum fluctuations (e.g., ra-
diative pumping or vibrationally-assisted scattering [36]).
This aligns with recent insights into molecular polari-
ton dynamics [37, 38]: transitions from dark states back
to polariton states occur via single light-matter cou-
pling g ∝ 1/

√
N [39–41] and are therefore suppressed

as N → ∞.
Pump-probe spectroscopy.—Following Ref. [29], we ex-

pand all quantities in pump (p) and probe (p′) strength,

⟨an⟩ =
∑
a,b

ηapη
b
p′α(a,b)

n ,

⟨σ−n ⟩ =
∑
a,b

ηapη
b
p′s(a,b)n , ⟨σz

n⟩ =
∑
a,b

ηapη
b
p′z(a,b)n .

(9)

Substituting into the mean-field equations Eqs. (4a)
to (4c), we obtain a hierarchical system of equations for
the coefficients α

(a,b)
n , s

(a,b)
n , and z

(a,b)
n , detailed in the

End Matter.
We now identify an appropriate spectroscopic observ-

able. Since pump–probe experiments are inherently non-
linear optical measurements, they capture differential sig-
nals—specifically, the change in cavity output between
pump-on and pump-off conditions. Accordingly, we con-
sider the differential transmission, ∆T = T p-on − T p-off.

As explained in Ref. [29], the lowest-order contribu-
tion to ∆T arises from the combination of the first-order
probe and second-order pump cavity fields, ∆T (ω) ∼
α(0,1)(ω)α(2,1)(ω), where an overline denotes complex
conjugation. Extending this to the multimode model, we
define the position-dependent differential transmission

∆Tn(ω) = (κ2/2) Re[α(0,1)
n (ω)α(2,1)

n (ω)]. (10)

In words, this expression constitutes the heterodyning
of the third-order signal α(2,1)

n by the probe α
(0,1)
n . The

setup with counter-propagating pulses provides a sim-
ple way to separate out pump and probe signals, which
is a pratical challenge in experiments. Figure 3 shows
∆Tn(ω) following pump (rn = −50 µm) and probe
(rn = 50 µm) pulses initiated at either side of the cavity
with opposite momenta, kp = −kp′ = π/2 µm−1. The
signal is plotted for four probe delays ∆τ , where ∆τ = 0
corresponds to the pump and probe pulses meeting at the
center of the cavity. The direct calculation of a physical
observable for imaging experiments in Eq. (10) is a main
advancement of our work.
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FIG. 3. Spatiotemporal pump-probe spectra. Differential
transmission ∆Tn following evolution of a LP wavepacket. In
the top panel, arrows indicate the spatial positions of the
pump (red) and probe (green) spots. In the third panel, the
black dashed line indicates the rms width of the polariton
distribution, while the cyan line marks the center (maximum)
of the polariton wavepacket. A nonlinear colorbar scaling was
used to aid visibility of the trailing red feature. A movie of
the full dynamics is provided as Supplementary Material [42].

The leading circular feature in each panel of Fig. 3
is the coherent excitation, i.e., the polariton, with red-
blue lobes resulting from Rabi contraction following blue
shift of the LP [29, 43]. Tracking the position of this
feature, determined approximately by the maximum of
the absolute signal (cyan line in third panel of Fig. 3),
we find the calculated velocity is close to the theoretical
group velocity vgrp

kp
from the dispersion curve (Fig. 4(a)).

Due to the counter-propagating geometry, this velocity
corresponds to half the relative speed between pump and
probe fronts.

In addition, a trailing feature in ∆Tn emerges, corre-
sponding to the population of static dark excitonic states.
Consequently, the rms displacement of the entire signal,
which is often reported in experiments, propagates sig-
nificantly below vgrp

kp
, as shown in Fig. 4(a). We note that

the situation in a real experiment [11] is likely more com-
plex than the picture presented here, i.e., one might not
observe a clear distinction between incoherent and co-
herent parts of the signal. We comment on appropriate
extensions to our model below.

Next, we repeat the simulation for different pump-
probe momenta |kp| = |kp′ |. Extracting the rms velocity
vrms
kp

in each case, we find the velocity renormalization
to increase with exciton content, Fig. 4(b), as has been
frequently reported in experiments [5–13]. We further
show how increasing γϕ at fixed pump-probe momenta
also increases the renormalization (red dots in Figs. 4(a)
and 4(c)). Both trends align with our explanation of
sub-group-velocity transport due to stationary dark ex-
citons, since the feeding of these populations is set by
both the molecular fraction of the polariton, pB , and the
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FIG. 4. Transport renormalization. (a) Blue: velocity of the
circular feature (vpeak

kp
, crosses) and rms displacement (vrms

kp
,

circles) for various pump wave vectors kp at γϕ = κ/2. The
velocities were calculated from a straight line fit to the po-
sition of the maximum and rms displacement of |∆Tn| over
many delays −0.8 ps ≤ ∆τ ≤ 0.8 ps. The dashed curve shows
the theoretical group velocity vgrp

kp
. (b) Increasing renormal-

ization vrms
kp

/vgrp
kp

is observed with increasing kp and so exci-
ton fraction X2

kp
. (a), Red: vrms

kp
at kp = π/2 µm−1 and γϕ

increasing from κ/8 to κ in increments of κ/8. The corre-
sponding renormalization trend is shown in (c).

dephasing rate γϕ. Conversely, we expect decreasing κ
to protect the fraction of the propagating exciton that is
polariton, hence reduce the velocity renormalization, in
line with observed trends versus cavity Q-factor [10, 18].

Conclusion & outlook.—We developed a framework for
molecular polariton transport in multimode cavities by
calculating spatiotemporally-resolved spectra, providing
a clear understanding of how dark excitonic populations
can renormalize the transport properties in a simplified
model of a pump-probe experiment. By analyzing the
nonlinear differential transmission, we demonstrated how
irreversible transfer to dark exciton states, induced by
molecular dephasing, creates stationary excitonic popula-
tions that slow net transport. Moreover, that this renor-
malization becomes more pronounced with increased ex-
citonic weight X2

k and molecular dephasing γϕ. Simi-
lar dependence on X2

k has been widely reported in ex-
periments, while that on γϕ could be investigated, e.g.,
using materials with different electron-phonon coupling
strengths.

We considered the lowest-order nonlinear signal for
a counter-propagating pump-probe experimental setup,
which has the advantage of providing clear separation of
the pump and probe signals. While we used a simple
model of pure dephasing for molecular emitters, our ap-
proach readily extends to multi-level systems, including
coupling to vibrational modes directly [44]. An accurate
description of vibronic coupling may be essential for a
complete understanding of real experiments where these

interactions dominate the dynamics [11]. Furthermore,
this method could be applied to calculate higher-order
nonlinear responses and explore alternative experimen-
tal schemes not limited to microcavity exciton-polaritons.
For example, one may consider setups involving local
probe fields that are scanned to construct a real-space
image [12].

Future work may also incorporate higher-order corre-
lations beyond the mean-field description to understand
analogous microscopy experiments based on photolumi-
nescence measurements [45], or integrate our approach
with FDTD electromagnetic simulations [20, 46] to ac-
count for arbitrary photonic environments.
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Polaritonic Beer-Lambert law

To obtain an analytical expression for the propagation
of photonic modes in the cavity, we linearize the mean-
field equations by writing ⟨σz

n⟩ = z
(0,0)
n +δzn, where z(0,0)n

is time-independent. In a leading-order approximation,
we assume that changes to the molecular population are
small, |δzn| ≪ |z(0,0)n |, such that Eqs. (4a) and (4b) for
the photon and coherence expectations form a closed set:

∂t⟨ãn⟩ = −(iωc + κ/2)⟨ãn⟩ − iΩ⟨σ−n ⟩
+ iC∂2

n⟨ãn⟩,
(11a)

∂t⟨σ−n ⟩ = −(iω0 + γϕ/2)⟨σ−n ⟩+ iΩz(0,0)n ⟨ãn⟩. (11b)

For simplicity we set ⟨ãin
n ⟩ = 0, to derive an expression af-

ter the driving fields have switched off, but the following
is readily generalized to include non-zero input.

Equations (11a) and (11b) can be solved by taking
Fourier transforms. Defining αn(ω) =

∫
dt eiωt⟨ãn⟩(t),

sn(ω) =
∫
dt eiωt⟨σ−n ⟩(t), we find

−iωsn(ω) = −(iω0 + γϕ/2)sn(ω) + iΩz(0,0)n αn(ω) (12)

⇒ sn(ω) = −Ωχ(ω)αn(ω), (13)

where the molecular susceptibility is defined as

χ(ω) =
z
(0,0)
n

(ω − ω0) + iγϕ/2
. (14)

For a uniform molecular population (e.g., all molecules
in the ground state, z(0,0)n ≡ −1), χ(ω) is independent of
position n.
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Substituting Eq. (13) into the equation for αn(ω) yields

−iωαn(ω) = −(iωc + κ/2)αn(ω) + iC∂2
nαn(ω)

− iΩsn(ω)
(15)

⇒ ∂2
nαn(ω) = λ2(ω)αn(ω), (16)

where λ2(ω) = −(1/C)
[
(ω − ωc) + iκ/2 + Ω2χ(ω)

]
re-

lates to the retarded photon Green’s function, as de-
scribed in the Letter.

Equation (16) is a (1D) Helmholtz equation, which
arises commonly, e.g., in electromagnetism [47] and quan-
tum scattering problems [48]. It admits two solutions:

α→n (ω) = Aeλ(ω)n, α←n (ω) = Ae−λ(ω)n, (17)

corresponding to right- and left-propagating waves when
Imλ(ω) > 0. Accordingly, the real part of the prop-
agation constant, Reλ(ω) = Re[DR(ω)]−1/2 governs the
decay of the intracavity field at frequency ω, as expressed
in Eq. (6). We note further that, whilst derived for our
simplified model comprising two-level systems, this re-
sult can be naturally generalized to complex multi-level
systems where the susceptibility χ(ω) is replaced by the
full molecular self-energy [49].

Bright and dark exciton populations

Bright excitonic states are symmetric superpositions
of all emitter states that couple to a cavity mode [50].
From the interaction in Eq. (1), we define the bright-
state operator for the kth mode as:

σ+
k =

1√
N

N∑
n=1

e−ikrnσ+
n . (18)

Applying our spatial coarse-graining to Nk positions, we
rewrite the sum over all molecules as a sum over positions
rn = n∆r (n = 1, . . . , Nk) and the NE molecules at each
position:

σ+
k =

1√
N

Nk∑
n=1

NE∑
x=1

e−ikrnσ+
nx. (19)

The total bright excitonic population as a function of
position is then obtained from

pB-tot
n =

1

Nk

∑
k,k′

⟨σ+
k σ
−
k′⟩ei(k

′−k)rn . (20)

When evaluating Eq. (20), care must be taken when
calculating coherences ⟨σ+

nxσ
−
my⟩ for n = m and x = y,

i.e., when the indices refer to the same molecule. In this
case, ⟨σ+

nxσ
−
nx⟩ ≡ (1+ ⟨σz

nx⟩)/2, and a mean-field approx-
imation should not be applied. With this in mind, from
Eq. (20) it follows that

pB-tot
n = (NE − 1)|⟨σ+

nx⟩|2 +
1

2
(⟨σz

nx⟩+ 1) . (21)

Since molecules at the same position share identical on-
site properties, we write ⟨σ+

nx⟩ = ⟨σ+
n ⟩, where ⟨σ+

n ⟩ is the
expectation for any molecule at n. In the large-N limit,
where NE = N/Nk ≫ 1, we obtain

pB-tot
n ≈ |⟨σ+

n ⟩|2. (22)

The dark state population pD-tot
n is given by the total

molecular population at n, pm-tot
n = NE(1+ ⟨σz

n⟩), minus
the bright-state contribution:

pD-tot
n = pm-tot

n − pB-tot
n

≈ NE

[
(1 + ⟨σz

n⟩) /2− |⟨σ+
n ⟩|2

]
. (23)

Equations (8a) and (8b) for the dynamics of the scaled
populations pBn = pB-tot

n /NE and pDn = pD-tot
n /NE follow

straightforwardly from the mean-field Eqs. (4b) and (4c)
for ⟨σ−n ⟩ and ⟨σz

n⟩.

Perturbative pump-probe equations

As explained in the Letter, the leading contribution to
the nonlinear differential transmission ∆Tn arises from
terms second order in the pump and first order in the
probe [29]: α

(0,1)
n and α

(2,1)
n . The equations of motion

for variables at a given order depend on those of equal or
lower order. Thus, in principle, one requires the dynam-
ics of all α(a,b)

n , σ(a,b)
n , and z

(a,b)
n for a ≤ 2, b ≤ 1.

However, many of these variables remain trivial for the
initial conditions we consider, ⟨ãn⟩ = ⟨σ−n ⟩ = 0, ⟨σz

n⟩ =
−1 at t = 0. This ensures all α

(a,b)
n , σ

(a,b)
n , and z

(a,b)
n

are initially zero, except for z
(0,0)
n ≡ −1. The resulting

nontrivial set of equations is:
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∂tα
(1,0)
n = −

(
iωc + κ/2− iC∂2

n

)
α(1,0)
n − iΩσ(1,0)

n +Dp
nfp(t)e

−iωpt,

∂tσ
(1,0)
n = −(iω0 + γϕ/2)σ

(1,0)
n + iΩz(0,0)n α(1,0)

n ,

∂tz
(2,0)
n = −4Ω Im

[
σ(1,0)
n α(1,0)

n

]
,

∂tα
(0,1)
n = −

(
iωc + κ/2− iC∂2

n

)
α(0,1)
n − iΩσ(0,1)

n +Dp′

n fp′(t)e
−iω

p′ t,

∂tσ
(0,1)
n = −(iω0 + γϕ/2)σ

(0,1)
n + iΩz(0,0)n α(0,1)

n ,

∂tz
(1,1)
n = −4Ω Im

[
σ(1,0)
n α(0,1)

n + σ(0,1)
n α(1,0)

n

]
,

∂tα
(2,1)
n = −

(
iωc + κ/2− iC∂2

n

)
α(2,1)
n − iΩσ(2,1)

n ,

∂tσ
(2,1)
n = −(iω0 + γϕ/2)σ

(2,1)
n + iΩ

(
z(0,0)n α(2,1)

n + z(1,1)n α(1,0)
n + z(2,0)n α(0,1)

n

)
.

(24)

Here, we have explicitly included the pump and probe
driving terms from Eq. (5). As in the Letter, an overbar
is used to denote a complex conjugate. These equations
were obtained by first deriving the Heisenberg equations
of motion for the single-operator expectations ⟨ãn⟩, ⟨σ−n ⟩,
and ⟨σz

n⟩ from the master equation (3). The mean-field
approximation, ⟨ãnσz

n⟩ ≈ ⟨ãn⟩⟨σz
n⟩, ⟨ãnσ+

n ⟩ ≈ ⟨ãn⟩⟨σ+
n ⟩,

was applied before making the expansion described by
Eq. (9) and collecting terms of identical order in ηp and
ηp′ .
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