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Abstract 

Nonlinear multimode optical systems have attracted substantial attention due to their rich 
physical properties. Complex interplay between the nonlinear effects and mode couplings makes it 
difficult to understand the collective dynamics of photons. Recent studies show that such collective 
phenomena can be effectively described by a Rayleigh–Jeans thermodynamics theory which is a 
powerful tool for the study of nonlinear multimode photonic systems. These systems, in turn, offer 
a compelling platform for investigating fundamental issues in statistical physics, attributed to their 
tunability and the ability to access negative temperature regimes. However, to date, a theory for the 
nonequilibrium transport and fluctuations is yet to be established. Here, we employ the full counting 
statistics theory to study the nonequilibrium transport of particle and energy in nonlinear multimode 
photonic systems in both positive and negative temperature regimes. Furthermore, we discover that 
in situations involving two reservoirs of opposite temperatures and chemical potentials, an 
intriguing phenomenon known as the loop current effect can arise, wherein the current in the positive 
energy sector runs counter to that in the negative energy sector. In addition, we numerically confirm 
that the fluctuation theorem remains applicable in optical thermodynamics systems across all 
regimes, from positive temperature to negative ones. Our findings closely align with numerical 
simulations based on first-principles nonlinear wave equations. Our work seeks to deepen the 
understanding of irreversible non-equilibrium processes and statistical fluctuations in nonlinear 
many-body photonic systems which will enhance our grasp of collective phenomena of photons and 
foster a fruitful intersection between optics and statistical physics. 
 
Introduction 



The emergence of thermodynamic behaviors in many-body systems is remarkable in the sense 
that the huge gap between deterministic dynamics and statistical thermodynamics is still not filled 
after centuries study. In fact, such a topic recently attracts research interest again, thanks to the 
appearance of several systems where the many-body dynamics can be computed numerically [1-6]. 
One of these systems is the interacting bosonic system. When the interaction is not too strong, the 
system tends to reach equilibrium states with emergent thermodynamic behaviors that can be tuned 
by microscopic properties such as the dispersion as well as macroscopic properties such as the total 
energy and particle number. Such tunable emergent thermodynamic behaviors provide promising 
opportunities for the study of the fundamental issues in statistical thermodynamics. 

One prototype is the multi-mode optical systems (MMOSs) in various lattices which offer an 
extremely vigorous platform to study the collective phenomena of photons. Over the past decades, 
MMOSs have been investigated extensively in their linear optical properties such as transmission 
in the presence of disorders [7-9], topological phenomena [10-15] ranging from Floquet quantum 
Hall effects [16-21] to Dirac and Weyl physics [22-26], and non-Hermitian effects [27-29]. 
Meanwhile, nonlinear effects in MMOSs such as parametric instabilities [30-33], spatiotemporal 
mode-locking [34, 35], and multi-mode solitons [36] have also been explored, revealing intriguing 
phenomena that are unavailable in single-mode or few modes optical systems. These linear and 
nonlinear effects are also promising for various applications in photonics. 

Indeed, there are interesting phenomena in nonlinear multi-mode optical systems (NLMMOSs) 
that can be related to thermodynamics. It was observed recently that in nonlinear multi-mode optical 
fibers, driven by the Kerr nonlinear effect, the optical power resides in the various optical modes at 
the input can automatically evolve to an output state that favors only a few lower-order modes. This 
effect, known as the beam self-cleaning mechanism [32, 37, 38], was recently revealed as a 
manifestation of optical thermalization effect which is universal in NLMMOSs [39, 40]. In other 
words, thermalization processes in multimode nonlinear photonic systems lead to equilibrium states 
with Rayleigh-Jeans distributions that resemble beam self-cleaning effects at the output. It is worth 
noting that the emergent Rayleigh-Jeans distribution contains an optical temperature and a chemical 
potential that can be largely tuned by the system’s total energy and particle number as well as the 
mode couplings [41-48]. This tunability even gives rise to the emergence of negative temperatures 
that have been observed in recent experiments [49]. Therefore, NLMMOSs offer an excellent 
platform to study the fundamental statistical physics as well as a desirable material system for 
various optical applications. 

Although the thermodynamic theory for photons in NLMMOSs has been established [41, 46], 
the theory and experiments for nonequilibrium transport remain largely unexplored. Transport and 
fluctuations are fundamental phenomena when multiple NLMMOSs exchange energy and particle 
with each other. In this work, we promote the theory for nonequilibrium transport and fluctuations 
from two complementary approaches. We use the full counting statistics (FCS) theory based on 
quantum master equation to study the particle transport and fluctuations between two NLMMOSs. 
Meanwhile, we employ the nonlinear Schrödinger equation to numerically simulate the photon 
dynamics in the combined system. Such numerical simulation can provide the transport current and 
its fluctuation dynamics in the system which can be used to extract the average current and the 
current statistics. These properties are then compared with the theoretical results from the FCS 
theory. We find reasonable agreement between the two approaches, although they have different 
starting points (the simulated systems haven’t reached thermodynamic limit yet, due to their finite 



sizes). We then use these two approaches to study transport and fluctuations in various regimes. 
These complementary approaches can also be used to verify the fluctuation theorem in the negative 
temperature regime. Remarkably, we theoretically find that the fluctuation theorem holds even for 
such negative temperature regime. These results are further validated by the numerical simulations. 
In particular, the heat exchange fluctuation theorem [50, 51] is confirmed for both positive and 
negative temperatures by considering transport between two NLMMOSs coupled by a cross-phase 
modulation (XPM) mechanism. Our work paves the way for the development of a comprehensive 
nonequilibrium statistical physics theory for nonlinear photonic systems. 
 
Thermodynamic theory for photons in NLMMOSs 

We would like to first introduce two examples of optical thermodynamics in NLMMOSs (Fig. 
1). The first example is arrays of cavities or waveguides [52-57]. As shown in Fig. 1(b), a two-
dimensional (2D) array of coupled ring cavities can serve as highly tunable NLMMOSs. Here, both 
the lattice structure and the mode couplings can be tuned by the geometry of the system, while the 
nonlinearity can be tuned by the materials that form the system. The second example is nonlinear 
multi-mode optical fibers which are characterized by refractive index profiles 𝑛(𝑥, 𝑦) that guide 
photons’ propagation along the z direction (such a direction is often regarded as the time evolution 
axis in Schrödinger’s equation). It has been revealed that chaotic nonlinear dynamics in this type of 
systems can lead to thermalization effects (e.g., Rayleigh–Jeans distributions and mode self-
cleaning) [58-60]. 

According to Ref. [41], the thermodynamic behaviors of the photonic system in NLMMOSs 
can be described by introducing a number of thermodynamic quantities. First, the optical power 𝑃 
is defined as the sum of the mode occupancy coefficient (𝑎! = ⟨𝜓!|Ψ⟩) as given by 𝑃 = ∑ |𝑎!|"#

! . 
We use the analog of quantum states and the Dirac notation to formulate the theory as the system is 
essentially described by a nonlinear Schrödinger equation. Here, 𝑖 denotes the mode index, 𝜓! is 
the 𝑖-th eigenstate of the photonic system without the nonlinear effect, 𝑀 is the total number of 
such eigenstates, and |Ψ⟩ stands for the photonic state of the entire system. Therefore, 𝑃 can be 
regarded as related to the total photon numbers which is preserved in the absence of gain and loss 
if we consider Kerr nonlinearity. Another invariant is the total energy of the photonic system as 
represented by the Hamiltonian which can be divided into the linear and nonlinear parts, 𝐻 = 𝐻$ +
𝐻%$. The weight of the nonlinear Hamiltonian 𝐻%$ depends on the optical power and the strength 
of the nonlinear coefficients. Under the weak nonlinearity assumption, the system Hamiltonian is 
dominated by its linear part, 𝐻 ≈ 𝐻$. Therefore, the internal energy 𝑈 can be defined as 𝑈 =
∑ 𝜀!|𝑎!|"#
!  where 𝜀! is the eigen-energy of the 𝑖-th eigenstate. Here, it is worth remarking that 

throughout this paper, we adopt the notation specific to coupled optical cavity systems that evolve 
over time. In contrast, for multimode optical fibers, the definition of energy usually involves a minus 
sign since there the fundamental mode often has the largest quasi-energy eigenvalue. Apart from 
such difference, the framework of the theory is very much the same for coupled cavity systems and 
multimode optical fibers. For a detailed comparison of notations, please refer to [41]. 

The nonlinear effect here is crucial for the energy exchange among the different eigenmodes. 
Such energy exchange drives the system to ergodically go through all the microstates on the constant 
power and energy manifolds a fair manner, like in microcanonical thermodynamic ensembles. This 
aspect has been numerically verified for various lattice types, dimensions, and nonlinear effects and 
is a universal behavior in NLMMOSs when the nonlinearity is not too strong. Since photons are 



boson and the number of photons is much greater than the number of modes, maximization of 
entropy leads to a special case of the Bose-Einstein distribution—the Rayleigh-Jeans distribution. 
In this case, the Gibbs entropy 𝑆  of the system can be written as 𝑆 = 𝑀 +∑ ln|𝑎!|"#

!&'  (see 
Appendix A for the derivation; In this work we set 𝑘( = 1) [43]. At thermodynamic equilibrium, 
the mode occupancy coefficient at thermodynamic equilibrium state is found as [43] 

|𝑎!|" =
𝑇

𝜀! − 𝜇
. (1) 

To directly visualize the above thermalization process, we calculate the evolution of the mode 
occupancy coefficient with different initial conditions. The model system is a uniform square lattice 
with 20 × 20 sites and the coupling 𝜅 between the nearest sites is set as unit 1. The corresponding 
Hamiltonian operator takes the following form 

𝐻D = E 𝜅𝑐̂!
)𝑐̂*

+!,*-

+E𝜒(/)𝑐̂!
)𝑐̂!𝑐̂!

)𝑐̂!
!

, (2) 

where < 𝑖, 𝑗 > denotes the nearest-neighboring sites. That is, the linear part of the Hamiltonian is 
determined by the nearest-neighbor couplings, while the nonlinear part is governed by, e.g., the Kerr 
nonlinearity. The equation of motion is given by the nonlinear Schrödinger equation (see Appendix 
B for the procedure towards dimensionless quantities): 

𝑖
𝑑𝑎!
𝑑𝑡

+ E 𝜅𝑎*
+!,*-

+ 𝜒(/)|𝑎!|"𝑎! = 0, (3) 

where 𝑎!/* is the time-dependent wavefunction at the site 𝑖/𝑗 of the NLMMOS. Note that ℏ is 
set as 1 in this work for simplicity. Based on this equation, one can simulate the thermalization 
process with various initial conditions. As shown in Figs. 1(c) and 1(d), the photonic system reaches 
the thermal equilibrium state after a short period of time, visualizing directly the thermalization 
process. During such processes, the system’s entropy increases until it reaches its equilibrium state. 

It is worth mentioning that in order to simulate the dynamics of a microcanonical ensemble, 
we numerically integrated the above nonlinear Schrödinger equation numerically for 8000 times 
with the same initial mode distribution |𝑎!|"  but with the random initial phase 𝜙!  (i.e., 𝑎! →
𝑎!𝑒!2! ) that is uniformly distributed in [0, 2𝜋]. Such numerical calculations provide a random 
ensemble to mimic the long-time average of the dynamics in a microcanonical ensemble [42]. 
Throughout this work, all observables are calculated via such ensemble averages. 

 



FIG. 1. Emergent photon thermalization in NLMMOSs. (a) Schematic of a coupled ring cavity array 
with nonlinear effects. (b) Schematic of a nonlinear multi-mode fiber supporting many propagating 
modes. (c) and (d) Thermalization as revealed by the evolution of the mode occupancy |𝑎!|" in a 
coupled ring cavity array with different initial conditions. We use a simple square lattice array with 
20 × 20 sites of the same onsite energy. The equilibrium distribution follows the Rayleigh-Jeans 
form, showing negative and positive temperatures in (c) and (d), separately. The reversed energy 
axes are labeled by different colors. Red curves give the optical entropy (𝑆 = ∑ ln|𝑎!|"#

!&' ) as a 
function of time. 
 

It can be found from Figs. 1(c) and 1(d) that the equilibrium temperature and chemical potential 
can be well controlled by the initial condition. In Fig. 1(c), we choose the initial distribution as a 
rectangular distribution with |𝑎!|" = 1 for a finite energy region [0, 3]. After the thermalization 
process (for about 40), the system reaches an equilibrium state with 𝑇 = −1.38 and 𝜇 = 4.49. If 
the initial distribution is set as |𝑎!|" = 1 for the energy region [−2,−1] as in Fig. 1(d), then the 
equilibrium state has 𝑇 = 0.351 and 𝜇 = −4.23. For these two cases, the conserved internal 
energy and optical power are 𝑈 = 212.10 and 𝑃 = 170 for Fig. 1(c) (𝑈 = −75.64 and 𝑃 = 51 
for Fig. 1(d)). Figs. 1(c) and 1(d) also show that in the thermalization process, the entropy of the 
system increases continuously before finally reaching the thermal equilibrium state which is 
featured by a constant entropy and the Rayleigh–Jeans distribution. 

An intriguing property of the thermodynamics in NLMMOSs is that these systems can exhibit 
negative temperatures. In fact, negative temperature can be obtained by continuously tuning the 
parameter 𝛽 = 1/𝑇 from positive to negative across zero (meanwhile, the temperature goes from 
positive infinite to negative infinite). Finally, the thermal equilibrium states in NLMMOS can be 
characterized by the following equation of state [41]: 

𝑈 − 𝜇𝑃 = 𝑀𝑇, (4) 
which is analogous to the state equation of ideal gas. This equation determines the two intensive 
quantities 𝑇 and 𝜇 through the three extensive quantities 𝑀, 𝑈, and 𝑃. Here, it is assumed that 
the system is completely isolated from the environment. In reality, it is required that the photon 
lifetime is long enough, which is typically satisfied when the quality factors of the cavities (or 
waveguides) are ≳ 103—a criterion that can be met in many photonic systems. 
 
Full counting statistics theory 

In this work, we study the non-equilibrium steady-state transport [61-63] between optical 
systems, through the method based on the joint particle and energy FCS [64-68]. The core of this 
theory is to obtain the cumulant generating function (CGF) [69] which contains the full information 
of the transport current and their fluctuations. To rationalize the derivation process, we need to 
introduce the two-point measurement scheme. 

Consider an observable 𝐵̀(𝑡) in the Schrödinger picture, where the time variation of operators 
only stems from an external driving. The observable 𝐵̀(𝑡) will be either an energy operator 𝐻D or 
a particle number operator 𝑁D. The eigenvalues (eigenvectors) of 𝐵̀(𝑡) are labeled by 𝑏4 (|𝑏4⟩) 
and 𝐵̀(𝑡) = ∑|𝑏4⟩ 𝑏4⟨𝑏4| . The two-point measurement scheme contains the measurement with 
outcome 𝑏5 at time 𝑡 = 0 and the measurement with outcome 𝑏4 at time 𝑡 as described by the 
joint probability 

𝑃[𝑏4 , 𝑏5] ≡ Trf𝑃̀6"𝑈D(𝑡, 0)𝑃̀6#𝜌h5𝑃̀6#𝑈D
)(𝑡, 0)𝑃̀6"i = 𝑃∗[𝑏4 , 𝑏5], (5) 



where, 𝑈D(𝑡, 0) is the time evolution operator, 𝜌h5 denotes the initial density matrix, and the density 
matrix after time evolution is 𝜌h(𝑡) = 𝑈D(𝑡, 0)𝜌h5𝑈D)(𝑡, 0). The projection operator is 𝑃̀6" = |𝑏4⟩⟨𝑏4|, 
which satisfies the relations 𝑃̀6" = 𝑃̀6"

"  and ∑ 𝑃̀6"6" = 1̀. It is easy to find the normalization of the 
probabilities, ∑ 𝑃[𝑏4 , 𝑏5]6#,6" = 1. 

The probability for the difference ∆𝑏 = 𝑏4 − 𝑏5 between the two measured outcomes is 

𝑝(∆𝑏) = E 𝛿(∆𝑏 − 𝑏4 + 𝑏5)𝑃[𝑏4 , 𝑏5]
6",6#

. (6) 

The generating function (GF) for such probability is 

𝐺(𝜆) ≡ o 𝑑∆𝑏𝑒!8∆6𝑝(∆𝑏)
:

;:
= 𝐺∗(−𝜆) = E 𝑒!8(6";6#)𝑃[𝑏4 , 𝑏5]

6",6#

. (7) 

Here, 𝜆 is the counting field conjugated to the random variable ∆𝑏. By substituting Eq. (5) into 
Eq. (7), the GF has another expression: 

𝐺(𝜆) = Tr𝜌h(𝜆, 𝑡). (8) 

where, 𝜌h(𝜆, 𝑡) ≡ 𝑈D8/"(𝑡, 0)𝜌h5𝑈D;8/"
) (𝑡, 0) and 𝑈D8(𝑡, 0) ≡ 𝑒!8(<(4)𝑈D(𝑡, 0)𝑒;!8(<(5) . For 𝜆 = 0 , 

𝜌h(𝜆, 𝑡) reduces to the system’s density matrix 𝜌h(𝑡) and 𝑈D8(𝑡, 0) reduces to the standard time 
evolution operator 𝑈D(𝑡, 0). 
    Taking the logarithm of the GF, we get the expression for the cumulant GF (CGF), 

𝒵(𝜆) = ln𝐺(𝜆), (9) 
whose nth derivative with respect to 𝜆 evaluated at 𝜆 = 0 gives the nth cumulant 𝐾= of 𝑝(∆𝑏). 

𝐾= = (−𝑖)=
𝜕=

𝜕𝜆= 𝒵
(𝜆	)t

8&5
. (10) 

For instance, the first cumulant 𝐾' gives the average of ∆𝑏, 𝐾' = 〈∆𝑏〉 which characterizes the 
energy or particle number change in a thermodynamic system in the time duration t. This quantity 
is then connected to the energy or particle current flowing into the system. 𝐾" = 〈∆𝑏"〉 − 〈∆𝑏〉" 
gives the variance of ∆𝑏, and 𝐾/ = 〈(∆𝑏 − 〈∆𝑏〉)/〉 gives the skewness of ∆𝑏. These and the other 
higher cumulants give the fluctuations of the energy or particle current. 
 At nonequilibrium steady states, the cumulants vary linearly with time. Therefore, it is natural 
to define the long-time limit of the CGF, 

𝑆(𝜆) = lim
4→:

1
𝑡 𝒵

(𝜆	) . (11) 

Similar to the CGF, taking derivation on the long-time limit of CGF can directly obtain the long-
time average of the above cumulants and give direct information of the transport energy and particle 
currents as well as their fluctuations. 
 
Optical thermoelectric transport 

In electronic systems with temperature or chemical potential bias, electrons above and below 
the chemical potential flow according to these biases, leading to net heat and charge currents. This 
phenomenon is called the thermoelectric effect [70-73]. Similarly, for the transport between two 
connected NLMMOSs, there can be particle and heat currents, which is a feature distinct from the 
conventional black body thermal radiation. This feature emerges because the photonic distributions 
here are characterized by the temperature and the chemical potential---both are tunable. The particle 
and heat currents should be considered independently in generic transport setups. We term such 



transport with both particle and heat currents as optical thermoelectric transport and the related 
effects as the optical thermoelectric effects. 

A prototype of such transport systems is based on two infinite photonic reservoirs maintained 
at different temperatures and chemical potentials, contacting via an embedded small system, as 
illustrated in Fig. 2(a) (called the two-reservoir setup). The Hamiltonian of the whole system reads 
𝐻D = 𝐻D?@A +𝐻DB + 𝑉̀ , where 𝐻D?@A = 𝐻D$ +𝐻D?  represents the Hamiltonian of the two photonic 
reservoirs (L and R), 𝐻DB gives the Hamiltonian of the embedded small system, and 𝑉̀ stands for 
the interactions among them. 

For the total system without external driving, the observable 𝐵̀(𝑡) is time-independent. The 
dynamics of the modified time evolution operator satisfies 

𝑑
𝑑𝑡 𝑈
D8(𝑡, 0) = −𝑖𝐻D8(𝑡)𝑈D8(𝑡, 0), (12) 

where 𝐻D8(𝑡) is the modified Hamiltonian defined as 
𝐻D8(𝑡) ≡ 𝑒!8(<(4)𝐻D(𝑡)𝑒;!8(<(4). (13) 

Further on, the modified evolution operator can be expressed as 

𝑈D8(𝑡, 0) = expC }−𝑖o 𝑑𝜏𝐻D8(𝜏)
4

5
� 

𝑈D;8
) (𝑡, 0) = exp; }𝑖 o 𝑑𝜏𝐻D;8(𝜏)

4

5
� , (14) 

where the subscripts on the exponents represent different contour-ordering of operators. Given that 
all the operators mentioned above are in fact time-independent, the density matrix can be simplified 
as 

𝜌h(𝜆, 𝑡) ≡ 𝑒;!DE$4𝜌h5𝑒!D
E%$4 . (15) 

Here, the observables are chosen as the particle number and energy of the left reservoir, the modified 
Hamiltonian takes the following form: 

𝐻D8 = 𝑒!/"F8&DE'C8(%E'G𝐻D𝑒;!/"F8&DE'C8(%E'G = 𝐻D5 + 𝑉̀8. (16) 
Here, 𝐻D5 = 𝐻D?@A +𝐻DB is the 𝜆 independent Hamiltonian, and 𝑉̀8 is the modified interaction. 

The initial state of the total system is considered as a product state 𝜌(0) = 𝜌$(0)⊗ 𝜌?(0) ⊗
𝜌B(0). As a result, Eq. (8) can be rewritten in terms of the system’s reduced density matrix. 

𝐺(𝜆) = TrBTr?@A�𝜌h(𝜆, 𝑡)� = TrB𝜌hB(𝜆, 𝑡). (17) 
We can directly obtain the GF by tracing the small system’s density matrix. 

Further on, we try to derive the explicit expression of quantum master equation for photon 
transport based on the energy level presentation. The total system we considered is composed by 
two photonic reservoirs connected through a two-level system. Notice that, the two reservoirs are 
decoupled, the only way to transfer photons is using the two-level system. The eigenstates of 
reservoirs and system are labeled by 𝑖 and 𝑠, respectively. The Hamiltonian of the whole transport 
system is 𝐻D = 𝐻D$ +𝐻D? +𝐻DB + 𝑉̀. 

𝐻DH = E 𝜖!𝑐̂!
)𝑐̂!

!∈H&$,?

						𝐻DB =E𝜖A𝑐̂A
)𝑐̂A

A∈B

(18) 

where 𝑐̂)  and 𝑐̂  are the photon creation and annihilation operators, which obey the bosonic 

commutation relations �𝑐̂! , 𝑐̂*
)� = 𝛿!*. The interaction between the reservoir and the small system in 

the center is described by the hopping between the states 𝑠 and 𝑖 



𝑉̀H = 𝐽�H
) + 𝐽�H,						𝐽�H = E 𝐽AH𝑐̂A

)𝑐̂!
A∈B,!∈H&$,?

, (19) 

where 𝐽AH represents the couplings between the reservoir and the eigenmode 𝑠 of the central small 
system. In this work, we study the counting statistics of the energy and particle in the left reservoir, 
which are represented by the Hamiltonian operator and particle number operator, respectively. 
Therefore, the modified interaction 𝑉̀8 in Eq. (16) takes the following form, 

𝑉̀8 = 𝑒(!/")F8(%E'C8&DE'G�𝐽�$ + 𝐽�$
)�𝑒(;!/")F8(%E'C8&DE'G + 𝑉̀? = 𝐽�$(𝜆) + 𝐽�$

)(𝜆) + 𝑉̀? . (20) 
Using the fact for boson, 𝑐̂!𝐻D$ = �𝜖! +𝐻D$�𝑐̂!, 𝐽�$(𝜆) in Eq. (20) can be expressed as 

𝐽�$(𝜆) = E 𝐽A$𝑐̂A
)𝑐̂!𝑒(!/")8(C(!/")8&J!

A∈B,!∈$

. 

Further on, we can define two rates correspond to the “up” and “down” jumps between the small 
system’s states, 

𝑘KH = 2𝜋𝑔H(𝜖A)|𝐽AH|"[1 + 𝑛H(𝜖A)], 
𝑘LH = 2𝜋𝑔H(𝜖A)|𝐽AH|"𝑛H(𝜖A), 

𝑘K = 𝑘K$ + 𝑘K? ,											𝑘L = 𝑘L$ + 𝑘L? . 
Here, 𝑔H(𝜖A) and 𝑛H(𝜖A) are the density of states and the equilibrium distribution of the photonic 
reservoir 𝑋(= 𝐿, 𝑅) at the energy 𝜖A, respectively. With these notations, the dynamics of the small 
system’s density matrix can be expressed as (see details of the derivation in Appendix C), 

𝜌ḣB(𝜆, 𝑡) = −𝑖�𝐻DB, 𝜌hB(𝜆, 𝑡)� +E−𝑘K
A

𝑐̂A
)𝑐̂A𝜌hB(𝜆, 𝑡) − 𝑘L𝑐̂A𝑐̂A

)𝜌hB(𝜆, 𝑡)

+ �𝑘L$𝑒!8(C!8&J! + 𝑘L?�𝑐̂A
)𝜌hB(𝜆, 𝑡)𝑐̂A

+ �𝑘K$𝑒;!8(;!8&J! + 𝑘K?�𝑐̂A𝜌hB(𝜆, 𝑡)𝑐̂A
).																																																																						(21) 

Throughout this work, the dot above a symbol stands for the time derivative. In the small system’s 
eigenstates basis {∑ |𝑛A⟩A }, Eq. (21) describes the population dynamics of the small system. 

𝜌̇=)(𝜆, 𝑡) =E−𝑘K𝑛A𝜌=)(𝜆, 𝑡) − 𝑘L(1 + 𝑛A)𝜌=)(𝜆, 𝑡) + �𝑘L
$𝑒!8(C!8&J! + 𝑘L?�𝑛A𝜌=);'(𝜆, 𝑡)

A

+ �𝑘K$𝑒;!8(;!8&J! + 𝑘K?�(𝑛A + 1)𝜌=)C'(𝜆, 𝑡).																																																						(22) 
Here, 𝜌̇=)(𝜆, 𝑡) ≡ �𝑛A�𝜌ḣB(𝜆, 𝑡)�𝑛A�, and the subscript 𝑠 labels the two eigenstates 1 and 2 of the 
small system (see Fig. 2(a)). The states of the two-level bosonic system can be denoted as |𝑛', 𝑛"⟩ 
with 𝑛', 𝑛" = 0,1,2, …. The adjacent states |𝑛' ± 1, 𝑛"⟩ and	 |𝑛', 𝑛" ± 1⟩, can be connected with 
|𝑛', 𝑛"⟩ by transferring a photon between the small system and the reservoirs. The population 
dynamics in Eq. (22) can, in fact, be separated into two decoupled parts which can be cast into the 
matrix form 𝜌̇=*/, = 𝑀'/"𝜌=*/,. 

Unlike the fermions obeying the Pauli exclusion principle, the number of photons in a level is 
unrestricted. Therefore, the matrix 𝑀'/" is infinitely large. In fact, 𝜌=*/, is an infinite dimensional 
row vector and 𝑀'/" is an infinite tridiagonal matrix, 

𝑀'/" =

⎝

⎜
⎜
⎜
⎛

𝑂" 𝑈 ⋯ ⋯ ⋯ ⋯ ⋯
𝐷 𝑂' + 2𝑂" 2𝑈 ⋯ ⋯ ⋯ ⋯
⋮ 2𝐷 2𝑂' + 3𝑂" 3𝑈 ⋯ ⋯ ⋯
⋮ ⋮ 3𝐷 3𝑂' + 4𝑂" 4𝑈 ⋯ ⋯
⋮ ⋮ ⋮ 4𝐷 4𝑂' + 5𝑂" 5𝑈 ⋯
⋮ ⋮ ⋮ ⋮ 5𝐷 5𝑂' + 6𝑂" ⋯
⋮ ⋮ ⋮ ⋮ ⋮ ⋮ ⋱⎠

⎟
⎟
⎟
⎞

. (23) 

	Here, 
𝑂' = −𝑘L$ − 𝑘L? ,																𝑂" = −𝑘K$ − 𝑘K? , 



𝐷 = 𝑒!8(C!8&J!𝑘L$ + 𝑘L? ,											𝑈 = 𝑒;!8(;!8&J!𝑘K$ + 𝑘K? .             (24) 
We find that by truncating the infinite matrix 𝑀'/" into a 12 × 12 tridiagonal matrix is enough to 
converge the calculation (see Appendix D for details). In the calculation, we obtain the same number 
of negative and positive eigenvalues. The long-time limit behavior of the CGF is dominated by the 
largest negative eigenvalue, 

𝑆(𝜆) = lim
4→:

1
𝑡 ln𝐺

(𝜆, 𝑡) =E𝑣MNOA

A

= 𝑣MNO' + 𝑣MNO" (25) 

By taking derivation of 𝑆(𝜆) with respect to the counting field 𝜆 at 𝜆 = 0, as Eq. (10) states, we 
can obtain the long-time averaged transport currents and their fluctuation. Although these currents 
are defined as the currents flowing into the left reservoir, due to the particle and energy conservation, 
they in fact give information on the currents transported across the small system. 

The first order terms in Eq. (10) give the photon current and the energy current, 

〈𝐼〉 = ∑ P)'P)-

P)'CP)-
× [𝑛$(𝜖A) − 𝑛?(𝜖A)]A ,	                  (26A) 

〈𝐼Q〉 = ∑ 𝜖A
P)'P)-

P)'CP)-
× [𝑛$(𝜖A) − 𝑛?(𝜖A)],A                  (26B) 

where 𝛾AH = 2𝜋𝑔H(𝜖A)|𝐽AH|" gives the transition rate for the small system’s eigenmode 𝑠 to decay 
into the photonic reservoir 𝑋(= 𝐿, 𝑅). 
 
Photon transport between two reservoirs 
A. Model setup 

When the size is considerably large, a NLMMOS can serve as a photon reservoir owing to its 
tunable thermodynamic properties that completely depend on the initial conditions. To consider the 
transport effects, we use two large NLMMOSs as the left and right photonic reservoirs. In our 
system, each reservoir is a square lattice with 10 × 10 sites with hopping 𝜅 = 1 and nonlinearity 

𝜒(/) = '
"
 due to Kerr effects. Therefore, the entire system has two photonic reservoirs and a small 

system consisting of two sites that bridge the two photonic reservoirs. The Hamiltonian of the whole 
system is 𝐻D = 𝐻D$ +𝐻D? +𝐻DB + 𝑉̀, where 

𝐻D$/? = E 𝜅𝑐̂!
)𝑐̂*

+!,*-∈$/?

+ E 𝜒(/)𝑐̂!
)𝑐̂!𝑐̂!

)𝑐̂!
!∈$/?

 

𝐻DB = 𝜅R𝑐̂S
)𝑐̂T + 𝜅R𝑐̂T

)𝑐̂S 																𝑉̀ = 𝜅R𝑐̂S
)𝑐̂M + 𝜅R𝑐̂T

)𝑐̂= +𝐻. 𝑐. (27) 
Here, the reservoirs’ Hamiltonians, 𝐻D$ and 𝐻D?, are the same as in Eq. (2). The central small system 
consists of two sites (𝑙 and 𝑟) coupled by 𝜅R. The interaction 𝑉̀ describes the couplings between 
the small system and the left/right reservoirs. 𝑚 and 𝑛 denotes the site number in the left and 
right square lattices that couples with the 𝑙 and 𝑟 site, respectively. 

Similar to Eqs. (18) and (19), Hamiltonians in Eq. (27) can be written in a dragonized form. 
For example, the diagonalization of 𝐻DB is. 

𝑐̂' =
√2
2 𝑐̂S +

√2
2 𝑐̂T 							𝑐̂" =

√2
2 𝑐̂S −

√2
2 𝑐̂T 	 

𝜖' = 𝜅R							𝜖" = −𝜅R 
𝐻DB = 𝜖'𝑐̂'

)𝑐̂' + 𝜖"𝑐̂"
)𝑐̂" (28) 

From the above expressions, the transition rate 𝛾A
$(?) can be determined by the Fermi Golden rule: 



𝛾'/"
$(?) =

1
2 × 2𝜋

|𝜅R|"𝑔'/"
M(=) 	=

1
2 × 2𝜋

|𝜅R|" §
1
𝜋 E

Γ

�𝜖! − 𝜖'/"�
" + Γ"!∈$(?)

© ª𝜓!∈$(?)
M(=) ª

"
. (29) 

Here, the prepositive '
"
 stems from the fact that ª𝜓'/"

S(T)ª
"
= '

"
 where the superscripts 𝑙  and 𝑟 

present the two sites of the embedded system, and subscripts 1 and 2 denote the two eigenstates 

of the small system. Both wavefunctions 𝜓'/"
S(T)  and 𝜓!∈$(?)

M(=)  are normalized at the two-point 

system and the square lattice, respectively. Therefore, their moduli squares represent the local 
density of states at positions 𝑙, 𝑟, 𝑚 and 𝑛. The complex term in the {⋯ } of Eq. (29) is the 
Lorentz function that describes the spectral broadening of the states 𝜖' and 𝜖" of the small system. 

In our simulations, to reduce the run time and give more information on the transport processes, 
the initial distribution in each reservoir is set as the equilibrium Rayleigh-Jeans distribution with a 
randomized phase (uniformly distributed in the region [0, 2𝜋]) at each eigenstate. Repetitions of 
the evolution process are set as 3000 times to obtain sufficient data for statistical analysis. 
 
B. Photon transport at negative temperatures 

In this section, we present the non-equilibrium steady-state photon transport in our system as 
characterized by the long-time limit CGF [Eq. (24)] and compare the results from the FCS theory 
with the first-principle simulations based on the nonlinear Schrödinger equation. We are more 
interested in the regime where at least one of the reservoirs has negative temperature. The non-
equilibrium steady-state photon transport demands that the distributions in the left and right 
reservoirs are nearly invariant during the transport. Therefore, the coupling 𝜅R connecting the small 
system to the reservoirs must be set to be very small in the simulations. In addition, the evolution 
time span in a single simulation is chosen as 10000 time-units to obtain the long-time behaviors of 
the nonequilibrium transport. Note that as we work with the dimensionless nonlinear Schrödinger 
equation [Eq. (3)], every quantity has a natural unit (e.g., the energy unit is the hopping coupling in 
the reservoirs, from which the time unit can be determined via the uncertainty relation; when 
compared with experiments, the energy and time units can be determined rigorously; see Appendix 
B for more information). 

We now use an example to demonstrate the steady-state transport in our system via the first-
principle simulations. As shown in Fig. 2(b), the optical power and the internal energy of the left 
and right photonic reservoirs change very slowly with time. Although this feature is distinct from 
the steady-state transport between two reservoirs in the thermodynamic limit, the transport here can 
still be considered approximately as the steady-state transport. There are other interesting features 
in Fig. 2(b). We find that the total optical power 𝑃$ + 𝑃? is strictly conserved, whereas due to the 
nonlinear interactions, the total internal energy 𝑈$ + 𝑈? (as is defined solely on the linear energy) 
is not a conserved quantity. Nevertheless, the total internal energy 𝑈$ + 𝑈?  is approximately 
conserved at long-time scales, with fast fluctuations at a short timescale of 8 time-units. Thus, 
thermodynamics and non-equilibrium steady-state transport theories are still valid at very long-time 
scales. 

Fig. 2(c) verifies the steady-state transport from the aspect of the distributions in the reservoirs. 
It is seen that the initial and final distributions during the entire time interval of 10000 time-units 
almost overlap with each other, which indicates that the change of the distributions during the whole 



transport process is negligible---a notable feature of the steady-state transport. 
In this section, we study only the photon particle current and its fluctuations which are well-

defined in the simulation and the FCS theory. In the simulation, the currents are obtained via the 

Heisenberg equation of motion, 𝐼�$/? =
L
L4
𝑁D$/? = 𝑖�𝐻D,𝑁D$/?� , where 𝑁D$/? = ∑ 𝑐̂!

)𝑐̂!!∈$/?  is the 

total particle number in the left/right reservoir. For the left and right reservoir, we obtain, 
respectively, the following photon current operators for the left and right systems, 

𝐼�$ = 𝑖�𝜅R𝑐̂M
) 𝑐̂S + 𝜅R𝑐̂S

)𝑐̂M, 𝑐̂M
) 𝑐̂M� = 𝑖𝜅R�𝑐̂S

)𝑐̂M − 𝑐̂M
) 𝑐̂S�, 

𝐼�? = 𝑖�𝜅R𝑐̂=
)𝑐̂T + 𝜅R𝑐̂T

)𝑐̂=, 𝑐̂=
)𝑐̂=� = 𝑖𝜅R�𝑐̂T

)𝑐̂= − 𝑐̂=
)𝑐̂T�. (30) 

We extract the instant photon current in each simulation for every 2.5 time-units (totally 10000 time-
units for a single simulation) by taking the expectation value of the above operators using the instant 
photonic wavefunction. After 3000 simulations, we obtain an ensemble of 12 million data points of 
these currents which is sufficiently large to perform statistical analysis. To avoid confusion, we note 
that, in the following, the symbols 〈I〉 and 〈∆I〉 = 〈I"〉 − 〈I〉" stands, respectively, for the average 
and variance of the currents averaged over an ensemble of 3000 repeated simulations with the 
randomized initial phase condition at a certain time. In contrast, for the currents and their variance 
averaged over both the ensemble and the long-time scale, the average symbol, 〈… 〉, is omitted. 

The steady-state transport implies: 𝐼$ = −𝐼? and ∆𝐼$ = ∆𝐼?. Thus, the photon current from 
the left reservoir to the right reservoir is equal to 𝐼 = −𝐼$ = 𝐼?. We thus only present the results for 
the photon currents flowing into the left reservoir. In Fig. 2(d), we find that the 3000-simulation-
averaged photon current fluctuates around its long-time-averaged value (i.e., the black dashed line). 
The variance of photon currents ∆𝐼$ shown in Fig. 2(e) is larger than the photon current 𝐼$. Thus, 
the direction of photon currents may reverse in the transient dynamics. Besides, fluctuations are 
significantly more pronounced at the beginning compared to the rest of the time. This feature 
indicates that the system reaches steady-state transport at about t=3000. Therefore, we only use the 
data from t=3000 to t=10000 for the long-time averages. 

The photon current and its variance averaged over both the ensemble and the long-time scale 
are labeled by the black dashed lines in Figs. 2(d) and 2(e). These averaged values are 𝐼$ =
−2.57 × 10;3  and ∆𝐼$ = 0.72 × 10;/ . Surprisingly, the FCS theory gives comparable values 
through Eq. (10): 𝐼$ = −2.65 × 10;3 and ∆𝐼$ = 1.20 × 10;/, although these two approaches are 
quite different. On one hand, the FCS theory assumes that the reservoirs are in the thermodynamic 
limit, i.e., infinitely large, and are kept at thermal equilibrium. The FCS theory is essentially a 
stochastic approach based on the quantum perturbation theory. On the other hand, the simulation is 
based solely on the nonlinear Schrödinger equation, which contains purely deterministic dynamics. 
The consistency between the two approaches suggests that the statistical theory agrees well with the 
deterministic dynamic theory in our system, which is quite noteworthy. These results indicate that 
it is possible to compare statistical physics theory and dynamic simulations quantitatively in certain 
regimes when thermodynamic behaviors can be captured by the first-principle calculations of the 
deterministic dynamics. 

We further examine the photon current and its variance for various system parameters. In Fig. 
2(f), we study the dependence of these quantities on the system-reservoir coupling 𝜅R. It is found 
that the photon current increases with 𝜅R in nearly quadratic form, while the variance of the photon 
current also increases with 𝜅R in similar form but much more rapidly. The quadratic increase of the 
photon current is consistent with Eq. (26) since both 𝛾A$ and 𝛾A? are proportional to 𝜅R". At large 



𝜅R , higher-order corrections come into play and the dependence deviates from ∼ 𝜅R" . The 
calculation results from the first-principle simulations and the FCS theory are comparable and 
qualitatively consistent with one another. In particular, the photon currents obtained from the two 
approaches agree excellently with each other. In Fig. 2(g), we investigate the photon current and its 
variance when only the temperature of the left photonic reservoir 𝑇$ changes. It is seen that as 𝑇$ 
increases, the temperature difference increases and the photon current ramps up, while the variance 
of the photon current also increases. At 𝑇$ = −2, there is no bias in the temperature or chemical 
potential. The average photon current vanishes. Nevertheless, the variance of the photon current is 
nonzero---an intrinsic feature of thermodynamic equilibrium. 

 
FIG. 2. Transport and fluctuations between two photonic reservoirs. (a) Schematic illustration of the 
system. Orange and blue regions stand for the left and right reservoirs, respectively. White dots in 
these regions represent the cavities in the square-lattice nonlinear optical systems that form the two 
reservoirs. The nearest neighbor coupling between two cavities is 𝜅. A small system with two 
cavities (gray dots) serves as the bridge between the two reservoirs. The couplings between the two 
sites of the small system and every two nearest sites of the individual reservoirs are set as 𝜅R. 𝛾$ 
and 𝛾? represent the hopping rates of photons transferred from the left and right reservoirs to the 
small system. (b) The evolution of the optical power 𝑃 and the internal energy 𝑈 with time. (c) 
The initial and final distributions of the two reservoirs from the simulation. (d) The photon current 
after averaging over 3000 simulations (orange curves) and its long-time averaged value (black 
dashed line). (e) The variance of the photon current (orange curve) and its long-time averaged value 
(black dashed line). In (b)-(e), 𝜅R = 0.03. (f) The dependence of the averaged photon current on 
the coupling 𝜅R. (g) The long-time averages and variances of photon currents changing with 𝑇$ 
when 𝜅R = 0.04. Red and cyan curves represent the results from the FCS (FCS) theory. Red and 



blue circles denote the results from the simulations based on the nonlinear Schrödinger equation. 
The parameters for the two reservoirs are 𝑇$ = −4 , 𝜇$ = 5 , 𝑇? = −2 , and 𝜇? = 5 , unless 
otherwise specified. 
 
C. Loop currents between positive- and negative-temperature reservoirs 

We now study the intriguing transport between positive- and negative-temperature reservoirs 
and reveal an interesting phenomenon we have named "loop currents.". We stress that the setup 
studied here is not available in conventional systems. To be concrete, we set the initial conditions 
for the left and right reservoirs as: 𝑇$ = −2, 𝜇$ = 5, 𝑇? = 2, and 𝜇? = −5. It is crucial to note 
that the spectra of the two reservoirs and the small system are symmetric with respect to zero energy 
(for a specific optical system, the zero energy is defined as the average onsite energy for the cavities). 
In that case, the distributions in the left and right reservoirs are inverted. Meanwhile, the coupling 
between the two sites in the small system gives rise to an even-parity eigenstate (anti-bonding state) 
with positive energy and an odd-parity eigenstate (bonding state) with negative energy. Tunneling 
via the even state transfers photons from the left reservoir to the right reservoir in the positive energy 
channel, whereas the odd state offers a negative energy channel to transfer photons from the right 
reservoir to the left reservoir. These transferred photons are then thermalized via the nonlinear 
interaction. For instance, high- (low-) energy photons in the right (left) reservoir give (take) energy 
to (from) other photons in the same reservoir via nonlinear interaction. This scenario, as 
schematically depicted in Fig. 3(a), gives rise to the phenomenon termed as the loop current: In the 
positive energy sector, photons flow from the left reservoir to the right, while in the negative energy 
sector, photons flow from the right reservoir to the left reservoir. In each reservoir, nonlinear 
interaction enables energy exchange and thermalization [74]. Eventually, the distributions in the two 
reservoirs become the same, and the whole system reaches thermodynamic equilibrium with infinite 
temperature (Fig. 3(b)). 

In Fig. 3(b), we give the distributions in the two reservoirs at different times, 𝑡 = 0, 500, and 
2500 from the first-principle simulations (To enlarge the loop current effect, we set 𝜅′ = 1). These 
snapshots indicate the evolution of the distributions in the reservoirs. Initially, due to the inversed 
temperatures and chemical potentials, the distributions in the two reservoirs are related to each other 
by the particle-hole symmetry, i.e., mirror symmetric with respect to the zero energy. At 𝑡 = 500, 
this symmetry still holds, indicating that photons with opposite energies are transported at the same 
rate, which agrees with the scenario illustrated in Fig. 3(a). After a long time, at 𝑡 = 2500, the 
distributions in the two reservoirs become flat and identical, indicating the equilibrium state of the 
whole system which has infinite temperature. It is worth noting that the photon distribution in this 
work is only proportional to the actual photon numbers (up to a constant determined by the total 
optical power; see Appendix B for the relation between the dimensionless quantities and physical 
quantities). In fact, it is difficult to determine the actual photon number in experiments, while the 
distribution can be measured easily up to a constant determined by the photon detection probability. 

To reveal the loop current effect, we present the evolution of the currents in the positive and 
negative energy sectors in Fig. 3(c). It is found that these two currents are approximately opposite 
to each other. By adding these two currents, we find that the net current is fluctuating around zero 
in Fig. 3(d). In fact, the long-time averaged net current is close to zero, confirming again the loop 
current picture in Fig. 3(a). To observe non-zero net photon current, we need to break the particle-
hole symmetry. This can be done by raising the energy levels of the small system by 1, as in Fig. 



3(e). With this change, we find from simulations that a finite net photon current emerges near the 
initial time. 

 
FIG. 3. Transport between two reservoirs with opposite temperatures and chemical potentials. (a) 
Schematic of the loop current effect when the system has particle-hole symmetry. Red and purple 
arrows denote the opposite currents in the positive and negative energy sectors via, respectively, the 
even and odd modes of the small system. Green arrows denote the energy exchange between the 
positive and negative energy sectors in each reservoir due to thermalization processes via nonlinear 
interactions. (b) Distributions in the two reservoirs at three different times: 𝑡 = 0, 500 and 2500. 
(c) Evolution of photon current in the positive and negative energy sectors. Current in the positive 
(negative) energy sector is through the even (odd) mode of the small system which is denoted by 
the superscript ‘even’ (‘odd’). (d) Evolution of the net photon current for the same condition as in 
(c). The black dashed line indicates the zero current around which the net current fluctuates. (e) 
Evolution of the net photon current when the onsite energy of the two cavities in the small system 
is raised from 0 to 1. The number gives the long-time averaged (starting from 𝑡 = 1250) value of 
the current which is labeled by the black dot-dashed line. The parameters are 𝜅R = 1, 𝑇$ = −2, 
𝜇$ = 5, 𝑇? = 2, and 𝜇? = −5. For all calculations, the current is averaged in the time interval of 
100 time-units. To keep the particle-hole symmetry of the whole system, the sign of the nonlinear 
coefficient 𝜒(/) is flipped for adjacent sites in each reservoir, while its amplitude is fixed to 1/2. 
 
Heat exchange fluctuation theorem and the thermodynamic uncertainty relation 
 In stochastic thermodynamics, the fluctuation theorem [75-78] plays a crucial role. Using step-
by-step coarse-graining procedures, the fluctuation theorem can be derived from the detailed 
balance, which arises from micro-reversibility [79]. The common fluctuation theorems include the 
Jarzynski’s equality for work [80-82], the exchange fluctuation theorem for heat and matter [50, 51], 
and the fluctuation theorem for entropy production [83, 84]. 
 Previous studies on the fluctuation theorem focus on the positive temperature regime. Here, 
we try to verify the heat exchange fluctuation theorem at negative temperatures in NLMMOS. The 
basic setup of our system is two coupled reservoirs (i.e., two square lattices with 10 × 10 sites) 



which are coupled via optical cross phase modulation (XPM) interactions, as illustrated in Fig. 4(a). 
Unlike in the previous section, here there is no small system acting as the bridge between the two 
reservoirs. Instead, the two reservoirs are coupled by several pairs of sites. Within each pair, the two 
sites, one from each reservoir, are interconnected through XPM. In this case, the XPM allows energy 
exchange between the two reservoirs but no photon transfer between the two reservoirs. Initially, 
the left reservoir has a Rayleigh-Jeans distribution with 𝑇$ = −3 and 𝜇$ = 5, while the right 
reservoir has 𝑇? = −2 and 𝜇? = 5. In the simulation, we randomly establish the XPM coupling 
on three pairs of sites (both these sites and their connections are randomly chosen). Here, the 

nonlinear coefficient 𝜒(/)  for the XPM coupling and the Kerr effect are set as '
U

 and '
3

, 

respectively. The XPM coupling is crucial for the energy exchange between the two reservoirs. 
Therefore, the internal energy in the two reservoirs, 𝑈$ and 𝑈?, evolve with time, whereas the 
optical powers, 𝑃$ and 𝑃?, do not change with time since there is no photon exchange between the 
two reservoirs (see Fig. 3(b)). 

In our two-reservoir system, the heat exchange fluctuation theorem takes the form: 
〈𝑒;(V';V-)W'〉 = 1, (31) 

where 𝑄$ stands for the heat change of the left reservoir between two measured times. Here, 〈⋯ 〉 
represents the ensemble average. 𝛽$  and 𝛽?  (𝑇$  and 𝑇? ) evolve with time due to energy 
exchange and the finite size of the reservoirs, as shown in Fig. 4(c). Since our two-reservoir system 
is isolated (without external drive) and photon transport is prohibited (without internal work: 𝑊 =
𝜇∆𝑃), according to the first law of thermodynamics ∆𝑈 = 𝑊 +𝑄, the heat change 𝑄$  can be 
simply obtained from the internal energy change ∆𝑈$.  
 Numerically, we perform the simulation with the same initial condition (but randomized phases 
on 𝑎! and random XPM pairs) for 3000 times. These 3000 simulations are used as an ensemble to 
study the statistics of the heat exchange. Figure 4(d) presents the three quantities, 〈(𝛽$ − 𝛽?)𝑄$〉, 
𝜎"/2 (𝜎" means the variance of (𝛽$ − 𝛽?)𝑄$), and 〈𝑒;(V';V-)W'〉, for different time spans Δ𝑡 =
2500,3750 , and 5000  with the same initial time 𝑡 = 5000 . The quantity 𝛽$ − 𝛽?  is 
approximated as the average value in the corresponding time span, i.e., 𝛽$ − 𝛽? = 0.138,0.136, 
and 0.133, separately. In Fig. 4(d), we show the values of 〈(𝛽$ − 𝛽?)𝑄$〉 and 𝜎"/2 for the three 
time-spans and find that these values agree well with each other. In addition, the ensemble average 
〈𝑒;(V';V-)W'〉 is very close to 1. These results verify numerically Eq. (31). We further give the 
histogram distributions of 〈(𝛽$ − 𝛽?)𝑄$〉 from numerical calculations for the three time-spans in 
Fig. 3(e). It is found that these distributions are in excellent agreement with Gaussian profile in 
linear response regions. With this numerical evidence, we verify the fluctuation theorem in negative 
temperature regime, thus extending the fluctuation theorem to an unconventional realm. 

Recently, thermodynamic uncertainty relations have been proposed and studied for classical 
and quantum steady states transport, revealing the intriguing trade-off relation between the relative 
current fluctuations and the dissipation. For instance, a thermodynamic uncertainty relation restricts 
the average accumulated current 〈𝑄〉, its variance 𝑣𝑎𝑟(𝑄), and the entropy production ∆𝑆 in a 
nonequilibrium process as follows [85-88], 

𝑣𝑎𝑟(𝑄)
〈𝑄〉" ∆𝑆 ≥ 2, (32) 

where we have set 𝑘( = 1. To quantify noises and fluctuations in the nonlinear photonic system 
studied here, we verify whether the thermodynamic uncertainty relation holds in our system. Based 



on the same setup as in Fig. 4(a)-(e), we quantify the ratio XNT(W-)
〈W-〉,

∆𝑆? (subscripts here denote the 

reservoir) for the reservoir R from first-principle simulations and present the results for different 
values of 𝑇$ in Fig. 4(f) as the solid lines, whereas the lower bound in Eq. (32) is presented as the 
black dashed line. To investigate the problem carefully, we present the results for different time 
spans of the nonequilibrium transport process. From Fig. 4(f), we find that the thermodynamic 
uncertainty relation also holds for negative temperature reservoirs and for nonequilibrium processes 
involving such reservoirs. This remarkable finding generalizes the previous understanding and 
investigation of the thermodynamic uncertainty relation from the positive temperature regime to the 
negative temperature regime. This finding underscores that the polarity of the reservoir temperature, 
whether it is positive or negative, does not disrupt the thermodynamic uncertainty relation. In a 
sense, our results strengthen the physical understanding that for systems with a finite spectral range, 
both positive temperatures and negative temperatures have well-defined thermodynamic properties. 
In addition, it is noteworthy that as the measurement time interval ∆𝑡 increases, the thermodynamic 
uncertainty at different temperatures gradually decreases toward the lower bound 2. This tendency 
is attributed to the enhanced accuracy of the measured thermodynamic currents with prolonged 
measurement time which leads the system towards reduced uncertainty. 

 
FIG. 4. Heat exchange between negative temperature reservoirs and the fluctuation theorem. (a) 
Illustration of the system with heat exchange between two reservoirs that are coupled via the XPM 
nonlinear interaction (indicated by the three black curves). (b) Evolution of the optical power in the 
left and right reservoirs, 𝑃$ and 𝑃?, and their summation as well as the internal energy in the left 
and right reservoirs, 𝑈$  and 𝑈? , and their summation. The total particle number and internal 
energy are conserved. (c) Evolution of the temperatures of the left and right reservoirs and the 
difference in the inverse temperature for the two reservoirs 𝛽$ − 𝛽? (its value is given by the right 
vertical axis). (d) Three quantities 〈(𝛽$ − 𝛽?)𝑄$〉, 𝜎"/2, and 〈exp	(−(𝛽$ − 𝛽?)𝑄$)〉, measured 
during different time spans Δ𝑡 (Here 𝜎" is the variance of (𝛽$ − 𝛽?)𝑄$). From left to right, the 
values of the colored columns are, respectively, {0.101,0.113,1.01}, {0.141,0.153,1.01}, and 
{0.181,0.180,1.00} for those three quantities. Note that the value of 〈(𝛽$ − 𝛽?)𝑄$〉 is given by 
the vertical axis at the right side. (e) Normalized probability density distributions of (𝛽$ − 𝛽?)𝑄$ 
calculated for different time spans Δ𝑡 (red dotted lines) which are close to Gaussian distributions 
(blue-shaded region) with the same average value and variance of (𝛽$ − 𝛽?)𝑄$ for each case. The 



number at the right side of each subfigure gives the average value 〈(𝛽$ − 𝛽?)𝑄$〉 . (f) The 

thermodynamic ratio XNT(W-)
〈W-〉,

∆𝑆?  as a function of the time span Δ𝑡 for different values of 𝑇$ . 

Black dashed line represents the lower bound of the thermodynamic uncertainty relation (i.e., 2). 
 
Conclusion and discussions 
 Starting from two distinct approaches, i.e., the first-principle simulations of dynamics from a 
deterministic nonlinear dynamic equation and the FCS theory based on stochastic processes, we 
reveal the intriguing transport and fluctuation properties of the NLMMOSs whose equilibrium states 
are described by the Rayleigh-Jeans distributions. In particular, we explore the steady-state photon 
transport and its fluctuations between two finite-sized reservoirs. We find that, surprisingly, these 
two distinct approaches yield quantitatively comparable results, showing a unified picture of 
deterministic dynamics and statistical physics in the description of nonequilibrium transport in the 
observed regimes. As the NLMMOSs have finite-ranged photon spectrum, the photon distribution 
can have negative temperatures---a remarkable property of micro-canonical ensembles. We further 
reveal that under the circumstance of two reservoirs with opposite temperatures and chemical 
potentials, an intriguing phenomenon termed as the loop current effect can emerge where the current 
in the positive energy sector is opposite to that of the negative energy sector. Finally, by 
quantitatively comparing the statistics of the heat current between the two reservoirs from two 
distinct approaches, we verify numerically the fluctuation theorem in the negative temperature 
regime. Our study reveals that the photonic transport properties and their statistical fluctuations in 
NLMMOSs contain rich and intriguing phenomena which are yet to be explored in experiments. 
Experimental investigations of these phenomena can gain insight in fundamental statistical physics 
and motivate future studies such as engineering non-Planckian heat and photon transfer in nonlinear 
optical fibers and coupled optical resonator systems that may lead to novel discoveries and potential 
applications in photonics. 
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Appendix A: Derivation of the optical entropy 
The Gibbs entropy of the system is 

𝑆 = −o 𝜌(|𝑎'|", ⋯ , |𝑎#|")ln𝜌(|𝑎'|", ⋯ , |𝑎#|")³𝑑|𝑎!|"
#

!&'

:

5

(𝐴1) 

where, 𝜌  is the probability density distribution as a function of the mode occupancies 
|𝑎'|", ⋯ , |𝑎#|".  
Following Kaufman’s derivation [1], the optical wave’s entropy associated with the 𝑖th optical 
mode is 

𝑠! = −o 𝑝!(|𝑎!|")ln𝑝!(|𝑎!|")𝑑|𝑎!|"
:

5
. (𝐴2) 

Here, 𝑝!(|𝑎!|") represents the probability density of finding |𝑎!|" photons in the 𝑖th optical mode.  
The probability density 𝑝!(|𝑎!|")  for the 𝑖 th optical mode obeys the following relation, 

∫ 𝑝!(|𝑎!|")𝑑|𝑎!|"
:
5 = 1. Thus, the expected mode occupancy for the 𝑛th mode is 

〈|𝑎!|"〉 = o |𝑎!|"𝑝!(|𝑎!|")𝑑|𝑎!|"
:

5
. (𝐴3) 

Then, we can obtain the probability density function at thermal equilibrium with maximized 𝑠=, 

𝑝!(|𝑎!|") =
1

〈|𝑎!|"〉
𝑒
; |N!|,
〈|N!|,〉. (𝐴4) 

According to the probability equation of independent events, the probability density distribution can 
be rewritten as: 

𝜌(|𝑎'|", ⋯ , |𝑎#|") =³𝑝!(|𝑎!|")
#

!&'

. (𝐴5) 

Substituting Eq. (A5) into the Gibbs entropy (Eq. (A1)), we can obtain the following expression for 
the total entropy. 

𝑆 = E𝑠!

#

=&'

= 𝑀 +Eln(|〈𝑎!〉|")
#

!&'

. (𝐴6) 

Maximization of this equation leads to the Rayleigh-Jeans distribution for eigen modes of the system. 
And the second term in equation works as the relative entropy ∑ ln(|〈𝑎=〉|")#

=&' . By reducing the 
expectation symbol, we can obtain the optical entropy, 

𝑆 =Eln|𝑎!|".
#

!&'

(𝐴7) 

 
Appendix B: Relation between dimensionless quantities and physical quantities 
To simplify the numerical calculations, the Boltzmann constant and the reduced Plank constant are 
set as 1, giving rise to calculations with dimensionless quantities.  
The original Schrödinger equation has the following form: 

𝑖ℏ
𝑑𝐴M
𝑑𝜏 + ℏ𝜔M𝐴M + 𝜅5E𝐴=

=

+ 𝜒5
(/)|𝐴=|"𝐴= = 0. 



By taking the transformation 𝜅5𝜏/ℏ = 𝑡 and 𝐴=·
"\#

(/)

]#
= 𝑎=, one can derive the dimensionless Eq. 

(3) in the main text with 𝜅 = 1 and 𝜒(/) = 1/2. Moreover, we define the energy unit as 𝐸5 = 𝜅5, 
with 𝜒5

(/)~𝜇eV ≈ 1.6 × 10;"^  ( J ) . In this scheme, the time unit is 𝑡5 = ℏ/𝐸5  with ℏ =
1.05 × 10;/3 (J∙s), and the temperature unit is 𝑇5 = 𝐸5/𝑘( with 𝑘( = 1.38 × 10;"/ (J/K). The 
constant energy ℏ𝜔M (uniform for all cavities) can be dropped as it has no effect on the physical 
properties. 

In genuine experiments, the optical power varies according to the excitation power of the laser. 
If the excitation is in the range from 1 𝜇J to 1nJ, then approximately the optical power is in the 
range of 10'5 to 10'/. Thus, the actual photon number in each cavity is about 10U~10'' which 
is much larger than the dimensionless number |𝑎!|" in the numerical calculation. In this sense, the 
physics of photons in NLMMOSs is in the semiclassical regime. The system’s thermodynamic 
behaviors are emergent statistical phenomena that can be controlled by the parameters such as the 
optical power, the internal energy, the lattice Hamiltonian, and the nonlinear interactions. 
 
Appendix C: Derivation of the quantum master equation 
The density matrix (Eq. (15)) satisfies the equation of motion: 
𝜌ḣ(𝜆, 𝑡) = 𝐿¼8𝜌h(𝜆, 𝑡) = −𝑖�𝐻D8𝜌h(𝜆, 𝑡) − 𝜌h(𝜆, 𝑡)𝐻D;8� = �𝐿¼5 + 𝑣𝐿¼R8�𝜌h(𝜆, 𝑡)

= −𝑖�𝐻D5, 𝜌h(𝜆, 𝑡)� − 𝑣𝑖�𝑉̀8𝜌h(𝜆, 𝑡) − 𝜌h(𝜆, 𝑡)𝑉̀;8�																																											(𝐶1) 
Where 𝐿¼8 is a super-operator denoted by a breve and the scalar 𝑣 multiples 𝑉̀ is used to label the 
order in the perturbation expansion below.  
In the interaction picture, Eq. (C1) can be simply expressed as 

𝜌ḣ_(𝜆, 𝑡) = 𝑣𝐿¼R8(𝑡)𝜌h_(𝜆, 𝑡) (𝐶2) 
where 𝜌h_(𝜆, 𝑡) = 𝑒;$̀#4𝜌h(𝜆, 𝑡) = 𝑒!DE#4𝜌h(𝜆, 𝑡)𝑒;!DE#4 and 𝐿¼8R (𝑡) = 𝑒;$̀#4𝐿¼R8𝑒$̀#4. 
By integrating Eq. (C2) and truncating it to second order (𝑣"), we can obtain the perturbative 
expansion 
𝜌h_(𝜆, 𝑡) = 𝑊¾ (𝜆, 𝑡)𝜌h(0) = 𝑒;$̀#4𝑒$̀$4𝜌h(0) = �𝑊¾5(𝜆, 𝑡) + 𝑣𝑊¾'(𝜆, 𝑡) + 𝑣"𝑊¾"(𝜆, 𝑡) + 𝑂(𝑣/)�𝜌h(0)

(𝐶3)
 

where, 
𝑊¾5(𝜆, 𝑡) = 1¼  

𝑊¾'(𝜆, 𝑡) = o 𝑑𝑇𝐿¼R8(𝑇)
4

5
 

𝑊¾"(𝜆, 𝑡) = o 𝑑𝑇o 𝑑𝜏𝐿¼R8(𝑇)𝐿¼R8(𝑇 − 𝜏)
a

5

4

5
. 

The inverse of 𝑊¾ (𝑡) is 
𝑊¾ ;'(𝜆, 𝑡) = 𝑊¾5(𝜆, 𝑡) − 𝑣𝑊¾'(𝜆, 𝑡) + 𝑣"�𝑊¾'"(𝜆, 𝑡) −𝑊¾"(𝜆, 𝑡)� + 𝑂(𝑣/) (𝐶4) 

which satisfies 𝑊¾ (𝜆, 𝑡)𝑊¾ ;'(𝜆, 𝑡) = 1¼ + 𝑂(𝑣/). 
For the convenience of the following discussion, we need note that 

𝑊¾̇ (𝜆, 𝑡)𝐴¿𝑊¾ ;'(𝜆, 𝑡) = 𝑣𝑊¾̇'(𝜆, 𝑡)𝐴¿ + 𝑣" À𝑊¾̇"(𝜆, 𝑡)𝐴¿ −𝑊¾̇'(𝜆, 𝑡)𝐴¿𝑊¾'(𝜆, 𝑡)Á + 𝑂(𝑣/) (𝐶5) 

Next, using Liouville space notation, the projection super-operator working in reservoir space is 
defined as 

𝑃¼ =E|𝜌?
@b⟩⟩⟨⟨𝑟𝑟|

T

 



Where 𝜌?
@b  is the equilibrium density matrix of the reservoir. 𝑃¼  and 𝑄¼ = 1¼ − 𝑃¼  satisfy the 

normal properties of projection super-operators: 𝑃¼" = 𝑃¼ , 𝑄¼" = 𝑄¼ , and 𝑃¼𝑄¼ = 𝑄¼𝑃¼ = 0 . After 
operating on the density matrix, the projection operator is given by 

𝑃¼|𝜌(𝜆, 𝑡)⟩⟩ = |𝜌B(𝜆, 𝑡)⟩⟩ ⊗ |𝜌?
@b⟩⟩ 

Now, let 𝑃¼ and 𝑄¼  act on the total system density matrix in the interaction picture (Eq. (C3)). 
𝑃¼|𝜌_(𝜆, 𝑡)⟩⟩ = 𝑃¼𝑊¾ (𝑡)�𝑃¼ + 𝑄¼�|𝜌_(0)⟩⟩ (𝐶6) 
𝑄¼|𝜌_(𝜆, 𝑡)⟩⟩ = 𝑄¼𝑊¾ (𝑡)�𝑃¼ + 𝑄¼�|𝜌_(0)⟩⟩ (𝐶7) 

Then we assume an initial condition 𝑄¼|𝜌(0)⟩⟩ = 0, where the reservoir part is diagonal. Using the 
relation |𝜌_(0)⟩⟩ = 𝑊¾ ;'(𝜆, 𝑡)|𝜌_(𝜆, 𝑡)⟩⟩ , we can obtain the following results by taking time 
derivation on Eqs. (C6) and (C7). 

𝑃¼|𝜌̇_(𝜆, 𝑡)⟩⟩ = 𝑃¼𝑊¾̇ (𝜆, 𝑡)𝑃¼𝑊¾ ;'(𝜆, 𝑡)𝑃¼|𝜌_(𝜆, 𝑡)⟩⟩ + 𝑃¼𝑊¾̇ (𝜆, 𝑡)𝑃¼𝑊¾ ;'(𝜆, 𝑡)𝑄¼|𝜌_(𝜆, 𝑡)⟩⟩ (𝐶8) 
𝑄¼|𝜌̇_(𝜆, 𝑡)⟩⟩ = 𝑄¼𝑊¾̇ (𝜆, 𝑡)𝑃¼𝑊¾ ;'(𝜆, 𝑡)𝑃¼|𝜌_(𝜆, 𝑡)⟩⟩ + 𝑄¼𝑊¾̇ (𝜆, 𝑡)𝑃¼𝑊¾ ;'(𝜆, 𝑡)𝑄¼|𝜌_(𝜆, 𝑡)⟩⟩ (𝐶9) 

Using the previous result (Eq. (C5)), we can know that 
𝑃¼𝑊¾̇ (𝜆, 𝑡)𝑃¼𝑊¾ ;'(𝜆, 𝑡)𝑄¼ = 𝑣𝑃¼𝑊¾̇'(𝜆, 𝑡)𝑃¼𝑄¼ + 𝑣"𝑃¼𝑊¾̇"(𝜆, 𝑡)𝑃¼𝑄¼ − 𝑣"𝑃¼𝑊¾̇'(𝜆, 𝑡)𝑃¼𝑊¾'(𝜆, 𝑡)𝑄¼ + 𝑂(𝑣/) 
Obviously, the first two terms are zero due to 𝑃¼𝑄¼ = 1 . And the third term𝑃¼𝑊¾̇'(𝜆, 𝑡)𝑃¼ =
∑ |𝜌?

@b⟩⟩⟨⟨𝑟𝑟|𝐿¼_R (𝜆, 𝑡)|𝜌?
@b⟩⟩⟨⟨𝑟R𝑟R|T,T1  also vanishes since �𝜌h?

@b , 𝐻D?� = 0. As a result, by truncating 
the expansion to 𝑣" , the 𝑃¼  projected density matrix evolution seems decoupled from the 𝑄¼  
projected part. 
Similarly, using Eq. (C5), the first term in Eq. (C8) can be written as 

𝑃¼𝑊¾̇ (𝜆, 𝑡)𝑃¼𝑊¾ ;'(𝜆, 𝑡)𝑃¼ = 𝑣𝑃¼𝑊¾̇'(𝜆, 𝑡)𝑃¼ + 𝑣"𝑃¼𝑊¾̇"(𝜆, 𝑡)𝑃¼ − 𝑣"𝑃¼𝑊¾̇'(𝜆, 𝑡)𝑃¼𝑊¾'(𝜆, 𝑡)𝑃¼ + 𝑂(𝑣/)
(𝐶10)

 

The nonzero component in the right side is the second one, and Eq. (C8) can be written as 

𝑃¼|𝜌̇_(𝜆, 𝑡)⟩⟩ = 𝑣"𝑃¼ o 𝑑𝜏𝐿¼8R (𝑡)
4

5
𝐿¼8R (𝑡 − 𝜏)𝑃¼|𝜌_(𝜆, 𝑡)⟩⟩ + 𝑂(𝑣/) 

Leaving the interaction picture and using the relation 𝑃¼𝑒;$̀#4 = 𝑒;$̀24𝑃¼, one can have 

𝑃¼|𝜌̇(𝜆, 𝑡)⟩⟩ = 𝐿¼B𝑃¼|𝜌(𝜆, 𝑡)⟩⟩ + 𝑣"𝑒$̀24𝑃¼ o 𝑑𝜏𝐿¼8R (𝑡)
4

5
𝐿¼8R (𝑡 − 𝜏) × 𝑒;$̀24𝑃¼|𝜌(𝜆, 𝑡)⟩⟩ (𝐶11) 

Tracing Eq. (C11), we obtain 

𝜌ḣ(𝜆, 𝑡) = 𝐿¼B𝜌hB(𝜆, 𝑡) + 𝑣"Eo 𝑑𝜏𝑒$̀24⟨⟨𝑟𝑟|𝐿¼8R (𝑡)
4

5
𝐿¼8R (𝑡 − 𝜏) × |𝜌?

@b⟩⟩𝑒;$̀24𝑃¼𝜌hB(𝜆, 𝑡)
T

(𝐶12) 

Finally, by explicitly expressing these super-operators, we can get the evolution of the small 
system’s density matrix, also called general quantum master equation (GMQE), 

𝜌ḣB(𝜆, 𝑡) = −𝑖�𝐻DB, 𝜌hB(𝜆, 𝑡)� 

+Eo𝑑𝜏[−Tr?@Af𝑉̀8A𝑉̀8A
1(−𝜏)𝜌h?@A

@b 𝜌hB(𝜆, 𝑡)i − Tr?@Af𝜌h?@A
@b 𝜌hB(𝜆, 𝑡)𝑉̀;8A (−𝜏)𝑉̀;8A

1 i
4

5AA1
 

+Tr?@Af𝑉̀8A𝜌h?@A
@b 𝜌hB(𝜆, 𝑡)𝑉̀;8A

1 (−𝜏)i + Tr?@Af𝑉̀8A(−𝜏)𝜌h?@A
@b 𝜌hB(𝜆, 𝑡)𝑉̀;8A

1 i,																						(𝐶13) 
where 𝑉̀8A(𝑡) = 𝑒!DE#4𝑉̀8A𝑒;!D

E#4 and 𝑉̀8A represents the modified interaction between the reservoir 
and the eigenstate 𝑠 of the system. 𝜌h?@A

@b  presents the equilibrium density matrix. By solving this 
equation, we can obtain the GF which describes the change of observable quantities between two 
measurements. 



For a two-reservoir transport model with an embedded two-level system, its Hamiltonian is 𝐻D =
𝐻D$ +𝐻D? +𝐻DB + 𝑉̀. The explicit interaction and sub-Hamiltonians are described in the main text 
(see Eqs. (18-20)). 
Based on the Eq. (20), the modified interaction after time 𝑡 reads 
𝑉̀8(𝑡) = 𝑒!DE#4𝑉̀8𝑒;!D

E#4

= E 𝐽!A$ 𝑐̂A
)(𝑡)𝑐̂!(𝑡)𝑒(!/")8(C(!/")8&J!

!∈$,A∈B

+ 𝐽!A$ 𝑐̂A(𝑡)𝑐̂!
)(𝑡)𝑒(;!/")8(C(;!/")8&J!

+ E 𝐽!A? 𝑐̂A
)(𝑡)𝑐̂!(𝑡)

!∈?,A∈B

+ 𝐽!A? 𝑐̂A(𝑡)𝑐̂!
)(𝑡).																																																							(𝐶14) 

Substituting Eq. (C14) into the quantum master equation (Eq. (C13)), the quantum master 
equation can be expressed by four nonzero terms, labeled by 𝐾. 

𝜌ḣB(𝜆, 𝑡) = −𝑖�𝐻DB, 𝜌hB(𝜆, 𝑡)� +Eo𝑑𝜏(𝑇' + 𝑇" + 𝑇/ + 𝑇3)
4

5AA1
. (𝐶15) 

𝑇' = −Tr?@Af𝑉̀8A𝑉̀8A
1(−𝜏)𝜌h?@A

@b 𝜌hB(𝜆, 𝑡)i

= −Tr?@A §E𝐽!A$ 𝐽!A1
$ 𝑐̂!𝑐̂!

)(−𝜏)
!

𝜌h?@A
@b © 𝑐̂A

)𝑐̂A1(−𝜏)𝜌hB(𝜆, 𝑡)

− Tr?@A §E𝐽!A$ 𝐽!A1
$ 𝑐̂!

)𝑐̂!(−𝜏)𝜌h?@A
@b

!

© 𝑐̂A𝑐̂A1
) (−𝜏)𝜌hB(𝜆, 𝑡)

− Tr?@A §E𝐽!A?

!

𝐽!A1
? 𝑐̂!𝑐̂!

)(−𝜏)𝜌h?@A
@b © 𝑐̂A

)𝑐̂A1(−𝜏)𝜌hB(𝜆, 𝑡)

− Tr?@A §E𝐽!A?

!

𝐽!A1
? 𝑐̂!

)𝑐̂!(−𝜏)𝜌h?@A
@b © 𝑐̂A𝑐̂A1

) (−𝜏)𝜌hB(𝜆, 𝑡) 

𝑇" = −Tr?@Af𝜌h?@A
@b 𝜌hB(𝜆, 𝑡)𝑉̀;8A (−𝜏)𝑉̀;8A

1 i

= Tr?@A §𝜌h?@A
@b E𝐽!A$ 𝐽!A1

$ 𝑐̂!(−𝜏)𝑐̂!
)

!

© 𝜌hB(𝜆, 𝑡)𝑐̂A
)(−𝜏)𝑐̂A1

+ Tr?@A §𝜌h?@A
@b E𝐽!A$ 𝐽!A1

$ 𝑐̂!
)(−𝜏)𝑐̂!

!

© 𝜌hB(𝜆, 𝑡)𝑐̂A(−𝜏)𝑐̂A1
)

+ Tr?@A §𝜌h?@A
@b E𝐽!A?𝐽!A1

? 𝑐̂!(−𝜏)𝑐̂!
)

!

© 𝜌hB(𝜆, 𝑡)𝑐̂A
)(−𝜏)𝑐̂A1

+ Tr?@A §𝜌h?@A
@b E𝐽!A?𝐽!A1

? 𝑐̂!
)(−𝜏)𝑐̂!

!

© 𝜌hB(𝜆, 𝑡)𝑐̂A(−𝜏)𝑐̂A1
)  



𝑇/ = Tr?@Af𝑉̀8A𝜌h?@A
@b 𝜌hB(𝜆, 𝑡)𝑉̀;8A

1 (−𝜏)i

= Tr?@A §E𝐽!A$ 𝐽!A1
$ 𝑐̂!𝜌h?@A

@b 𝑐̂!
)(−𝜏)𝑒!8(C!8&J!

!

© 𝑐̂A
)𝜌hB(𝜆, 𝑡)𝑐̂A1(−𝜏)

+ Tr?@A §E𝐽!A$ 𝐽!A1
$ 𝑐̂!

)𝜌h?@A
@b 𝑐̂!(−𝜏)𝑒;!8(;!8&J!

!

© 𝑐̂A𝜌hB(𝜆, 𝑡)𝑐̂A1
) (−𝜏)

+ Tr?@A §E𝐽!A?𝐽!A1
? 𝑐̂!𝜌h?@A

@b 𝑐̂!
)(−𝜏)

!

© 𝑐̂A
)𝜌hB(𝜆, 𝑡)𝑐̂A1(−𝜏)

+ Tr?@A §E𝐽!A?𝐽!A1
? 𝑐̂!

)𝜌h?@A
@b 𝑐̂!(−𝜏)

!

© 𝑐̂A𝜌hB(𝜆, 𝑡)𝑐̂A1
) (−𝜏) 

 
𝑇3 = Tr?@Af𝑉̀8A(−𝜏)𝜌h?@A

@b 𝜌hB(𝜆, 𝑡)𝑉̀;8A
1 i

= Tr?@A §E𝐽!A$ 𝐽!A1
$ 𝑐̂!(−𝜏)𝜌h?@A

@b 𝑐̂!
)𝑒!8(C!8&J!

!

© 𝑐̂A
)(−𝜏)𝜌hB(𝜆, 𝑡)𝑐̂A1

+ Tr?@A §E𝐽!A$ 𝐽!A1
$ 𝑐̂!

)(−𝜏)𝜌h?@A
@b 𝑐̂!𝑒;!8(;!8&J!

!

© 𝑐̂A(−𝜏)𝜌hB(𝜆, 𝑡)𝑐̂A1
)

+ Tr?@A §E𝐽!A?𝐽!A1
? 𝑐̂!(−𝜏)𝜌h?@A

@b 𝑐̂!
)

!

© 𝑐̂A
)(−𝜏)𝜌hB(𝜆, 𝑡)𝑐̂A1

+ Tr?@A §E𝐽!A?𝐽!A1
? 𝑐̂!

)(−𝜏)𝜌h?@A
@b 𝑐̂!

!

© 𝑐̂A(−𝜏)𝜌hB(𝜆, 𝑡)𝑐̂A1
)  

Set the equilibrium functions for reservoirs 𝐿 and 𝑅: 

𝛼AA1
H (𝜏) = E 𝐽!AH�𝐽!A1

H �
!∈H&$,?

Trf𝑐̂!(𝜏)𝑐̂!
)𝜌h?@A

@b i = E 𝐽!AH�𝐽!A1
H �

!∈H&$,?

Trf𝑐̂!𝑐̂!
)(−𝜏)𝜌h?@A

@b i 

𝛽AA1
H (𝜏) = E 𝐽!AH�𝐽!A1

H �
!∈H&$,?

Trf𝑐̂!
)(𝜏)𝑐̂!𝜌h?@A

@b i = E 𝐽!AH�𝐽!A1
H �

!∈H&$,?

Trf𝑐̂!
)𝑐̂!(−𝜏)𝜌h?@A

@b i 

𝛼AA1(𝜏) = 𝛼AA1
$ (𝜏) + 𝛼AA1

? (𝜏)																																				𝛽AA1(𝜏) = 𝛽AA1
$ (𝜏) + 𝛽AA1

? (𝜏) (𝐶16) 
Using the rule of trace calculation, Tr(𝐴𝐵𝐶) = Tr(𝐶𝐴𝐵) = Tr(𝐵𝐶𝐴), and the above functions, we 
can get a simple form of Eq. (C15). 

𝜌ḣB(𝜆, 𝑡) = −𝑖�𝐻DB, 𝜌hB(𝜆, 𝑡)� 



+Eo𝑑𝜏[−𝛼AA1(𝜏)𝑐̂A
)𝑐̂A1(−𝜏)𝜌hB(𝜆, 𝑡) − 𝛽AA1(𝜏)𝑐̂A𝑐̂A1

) (−𝜏)𝜌hB(𝜆, 𝑡) − 𝛼AA1(−𝜏)𝜌hB(𝜆, 𝑡)𝑐̂A
)(−𝜏)𝑐̂A1

4

5AA1

− 𝛽AA1(−𝜏)𝜌hB(𝜆, 𝑡)𝑐̂A(−𝜏)𝑐̂A1
)

+ (𝛽AA1
$ (−𝜏)𝑒!8(C!8&J! + 𝛽AA1

$ (−𝜏))𝑐̂A
)𝜌hB(𝜆, 𝑡)𝑐̂A1(−𝜏)

+ (𝛼AA1
$ (−𝜏)𝑒;!8(;!8&J! + 𝛼AA1

? (−𝜏))𝑐̂A𝜌hB(𝜆, 𝑡)𝑐̂A1
) (−𝜏)

+ (𝛽AA1
$ (𝜏)𝑒!8(C!8&J! + 𝛽AA1

? (𝜏))𝑐̂A
)(−𝜏)𝜌hB(𝜆, 𝑡)𝑐̂A1

+ (𝛼AA1
$ (𝜏)𝑒;!8(;!8&J!

+ 𝛼AA1
? (𝜏))𝑐̂A(−𝜏)𝜌hB(𝜆, 𝑡)𝑐̂A1

) ].																																													(𝐶17) 

Next, we apply the Markovian approximation (the upper time limit in Eq. (C17) becomes infinity) 
and the rotation wave approximation (ignoring the oscillation under the long-time average, which 
equals to make the reservoirs’ equilibrium functions are diagonal in 𝑠). Then Eq. (C17) becomes 

𝜌ḣB(𝜆, 𝑡) = −𝑖�𝐻DB, 𝜌hB(𝜆, 𝑡)� 

+Eo 𝑑𝜏[−𝛼A(𝜏)𝑐̂A
)𝑐̂A(−𝜏)𝜌hB(𝜆, 𝑡) − 𝛽A(𝜏)𝑐̂A𝑐̂A

)(−𝜏)𝜌hB(𝜆, 𝑡) − 𝛼A(−𝜏)𝜌hB(𝜆, 𝑡)𝑐̂A
)(−𝜏)𝑐̂A

:

5A

− 𝛽A(−𝜏)𝜌hB(𝜆, 𝑡)𝑐̂A(−𝜏)𝑐̂A
) + Ã𝛽A$(−𝜏)𝑒!8(C!8&J! + 𝛽A?(−𝜏)Ä 𝑐̂A

)𝜌hB(𝜆, 𝑡)𝑐̂A(−𝜏)

+ Ã𝛼A$(−𝜏)𝑒;!8(;!8&J! + 𝛼A?(−𝜏)Ä 𝑐̂A𝜌hB(𝜆, 𝑡)𝑐̂A
)(−𝜏)

+ Ã𝛽A$(𝜏)𝑒!8(C!8&J! + 𝛽A?(𝜏)Ä 𝑐̂A
)(−𝜏)𝜌hB(𝜆, 𝑡)𝑐̂A

+ Ã𝛼A$(𝜏)𝑒;!8(;!8&J!

+ 𝛼A?(𝜏)Ä 𝑐̂A(−𝜏)𝜌hB(𝜆, 𝑡)𝑐̂A
)].																																																(𝐶18) 

Additionally, using the relation, 𝑐̂A
) = 𝑒!DEc𝑐̂A

)𝑒;!DEc = 𝑐̂A
) + �𝑖𝐻D𝜏, 𝑐̂A

)� + '
"!
À𝑖𝐻D𝜏, �𝑖𝐻D𝜏, 𝑐̂A

)�Á⋯, one 

can easily find 𝑐̂A
)(𝜏) = 𝑒!J)c𝑐̂A

) and 𝑐̂A(𝜏) = 𝑒;!J)c𝑐̂A. Substitute them into Eq. (C18) and move 
the exponential factors into the trace term for reservoirs. After trace process, by using the infinite 

integral of the complex exponential, ∫ 𝑒!(J!;J)):
5 = 𝜋𝛿(𝜖! − 𝜖A), we can obtain a boson distribution 

function related to the system’s energy level 𝜖A . Finally, replacing the delta function with an 
assumed density of states 𝑔, Eq. (C18) becomes 

𝜌ḣB(𝜆, 𝑡) = −𝑖�𝐻DB, 𝜌hB(𝜆, 𝑡)�

= 2𝜋𝑔E−
A

[|𝐽A$|"(𝑛$(𝜖A) + 1) + |𝐽A?|"(𝑛?(𝜖A) + 1)]𝑐̂A
)𝑐̂A𝜌hB(𝜆, 𝑡)

− [|𝐽A$|"𝑛$(𝜖A) + |𝐽A?|"𝑛?(𝜖A)]𝑐̂A𝑐̂A
)𝜌hB(𝜆, 𝑡) 	

+ �|𝐽A$|"𝑛$(𝜖A)𝑒!8(C!8&J! + |𝐽A?|"𝑛?(𝜖A)�𝑐̂A
)𝜌hB(𝜆, 𝑡)𝑐̂A

+ �|𝐽A$|"(𝑛$(𝜖A) + 1)𝑒;!8(;!8&J!

+ |𝐽A?|"(𝑛?(𝜖A) + 1)�𝑐̂A𝜌hB(𝜆, 𝑡)𝑐̂A
),																			(𝐶19) 



where 𝑛(𝜖A) is the distribution function. 𝑛(𝜖A) and 𝑛(𝜖A) + 1 in Eq. (B19) are the 
manifestations of the particle number operator 𝑐̂)𝑐̂ and its commuted operator 𝑐̂𝑐̂). 
 

Appendix D: Asymptotic results of the infinite matrix 𝑴 
Analytically solving the tridiagonal infinite matrix (Eq. (29)) poses a significant challenge. 
Fortunately, with the increasing size of matrix 𝑀, its cumulants in a unit time gradually converge 
toward a limit value, expressed by 𝛾 and 𝑛. Here, we give the asymptotic behaviors concerning 
the photon currents, employing the parameters in the two-reservoir system: 𝑇$ = −6, 𝜇$ = 5, 
𝑇? = −3, 𝜇? = 6, 𝑡R = 0.05. The pertinent results are displayed in Appendix Fig. 1. Both the first 
and second cumulants progressively approach the limit expression as matrix 𝑀  grows larger. 
Notably, these limit expressions are the analogs of that for electron transport, differing in the 
mapping of 𝑐̂𝑐̂) (𝑛 − 1 for electrons, and 𝑛 + 1 for photons) due to the commutative and anti-
commutative relations. Thus, the limit expressions for photon transport are 

〈𝐼〉 =E
𝛾A$𝛾A?

𝛾A$ + 𝛾A?
× [𝑛$(𝜖A) − 𝑛?(𝜖A)]

A

(𝐷1) 

∆𝐼 =E
𝛾A$𝛾A?

𝛾A$ + 𝛾A?
Å
𝛾A$𝛾A?

𝛾A$ + 𝛾A?
− 1Æ [𝑛$(𝜖A) − 𝑛?(𝜖A)]" +

𝛾A$𝛾A?

𝛾A$ + 𝛾A?e

[𝑛$(𝜖A)(𝑛$(𝜖A) + 1)

+ 𝑛?(𝜖A)(𝑛?(𝜖A) + 1)]#(𝐶2) 

 

FIG. 5. Asymptotic behaviors of the cumulants (−𝑖)= f3

f83
𝑣MNOª

8&5
. (a) gives the dependence of 

the first cumulant on the size of the matrix 𝑀, while (b) indicates the second cumulant versus the 
size of the matrix 𝑀. 
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