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Nitrogen-vacancy (NV) centers in diamond have been successfully coupled to various optical struc-
tures to enhance their radiation by the Purcell effect. The participation of many NV centers in these
studies may naturally lead to cooperative emission and superradiance, and our recent experimental
study with a diamond membrane in a fiber-based ultra-narrow optical cavity demonstrated non-
linear radiation power and fast photon bunching which are signatures of such collective effects. In
this theoretical article, we go beyond the simple model used in the previous study to address more
phenomena, such as the appearance of bunching shoulders in the second-order correlation function,
Rabi splitting in the steady-state spectrum, and population dynamics on excited Dicke states, which
for moderate pumping explains the observed collective effects. Overall, our results can guide further
experiments with NV centers, and they are also relevant for other solid-state color centers, such as
silicon-vacancy centers in diamond and silicon carbide, boron-vacancy centers and carbon-related
centers in hexagonal boron-nitride.

I. INTRODUCTION

Nitrogen-vacancy (NV) centers, is the prototypical
solid-state spin system [1], with rich electronic and spin
levels, that can be explored by optical excitation of
electronic transitions and microwave excitation of spin
transitions. Spin-preserving radiative decay and spin-
sensitive inter-system crossings [2] enable spin initializa-
tion with optical excitation, and spin readout with flu-
orescence [3], infrared absorption [4] or photon-induced
carriers [5]. The long coherence time of the spin transi-
tions at room temperature, and the coupling with mag-
netic, electric and optical fields have promoted NV cen-
ters as quantum bits in quantum computing [6] and quan-
tum information applications [7], in quantum sensing or
precision measurement applications [8], as well as gain
materials in room-temperature maser [9] and laser appli-
cations [10].

To enhance the coupling of the spin and optical tran-
sitions with the microwave and optical fields, NV cen-
ters have been integrated with various microwave struc-
tures, such as superconducting circuits [11], lumped ele-
ments [12], dielectric cavities [13], and with optical struc-
tures, such as immersion lenses [14], photonic crystals,
optical and plasmonic cavities [15]. By exploring the col-
lective effects from billions of NV centers, many intrigu-
ing collective effects, such as superradiance [12], Rabi
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oscillations [16], Rabi splitting [11, 17], microwave cool-
ing [18–20], and microwave amplification by stimulated
emission [21] have been demonstrated. However, the
studies on the system integrated with optical structures
have so-far focused on the enhanced radiation by the Pur-
cell effect [14, 15], while investigations of superradiance
and strong coupling effects have been impeded by NV
center transitions being much broader than the ultra-
narrow resonances of the optical structures, and hence
restricting the systems to the weak coupling regime.

In our recently experimental study [22], we showed
that the frequency fluctuations, i.e. the main cause of
the zero-phonon line broadening, can be dramatically
reduced by working at low temperature, where signa-
tures of collective effects, i.e., a nonlinear dependence
of the radiation power and the fast photon bunching,
can be observed under the right conditions. To theo-
retically account for the main physics in that study, we
treated the NV centers as two-level systems subject to
cavity-mediated collective decay, and showed that the
NV centers are prepared to sub-radiant Dicke states un-
der incoherent optical pumping, and are responsible for
the observed collective effects. In the present article, we
complement this study by developing more sophisticated
models to account for the multi-level nature of the NV
center, and we identify the singlet excited state to be re-
sponsible for the dependence of the photon bunching and
anti-bunching on pumping and a shoulder in the bunch-
ing signal for longer time. Furthermore, we identify other
interesting effects, such as scaling of the radiation within
different pumping regimes, and a pumping-controlled op-
tical Rabi splitting. Although intended here for NV cen-
ters, our results are also informative for other solid-state
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Figure 1. System schematics. Panel (a) shows the coupling
between one fundamental mode of the ultranarrow optical
cavity with a frequency ωc and a photon damping rate κ and
many NV centers in a diamond membrane with a strength g,
the incoherent pumping NV centers by a 532 nm laser through
the cavity (green arrow), and the cavity-mediated florescence
of the excited NV centers (red arrow). Panel (b) shows the
simplified energy levels of the NV centers with two triplet
levels 3A2, 3E, which split into three spin levels ms = 0,±1
with zero-field splitting Dgs,Des, and two singlet excited lev-
els 1A1, 1E, where the lifetimes and the branching ratios of
decay channels are also indicated. The shaded areas show
the phonon excitation, and the wave arrows indicate the fast
phonon relaxation.

color center systems, such as silicon-vacancy centers in
diamond [23] and silicon carbide [24], boron-vacancy cen-
ters [25] and carbon-related centers in hexagonal boron-
nitride [26].

This article is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we
present the theoretical models based on quantum master
equations, and we discuss their solutions with the stan-
dard density matrix technique and the cumulant mean-
field approach. In Sec. III, we present our numerical
results, and we discuss separately the cases with few NV
centers and with many NV centers. In Sec. IV, we sum-
marize and conclude with an outlook of possible further
studies.

II. THEORETICAL MODELS BASED ON
QUANTUM MASTER EQUATION

In our theory, we would like to model the dynamics of
the diamond membrane-optical cavity system, as studied
in the previous experiment [22] and schematically shown
in Fig. 1(a). The diamond membrane locates within the
waist of a fundamental cavity mode, and contains an en-
semble of NV centers. Since the NV centers are generated
by nitrogen-ion implementation, they suffer from signif-
icant lattice strain, as collaborated by the broad zero-
phonon line of hundreds GHz wide in the cavity-filtered
fluorescence spectrum [see Fig. 2(b) of Ref. [22]]. Un-
der such strong strain, it is expected that most of NV
centers experience large level splitting among the excited
electronic-spin levels, and thus they feature optical tran-
sitions with perpendicular polarizations [27]. Since the

optical cavity has a linewidth around GHz, most of NV
centers couple with the cavity through one optical tran-
sition. Furthermore, the earlier study by Albrecht R. et.
al., indicated that the Purcell-enhanced radiation can be
achieved through the zero-phonon line transition of the
NV centers, but not through the phonon-assisted tran-
sition due to the fast relaxation for the excited levels of
the phonon mode [28], which was also collaborated by
our previous study. Although the phonon-assisted tran-
sitions might be important to reproduce quantitatively
the experimental results, it is sufficient to describe phe-
nomenologically the combined effect of the optical ex-
citation and the phonon relaxation with an incoherent
pumping rate. By following these considerations, we end
up with a simplified model for the NV centers as shown in
Fig. 1(b). Note that such a model is also usually adopted
to investigate the optical detected magnetic resonance of
the NV centers at room temperature [29, 30].

To account for the collective effects, we establish a the-
ory within the framework of cavity quantum electrody-
namics. We consider an optical cavity mode with a fre-
quency ωc and a photon damping rate κ, which couples
to many NV centers with a strength g. The NV centers
possess one triplet ground level 3A2, one triplet excited
level 3E, and two singlet excited levels 1A1, 1E. The two
triplet levels split further into three spin levels, which
are labeled with the projection number ms = −1, 0,+1
along the NV quantization axis, and the energy split-
ting between the level ms = 0 and the degenerated levels
ms = ±1 are given by the so-called zero-field splitting
Dgs = 2π × 2.87 GHz and Des = 2π × 1.42 GHz. To
simplify the the optical part of the energy diagram of
the NV centers, we can group the degenerated spin levels
ms = ±1 as one level due to their similar transition rates
to other levels, and group the two singlet excited levels
1A1, 1E as one level due to the fast decay of the upper
singlet excited level. As a result, we can model the NV
centers as five-levels systems, and denote the spin levels
ms = 0,±1 of the electronic level 3A2 as the g1, g2 level,
and the spin levels ms = 0,±1 of the electronic level 3E
as the e1, e2 level, and the singlet levels 1A1, 1E as the
m level [Fig. 2(a)]. According to the life-time of differ-
ent levels and the branching ratios as given in Fig. 1(b),
we have also calculated the rates of different processes
and present them in Fig. 2(b). Furthermore, we compare
our model with two simplified ones, which treat the NV
centers as three-level [Fig. 2(c)] and two-level systems
[Fig. 2(d)], respectively, and demonstrate that they cap-
ture already the main collective effects as observed in the
experiment [22].

In our theory, the system dynamics is described by the
quantum master equation (QME) for the reduced density
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Figure 2. Effective models of NV centers. Panel (a) shows
the effective five-level model, where the degenerated spin lev-
els are grouped as single levels, and the two singlet levels are
grouped as a single level, and the rates of different decays are
marked. Panel (b) shows the parameters for the optical cav-
ity and the NV centers. Panel (c) shows the simplified model,
where the ground and excited levels with ms = ±1 are ig-
nored. Panel (d) shows the most simplified model, where the
singlet excited levels are also ignored.

operator ρ̂:

∂

∂t
ρ̂ = − i

ℏ
[ĤNV + Ĥc + ĤNV−c, ρ̂]− κD[â]ρ̂

−
N∑
i=1

{γe1g1D[σ̂g1e1
i ]ρ̂+ γg1e1D[σ̂e1g1

i ]ρ̂

+ (χe1g1/2)D[σ̂e1e1
i − σ̂g1g1

i ]ρ̂}

−
N∑
i=1

{γe2g2D[σ̂g2e2
i ]ρ̂+ γg2e2D[σ̂e2g2

i ]ρ̂

+ (χe1g1/2)D[σ̂e2e2
i − σ̂g2g2

i ]ρ̂}

−
N∑
i=1

{γe1mD[σ̂me1
i ]ρ̂+ γmg1D[σ̂g1m

i ]ρ̂

+ γe2mD[σ̂me2
i ]ρ̂+ γmg2D[σ̂g2m

i ]ρ̂}. (1)

In this equation, we introduce the Hamilto-
nian ĤNV = ℏ

∑N
i=1[(ω

e1g1/2) (σ̂e1e1
i − σ̂g1g1

i ) +
(ωe2g2/2) (σ̂e2e2

i − σ̂g2g2
i )] to describe the optical tran-

sitions of the NV centers with frequencies ωe1g1 , ωe2g2 ,
which are coupled with the optical cavity. Here, the
label i = 1, . . . , N indicates the individual of total
N NV centers, and σ̂e1e1

i , σ̂g1g1
i , σ̂e2e2

i , σ̂g2g2
i are the

projection operators on the e1, g1, e2, g2 levels. The
Hamiltonian Ĥc = ℏωcâ

†â describes the optical cavity
with the frequency ωc, the photon creation and anni-
hilation operators â†, â. The Hamiltonian ĤNV−c =

ℏg
∑N

i=1

{
(σ̂e1g1

i + σ̂e2g2
i ) â+ â† (σ̂g1e1

i + σ̂g2e2
i )

}
de-

scribes the coherent energy exchange coupling between
the NV optical transitions and the optical cavity
with the strength g and the transition operators

σ̂e1g1
i , σ̂e2g2

i , σ̂g1e1
i σ̂g2e2

i .

The Lindblad term κD[â]ρ̂ on the first line of Eq. (1)
describes the cavity photon loss with a rate κ, and the su-
peroperator D[ô]ρ̂ = 1/2

{
ô†ô, ρ̂

}
−ôρ̂ô† is defined for any

operator ô. The second and third line of Eq. (1) describe
the spontaneous emission, the incoherent optical pump-
ing, and the dephasing rates γe1g1 , γg1e1 , χe1g1 for the
e1 ↔ g1 transition, and the fourth and fifth line describe
the corresponding processes with rates γe2g2 , γg2e2 , χe2g2

for the e2 ↔ g2 transition. Since the optical pump-
ing of NV centers under the laser illumination involves
also the phonon excitation and the fast phonon relax-
ation, we treat this process phenomenologically with sin-
gle rate. The last line of Eq. (1) describes the inter-
system crossings from the excited triplet levels to the
singlet levels, and from the singlet levels to the ground
triplet levels for the spin ms = 0 (ms = ±1) with the
rates γe1m, γmg1(γe2m, γmg2).

In the above theory, we have assumed that the rates
and the coupling are same for all the NV centers, which
introduces symmetry to the system and reduces dramat-
ically the independent elements (see below for more de-
tails). In addition, we have also ignored the relatively
slow spin dephasing and the spin-lattice relaxation for
the sake of simplicity. In the following, we present the
density matrix method and the cumulant mean-field ap-
proach to solve the QME (1).

A. Solutions based on Density Matrix Method

In the standard density matrix method, we introduce
the product states |α⟩ = |a⟩ |n⟩ with the electron-spin
states |a⟩ = {|g1⟩ , |g2⟩ , |e1⟩ , |e2⟩ , |m⟩} and the photon
number states |n⟩ (n = 0, 1, 2, . . . for vacuum, single
and multiple photon states), and define the density ma-
trix with elements ραβ = ⟨α| ρ̂ |β⟩ in the Hilbert space
spanned by these product states, and finally derive equa-
tion for the matrix elements from the QME (1). In prac-
tice, we carry out the above procedure with the QuTiP
package [31], and present the corresponding Python
codes in Fig. A4. Unfortunately, the density matrix
technique can only be applied to the system with few
NV centers, due to the exponentially increased Hilbert
space. To consider the system with more NV centers, we
can further simplify the models and consider the NV cen-
ters as the three-level and two-level systems, as examined
below.

In the model treating the NV centers as two-level sys-
tems, it is also possible to explore the permutation sym-
metry of identical particles. To this end, we simplify and
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rewrite the QME (1) as follows

∂

∂t
ρ̂ = − i

ℏ
[ĤNV + Ĥc + ĤNV−c, ρ̂]− κD[â]ρ̂

−
N∑
i=1

{γe1g1D[σ̂−
i ]ρ̂+ γg1e1D[σ̂+

i ]ρ̂+ (χe1g1/2)D[σ̂z
i ]ρ̂},

(2)

where the Hamiltonians become ĤNV =
(ωe1g1/2)

∑N
i=1 σ̂

z
i and ĤNV−c = ℏg

∑N
i=1(σ̂

+
i â+ â†σ̂−

i ).
Here, we have assumed that the optical cavity couples
with the NV centers through the optical transi-
tion with ms = 0, and introduced the operators
σ̂−
i = σ̂g1e1

i , σ̂+
i = σ̂e1g1

i and σ̂z
i = σ̂e1e1

i − σ̂g1g1
i . To

proceed, we introduce the collective spin operators
Ĵx = (1/2)

∑N
i=1(σ̂

−
i + σ̂+

i ), Ĵy = (i/2)
∑N

i=1(σ̂
−
i − σ̂+

i )

and Ĵz = (1/2)
∑N

i=1 σ̂
z
i , and then define the Dicke

states as the eigen states of two collective opera-
tors: (Ĵ2

x + Ĵ2
y + Ĵ2

z ) |J,M⟩ = J(J + 1) |J,M⟩ and
Ĵz |J,M⟩ = M |J,M⟩ [32]. Here, the integers or half-
integers J = −N/2, ..., N/2 characterize the coupling
strength of the NV centers to the cavity mode, and the
numbers M = −J, ..., J characterize the excitation of
the NV center ensemble. Usually, the Dicke states for
given J form a ladder with equal spacing, and the states
for different J are visualized as shifted ladders, forming
a triangle space [Fig. 6(a-c)]. Furthermore, by using
Clebsch-Gordan expansion to represent the Dicke states
with given J as the product of the Dicke states with
J − 1 and the states of single two-level system, it is also
possible to represent the individual dissipations given by
the second line of Eq. (2) as the quantum jumps between
different Dicke states [33, 34]. As a result, it is possible
to define the density matrix within the Dicke states, and
translate Eq. (2) as a matrix equation. In practice, N.
Shammah et. al. have developed a package based on
Python language [35] to implement such an equation
for more general problem. In Fig. A5, we present the
corresponding codes for our problem.

B. Solutions based on Cumulant Mean-field
Approach

To consider the system with more NV centers, we can
also explore the cumulant mean-field approach. In this
approach, we derive the equations ∂t ⟨ô⟩ = tr {ô∂tρ̂}
for the mean fields ⟨ô⟩ = tr {ôρ̂} of operators ô from
the QME (1), and find that they depend on the mean
fields of double operators ⟨ôp̂⟩, which further depend on
the mean fields of three operators ⟨ôp̂q̂⟩ and lead to a
hierarchy of equations. To truncate the hierarchy, we
can utilize the cumulant expansion approximations, e.g.
⟨ôp̂q̂⟩ ≈ ⟨ô⟩ ⟨p̂q̂⟩+ ⟨p̂⟩ ⟨ôq̂⟩+ ⟨q̂⟩ ⟨ôp̂⟩ − 2 ⟨ô⟩ ⟨p̂⟩ ⟨q̂⟩, to ob-
tain a closed set of equations. In addition, we can also
assume that all the NV centers are identical, and reduce
the number of equations dramatically by removing the

resulted degeneracy of the mean-fields. In practice, we
employ the QuantumCumulants.jl package [36] to imple-
ment the mean-field treatment (see the Appendix C).

To better illustrate the collective dynamics, we fol-
low our previous studies [17, 19] to convert the mean
values to the average of Dicke states quantum num-
bers J,M . If we indicate the two levels coupled with
the optical cavity with 1, 2, these numbers can be
computed as M = (N/2)(

〈
σ̂22
1

〉
−

〈
σ̂11
1

〉
), J = [1 +√

1 + 4(J2
x + J2

y + J2
z )]/2 − 1, with J2

x(y) = (N/4)[±1 +

(N − 1)(
〈
σ̂12
1 σ̂21

2

〉
±

〈
σ̂21
1 σ̂21

2

〉
±

〈
σ̂12
1 σ̂12

2

〉
+

〈
σ̂21
1 σ̂12

2

〉
)],

J2
z = (N/4)[(N −1)(

〈
σ̂22
1 σ̂22

2

〉
−2

〈
σ̂11
1 σ̂22

2

〉
+
〈
σ̂11
1 σ̂11

2

〉
)+〈

σ̂11
1 σ̂11

2

〉
+
〈
σ̂22
1 σ̂22

2

〉
]. In these expressions, ⟨σ̂ii

1 ⟩ are the
population on the two levels, ⟨σ̂ij

1 σ̂mn
2 ⟩ are the correla-

tion between the two representative NV centers (with
i, j,m, n representing 1 and 2).

After solving the QME (1), we can calculate several
observables of interest, e.g., the population of various
levels

〈
σ̂ll
i

〉
(t) (with l = g1, g2, e1, e2,m), and the radi-

ation rate Irad = κ ⟨â+â⟩ (t) with the intra-cavity mean
photon number ⟨â+â⟩. In addition, we can also apply the
quantum regression theorem [37] to calculate the radia-
tion spectrum S(ω) = 2κRe

∫
dτe−iωτ ⟨â(τ + tss)â(tss)⟩,

and the second-order auto-correlation function g(2) (τ) =〈
â†(tss)â

†(tss + τ)â(tss + τ)â(tss)
〉
/[Irad(tss)]

2, where
the time argument τ refers to the time difference from
the steady-state at tss (see the Appendix D for more de-
tails).

III. RESULTS

In this section, we present our numerical results on the
systems with two, few and many NV centers, which are
obtained with the density matrix method and the mean-
field approach, respectively, to reveal the emergence of
the collective effects. In the end, we show the results
based on the density matrix method in the Dicke states
space to reveal more insights into the involved physics.

A. Systems with Two NV Centers

We examine firstly the system with two NV centers,
which are considered as five-level systems and treated
with the density matrix approach (Fig. 3). We examine
the population of various levels as a function of the opti-
cal pumping rate γge = γgiei (i = 1, 2) in Fig. 3(a). We
see that the population of the excited levels increases ini-
tially linearly, and then sub-linearly, and finally becomes
saturated with increasing γge. In contrast, the popu-
lation of the ground levels remain unchanged for weak
pumping, and reduces dramatically for strong pumping.
In addition, the populations of the lower ground and ex-
cited levels are always larger than that of the upper ones,
and the population is mostly trapped at the meta-stable
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Figure 3. Dynamics of two five-level NV centers coupled to an
optical cavity. Panel (a) shows the population of various levels
as a function of the optical pumping rate γge = γg1e1 = γg2e2 .
Panel (b) shows the radiation rate for the situations, where
the optical transitions with ms = 0 and ±1 are resonant with
the optical cavity (blue and red line), respectively. Panel (c)
and (d) show the g(2)(τ) function for increasing γge in the
two cases. Panel (e) and (f) show the characteristic values
g
(2)
0 , g

(2)
1 , g

(2)
2 , and time τ0, τ1, τ2 of g(2)(τ) as function of γge,

respectively. The former three parameters indicate the maxi-
mum and minimum of the features near zero delay time, and
the maximum of the bunching shoulders. The latter three
parameters denote the decay and raising time of the features
near zero delay time, and the decay time of the bunching
shoulders. Here, the results are computed with the density
matrix technique.

level for the strong pumping. The population evolution
of the two excited levels lead to the similar dynamics
of the radiation rate [Fig. 3(b)]. Since the population
of the lower excited level is about ten times larger than
that of the upper excited level, the radiation rate is much
larger if the optical cavity is resonant to the NV optical
transition with ms = 0. This indicates the dominating
emission from this transition, and also motivates us to
establish the simplified model to treat the NV centers
as three-level systems [Fig. 2(c)], as elaborated further
below.

We now turn to the g(2)(τ) function as a function of
the optical pumping rate γge [Fig. 3(c) and (d)]. In gen-
eral, the g(2)(τ) function shows one sharp bunching peak
at zero delay time, and two anti-bunching dips at slightly

later time, as well as two bunching shoulders for longer
time. The sharp bunching peak does not occur in the
typical g(2)(τ) function of NV centers at room tempera-
ture, and is attributed to the cavity-mediated collective
emission of multiple emitters [38, 39]. For increasing γge,
the sharp peak decreases, while the dips and the shoul-
ders increase when the cavity is resonant to the ms = 0
transition [Fig. 3(c)]. However, all the quantities in-
crease with increasing γge in the case of the ms = ±1
transition [Fig. 3(d)]. To quantify these changes, we
estimate the maximum of the bunching peaks g

(2)
0 , the

minimum of the anti-bunching dips g
(2)
1 , and the maxi-

mum of the bunching shoulders g
(2)
2 [Fig. 3(e)]. In the

case of the ms = 0 transition, g
(2)
0 , g

(2)
1 , g

(2)
2 remain as

the constant values 1.4, 0.68, 1.0 for γge < 107 Hz, and
g
(2)
0 starts decreasing while the other two start increas-

ing for γge > 107 Hz (blue lines). In the case of the
ms = ±1 transition, the three quantities have the con-
stant values 1.1, 0.55, 1.0 for γge < 107 Hz, and they all
start increasing for γge > 108 Hz (red lines). Here, the
pumping rates, leading to the changes of g(2)(τ), coincide
with those leading to the changes of the ground levels
population, as shown in Fig. 3(a).

Furthermore, we determine the decay time τ0 of the
sharp bunching peaks, the raising time τ1 and the de-
cay time τ2 of the bunching shoulders [Fig. 3(f)]. We
find that τ0 is better estimated by fitting the calculated
g(2)(τ) curves with a Gaussian function instead of an
exponential function. If the cavity is resonant to the
NV optical transition with ms = 0, τ0, τ1, τ2 are within
sub-, few- and hundreds of nanoseconds for γge < 107

Hz, and start decreasing for the larger pumping rate
γge > 107 Hz (blue lines). Since τ0 ≈ 0.6 ns for weak
pumping is close to the inverse of the collective decay
rate 1/(NΓc) ≈ 0.74 ns (for N = 2), the sharp bunching
peak can be attributed to the cavity-mediated collective
radiation. Here, Γc = 4g2/κ ≈ 0.74 GHz is the cavity-
mediated decay rate of single NV center. Since τ1 ≈ 2.5
ns for the weak pumping is the same order as the life-
time of the upper excited level, the bunching feature can
be attributed to the decay of this level. However, in the
presence of the Purcell-enhanced decay, the actual value
is about several times smaller than the lifetime of the
upper excited level. Since τ2 ≈ 300 ns is the same order
as the lifetime 172 ns of the meta stable level, we can at-
tribute the bunching shoulder to the decay of such a level.
For the cavity resonant to the NV optical transition with
ms = ± 1, the time τ0, τ1, τ2 behave similarly, except
that τ0 remains unchanged for all the pumping rate. We
note that the results achieved here are slightly different
from what expected from the existing model treating NV
centers as three-level systems [28, 40]. Such a difference
might be attributed to the influence of the cavity, and
will be clarified in future.
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Figure 4. g(2)(τ) function calculated with the three-level
model as function of the number of NV centers (a), the de-
phasing rate (b), and the frequency detuning to the cavity (c),
respectively. Panel (d) shows the zoom-in of the panel (c) in
the short time range. Here, we assume the optical pumping
rate as γge = 75 MHz, and the results are computed with the
density matrix technique.

B. Systems with Few NV Centers

The above results suggest that the radiation should
be dominated by the optical transition with ms = 0,
which motivates us to further simplify the NV centers
as the three-level [Fig. 2(c)] and the two-level systems
[Fig. 2(d)]. We have verified in Fig. A1 (a,b) that the
three-level model reproduces all the trend of the radia-
tion rate, the level populations, and the g(2)(τ) function.
Motivated by these results, we have relied this model
to further investigate the influence of other parameters
on the g(2)(τ) function (Fig. 4). We find that as the
number of NV centers increases from two to four, the
maximum and minimum of the g(2)(τ) function remain
almost unchanged, and the bunching shoulders decrease
slightly [Fig. 4(a)]. As the dephasing rate of the NV
centers increases, the bunching shoulders of the g(2)(τ)
function increase while other features remain unaffected
[Fig. 4(b)]. To study the influence of the frequency de-
tuning to the cavity, we assume that one NV center is
resonant to the cavity, and the other two are detuned
gradually from the cavity with the same amount. We see
that as the frequency detuning increases over the cav-
ity damping rate, the sharp bunching peak reduces be-
low one, and becomes eventually smaller than 0.5 [Fig.
4(c)]. This indicates that there is effectively only sin-
gle NV center coupled with the optical cavity for large
frequency detunning. In addition, for large frequency
detuning, the g(2)(τ) function shows also drastic oscilla-
tions which might be attributed to the cavity-mediated
coupling between the NV centers [Fig. 4(d)].

104
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109
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=109 Hz

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Pg1
Pg2

Pe2

Pe1

Pm

Figure 5. Steady-state evolution of the system with 80 NV
centers as function of the optical pumping rate γge. Panel (a-
c) show the population of various NV levels (a), the radiation
rate (b), and the average of the Dicke states quantum numbers
J,M (c). In the panel (b), the inset shows the zoom-in at
moderate pumping, which shows a super-linear scaling. In
the panel (c), the gray dashed lines indicate the boundaries
of the Dicke states space. Panel (d) shows the spectrum for
four representative pumping rates, as marked in the panel
(c). Here, the results are computed with mean-field approach.
Note that g(2)(τ) function is excluded here since the mean-
field approach can not be faithfully applied to compute this
quantity so far.

We have also verified in Fig. A1 (c,d) that the two-
levels model reproduces most of the features except for
the bunching shoulders in the g(2)(τ) function, which is
known to originate from the singlet excited levels. De-
spite of this shortcoming, the two-level model can be
employed to simulate the system with many NV cen-
ters by exploring the density matrix in the Dicke states
space [35], and to reveal the physics leading to the non-
linear radiation and the sharp photon bunching effects,
as observed in Ref. [22] and demonstrated in Sec. IIID.

C. Systems with Many NV Centers

The above results indicate that the collective effect ap-
pears only in the g(2)(τ) function for the system with few
NV centers. To observe the collective effects directly from
the radiation intensity or spectrum, we have to consider
the system with more NV centers to enhance the cou-
pling. In Fig. 5, we examine the steady-state evolution
of the system with 80 NV centers as a function of the
optical pumping rate. To obtain these results, we treat
the NV centers as five-level systems and solve the QME
(1) with the cumulant mean-field approach. We find that
the level populations of the NV centers [Fig. 5 (a)] be-
have similarly as those for the system with few NV cen-
ters [Fig. 3 (a)], except that the population of the lower
excited level e1 approaches and overcomes that of the
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lower ground level g1 for strong pumping. Accompany-
ing with this population change, the radiation rate shows
the transition from linear to super-linear and finally to
sub-linear scaling for the weak, intermediate and strong
pumping rate [Fig. 5 (b)], where the super-linear scaling
is more clearly illustrated in the zoom-in plot (inset).

To understand the super-linear scaling, we have com-
puted the mean value of the Dicke states quantum num-
bers for different pumping rates [Fig. 5(c)]. We see that
the ensemble occupies the states near to lower-right cor-
ner for weak pumping, climbs along the lower boundary
for increased pumping, departs from the boundary for
further increased pumping, approaches the states with
M = 0 and J ≈ 6, and climbs eventually along a line
parallel to the upper boundary for much larger pumping.
Here, the NV ensemble does not follow the upper bound-
ary for large pumping because part of NV centers are
pumped to the meta-stable level, and do not contribute
to the definition of the Dicke states. We now utilize the
occupation of the Dicke states to explain the behavior
of the radiation. With increasing incoherent pumping,
the NV ensemble also starts occupying the excited Dicke
states with M > −J , and they can emit multiple photons
through the cavity-mediated emission, leading to the su-
perradiance. Indeed, the superlinear scaling of the radia-
tion occurs when the NV ensemble starts departing from
the lower boundary. This explanation becomes clearer in
Fig. 6, where we treat the NV centers as two-level sys-
tems and consider their dynamics with the population of
the Dicke states.

Besides of the nonlinear radiation, we further exam-
ine the steady-state spectrum [Fig. 5(d)] for increasing
pumping rate. We observe two peaks at the frequen-
cies about 2π GHz relative to the optical cavity for the
weak pumping, and the approach of the two peaks for
moderate pumping, and finally the merging of two peaks
for the largest pumping rate. To understand the origin
of these peaks, we examine again the Dicke states oc-
cupied by the NV ensemble [Fig. 5(c)]. For the weak
and moderate pumping, the NV ensemble occupies the
Dicke states near to the lower boundary, and is not ex-
cited too much for given J . In this case, it is valid to
apply the Holstein-Primakoff approximation to approxi-
mate these states as occupation number states of a quan-
tized harmonic oscillator [42]. As a result, the system
Hamiltonian Ĥ = ĤNV + Ĥc + ĤNV−c can be approx-
imated as ℏωe1g1 b̂

†b̂ + ℏωcâ
†â + ℏg

√
2J(b̂†â + â†b̂) with

the creation and annihilation operator b̂†, b̂ of the oscil-
lator. Here, we assume that the cavity is resonant with
the NV optical transition with ms = 0, and have ignored
the general energy shift for the simplicity. By diagonal-
izing such a Hamiltonian as Ĥ ≈

∑
α=± ℏωαĉ

†
αĉα with

ω± = ωc ±
√
Jg1 and ĉα=± = 1/

√
2(â ± b̂) under the

resonant condition ωe1g1 = ωc, we have obtained two hy-
brid modes with frequencies about

√
Jg departed from

the optical cavity. These hybrid modes are responsible
for the peaks observed, and the simple expression ex-

(a) (d)

=

107Hz

108Hz

105Hz

(f)

(e)

(c)

(b)

Figure 6. Evolution of the Dicke states population (a-c) and
the g(2)(τ)-function (d-f) of system with 40 NV centers for
increasing pumping rates γge = 105, 107, 108 Hz (from upper
to lower panels). The evolution of radiation rate with γge is
shown in Fig. A3(a), and the superlinear radiation occurs for
γge > 107 Hz. The results are computed with the density
matrix in the Dicke states space.

plains very well the change of peaks due to the varied J
number. This analysis indicates that the observed effect
is the Rabi splitting in the strong coupling regime, and
this splitting can be controlled by the optical pumping.
A similar effect in the microwave domain was also dis-
cussed in our previous study [41], and confirmed in the
experiment [20].

In Fig. A2, we have further examined the mean-field
results when the NV centers are treated as the three-level
and two-level systems. We confirmed that both models
recapture all the results qualitatively except that the lat-
ter model overestimates slightly the radiation because
the NV centers trapped in the singlet excited levels also
contribute to the coupling with the cavity in this model.

D. Ensemble Evolution in Dicke States Space

The above studies indicate that the model treating the
NV centers as two-level systems can capture most of the
collective effects. By solving this model with the density
matrix within the Dicke state space, it becomes possible
to obtain more insights by examining simultaneously the
Dicke states population and the g(2)(τ)-function (Fig. 6).
Here, we considered the systems with 40 NV centers, as
examined in the previous study [22].
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We observe that the population is distributed among
the Dicke states along or slightly above the lower bound-
ary for the weak and moderate pumping [Fig. 6(a) and
(b)], and is distributed among many states below the up-
per boundary for the strong pumping [Fig. 6(c)]. Note
that the center of the population distribution follows the
similar trend as revealed in Fig. 5(c). Accompanying with
this result, the g(2)(τ)-function shows dramatic change.
For the weak pumping, the g(2)(τ)-function shows a sharp
peak above one, and several weak peaks inside a deep
anti-bunching dip [Fig. 6(d)]. For the moderate pumping,
the sharp peak becomes much stronger and broader, and
the small peaks become also larger than one [Fig. 6(e)].
For the strong pumping, the sharp bunching peak is re-
placed by a bunching dip at zero delay time and two
bunching shoulders at later time [Fig. 6(f)].

In the following, we relate the change of the g(2)(τ)
function with the population of the Dicke states. For the
weak pumping, the excited Dicke states with M > −J+1
are slightly populated, and the states with larger J cou-
ple strongly with the optical cavity. As a result, the NV
centers can emit several photons simultaneously, leading
to the sharp but weak bunching peak, and they can also
absorb photons at later time, leading to the fast Rabi
oscillations. For the moderate pumping, the states with
M > −J + 1 are strongly populated, but they couple
slightly weakly with the optical cavity due to the reduced
J . As a result, the NV centers can emit more photons
simultaneously, leading to the sharp bunching peak. For
the strong pumping, the NV centers occupy many the
Dicke states with M > −J and M > 0 (population inver-
sion), but they couple relatively weakly with the optical
cavity due to the reduced J . Since the inverted emit-
ters can generate superradiant pulse within the collec-
tive weak coupling regime, we attribute the two bunching
peaks to the superradiant pulse [see Fig. A3(b)].

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In summary, in a recent experiment study [22], we have
demonstrated the super-linear radiation and the fast pho-

ton bunching due to collective coupling of incoherently
pumped NV centers with an optical cavity. In the cur-
rent theoretical work, we carried out a systematical study
on these effects with several sophisticated models, which
treat the NV centers as five-, three- and two-level sys-
tems, and rely on the density matrix method and the
mean-field approach to solve the corresponding quantum
master equation. We have revealed that the bunching
shoulders in g(2)(τ)-function are due to the singlet ex-
cited levels, and the Rabi splitting in the steady-state
spectrum can be actively controlled by the optical pump-
ing. More importantly, the simplest model treating NV
centers as two-level systems is accurate enough to capture
the most collective effects, and the populations on the ex-
cited Dicke states under the moderate pumping is respon-
sible for the super-linear radiation and the sharp photon
bunching. All in all, these results can not only guide the
further experiments with the NV center systems, but are
also relevant for the system with other solid-state color
centers, such as silicon-vacancy centers in diamond [23]
and silicon-carbide [24], born-vacancy centers [25], and
carbon-related centers in hexagonal born-nitride [26].
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Appendix A: Extra Results

In this Appendix, we provide extra results to comple-
ment the discussions in the main text.

1. Density Matrix Results for System with Few
NV Centers

In the main text, we have relied on the density matrix
technique to solve the model treating the NV centers as
five-level systems, and presented the results in Fig. 3.
In Fig. A1, we show the corresponding results with the
models treating the NV centers as three-levels systems
(a,b) and two-level systems (c,d). In principle, the for-
mer model reproduces quantitatively the results as shown
in the main text because the population on the levels re-
lated to ms = ±1 is much smaller than other levels. In
contrast, the latter model can reproduce the results only
qualitatively because the population on the singlet ex-
cited levels is comparable with that of the triplet excited
levels. In this case, the radiation is slightly stronger since
the population, which should be on the singlet excited
levels, is accounted for now in the triplet excited levels,
and the bunching shoulder in g(2)(τ)-function at longer
time disappears. In any case, the latter model is accurate
enough to capture qualitatively the collective effects.
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Figure A1. Density matrix results based on the models
treating the NV centers as three-level systems (a,b) and two-
level systems (c,d). Panel (a,c) show the radiation rate (black
curves, left axes), and the population of various NV levels
(right axes) as function of the optical pumping rate γge. Panel
(b,d) show the g(2)(τ)-function as function of γge. Here, we
consider the system with two NV centers, and assume that the
cavity is resonant to the NV optical transition with ms = 0.
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2. Mean-field Results for System with Many NV
Centers

In Fig. 5 of the main text, we have adopted the mean-
field approach to solve the models treating the NV cen-
ters as five-level systems. In Fig. A2, we present the com-
plementary results for the model treating the NV centers
as three-level systems (a-c) and two-level systems (d-f).
Similar as the conclusions achieved in the previous sub-
section, the former model can reproduce quantitatively
the results in the main text, while the latter model cap-
tures qualitatively most of the features except that the
population on the triplet excited levels and the nonlinear
radiation are overestimated slightly.

(a)

(b)

(c) (f)

(e)

(d)

108

107

Pg

Pm Pe

Pg

Pe

=109 Hz

108

107

There-level system model Two-level system model

=109 Hz

Figure A2. Mean-field results based on the models treating
NV centers as the three-level systems (a-c) and two-level sys-
tems (d-f). Panel (a,d) show the populations of various NV
levels as function of the pumping rate γge. Panel (b,e) show
the radiation rate as function of γge, where the linear scaling is
shown by the dashed lines. Panel (c,f) show the steady-state
spectrum for three representative pumping rate γge. Here, we
consider the system with 80 NV centers.

3. Results for System in Dicke States Space

In Fig. 6 of the main text, we have treated the NV
centers as two-level systems, and studied the system dy-
namics by solving the density matrix in the Dicke states
space. In Fig. A3, we complement these results with
more details. Figure A3(a) shows the steady-state radia-
tion rate as function of the optical pumping rate γge. We

(a) (b)

Figure A3. Results based on the density matrix in the Dicke
states space. Panel (a) shows the steady-state radiation rate
as function of the optical pumping rate γge, where the linear
scaling is shown as the dashed line. Panel (b) shows the su-
perradiant pulse of the NV centers, which is initially excited
to the Dicke states with M > 0 by an optical pumping with
rate 2× 108 Hz. Here, 40 NV centers are considered.

observe that the non-linear scaling of radiation starts for
γge larger than 107 Hz, which can be attributed to the
population of the excited Dicke states with M > −J + 1
[Fig. 6(b)]. Figure A3(b) shows the radiation rate pulse,
i.e. the superradiant pulses, for the NV enters, which are
initially prepared to the Dicke states with M > 0 by an
incoherent pumping with rate 2× 108 Hz [Fig. 6(c)].

Appendix B: Numerical Codes to Solve Density
Matrix Equation

In this Appendix, we explain how to solve QME (1)
with the density matrix technique. To deal with the
model treating the NV centers as few multiple-level sys-
tems, we employ the density matrix in the product states
space. To handle more efficiently the model treating the
NV centers as many identical two-level systems, we uti-
lize the density matrix in the Dicke states space.

1. Codes to Solve Density Matrix Equation in
Product States Space

In the following, we explain shortly the codes to solve
the QME (1) with the density matrix method in the prod-
uct states space. First, we consider the one with the
standard density matrix technique (Fig. A4). The 1st
and 2nd lines import the necessary packages. The 3rd
line defines the number of photon states considered. The
4th line defines the NV centers as the five-level systems.
The 5th to 17th lines define the projection and transition
operators, which are used latter, for the first NV center.
Here, we construct the system Hilbert space as the prod-
uct space of two five-level systems and optical cavity (as
quantum harmonic oscillator), and define the operators
as those in the corresponding sub-space. The 18th to
30th lines define the operators for the second NV cen-
ter. The 31th line defines the creation and annihilation
operator of the photons. The 32th to 40th lines specify
the parameters of the NV centers and the optical cav-
ity. The 41th line defines the system Hamiltonian, and
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# import the packages

1. import numpy as np

2 .from qutip import *

# truncation of photon Fock space

3. N = 3

# states 

4. phi_g1 = basis(5,0);phi_g2 = basis(5,1);phi_e1 = basis(5,2);phi_e2

= basis(5,3);phi_m = basis(5,4);

# first NV

# projection operators 

5. s_g1g1_1 = tensor(phi_g1*phi_g1.dag(),qeye(5),qeye(N));

6. s_g2g2_1 = tensor(phi_g2*phi_g2.dag(),qeye(5),qeye(N));

7. s_e1e1_1 = tensor(phi_e1*phi_e1.dag(),qeye(5),qeye(N));

8. s_e2e2_1 = tensor(phi_e2*phi_e2.dag(),qeye(5),qeye(N));

9. s_mm_1 = tensor(phi_m*phi_m.dag(),qeye(5),qeye(N));

# transition operators

10. s_g1e1_1 = tensor(phi_g1*phi_e1.dag(),qeye(5),qeye(N));

11. s_e1g1_1 = tensor(phi_e1*phi_g1.dag(),qeye(5),qeye(N));

12. s_g2e2_1 = tensor(phi_g2*phi_e2.dag(),qeye(5),qeye(N));

13. s_e2g2_1 = tensor(phi_e2*phi_g2.dag(),qeye(5),qeye(N));

14. s_me1_1 = tensor(phi_m*phi_e1.dag(),qeye(5),qeye(N));

15. s_me2_1 = tensor(phi_m*phi_e2.dag(),qeye(5),qeye(N));

16. s_g1m_1 = tensor(phi_g1*phi_m.dag(),qeye(5),qeye(N));

17. s_g2m_1 = tensor(phi_g2*phi_m.dag(),qeye(5),qeye(N));

# second NV

# projection operators

18. s_g1g1_2 = tensor(qeye(5),phi_g1*phi_g1.dag(),qeye(N));

19. s_g2g2_2 = tensor(qeye(5),phi_g2*phi_g2.dag(),qeye(N));

20. s_e1e1_2 = tensor(qeye(5),phi_e1*phi_e1.dag(),qeye(N));

21. s_e2e2_2 = tensor(qeye(5),phi_e2*phi_e2.dag(),qeye(N));

22. s_mm_2 = tensor(qeye(5),phi_m*phi_m.dag(),qeye(N));

# transition operators

23. s_g1e1_2 = tensor(qeye(5),phi_g1*phi_e1.dag(),qeye(N));

24. s_e1g1_2 = tensor(qeye(5),phi_e1*phi_g1.dag(),qeye(N));

25. s_g2e2_2 = tensor(qeye(5),phi_g2*phi_e2.dag(),qeye(N));

26. s_e2g2_2 = tensor(qeye(5),phi_e2*phi_g2.dag(),qeye(N));

27. s_me1_2 = tensor(qeye(5),phi_m*phi_e1.dag(),qeye(N));

28. s_me2_2 = tensor(qeye(5),phi_m*phi_e2.dag(),qeye(N));

29. s_g1m_2 = tensor(qeye(5),phi_g1*phi_m.dag(),qeye(N));

30. s_g2m_2 = tensor(qeye(5),phi_g2*phi_m.dag(),qeye(N));

# photon operators

31. a = tensor(qeye(5),qeye(5),destroy(N));ap = a.dag();

# parameters 

32. ref = 1e9; omega_ref = 2*np.pi*4.7063e14/ref;

# transition frequencies

33. omega_e1e1 = 2*np.pi*4.7063e14/ref - omega_ref;omega_e2e2

= 2*np.pi*(4.7063e14 + 1.42e9-2.87e9)/ref  - omega_ref;

# spontaneous emission rate related to spin 0 level

34. gamma_e1g1 = 1e4/ref;gamma_e1m = 8.33e6/ref;

# spontaneous emission rate related to spin +-1 level

35. gamma_e2g2 = 79.97e6/ref;gamma_e2m = 62.83e6/ref;

# inter-system crossing rates

36. gamma_mg1 = 3.26e6/ref;gamma_mg2 = 2.56e6/ref;

# dephasing rate of optical transition 

37. chi_e1g1 = 2*np.pi*0.1e9/ref;chi_e2g2 = 2*np.pi* 0.1e9/ref;

# incoherent pumping rate 

38. gamma_g1e1 = gamma_e1g1;gamma_g2e2 = gamma_e1g1;

# cavity frequency and photon damping rate

39. omega_c = omega_e1e1;kappa_c = 2*np.pi*1.1e9/ref;

# NV-cavity coupling strength 

40. g = 2* np.pi *180e6/ref;

# system Hamiltonian 

41. H = omega_c*ap*a + omega_e1e1*(s_e1e1_1+s_e1e1_2) + omega_e2e2

*(s_e2e2_1+s_e2e2_2)  + g*((s_e1g1_1+s_e1g1_2+ s_e2g2_1+s_e2g2_2)

*a+ap*(s_g1e1_1+s_g1e1_2+s_g2e2_1+s_g2e2_2));

# Lindblad terms

42. c_op = [np.sqrt(gamma_e1g1) * s_g1e1_1, np.sqrt(gamma_g1e1) *

s_e1g1_1, np.sqrt(0.5 * chi_e1g1) * (s_e1e1_1 - s_g1g1_1),

np.sqrt(gamma_e2g2) * s_g2e2_1, np.sqrt(gamma_g2e2) * s_e2g2_1,

np.sqrt(0.5 * chi_e2g2) * (s_e2e2_1 - s_g2g2_1),

np.sqrt(gamma_e1m) * s_me1_1, np.sqrt(gamma_mg1) * s_g1m_1,

np.sqrt(gamma_e2m) * s_me2_1, np.sqrt(gamma_mg2) *s_g2m_1,

np.sqrt(gamma_e1g1) * s_g1e1_2, np.sqrt(gamma_g1e1) * s_e1g1_2,

np.sqrt(0.5 * chi_e1g1) * (s_e1e1_2 - s_g1g1_2),

np.sqrt(gamma_e2g2) * s_g2e2_2, np.sqrt(gamma_g2e2) * s_e2g2_2,

np.sqrt(0.5 * chi_e2g2) * (s_e2e2_2 - s_g2g2_2),

np.sqrt(gamma_e1m) * s_me1_2, np.sqrt(gamma_mg1) * s_g1m_2,

np.sqrt(gamma_e2m) * s_me2_2, np.sqrt(gamma_mg2) * s_g2m_2,

np.sqrt(kappa_c)*a];

# steady-state

43. rho0 = steadystate(H, c_op);

# photon number and population

44. n = expect(rho0, ap * a);Pg1 = expect(rho0, s_g1g1_1);Pg2 = expect(rho0,

s_g2g2_1);Pe1 = expect(rho0, s_e1e1_1);Pe2 = expect(rho0, s_e2e2_1);

Pm = expect(rho0,s_mm_1);

# time list

45. taulist = np.linspace(0, 1000, 1000)

# calculate correlation function at steady-state 

46. corr_vec = expect(a.dag() * a , mesolve(H, a * rho0 * ap, taulist, c_op, []).

states) /n**2;

(a) (b)

Figure A4. Python codes to solve the QME (1) with the standard density matrix technique as implemented in the QuTiP
package.

the 42th line defines the list of the operators, which are
used latter to define the Lindblad terms. The 43th line
calculates the steady-state of the system, and the 44th
line computes the mean photon number and extracts the
population of NV levels at steady-state. The 45th line
defines the list of time, and the 46th line calculates the
auto-correlation function for the system at steady-state.

By removing the levels g2, e2 in the above model and
codes, we can achieve the model treating the NV centers
as three-level systems. By further removing the level
m, we can obtain the model treating the NV centers as
two-level systems. In those cases, the number of density
matrix elements is reduced, and it is possible to simulate
the systems with more NV centers.

2. Codes to Solve Density Matrix in Dicke States
Space

With the simplified models, we can simulate the sys-
tems with more NV centers. However, these models can
not be applied to systems with more than tens of NV

centers because the Hilbert space increases exponentially
with the number of NV centers. To overcome this prob-
lem, we can solve the master equation with the density
matrix technique in Dicke states space. In Fig. A5, we
present the corresponding codes. Here, the 1st to 4th
lines import the necessary packages. The 5th line spec-
ifies the parameters of the NV centers and the optical
cavity. The 6th line defines the annihilation and creation
operator of the photons. The 7th line defines the Liouvil-
lian superoperator of the optical cavity. The 8th line de-
fines the number of Dicke states, where NV ensemble are
treated as two-level systems. The 9th and 10th lines de-
fine the collective operators and the operators of the total
system. The 11th line defines the identity operators for
the sub-systems. The 12th line defines light-matter inter-
action Hamiltonian and Liouvillian superoperator. The
13th line specifies the parameters related to Eq.(2) and
the 14th line defines the total Liouvillian superoperator.
The 15th line calculates the steady-state of the system,
and the 16th line defines time list of the g2-function. The
17th line defines the problem, and the 18th line computes
the mean photon number and extracts the population of
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# import packages

1. import numpy as np

2. from qutip.piqs import *

3. from qutip import *

4. from qutip import steadystate

# parameters

5. ref = 1e9; nphot = 3; omega_c = 0.0/ref; kappa_c

= 2*np.pi*1.1e9/ref; g = 2*np.pi*180e6/ref; N = 40;

omega_ee = 0.0/ref; chi_eg = 2*np.pi*0.1e9/ref;

gamma_eg = 75e6/ref; gamma_ge = 1e4/ref;

# photon annihilation and creation operator 

6. a = destroy(nphot); ap =  a.dag();

# liouvillian superoperator of the optical cavity

7. h_phot = omega_c * a.dag() * a;c_ops_phot =

[np.sqrt(kappa_c) * a];liouv_phot = liouvillian

(h_phot, c_ops_phot);

# NV ensemble as two-level systems 

# number of Dicke states

8. nds = num_dicke_states(N);

# collective operators 

9. [jx, jy, jz] = jspin(N); jp = jspin(N, "+"); jm = jp.dag();

# operators in the total system

10. jz_tot=tensor(qeye(nphot),jz);jp_tot =tensor(qeye(

nphot),jp);jm_tot =tensor(qeye(nphot),jm);jpjm_tot

=tensor(qeye(nphot),jp*jm);nphot_tot=tensor(

a.dag()*a,qeye(nds));adag_tot=tensor(a.dag(),

qeye(nds));a_tot=tensor(a, qeye(nds));

# identity operators

11. id_tls = to_super(qeye(nds));id_phot = to_super(

qeye(nphot));

# light-matter interaction Hamiltonian and liouvillian 

superoperator 

12. h_int = g*(tensor(a, jp) + tensor(a.dag(), jm));

liouv_int = -1j*spre(h_int) + 1j*spost(h_int);

# liouvillian of NV ensemble

13. system=Dicke(N=N);system.Hamiltonian=

omega_ee*jz;system.emission=gamma_eg;

system.dephasing=chi_eg;system.collective_

pumping=0.0;system.collective_emission=0.0;

4

(a)
system.collective_dephasing = 0.0;system.

pumping = gamma_ge;liouv = system.liouvillian();

# total liouvillian

14. liouv_tot = super_tensor(liouv_phot, id_tls) +

super_tensor(id_phot, liouv) + liouv_int;

# steady-state

15. rho_ss = steadystate(liouv_tot, method="power");

# simulation time

16. taulist = np.linspace(0, 100, 100);

17. me = mesolve(liouv_tot, a_tot*rho_ss*adag_tot,

taulist, options=Options(atol=1e-12, rtol=1e-10));

18. n_vec=expect(nphot_tot, me.states);jz_ss=

expect(jz_tot, me.states);pe_vec = 0.5*(1.0+2*

jz_ss/N);pg_vec = 0.5*(1.0 - 2*jz_ss/N)

19. corr_vec = expect(adag_tot * a_tot, me.states);

20. n = expect(me.states, adag_tot * a_tot);

# save the g2 function

21. np.savetxt(‘g2.dat’, np.transpose([taulist,np.real

(corr_vec / n ** 2)]));

# save the photon number and the populations

22. np.savetxt('data.dat',np.transpose([taulist ,

n_vec,pg_vec,pe_vec]))

# plot the population in the Dicke states picture

23. population = np.zeros((N+1,N//2+1))

# extract the populations

24. block = 0

total = 0

for J in range(N//2,0-1,-1):

for M in range(-J,J+1,1):

element = block + M + J;

total += re_rho_ss[element,element];

print(J,M,re_rho_ss[element,element],total)

population[-(M+J-(J-N//2))-1,J] = re_rho_ss

[element,element];

block += 2*J+1;

population[population==0] = None

# save the data

25. np.savetxt(“Dicke states.dat",population)

(b)

Figure A5. Python codes to solve the QME (2) with the density matrix technique within Dicke states space as implemented
in the QuTip package.

NV levels at steady-state. The 19th and 20th lines calcu-
late g2 function, and the 21 and 22th lines save the results
into a text file. The 23th line calculates the population
in the Dicke states picture, and the 24 line extracts the
population. The 25th line saves the population into a
text file.

Appendix C: Codes to Solve Mean-field Equations

In this Appendix, we present the codes to solve the
QME (1) with the cumulant mean-field approach. First,
we label the involved levels as g1 → 2, g2 → 3, e1 →
4, e2 → 5,m → 6 to meet the convention of the Quan-
tumCumulants.jl package [36]. Here, we label the lowest
level as the 2-level, and specify the initial population on
this level. If we label the lowest level as the 1-level, we
can not access directly the information related to the pro-
jection operator of the 1-level σ̂11

i , which is replaced by

the relation 1 −
∑

l ̸=1 σ̂
ll
i in the QuantumCumulants.jl

package to reduce the number of independent elements,
and leads to the difficulty of calculating the average of
the Dicke state quantum numbers. The corresponding
codes are presented in Fig. A6.

We now turn the codes with the mean-field approach
(Fig. A6). The 1st to 3rd lines import the necessary
packages. The 4th line defines the complex parameters.
The 5th line defines the Hilbert space for the cavity as a
quantum harmonic oscillator, the NV centers as six-level
systems, and the 6th line defines the product of these
spaces as the one for the system. In the QuantumCumu-
lants.jl package, the first level does not appear directly,
but is represented by other levels through the complete-
ness relation. Thus, to better extract the information
on the first level, we consider six levels to represent the
five-level system by leaving the first level unused. The
7th line defines the annihilation operator of the cavity
photons, and the 8th line defines the transition and pro-



14

5

# import packages

1. using QuantumCumulants

2. using OrdinaryDiffEq, ModelingToolkit

3. using DelimitedFiles;

# c numbers

4. @cnumbers g κ N γ42 γ46 γ53 γ56 γ62 γ63 χ42 χ53 γ24 γ35

# Hilbert space

5. hc = FockSpace(:resonator);ha_ = NLevelSpace(:a,6);ha =

ClusterSpace(ha_, N, 2)

# total Hilbert space

6. h = hc ⊗ ha

# photon annihilation operator

7. @qnumbers a::Destroy(h)

# transition and projection operators

8. σ(i,j) = Transition(h, :σ, i, j, 2)

# interaction Hamiltonian

9. H = ωc*a’a + g*(a'*sum(σ(2,4)) + a*sum(σ(4,2)));

# Jump operators and rates

10. J = [a,σ(2,4),σ(4,2),σ(4,4)-σ(2,2),σ(3,5),σ(5,3),σ(5,5-σ(3,3),σ(6,4),

σ(2,6),σ(6,5),σ(3,6)];

11. rates=[κ,γ42,γ24,χ42/2,γ53,γ35,χ53/2,γ46,γ62,γ56,γ63];

# list of operators

12. ops = [a'*a, σ(2,2)[1], σ(2,2)[1]*σ(2,2)[2]]

# mean-field equations for the operators

13. eqs = meanfield(ops ,H, J, rates=rates_J, order=od);

# complete set of mean-field equations

14. eqs_c = complete(eqs);

# parameters

15. g_ = 2*π*180e6; κ_ = 2*π*1.1e9;N_ = 80; γ42_ = 75e6; γ46_ =

8.33e6; γ53_ = 79.97e6; γ56_ = 62.83e6; γ62_ = 3.26e6; γ63_ =

2.56e6; χ42_ = 2*pi*0.1e9; χ53_ = 2*pi*0.1e9;

16. base = [1.0 2.0 3.0 4.0 5.0 6.0 7.0 8.0 9.0];

P_arr = [10^1*base 10^2*base 10^3*base 10^4*base 10^5*base

10^6*base 10^7*base 10^8*base 1*10^9 2*10^9 3*10^9 4*10^9];

17. n_vec = zeros(Float64, length(P_arr));p2_vec = zeros(Float64,

length(P_arr));p3_vec = zeros(Float64, length(P_arr));p4_vec =

zeros(Float64, length(P_arr));p5_vec = zeros(Float64, length

(P_arr));p6_vec = zeros(Float64, length(P_arr));J_vec = zeros

(Float64, length(P_arr));M_vec = zeros(Float64, length(P_arr));

# loop

18. for ind = 1:length(P_arr)

println(ind)

# pumping rate

γ24_ = γ35_ = P_arr[ind];

ps_ = [g_,κ_,N_,γ42_,γ46_,γ53_,γ56_,γ62_,γ63_,χ42_,χ53_,

γ24_,γ35_];

# Initial state

u0 = zeros(ComplexF64, length(eqs_c))

u0[2] = 1.0;u0[3] = 1.0;

# define the problem

prob = ODEProblem(sys,u0,(0.0, 10e-6), ps.=>ps_);

# solve the problem

sol = solve(prob,RK4(),saveat=0.01e-6);

# extract the results

n_vec[ind] = real.(sol[a'a][end]);

# populations

p2_vec[ind] = real.(sol[σ(2,2)[1]][end]);

p3_vec[ind] =real.(sol[σ(3,3)[1]][end]);

p4_vec[ind] = real.(sol[σ(4,4)[1]][end]);

p5_vec[ind] = real.(sol[σ(5,5)[1]][end]);

p6_vec[ind] = real.(sol[σ(6,6)[1]][end]);

# Dicke states

σ1_44 = real(sol[σ(4,4)[1]][end]); # population

σ1_22 = real(sol[σ(2,2)[1]][end]); # population

σ1_24σ2_24 = sol[σ(2,4)[1]*σ(2,4)[2]][end];

σ1_24σ2_42 = sol[σ(2,4)[1]*σ(4,2)[2]][end];

σ1_42σ2_24 = sol[σ(4,2)[1]*σ(2,4)[2]][end];

σ1_42σ2_42 = sol[σ(4,2)[1]*σ(4,2)[2]][end];

σ1_44σ2_44 = sol[σ(4,4)[1]*σ(4,4)[2]][end];

σ1_22σ2_44 = sol[σ(2,2)[1]*σ(4,4)[2]][end];

σ1_22σ2_22 = sol[σ(2,2)[1]*σ(2,2)[2]][end];

Jx2=real(0.25*N_*(1+(N_-1)*(σ1_24σ2_24+σ1_24σ2_42+

σ1_42σ2_24+σ1_42σ2_42)));

Jy2 = -real(0.25*N_*(-1+(N_-1)*(σ1_24σ2_24- σ1_24σ2_42-

σ1_42σ2_24 +σ1_42σ2_42)));

Jz2 = real(0.25*N_*((N_-1)*(σ1_44σ2_44 - 2*σ1_22σ2_44+

σ1_22σ2_22) + σ1_22 + σ1_44));

M_vec[ind] = real(N_*0.5*(σ1_44 - σ1_22));

J_vec[ind] = 0.5*(1+sqrt(1+4*(Jx2+Jy2+Jz2)))-1;

end

19. writedlm("data.dat",[P_arr n_vec p1_vec p2_vec p3_vec

p4_vec p5_vec J_vec M_vec])

# calculate the spectrum
20. c = CorrelationFunction(a‘,a,eqs_c; steady_state=true)；
21. @named csys = ODESystem(c)；
22. u0_c = correlation_u0(c, sol.u[end])；
23. p0_c = correlation_p0(c, sol.u[end],ps.=>ps_)；
24. prob_c = ODEProblem(csys,u0_c,(0.0,10e-6),p0_c)；
25. sol_c = solve(prob_c,RK4(),save_idxs=1)；
26. τ = collect(range(0.0, sol_c.t[end], length=50001))；
27. ω, s_fft = correlation2spectrum(τ, sol_c.(τ))；
28. plot(ω/1e9/(2*pi), s_fft, label=“Spectrum (FFT)”,xlabel=“ω/(2*pi)

(GHz)”)
29. @. model(x, p) = p[1]/(1.0+((x-p[2])/p[3])^2) + p[4]；
30. xdata = ω/1e9/(2*pi)；
31. ydata = s_fft；
32. p0 = [1e-9, 0.0, 0.01, 0.0]；
33. fit = curve_fit(model, xdata, ydata, p0)；
34. fit.param

35. writedlm("param.dat",fit.param);

(a) (b)

Figure A6. Julia codes to solve the QME (1) and calculate the steady-state spectrum with the mean-field approach as
implemented in the QuantumCumulants.jl package.

jection operators of the NV centers. The 9th line defines
the system Hamiltonian in interaction picture, and the
10th and 11th lines define the list of operators and rates,
required to define the Lindblad terms. The 12th line de-
fines the list of operators, whose mean-field equations are
derived in the 13th line. The 14th line analyzes the un-
known mean fields, and derives the equations for them.
The 15th line specifies the values of the parameters. The
16th line defines the pumping rate, and the 17th line de-
fines the vectors to store the mean fields of interest for
a loop. The 18th line computes the mean-field for given
pumping rate. The 19th line save the results into a text
file.

The 20th to 35th lines calculate the correlation func-
tion. Here, the 20th line defines the correlation function,
the 21th line defines the ordinary differential equations
(ODE) system, the 22th and 23th lines compute the ini-
tial values for the correlation function and the parameters
involved. The 24th and 25th lines define and solve the or-

dinary differential equations (ODE) problem. The 26th
line defines an equidistant list of times for FFT, the 27th
line computes the spectrum from the solution, the 28th
line plots the results. The 29th to 34th lines fit the spec-
trum obtained above. The 35th line saves the fit params
into a text file.

Appendix D: Evaluation of Spectrum and g2
Function

In Sec. II of the main text, we have explained the
expressions to compute the g(2)(τ)-function and the
steady-state spectrum. In these expressions, the ex-
pectation values are defined with the time-dependent
operators in the Heisenberg picture, but can be trans-
formed as those with the time-dependent density op-
erator in the Schrödinger picture,

〈
â†(tss)â(tss)

〉
=

tr
{
â†âρ̂ (tss)

}
,

〈
â†(tss)â

†(tss + τ)â(tss + τ)â(tss)
〉

=
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tr
{
â†âÛ (tss + τ)

[
âρ̂ (tss) â

†]}, where ρ̂ (tss) denotes
the reduced density operator at the steady-state, and
the superoperator Û (t) indicates the formal solution of
Eq. (1). In practice, we evolve firstly the reduced den-

sity operator, and then compute the combined operator
ϱ̂ (τ = 0) = âρ̂ (tss) â

†, and finally evolve ϱ̂ further with
Eq. (1) according to quantum regression theorem [37].
The 20th to 27th line of Fig. A6 show the codes to cal-
culate the steady-state spectrum with the mean-field ap-
proach.
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