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The recent discovery of high-temperature superfluorescence in hybrid perovskite thin films has
opened new possibilities for harnessing macroscopic quantum phenomena in nanotechnology. This
study aimed to elucidate the mechanism that enables high-temperature superfluorescence in these
systems. The proposed model describes a quasi-2D Wannier exciton in a thin film that interacts
with phonons via the longitudinal optical phonon-exciton Frohlich interaction. We show that the
superradiant properties of the coherent state in hybrid perovskites are stable against perturbations
caused by the longitudinal optical phonon-exciton Frohlich interaction. Using the multiconfigura-
tion Hartree approach, we derive semiclassical equations of motion for a single-exciton wavefunction,
where the vibrational degrees of freedom interact with the Wannier exciton through a mean-field
Hartree term. Superradiance is effectively described by a non-Hermitian term in the Hamiltonian.
The analysis was then extended to multiple excited states using the semiclassical Hamiltonian as
the basic model. We demonstrate that the ground state of the model exciton Hamiltonian with
long-range interactions is a symmetric Dicke superradiant state, where the Frohlich interaction is
nullified. The additional density matrix-based consideration draws an analogy between this sys-
tem and stable systems, where the conservation laws determine the nullification of the constant
(momentum-independent) decay rate part. In the exciton-phonon system, nullification is associated
with the absence of a momentum-independent component in the Wannier exciton-phonon interaction
coupling function.

I. INTRODUCTION

Macroscopic quantum phenomena are widely used in
modern quantum technologies. One example is quantum
computing based on exciton-polariton (EP) condensates
[1, 2]. Quantum coherence is the main requirement for
observing macroscopic quantum phenomena such as su-
perconductivity, Bose-Einstein condensation, and super-
fluorescence (SF); therefore, except for the EP conden-
sate, quantum coherence can be achieved under cryogenic
conditions. Recently, SF in hybrid perovskite thin films
was first observed by the North Carolina State University
groups at a temperature of 78 K in methyl ammonium
lead iodide (MAPbI3 thin film) [3], and then in quasi-
two-dimensional (2D) phenethylammonium caesium lead
bromide (PEA:CsPbBr3) at room temperature [4]. The
discovery of high-temperature SF in hybrid perovskites
naturally raises questions regarding the underlying mech-
anism. The physical picture of the high-temperature SF
drawn from the analysis of the experiments conducted
by Gundogdu et al. [4] suggests that the formation of
large polarons protects the electronic excitation from de-
phasing even at room temperature. This study aims to
elucidate the physical mechanism that enables SF in hy-
brid perovskites at high temperatures. One of our goals
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is to formulate a rigorous theoretical approach capable
of describing the collective optical effects in systems of
Wannier excitons that interact with vibrations. We uti-
lize the multiconfiguration Hartree approach, which is
similar to that used to describe collective phenomena in
polariton systems [5], to study SF in Wannier exciton-
phonon systems. The approach results in a set of coupled
nonlinear differential equations of motion, which describe
a system of interacting oscillators with collective behav-
ior. The solution of nonlinear equations is a nontrivial
problem by itself; therefore, to focus on the new physical
phenomenon as a first step, we consider the model in a
simplified formulation.

Many atoms or molecules interacting cooperatively
with a shared optical field produce a collective optical
response that differs from the response generated by in-
dependent atoms or molecules [7]. Specifically, the SF
phenomenon is caused by the fact that the collective ra-
diation rate of multiple emitters exceeds the emission
rate of their spontaneous luminescence. The simplest
theoretical model for describing superradiance is based
on the effective non-Hermitian Hamiltonian, originally
suggested in nuclear theory, to describe the temporal
propagation of an open quantum system [8–10], where
the Hermitian part describes the quantum system of N
identical two-level molecules. The non-Hermitian part of
the effective non-Hermitian Hamiltonian represents the
spontaneous emission. The superradiant state, which is
a coherent superposition of all molecular excitations, de-
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cays at an enhanced superradiance rate, which is N times
larger than the single-molecule emission rate. The more
sophisticated Dicke model is characterized by a second-
order parametric phase transition, known as the super-
radiant phase transition [11, 12]. One distinguishes be-
tween the static and dynamic characteristics of the crit-
ical phenomena. The static characteristics include equi-
librium quantities, such as susceptibility and magnetiza-
tion. The dynamic critical phenomena are determined
by the time evolution parameters of the system, such as
the relaxation characteristic times. As the first step of
our analysis, we focus on studying the dynamic critical
phenomenon that is the decay of the superradiant state
in the presence of vibrations. In particular, this allows
us to restrict the model to collective emission from single
excitation states [10, 13]. We extend our analysis to the
original Dicke superradiance problem [7], that is when a
significant part of the molecules (excitons) is excited, uti-
lizing the isotropic Lipkin–Meshkov–Glick (LMG) model
[14–18]. In our consideration, we distinguish between
the 3D and quasi-2D (thin film) set-ups. It is known
(see, e.g., [6]) that the general dispersion relation con-
nects the superradiant-exciton regime at film thicknesses
smaller than the optical wavelength with bulk polaritons
in thick crystals. This motivated us to search for the
superradiant regime in quasi-2D crystals.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In
the next section, we define the Hamiltonian for a Wan-
nier exciton interacting with longitudinal optical (LO)
phonons in polar crystals (Section II). We also derived
the exciton-phonon interaction Hamiltonian for quasi-
2D excitons and LO phonon modes. In Section III
we derive equations describing vibration-assisted single-
exciton wavefunction evolution within the mean-field
Hartree approximation. In Section IV, the equations of
motion are solved for small deviations from the superradi-
ant state. Hartree theory is used to obtain the semiclassi-
cal Hamiltonian, the exciton part of which is modelled by
the isotropic LMG model (Section V). The ground state
of the exciton part of the semiclassical Hamiltonian is
the symmetric Dicke superradiant state. In Section VI,
we reformulate our theory in terms of the density ma-
trix. Section VII provides a perturbative solution for our
model, and its comparison with the solution for a model
of N -identical two-level molecules. We demonstrate the
stability of the superradiant state in hybrid perovskite
thin films with respect to the dephasing caused by the
LO phonon-exciton Frohlich interaction. Finally, in Sec-
tion VIII we provide a brief conclusion.

II. THE MODEL HAMILTONIAN

The Hamiltonian for a Wannier exciton interacting
with phonons typically consists of three components: the
Wannier exciton energy operator (ĤW

ex ), phonon energy

operator (Ĥph), and Wannier exciton-phonon interaction

energy operator (ĤW
I )

Ĥ0 = ĤW
ex + Ĥph + ĤW

I , (1)

where the free exciton energy is

ĤW
ex = ℏ

∑
nk

Wn(k)B̂
†
nkB̂nk, (2)

where the summation over k runs over the first Brillouin
zone, n is the principal quantum number of the excitonic
state (n = 1, 2, 3, . . . for the 3D case and n = 0, 1, 2, . . .
for 2D like that of the hydrogen atom). The free phonon

part of the Hamiltonian Ĥ0 is

Ĥph =
∑
q,s

ℏωs(q)b̂
†
qsb̂qs (3)

We used the s branch index in the phonon Hamiltonian
because this form of the interaction operator can describe
both acoustic and optical phonons. Typically, in the case
of Wannier excitons in polar crystals one can focus on the
interactions with optical phonons alone. The operators

B̂†
nk (B̂nk) and b̂†qs (b̂qs) are the creation (annihilation)

operators of excitons and phonons, respectively.
Hybrid perovskite thin films were used in SF exper-

iments [3, 4]. We previously noted that the superra-
diant exciton regime exists in thin films that are thin-
ner than the optical wavelength, whereas bulk polari-
tons exist in thick crystals [6, 19]. There is an addi-
tional reason why quasi-2D crystals are well-suited for
observing exciton luminescence. To observe exciton lu-
minescence, the thermal energy kBT (where kB is Boltz-
mann’s constant and T is the temperature) must be
less than the exciton ground state binding energy Ebind,
kBT < Ebind. In the 3D case, Ebind coincides with the
exciton Rydberg energy ER, Ebind = ER, whereas in 2D,
Ebind = 4ER [20]. At 330 K, the thermal energy kBT is
approximately 28 meV. In other words, to observe exci-
ton luminescence from quasi-2D crystals at room temper-
ature, ER must exceed 7 meV. For comparison, Long et
al. [21] studied the exciton-phonon interaction of quasi-
2D (PEA)2(CsPbBr3)n−1PbBr4 perovskite with varying
CsPbBr3 layer numbers n. They evaluated the bind-
ing energy of pure phase (PEA)2PbBr4 to be 163 meV.
Their findings also demonstrated the amplification of the
exciton-phonon interaction when the quantum-well struc-
ture became thinner. Large polarons are formed in the
halide perovskites [22]. Therefore, this enhanced exciton-
phonon interaction can be attributed to the LO phonon-
exciton Frohlich interaction. Thus, we consider a po-
laron, where an electron interacts with the LO phonons
of frequency ωl, under the assumption that the phonon
dispersion can be neglected, that is ωl(k) = ωl [23–
28]. Then the free phonon Hamiltonian, Eq.(3), becomes

Ĥph = ℏωl

∑
q b̂

†
q b̂q.

Within the quasi-2D perovskite structure, 3D domains
and layered 2D domains with varying thicknesses coexist
in the thin film, as discussed in the Supplementary Infor-
mation of Ref.[4]. Interestingly, the spectral properties of
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the 2D domains with three or more layers are minimally
affected by quantum confinement. Consequently, we aim
to deduce the interaction Hamiltonian between quasi-2D
excitons and lattice phonon modes. To formulate the in-
teraction Hamiltonian we follow the method introduced
in Refs. [25, 29]. Consider an excited electron in the con-
duction band and a hole located in the valence band;
their motion is correlated due to the influence of one on
the other. The 3D interaction Hamiltonian for the Wan-
nier exciton-phonon in the center-of-mass representation
is

ĤW
I = −iℏ

∑
k

Fk(r) exp(ik ·R)(b̂k − b̂†−k), (4)

with the amplitude

Fk(r) = ωl

√
4πα

uV

1

k

[
eipek·r − e−iphk·r

]
, (5)

where αe = 1
2

(
1

ε∞
− 1

ε0

)
e2

ℏωl
ue is the Frohlich cou-

pling constant [22, 23, 27, 28], e is the carrier charge,
ε∞ and ε0 are optical and static dielectric constants,
ue =

√
2m∗

eωl/ℏ, r = re − rh is the relative coordi-
nate, and R is the exciton center-of-mass coordinate,
R = (m∗

ere+m
∗
hrh)/M

∗,m∗
e andm

∗
h are the electron and

hole effective masses, respectively; M∗ = m∗
e +m∗

h. The
coefficients pi ≡ mr/m

∗
i , i = e, h; 1/mr = 1/m∗

e + 1/m∗
h

is the inverse reduced mass, and V is the quantization
volume for the phonon field. Evidently, that α/u does
not depend on the effective particle mass. Therefore, we
omitted the particle index in Eq.(5).

The exciton state with a given exciton center-of-mass
momentum q′ is defined by the wave function |nq′⟩ ≡
|Φn,q′(R, r)⟩ = exp(iq′ · R)ψn(r)/

√
V0 in the 3D case

where ψn(r) is the normalized hydrogen atom wave func-
tion, n is the excitation level number, and V0 is the
crystal volume. The eigenenergy of the eigenfunction
Φn,k(R, r) is known to be ℏWn(k) = Ec(k0)−Ev(k0) +

En + ℏ2k2

2M∗ , where En is the energy of the internal struc-
ture of an exciton in a state n, Ec(k0) − Ev(k0) is the
energy gap between the minimum of the first conduction
band and the maximum of the valence band.

Next we introduce the basis set for the single-exciton
states and exciton operators. The basis set consists of the
vectors |nq⟩ obtained by acting on the vacuum vector |0⟩
(no excitons), which describes the ground state of the
exciton subsystem, with the exciton creation operator
B̂†

nq = |nq⟩ ⟨0| accompanying by the excitation of state

n. That is, |nq⟩ = B̂†
nq |0⟩.

Excitons in a thin film maintain the dual merits of
a coherent nature on the two-dimensional plane of the
film (referred to as a quantum well) and superradiant
decay in one direction perpendicular to the thin film. We
will now examine a system that satisfies the following
condition for its thickness, denoted as l: l ∼ a0 <<
λ ≤ L. Here, a0 represents the exciton Bohr radius,
λ denotes the wavelength of light, and L2 corresponds

to the area of the thin film. To analyze this system, we
decompose the wave vector k into two components: kz ẑ
along the perpendicular direction (z-axis) and q parallel
to the surface. Exciton state n with the lowest energy
can be described by (compare with Eq.(8) of Ref. [30]
with corrected misprints)

|nq⟩ = Ψqn,1,1(R, r, ze, zh)

=
1√
L2

exp(iqR)ψn(r)f1(ze)f1(zh) (6)

where fm(z) =
√

2/l sin (mπz/l). The two-dimensional
vectors R and r represent the exciton coordinates in the
film plane, describing the center-of-mass motion and the
electron-hole relative motion, respectively.
Expansion of the coordinate dependent amplitude in

Eq. (4) over the exciton basis states can be done with
the help of the identity operator

∑
nq |nq⟩ ⟨nq| = 1 to

obtain

Fk(r) exp(ik ·R)

=
∑

nn′qq′

|nq⟩ ⟨nq|Fk(r) exp(ik ·R) |n′q′⟩ ⟨n′q′|

=
∑
nn′

⟨n|Fk(r) |n′⟩
∑
qq′

⟨q| exp(ik ·R) |q′⟩ B̂†
nqB̂n′q′ .

(7)

The matrix element ⟨q| exp(ik ·R) |q′⟩ = δq′−q+k,0, then

exciton-phonon interaction operator ĤW
I , Eq.(4), can

be expressed in a form that contains both exciton and
phonon operators:

ĤW
I = −iℏ

∑
nn′kq

Dpol
l (k;nn′)B̂†

n,q+kB̂n′q(b̂k− b̂†−k), (8)

where the electronic matrix element for the coupling
function of the Wannier exciton-phonon interaction is
given by

Dpol
l (k;nn′) = ωl

√
4πα

uV

1

k
[Qe(k;nn

′)−Qh(k;nn
′)] (9)

The hermiticity of the interaction Hamilto-

nian, ĤW
I = ĤW†

I , requires the function

Dpol
l (k;nn′) to satisfy a certain symmetry:

Dpol
l (k;nn′) = D∗pol

l (−k;n′n). The function
Qe(h)(k;nn

′) ≡
∫
d3rψ∗

n(r)ψn′(r) exp(±ipe(h)kr) is
the Fourier transform of the electron (hole) charge
distributions in the internal exciton motion [31, 32]. It
defines the effectiveness of the electron (hole) interaction
with a particular phonon k. Because the wave func-
tions ψn(r) and ψn′(r) are orthonormal, the function
Qe(h)(k;nn

′) tends to unity at n = n′ and to zero for
n ̸= n′ as k tends to zero. The function Qe(h)(k;nn

′) for
any combination of n and n′ becomes very small when
2π/k < a0, that is when the phonon wavelength 2π/k
is smaller than the mean distance between the electron
and the hole – the exciton Bohr radius a0.
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A. The interaction amplitude Dpol
l (k;nn′) in the

quasi-2D model

The quantity Dpol
l (k;nn′), Eq.(9), can be calculated

analytically for the quasi-2D model. For exciton state
n = n′ = 0, the integral on the right-hand side of Eq.(9),
can be written as (without loss of generality the x axis
can be chosen to be collinear with the k vector):

8

πa20

∫ ∞

0

rdre−
4r
a0

2π∫
0

dφ
[
eipekr cosφ − e−iphkr cosφ

]
,

(10)
where we used the ground-state wave function ψ0(r) =√

8
πa2

0
exp

(
− 2r

a0

)
. The integral over φ of exp(iz cosφ) is

the integral representation of the Bessel function J0(z)
multiplied by 2π, and the integration over r can be done
using the table formulas [33]:

Dpol
l (k; 00) = a0ωl

√
4πα

uV

1

a0k

×

(1 + (peka0
4

)2
)−3/2

−

(
1 +

(
phka0

4

)2
)−3/2


(11)

For the small k values, the function Dpol
l (k; 00) is ap-

proximated by

Dpol
l (k; 00) = a0ωl

√
4πα

uV

[
(p2h − p2e)

3a0k

32

+ (p4h − p4e)
15a30k

3

2048
+O(k5)

]
(12)

In other words, the interaction coefficient Dpol
l (k; 00) ap-

proaches zero when k approaches 0. In contrast, the
Frohlich interaction of LO phonons with electrons and
holes does not go to zero as k approaches 0 [23–28].
Physically, this can be explained by the fact that ex-
citon is confined in space, while the quantum electron
wave is stretched over the whole crystal as well as the
zero k phonon wave. Note that, despite the fact that
Eq.(11) for the Wannier exciton-phonon interaction cou-

pling function Dpol
l (k; 00) differs from that derived for

bulk crystals, Dpol
l (k; 1s1s), in Refs. [32, 34], the pro-

portionality of Dpol
l (k) to the wave vector at a small k

remains in both cases.

The non-diagonal term Dpol
l (k; 0(1, 0)) can be cal-

culated in a similar manner. Considering that
the wave function ψ1,0(r) is given by ψ1,0(r) =

a)

b)

FIG. 1. a) The functions
∣∣∣Dpol

l (k; 00)
∣∣∣2 (Eq. 11) and∣∣∣Dpol

l (k; 0(0, 1))
∣∣∣2 (Eq. 13) in units a0ωl

√
4πα
uV

plotted v.s.

the wavevector a0k. b) The function |Dpol
l (k; 00)|2 (orange)

plotted in the vicinity of small k and its power series expan-
sions: (blue) up to the quadratic term (a0k)

2 and (green) up
to the fourth power (a0k)

4 (Eq. 12). For both plots pe = 2/3
and ph = 1/3.

√
8

27πa2
0
exp

(
− 2r

3a0

)
(1− 4r

3a0
), the resulting expression is

Dpol
l (k; 0(1, 0)) = a0ωl

√
4πα

uV

27
√
3

512
a0k

×

 p2e[(
3a0pek

8

)2
+ 1

]5/2 − p2h[(
3a0phk

8

)2
+ 1

]5/2
 (13)

Graphs of the functions |Dpol
l (k; 00)|2 and

|Dpol
l (k; 0(1, 0))|2 are shown in Fig.1 for a particular

choice pe = 2/3 and ph = 1/3. One can see that for small

k values, the behavior of Dpol
l (k; 0(1, 0)) ∼ k(p2e − p2h)

is similar to that of the diagonal term Dpol
l (k; 00),

Eq.(12). Both plots are equal to zero at zero k. For
a small non-zero k, the denominators in Eq.(11) can
be expanded in k to the first order, yielding the first
term on the right-hand side of Eq.(12). Both functions

|Dpol
l (k; 00)|2 and |Dpol

l (k; 0(1, 0))|2 increase as k2 for

ka0 << 1. The function |Dpol
l (k; 00)|2 reaches its
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maximum at ka0 ≈ 4, then drops to zero as k−8 for

large ka0. The function |Dpol
l (k; 0(1, 0))|2 maximum is

reached at ka0 ≈ 1.5 and then also decreases to zero
for large ka0. The maximum value of the non-diagonal

term |Dpol
l (k; 0(1, 0))|2 is significantly less than that of

the diagonal term |Dpol
l (k; 00)|2. Notably, both terms,

Eq. (11) and Eq. (13), are equal to zero exactly for all k
when the electron and hole masses are equal m∗

e = m∗
h.

This can be explained by the fact that equal electron
and hole masses mean that the center of mass and the
center of charge distribution coincide, so that the electric
fields affecting the electron and hole cancel out.

B. The superradiance effective Hamiltonian

As noted in the Introduction, the simplest theoretical
model for describing superradiance is based on the effec-
tive non-Hermitian Hamiltonian Ĥeff = ĤM − iℏΓ

2 P̂ [8–

10], where the Hermitian Hamiltonian ĤM describes
the quantum system of N identical two-level molecules.
The non-Hermitian operator −iΓ2 P̂ represents sponta-
neous emission with a single molecule emission rate
Γ and a projection operator P̂ . The operator P̂ =∑N

m,n=1 |me⟩ ⟨ne| uniformly distributes excitations over

all two-level molecules, where |me⟩ stands for the ex-
cited state of the m-th molecule, while all others are in
the ground state. In the absence of the intermolecular
Coulomb interactions, the effective Hamiltonian has one
complex-valued eigenvalue corresponding to the super-

radiant state |SR⟩ = 1√
N

N∑
m=1

|me⟩, which is a coherent

superposition of all molecular excitations. |SR⟩ decays
at an enhanced superradiance rate NΓ. The remaining
N − 1 real eigenvalues are referred to as non-decaying
dark states. Following these arguments, below (in Sec-
tion III), we modify the Hamiltonian of our system by
introducing a non-Hermitian part.

III. EQUATIONS OF MOTION FOR A
SINGLE-EXCITON WAVEFUNCTION

This section aims to develop a rigorous approach
based on fundamental principles for describing vibration-
assisted single-exciton wavefunction evolution. As men-
tioned earlier, our initial focus is on models that involve
collective emission by single excitation states [10, 13].
The Hartree approximation was used to derive these
equations. The derivation is similar to that presented
in Ref.[5], which describes the evolution of the polariton-
vibration wavefunction.

To construct the single-exciton wavefunction, we ex-
pand it on the previously introduced basis set of the
single-exciton states |nq⟩ = B̂†

nq |0⟩ (see Eq. 6). There-
fore, the exciton wavefunction is defined by the sum∑

nq Cn(q|t) |nq⟩, where the time-dependent coefficients

Cn(q|t) represent the exciton wavefunction in the single-
exciton basis.
We use the coherent state basis |σ⟩ [35, 36] as the

basis for the phonon states. Each coherent state |σ⟩ is
parametrized by a multidimensional complex-valued vec-
tor σ that encodes the coherent state center, i.e. the clas-
sical coordinate x and the classical momentum p, namely
σ = x+ ip. The vibration operators act on the basis vec-
tors as: b |σ⟩ = σ |σ⟩, ⟨σ| b† = ⟨σ|σ∗. In this regard, it
is worth mentioning the complex-valued classical coordi-
nates that may be interpreted as eigenvalues associated
with the coherent state of the harmonic oscillator [37].
The normalized coherent state has the following repre-
sentation

|σ⟩ = e−
1
2 |σ|

2

eσb
†
|0⟩ , (14)

where the state |0⟩ is the ground state of the correspond-
ing oscillator. We now follow the standard scheme used
in the multiconfiguration Hartree approach [5, 41, 43].
The advantage of this approach is that the resulting dy-
namic equations are much simpler for analysis than the
original Schrödinger equation; the equations are similar
to those of the mean-field Hartree theory. To describe
the wavefunction time evolution |Ψ(t)⟩, we employ the
time-dependent basis vectors Ansatz (see also Davydov
Ansatz [44, 45] used in the theory of one-dimensional
molecular aggregates). It assumes that the vibration part
of the basis vectors |σ(t), nq⟩ depend on time in addition
to the time-dependent expansion coefficients Cn(σ, q|t).
Thus, our working basis consists of the direct products
of the exciton and vibrational states:

|σ, nq⟩ = |σ⟩ |nq⟩ , |σ⟩ =
⊗
k

|σk⟩ , (15)

With this, the wavefunction is expanded as follows

|Ψ(t)⟩ =
∑
nq

Cn(σ, q|t)|σ(t), nq⟩ (16)

To proceed, we use the Dirac-Frenkel variation prin-
ciple. This approach is known to be useful for describ-
ing quantum dynamics in systems with a large number
of vibrational degrees of freedom [38–41]. Wavefunction
variation allows us to separate the time evolution of the
vibrational subsystem from the quantum evolution of the
exciton wavefunction. The derivation of the equations of
motion follows a procedure similar to that used in our
recent study on molecular polaritons [5]. The variation
of the wavefunction, Eq.(16), is (here and below out of
brevity we omit the time variable t in the coefficients):

δ ⟨Ψ| =
∑
nq

⟨σ, nq|

{
δC∗

n(σ, q)

+ C∗
n(σ, q)

∑
k

[
δσ∗

kb̂k − 1

2
(σkδσ

∗
k + σ∗

kδσk)

]}
(17)
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The second term on the right side of Eq. (17) results
from varying the coherent state expressed in the form of
Eq. (14). From Eq. (17) we also derive the expression for
the wavefunction time derivative:

d

dt
|Ψ⟩ =

∑
nq

{
Ċn(σ, q)

+ Cn(σ, q)
∑
k

[
σ̇kb̂

†
k − 1

2
(σkσ̇

∗
k + σ∗

kσ̇k)

]}
|σ, nq⟩

(18)

The dot over a variable, as the standard, represents the
time derivative. By varying the Schrödinger equation
with Hamiltonian Ĥ0 (Eq. 1), ⟨Ψ(t)| iℏ d

dt − Ĥ0 |Ψ(t)⟩ =
0, with respect to the bra-vector and setting each term
proportional to the independent variations δCn(σ

′, q′, |t)
and δσk to zero, yields the system of coupled equations:

⟨σ′, n′q′| iℏ d
dt

− Ĥ0 |Ψ⟩ = 0(19)∑
n′q′

C∗
n′(σ′, q′) ⟨σ′, q′| b̂k

(
iℏ
d

dt
− Ĥ0

)
|Ψ⟩ = 0(20)

Substituting Eq. (18) into Eqs. (19) and (20) yields the
following two equations:

Ċn′(σ, q′) =
1

2
Cn′(σ, q′)

∑
k

(σkσ̇
∗
k − σ∗

kσ̇k)

− i

ℏ
∑
nq

⟨σ′, n′q′|Ĥ0|σ, nq⟩
⟨σ′|σ⟩

Cn(σ, q)

− Cn′(σ, q′)
∑
k

(σ′∗
k − σ∗

k)σ̇k (21)

C∗
n′(σ′, q′)

[
σkĊn′(σ, q′) + σ̇kCn′(σ, q′)

]
= − i

ℏ
∑
nq

⟨σ′, n′q′|b̂kĤ0|σ, nq⟩
⟨σ′|σ⟩

C∗
n′(σ′, q′)Cn(σ, q)

+
1

2
C∗

n′(σ′, q′)Cn′(σ, q′)

× σk
∑
k′

[(σk′ σ̇∗
k′ − σ∗

k′ σ̇k′)− 2σ̇k′
(
σ′∗

k′ − σ∗
k′

)
] (22)

The terms containing the Hamiltonian Ĥ0 (terms

⟨σ′, n′q′|Ĥ0|σ, nq⟩ and ⟨σ′, n′q′|b̂kĤ0|σ, nq⟩) are cal-
culated in Appendix A. Substituting the results of
Eqs.(A3), (A4), (A5), (A6), (A7) and (A8) from Ap-
pendix A into Eqs. (21) and (22), we obtain a complete
set of equations of motion for the wavefunction of the
system. The resulting equations have the following struc-
tural form for each n and q

S̄n(σ, q) +
∑
k′

(σ′∗
k′−σ∗

k′)Sn(σ,k
′, q) = 0 (23)

and for each n and for each k and q

C∗
n(σ

′, q)

[
Sn(σ,k, q) + σkS̄n(σ, q)

+ σk
∑
k′

(
σ′∗

k′ − σ∗
k′

)
Sn(σ,k

′, q)

]
= 0, (24)

where Eq. (23) and Eq. (24) follow from Eq. (21) and
Eq. (22), respectively. The functionals Sn(σ,k, q) and
S̄n(σ, q) represent certain combinations of the expan-
sion coefficients Cn(σ, q), functions σk and their time-
derivatives. The explicit form of these functionals was
used to derive Eq. (25), when we set S̄n(σ, q) = 0 and
Eq. (29) for the choice Sn(σ,k, q) = 0. This choice of
constraints is explained in the following paragraph.
A system of equations (Eqs. 23, 24), where the func-

tionals Sn(σ,k, q) and S̄n(σ, q) are considered as vari-
ables, must be satisfied for any arbitrary values of σ′ and
σ. From this we conclude that the system has only trivial
solutions Sn(σ,k, q) = 0, and S̄n(σ, q) = 0. This allows
the formulation of the final motion equations. From the
constraint S̄n(σ, q) = 0 we obtain the differential equa-
tion for coefficients Cn(σ, q), it is

Ċn′(σ, q′) = −iWn′(q′)Cn′(σ, q′)

− iωlCn′(σ, q′)
∑
k′

|σk′ |2 +
∑
nk′

α̃l(k
′;nn′)Cn(σ, q

′ + k′)

+
1

2
Cn′(σ, q′)

∑
k

(σkσ̇
∗
k − σ∗

kσ̇k), (25)

where we have introduced the electron-vibrational cou-
pling parameter

α̃l(k;nn
′) = Dpol∗

l (k;nn′)(σ∗
k − σ−k). (26)

The reflection symmetry of the coupling function

Dpol
l (q;nn′) (D∗pol

l (q;nn′) = Dpol
l (−q;n′n)) means

that the function α̃l(k;nn
′) is anti-symmetric, namely

α̃∗
l (k;nn

′) = −α̃l(−k;n′n).
The first simple sequence of Eq. (25) is the equation

for the probability densities |Cn′(σ, q)|2, it is

d

dt
|Cn(σ, q)|2 =

∑
n′k′

α̃l(k
′;n′n)C∗

n(σ, q)Cn′(σ, q + k′)

+
∑
n′k′

α̃∗
l (k

′;n′n)Cn(σ, q)C
∗
n′(σ, q + k′), (27)

which after summation over all q and n reduces to the
equation with the trivial right-hand side owing to the
anti-symmetry of the electron-vibrational coupling pa-
rameter α̃l(k;nn

′), that is

d

dt

∑
n′q′

|Cn′(σ, q′|t)|2 = 0 (28)
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In other words, the exciton-phonon interactions do not
change the number of excitations.

We now formulate the equations of motion for our
model. The first equation of motion, for the vibra-
tion degrees of freedom, is obtained from the equation
Sn(σ,k, q) = 0, which is written explicitly as follows:

σ̇k = −(iωl + γ)σk + Tr[D̂pol
l (−k)F̂ (k|t)] (29)

where we introduced a small decay γ of the mode ωl,
and the mean-field Hartree term is the quantum average

of the exciton field Tr[D̂pol
l (−k)F̂ (k|t)]. The trace op-

eration denotes the summation over the exciton internal
states

∑
nn′ D

pol
l (−k;n′n)Fnn′(k|t) taking with the di-

agonal entries of the exciton density matrix, namely the
matrix Fnn′(k|t) =

∑
q ρn,q+k;n′q(t), where the density

matrix of the single exciton state is defined as

ρn,q+k;n′q(t) =
C∗

n′(σ, q)Cn(σ, q + k)∑
n′q′ |Cn′(σ, q′)|2

(30)

Clearly, that the matrix entries Fnn′(k|t) satisfy the sym-
metry relation Fnn′(−k|t) = F ∗

n′n(k|t). Moreover, the

trace Tr[D̂pol
l (−k)F̂ (k|t)] is a real quantity, as a trace

of a product of two self-adjoint operators. In summary,
the first equation of motion (Eq. 29) represent the equa-
tion for a harmonic oscillator driven by an external force
acting from the side of the exciton quantum field.

It is noteworthy that the solution of Eqs. (26) and
(29) for the electron-vibrational coupling parameter
α̃l(k;nn

′) without accounting for the initial condition is
given by the integral

α̃l(k;nn
′) = 2iD∗pol

l (k;nn′)

×
∫ ∞

0

Tr[D̂pol
l (−k)F̂ (k|t− τ)] exp(−γτ) sin (ωlτ) dτ

(31)

The second equation of motion was derived using a
more general set-up. In other words, we take into ac-
count interaction of excitons with the light field. The
interaction with light was modeled by introducing a non-
Hermitian term into the total Hamiltonian. To evaluate
the effects of the relaxation processes associated with the
exciton-phonon interaction and the spontaneous emission
rate, we used the non-crossing approximation [42], which
assumes that the exciton-vibration and exciton-photon
interaction processes do not affect each other. This ap-
proximation is correct in the Condon approximation,
when one assumes that the electronic transition is most
likely to occur without changes in the positions of the nu-
clei. Within this approximation the non-Hermitian part
can be described by introducing a decay term −Γ̂(C),
which we specify later, into the resulting equation. For-
mally, to obtain the second equation of motion, one has to
substitute the time-derivative σ̇k (Eq. 29) into Eq. (25),

which yields

Ċn(σ, q) = −Γ̂(C) +
∑
n′k

α̃l(k;n
′n)Cn′(σ, q + k)

− i

{
Wn(q)−

1

2

∑
k

Tr[iα̃l(k)F̂
†(k|t)]

}
Cn(σ, q),

(32)

where the term Γ̂(C) is the extra term introduced
to describe the effective spontaneous decay of the
given exciton state owing to interaction with the
electromagnetic field. Note here, that the term
“(1/2)

∑
k Tr[iα̃l(k)F

†(k|t)]”, which stands in the curly
braces, provides a nonlinear mean-field correction to the
exciton eigenenergy Wn(q), as this term is real (trace of
two self-adjoint operators product) and independent of
the wave vector q. This equation is the second equation
of motion for the model with an effective decay of the
exciton.
Using Eq.(32), one can re-derive the equation for the

evolution of the amplitude squared |Cn(σ, q)|2 (popula-

tion). Bearing in mind that Tr[iα̃l(k)F̂
†(k|t)] is real we

get

d

dt
|Cn(σ, q)|2 = −2Re[C∗

n(σ, q|t)Γ̂(C)]

+ 2Re

[∑
n′k

α̃l(k;n
′n)C∗

n(σ, q)Cn′(σ, q + k)

]
. (33)

The second term on the right-hand side of Eq. (33) repro-
duces the right-hand side of Eq. (27) and describes the
relaxation in the q-momentum space due to the exciton-
phonon interaction, whereas the additional (first) term
corresponds to the exciton probability decay.
Finally, we specify the spontaneous exciton decay term

Γ̂(C) by entering Eqs. (32), and (33) for the quasi-2D
model. Consider a quasi-2D system (thin film) of thick-
ness l with the exciton wave function given by Eq. (6).
In this case, the decay rate of the quasi-2D Wannier ex-
citon with the lowest energy (n = 0) and largest oscilla-
tor strength, and with the two-dimensional wavevector q
collinear to the film plane, is given by [30] (see also [19])

Γq(ω) = Γ0(ω)

(
ωq

ω0

)2

×

√1− c2q2

ω2
|ek × ẑ|2 + c2q2

ω2

1√
1− c2q2

ω2

∣∣∣∣ek × q

q

∣∣∣∣2

(34)

for ω > cq, and equals zero for ω < cq. The factor Γ0(ω)
is

Γ0(ω) ≡ Γq=0(ω) = 24π

(
λ

a0

)2 (ω0

ω

)2
γs (35)
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with γs =
4|Dcv|2
3ℏλ3 , where λ is the wavelength correspond-

ing to the optical transition from the exciton state with
the lowest energy (n = 0), and Dcv is the interband tran-
sition dipole moment. As it follows from Eq.(35), the ra-

diative decay rate is enhanced by a factor of 24π
(

λ
a0

)2
.

This enhancement stems from the coherent nature of a
2D exciton with respect to the center-of-mass motion of
the excitons. Finally, we can conclude that the decay
term Γ̂(C) in Eqs.(32), and (33) at n′ = 0 takes the sim-

ple form Γ̂(C)|n′=0 = 1
2Γq(ω)C0(σ, q|t).

IV. ANALYSIS OF SMALL DEVIATIONS FROM
THE COHERENT SUPERRADIANT STATE

Under perpendicular incidence of the pump field, ex-
citons with q = 0 are created. It is known that for such
zero-momentum excitons, the polariton effect vanishes,
and their radiative decay rate is given by Eq.(35) [30].
As demonstrated in Section VIIA, such q = 0 state is
a coherent state, allowing coherent superradiance, not
just for Wannier excitons in polar crystals but also for
molecular excitons.

Consider Eqs.(32) and (33) for n = 0. We will in-
vestigate the stability of the superradiant properties of
the coherent state q = 0 (corresponding to k = 0 in
the sums). Clearly, because the energy ℏWn(k) scales
as k2, the superradiant state (k = 0) has the lowest
energy. Moreover, the exciton-vibrational coupling pa-
rameter α̃l(k;nn

′) equals zero at k = 0 (Eqs.(31), (12)
and (13)). This behavior of the coupling parameter can
be explained by the fact that for k = 0 the macroscopic
electric field of the LO phonon is uniform in space [34].
Unlike uncorrelated electrons and holes that carry a net
charge, the electrically neutral exciton does not inter-
act with a uniform field. For a small non-zero k, the

matrix elements Dpol
l (k; 00) and Dpol

l (k; 0(1, 0)) are pro-
portional to k (see Eq. 12). This behavior is analogous
to that of the matrix element for the optical quadrupole
transitions. In other words, a state with a specific wave
vector q behaves like an optically metastable state, when
dipole transition is forbidden.

Consider Eq.(32) at n = 0 and small k. Because of the
absence of the “vibration” contribution to the coherent
state attenuation, in the second order approximation over
k, Eqs.(31) and (32) are reduced to

α̃l(k;nn
′) = 2iD∗pol

l (k;nn′)

×
∫ ∞

0

Tr[D̂pol
l (−k)F̂ (0|t− τ)] exp(−γτ) sin (ωlτ) dτ

(36)

Ċ0(σ, q) = −iW0(q)C0(σ, q)

+
1

2
C0(σ, q)

∑
k,k<K

α̃l(k; 00)−
1

2
Γq(ω)C0(σ, q) (37)

When deriving Eq.(37), we took into account the small-

ness of the non-diagonal terms |Dpol
l (k; 0(1, 0))|2 with re-

spect to the diagonals |Dpol
l (k; 00)|2 (see Fig.1) and the

linear behaviour of Dpol
l (k; 00) ∼ k at small k (Eq. 12).

Parameter K is the limiting value for k up to which

the function |Dpol
l (k; 00)|2 can be approximated by k2.

By comparing the graphs of the function |Dpol
l (k; 00)|2

(Eq. 11) with its first and second order expansions (see
Fig.1b and Eq. 12) we found that the value of K can be
set to 1/a0. In other words, variations in state coherence
over a scale shorter than 2π

K = 2πa0 cannot be speci-
fied. Note that the procedure for limiting the possible
wavevector values, k < K, is similar to the derivation of
a block Hamiltonian using the Kadanoff transformation
in the theory of phase transitions [46].
The approximation used in this section leads to sub-

stitution of Fnn′(k|t) =
∑

q ρn,q+k;n′q(t) by its value at

k = 0, i.e. Fnn′(0|t) =
∑

q ρn,q;n′q(t) (see Eqs.(36) and

(37)). In other words, we neglect the contribution of
exciton-phonon interactions to the correlation of exci-
ton states with different wave numbers. This approxi-
mation is valid provided that the neighboring electron-
hole pairs are spatially separated by a distance, following
the above estimation, at least 2πa0. Note that there an
analogy exists between the approximation of small devi-
ations from the coherent state and the van Hove theory
of phase transitions, where the mode-mode couplings are
also neglected [46].
Solving Eq.(37) where

α̃l(k; 00) = 2i|Dpol
l (k; 00)|2 ωl

ω2
l + γ2

(38)

we get

C0(σ,q|t) = C0(σ,q|0) exp
{
− i
[
W0(q)

−
∑

k,k<K

ωl|Dpol
l (k; 00)|2

ω2
l + γ2

]
t− 1

2
Γq(ω)t

}
(39)

One can show that |C0(σ, q)|2 =
|C0(σ, q|0)|2 exp[−Γq(ω)t]. The last equation demon-
strates that even for non-zero k, the ”vibrational”
contribution to the superradiant state attenuation is
absent up to the order k2 terms. This is true for a scale
larger than 2π/K = 2πa0.

V. ANALYSIS OF THE SEMICLASSICAL
HAMILTONIAN

The consideration of the coherent superradiant exciton
state in Section IV is limited to single-exciton approxima-
tion. In this regard, the following natural questions arise:
“ What happens in the case of a multiple excited state?
Why did we consider the superradiant state as the initial
condition?” Regarding the second question, one option
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for creating a coherent superradiant state with q = 0 is
the perpendicular incidence of the pump field (see the be-
ginning of Section IV). However, this issue requires more
detailed consideration.

To answer these two questions, we consider the semi-
classical version of the Hamiltonian Ĥ0, Eq.(1). The
semiclassical Hamiltonian is obtained by substituting the

phonon operators b̂†q and b̂q with the corresponding vi-
brational coherent states σ∗

q and σq, respectively:

ĤSC
0 = ℏ

∑
nq

Wn(q)B̂
†
nqB̂nq

− iℏ
∑

nn′kq

α̃∗
l (k;nn

′)B̂†
n,q+kB̂n′q + ℏωl

∑
q

|σq|2 (40)

Considering only the lowest exciton state n = 0
and considering the smallness of the non-diagonal

terms |Dpol
l (k; 0 ̸= n)|2 with respect to the diagonals

|Dpol
l (k; 00)|2, one can omit indices n and n′ when writ-

ing operators B̂†
nq and B̂n′q in Eq.(40). Note that in the

theory of phase transitions, the wave number expansion
is a usual approximation [46]. Bearing in mind Eq.(38)
and expansion (12) up to terms of order k2, the exciton-
phonon interaction operator (the second term on the
right-hand side of Eq.(40)) can be approximately writ-
ten as:

− iℏ
∑
kq

α̃∗
l (k; 00)B̂

†
q+kB̂q

≈ − 2ωl

ω2
l + γ2

ℏB̃
∑
q

B̂†
qB̂q

∑
k,k<K

k2 (41)

where B̃ =
9πω2

l α
256uV (p2h − p2e)

2a20. Comparison of Eq.(40)
with Eq. (41) leads to the conclusion that the presence
of the vibrational coupling is reduced to the correction of
the frequency W0(q) and does not violate the coherence
of the initial state, up to the terms of order k2. This con-
clusion generalizes the results of Section IV beyond the
framework of a single-exciton approximation. In partic-
ular, the series expansion up to the quadratic terms k2

near the superradiant state (q = 0) corresponds to the
absence of phase transition in the presence of exciton-
phonon coupling, that is the maintenance of the super-
radiant state. It must be noted that in the case of sin-
gle exciton the expansion to quadratic terms k2 in the
Hamiltonian leads to the neglect of the exciton-phonon
interaction contribution into the correlation of exciton
states with different wave numbers. The same expansion
also allows us to neglect the exciton-exciton correlations
induced by the exciton-phonon interaction in the case of
multiple excitons, provided that neighboring excitons are
separated by a distance of at least 2πa0.
To address the question of why the superradiant state

is taken as an initial condition, we consider the ex-
actly solvable model for long-wave excitons - the Lipkin-
Meshkov-Glick (LMG) model [14–16]. We adopt the fol-

lowing convention for indices: Latin indices with sub-
script e (h), that is me (mh), represent electrons (holes).
A particle (electron–hole pair) is denoted by a Latin in-
dex with no subscript m = (memh). Let us introduce
the particle (electron-hole) operators

B̂†
memh

= â†me
b̂†mh

= B̂†
m, B̂memh

= b̂mh
âme = B̂m

(42)

where âme
(â†me

) and b̂mh
(b̂†mh

) are the operators for the
electrons and holes, respectively. The LMG model as-
sumes identical interactions between the different parti-
cles. Its Hamiltonian can be written as

ĤLMG = ℏ
∑
m

B̂†
mB̂mW̄ − |J |

∑
m′ ̸=m

B̂†
mB̂m′

 (43)

Define the energetic spin vector in the second quantiza-
tion picture [47] r1

r2
r3

 =

 B† +B
i(B −B†)
n̂2 − n̂1

 , (44)

where n̂2 = B†B and n̂1 = BB†. Then ĤLMG can
be written as the Hamiltonian of the isotropic LMG
model [18]:

Ĥiso
LMG = −ℏ|J |

(
R2

1 +R2
2 −

N

2
I

)
− ℏW̄R3 (45)

where Ri =
∑

m rim (i = 1, 2, 3) are the components
of the total energetic spin, I is the unit operator, and
the spectrum of Ĥiso

LMG is independent of the sign before

ℏW̄R3. The eigenstates of the Hamiltonian Ĥiso
LMG are

eigenstates |R,M⟩ of the operators R2 and R3.
The LMG model undergoes a second-order quantum

phase transition at the value of parameter h = W̄
N |J| = 1

[17]. Indeed, for h ≥ 1 the minimum energy E(M,R)
is achieved when R = M = N/2, such that the ground
state is the product of all spin-up states, which is simi-
lar to the ferromagnetic ground state. This corresponds
to a completely inverted system, when the power of the
spontaneous emission is proportional to N [48]. On the
other hand, when 0 ≤ h < 1 the energy reaches a mini-

mum when S = N/2 and M is close to W̄
2|J| ≪ N , so the

ground state of Ĥiso
LMG is the totally symmetric Dicke

state with R = N/2 and M ≪ N [18]. We consider N
sufficiently large. Therefore, we implement the last case.
Considering the Fourier representation of

the operators B̂m = 1√
N

∑
q B̂q exp(iqRm),

B̂q = 1√
N

∑
m B̂m exp(−iq · Rm) and Eq.(45), the

isotropic LMG Hamiltonian Ĥiso
LMG can be rewritten

in the momentum space. Substitution of the free
exciton Hamiltonian ℏ

∑
qW (q)B̂†

qB̂q for n = 0 in the

semiclassical Hamiltonian ĤSC
0 (Eq. 40) by Ĥiso

LMG and
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accounting for Eq.(41), where we make the replacement∑
q B̂

†
qB̂q = N

2 I +R3, gives:

ĤSC
0 ≈ −ℏ |J |

(
R2

1 +R2
2 −

N

2
I

)
+ ℏωl

∑
q

|σq|2

− ℏ

W̄ +
2ωl

ω2
l + γ2

B̃
∑

k,k<K

k2

(N
2
I +R3

)
(46)

In other words, the Wannier exciton-LO phonon inter-
action does not violate the isotropic LMG model up to
terms of order k2. In addition, the addition to W̄ due
to exciton-phonon interactions does not violate the pre-
vious criterion h < 1 (see above). Therefore, the ground
state of the Hamiltonian, Eq.(46), remains the totally
symmetric Dicke state.

VI. CONSIDERATION IN TERMS OF THE
DENSITY MATRIX

Here we reformulate our theory by expressing it
in terms of the density matrix, Eq.(30). We con-
sider the equations for the lowest exciton state (n =
n′ = 0), i.e. we assume that exciton states other
than n = 0 are not excited. Then the expres-
sion for the density matrix is reduced to ρ0q;0q′(t) =

C∗
0 (σ, q

′)C0(σ, q)/
∑

nq′′ |Cn(σ, q
′′)|2. When we neglect

the non-Hermitian part of the Hamiltonian, the trace
of the density matrix is conserved owing to Eq. (28).
Otherwise, the trace of the density matrix was not con-
served. To resolve this issue, we supplemented the den-
sity matrix equations with an additional equation for
the ground state (no excitons) population: ρ̇Gq,Gq(t) =
Γq(ω)ρ0q,0q(t). The normalized sum

∑
nq′′ |Cn(σ, q

′′)|2
can be replaced by a unit, assuming that all excited states
with n > 0 quickly decay into the n = 0 state. Then
ρ0q,0q′ reduces to ρ0q,0q′ = C∗

0 (σ, q
′)C0(σ, q).

Eq. (33) for n′ = 0 clearly represents the diagonal
element ρ0q,0q(t) of the density matrix

ρ̇0q,0q(t) = 2Re
∑
nk

α̃l(k;n0)ρn,q+k;0q(t)−Γq(ω)ρ0q,0q(t)

(47)
Eq.(47) can be represented as a population master equa-
tion. First, using the Liouville operators [49], Eq. (47)
can be rewritten as follows:

ρ̇0q,0q(t) = −
∫ t

0

dτ
∑

nq′ ̸=0q

K0q,0q;nq′,nq′(τ)

×
[
ρnq′,nq′(t− τ)− ρ0q,0q(t− τ)

]
− Γq(ω)ρ0q,0q(t)

(48)

The kernel K0q,0q;nq′,nq′(τ) up to the second order in the
exciton-phonon interaction parameter α̃l(k;n0) has the

form

K0q,0q;n(q+k),n(q+k)(τ) = 2Re
[
e−iωn,q+k;0qτ

× ⟨α̃l(k;n0|t)α̃l(−k; 0n|t− τ)⟩
]
, (49)

where ωn,q+k;0q = Wn(q + k) −W0(q) and ⟨...⟩ denotes
the thermal averaging. When the state of the phonon
system does not depend on excitons, the quantum corre-
lation function ⟨α̃l(k;n0|t)α̃l(−k; 0n|t− τ)⟩ is given by

⟨α̃l(k;n0|t)α̃l(−k; 0n|t− τ)⟩

= −|Dpol
l (k;n0)|2

[
n̄le

iωlτ + (n̄l + 1)e−iωlτ
]
, (50)

where n̄l = 1/[exp(ℏωl/kBT ) − 1] is the thermally aver-
aged occupation number of the l-th mode.
To derive the equation for the density matrix one can

also apply the non-crossing approximation [42] and ex-
press ρn,q+k;0q(t) in terms of the populations (diagonal
elements of the density matrix); thus, the equation for
ρn,q+k;0q(t) can be obtained directly from Eq.(32).
In the Markovian approximation (τ is short) we can set

the upper limit of the integration on the right-hand side
of Eq.(48) equal to infinity and disregard the dependence
of populations on a short time τ . Then using Eqs.(49)
and (50), we obtain

ρ̇0q,0q(t) = 2π
∑
nk

∣∣∣Dpol
l (k;n0)

∣∣∣2
×
[
n̄lδ(ωn,q+k;0q − ωl) + (n̄l + 1)δ(ωn,q+k;0q + ωl)

]
×
[
ρn,q+k;n,q+k(t)− ρ0q,0q(t)

]
− Γq(ω)ρ0q,0q(t) (51)

Eq.(51) yields the same estimate of the LO phonons con-
tribution to the lifetime of the q = 0 state as Eq.(3.1)
in Ref.[32]. From the arguments of the δ-functions for
the diagonal interaction (n = 0) on the right-hand side
of Eq.(51) we obtain expression for the wave number,

k =
√
2M∗ωl√

ℏ , for the SF state (q = 0). To esti-

mate the value of k in terms of the exciton Bohr ra-
dius a0, where a0 = ℏε0/(αcµeµhM

∗) and α = 1/137
is the fine-structure constant, we use the following val-
ues: ε0 = 10, ωl = 100 cm−1, ph = 0.4, pe = 0.6 and
M∗ = 0.4me = 3.64 · 10−28g. Substitution of these val-

ues gives k =
√
2M∗ωl√

ℏ ≈ 2/a0. As shown in Fig.1, in this

region the function |Dpol
l (k; 00)|2 can be approximated

as the sum of the quadratic and quaternary terms. Note
that this approximation is analogous to the decay Γ̃k for
systems in which certain conservation laws require the
constant part of Γ̃k to be zero. For example, in Ref.[46]

the decay rate Γ̃k was calculated using the Langevin
equation. For an isotropic Heisenberg ferromagnet, the
total spin (k = 0 mode) is conserved owing to spin ro-
tational invariance. Thus, any noise cannot change the
magnetization for k = 0 at any temperature, which re-
quires the expansion Γ̃k = ak2 + bk4 + O(k6) under the
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assumption that the total spin is conserved [46]. How-
ever, the equation for the diagonal density matrix is also
an equation for the averaged population operator. Van
Kampen [50] showed that the calculation of the aver-
aged operator damping using the density matrix equa-
tion yielded the same results as those obtained using the
Langevin equation. Therefore, the arguments in Ref.[46]
supporting the stability of the q = 0 state are also appli-
cable to the superradiant state involving Frohlich inter-
actions between the LO phonons and Wannier excitons.

The Markov equation for ρ0q,0q, Eq.(51), is related to
the weak interaction described in the perturbation the-
ory framework. By contrast, the solution for α̃l(k;nn

′),
which includes the Hartree term, Eq.(31), corresponds to
a strong interaction. In such a case, the mode-mode cou-
pling terms can generate not only dissipative motion but
also orderly or systematic motion [46]. This issue will be
covered elsewhere.

VII. PERTURBATIVE SOLUTIONS

A. Comparison with the model of N identical
two-level molecules when the intermolecular

Coulomb interactions are absent

A model of identical two-level molecules describes the
case of Frenkel excitons. Then the free exciton Hamil-
tonian in Eq. (1) is replaced as follows: ĤW

ex → Ĥex =

ℏωeg

∑
k B̂

†
kB̂k with the eigenenergies ℏW (k) = ℏωeg =

ℏωel +
∑

µ ℏωµSµ corresponding to the frequency of the
optical absorption spectrum maximum of a molecule, and
µ counts the optically active (OA) molecular vibrations
with the frequency ωµ (vibrational modes that are reor-
ganized after the electron excitation), Sµ = X2

µ is the
standard Huang-Rhys factor, Xµ is a shift in the equilib-
rium position of the µ-th OA vibration after the molecule
electronic excitation [5, 51]. The exciton-phonon inter-
action Hamiltonian takes the form

ĤI = iℏ
∑
µkq

DµB̂
†
k+qB̂k(b̂

†
−qµ + b̂qµ) (52)

where Dµ = iωµXµN
−1/2 does not depend on k. The

hermiticity of ĤI , meaning that ĤI = Ĥ†
I , requires the

function Dµ to satisfy the symmetry relation: Dµ =
−D∗

µ. In momentum representation

|me⟩ = 1√
N

∑
q

|q⟩ exp(−iq · rm), (53)

the superradiant state, which is |SR⟩ = 1√
N

∑N
m=1 |me⟩

can be written as |SR⟩ = |q = 0⟩, and the effective non-
Hermitian Hamiltonian is reduced to

Ĥeff = ℏωeg

∑
q

|q⟩ ⟨q| − iℏ
NΓ

2
|q⟩ ⟨q| δq0. (54)

The equations of motion for a single-exciton wavefunc-
tion for the model of two-level atoms can be similarly
derived using the approach presented in Section III. The
resulting equation for the exciton wavefunction expan-
sion coefficients is similar to Eq.(32), it takes the form

Ċ(σ, q) = −i
[
ωeg −

1

2

∑
k

α(k)F (k|t)
]
C(σ, q)

− NΓ

2
C(σ, q)δq0 − i

∑
k

α(k)C(σ, q + k) (55)

Here F (k|t) =
∑

q ρq+k,q(t), α(k) =
∑

µ αµ(k), and

α(k) is associated with the electron-vibrational coupling
parameter for molecule m, αm =

∑
µ ωµXµ(σ

∗
m,µ +

σm,µ) [5], through the Fourier expansion α(k) =
1
N

∑
m αme

ikrm .

The quantity |C(σ, q = 0|2 represents the population

evolution of the superradiant state, while |C(σ, q ̸= 0|t)|2
describes the population evolution of the dark states. In
this scenario, an equation similar to Eq.(33) takes the
following form

d

dt
|C(σ, q)|2 = 2 Im

∑
k

α(k)C∗(σ, q)C(σ, q + k)

−NΓδq0 |C(σ, q)|2 (56)

Substituting q = 0 into Eq.(55) leads to the equation
for the superradiant state. Conversely, the equations for
q ̸= 0 describe the dark state evolution.
Parameter αm(t) can be considered as a random Gaus-

sian process for low frequency OA vibrations [51, 52]. In
a particular case, this process can be a Gauss-Markov
process with an exponential correlation function and a
characteristic attenuation time τc,

Km(t′−t′′) ≡ ⟨ᾱm(t′)ᾱm(t′′)⟩ = Km(0)e−|t′−t′′|/τc (57)

where ᾱm = αm(t) − ⟨αm⟩ are the centered quantities.
The mathematical formalism of this model resembles
the disorder effects caused by the interaction between
molecules and their surrounding environment. In a recent
study conducted by Nitzan et al. [10], the phenomenon of
superradiance in disordered molecular ensembles was ex-
plored through both numerical and analytical methods,
with a focus on perturbation analysis of the influence
of disorder effects. The study exclusively examined sin-
gle excitation states, while Coulomb intermolecular in-
teractions were disregarded. The analytical findings in
Ref.[10] can be derived from Eqs.(55) and (57) for the

averaged values ⟨|C(σ, q|t)|2⟩, as detailed in Appendix
B. As demonstrated in the aforementioned reference, the
presence of inhomogeneous broadening leads to a loss of
coherence in the collective molecular excitation and con-
sequent suppression of superradiant emission. This out-
come arises from the fact that, in the model ofN identical
two-level molecules, the quantities |Dµ(k)|2 = ω2

µSµ/N
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remain constant and independent of k, in contrast to
the scenario involving Frohlich interactions between LO
phonons and Wannier excitons.

B. Frohlich interactions of LO phonons with
Wannier excitons in polar crystals

In this section we present the perturbative solution to
Eqs.(32) and (33) over the exciton-phonon interaction
in the model of the Wannier excitons in polar crystals.
The exciton expansion coefficient is represented in the
following form:

Cn(σ, q) ≈ C(0)
n (σ, q) + C(1)

n (σ, q), (58)

where

C(0)
n (σ, q) = δn0δq0C

(0)
0 (σ, 0|t = 0)e−iW0(q=0)t− 1

2Γ0(ω)t

(59)

(see also Eqs.(B1) and (B2) of Appendix B). Here we
assume that only the superradiant state with q = 0 is
initially excited.

According to Eq.(32), C(1)(σ, q|t) obeys the equation

Ċ
(1)
0 (σ, q) + iW̃0(q)C

(1)
0 (σ, q) = i

∑
k

C
(0)
0 (σ, q = 0)

×
{
1

2
Tr[iα̃

(1)
l (k)F̂ (0)†(k|t)]− α̃

(1)
l (k; 00)δq,−k

}
, (60)

where W̃0(q) =W0(q)− i
2Γq(ω), F

(0)
nn′(k|t) = δnn′δn0δk0,

Tr[iα̃
(1)
l (k)F̂ (0)†(k|t)] = iα̃

(1)
l (k; 00)δk0, and

α̃
(1)
l (k; 00) = 2i|Dpol

l (k; 00)|2δk0
ωl

ω2
l + γ2

(61)

Because F
(0)
nn′(k, t) ∼ δk0, argument k of α̃

(1)
l (k; 00)

equals zero. Consequently, α̃
(1)
l (k = 0; 00) = 0 be-

cause |Dpol
l (k = 0; 00)|2 = 0. This immediately nulli-

fies the right-hand side of Eq.(60). As a result, in the

first approximation, C
(1)
0 (σ, q) = 0 for the initial condi-

tion C
(1)
0 (σ, q|t = 0) = 0. It can be demonstrated that

higher-order coefficients are also zero (see Appendix C).
This is in contrast to the model of N identical two-level
molecules (see Section VIIA and Appendix B), where
the interaction coefficient is independent of k constant,
Dµ = iωµXµN

−1/2, and the electron-vibrational cou-
pling, αµ(k), obeys the equation

αµ(k) = 2
ω2
µSµ

N

∫ ∞

0

dτF ∗(k|t− τ) exp(−γτ) sin (ωµτ)

(62)
In this case, α(k = 0) =

∑
µ αµ(k = 0) = 1

N

∑
m αm ̸= 0

is the average parameter of the electron-vibrational

coupling. Therefore, α(1)(k) =
∑

µ α
(1)
µ (k) =

2
ω2

µSµ

N

∫∞
0
dτF (0)∗(k|t − τ) exp(−γτ) sin (ωµτ) ̸= 0,

and the first-order coefficients C(1)(σ, q) differ from zero
(see Appendix B).

In summary, perturbation theory calculations provide
additional evidence supporting the stability of the super-
radiant properties of the q = 0 coherent state in hybrid
perovskite thin films, with respect to the perturbation
caused by the LO phonon-exciton Frohlich interaction.
As discussed in Section VI, there are systems where cer-
tain conservation laws force the k-independent part of
the decay rate Γ̃k to become zero [46]. Our consideration
generalizes this criterion to the case of the zero-constant

part of the matrix element Dpol
l (k;n0) (Eq. 12), when

the symmetrical state, k = 0 is conserved. Note that the

dumping rate Γ̃k ∼
∑

n |D
pol
l (k;n0)|2, which bridges the

two considerations.

VIII. CONCLUSION

This study provides insights into the mechanism of
high-temperature SF in hybrid perovskite thin films. SF
was observed at 78 K in methyl ammonium lead iodide
perovskite (MAPbI3) thin films [3] and at room temper-
ature in quasi-two-dimensional phenethylammonium ce-
sium lead bromide perovskite (PEA:CsPbBr3) [4]. In
both materials, the interaction between the Wannier ex-
citons and LO phonons arises from the Frohlich inter-
action. We considered a quasi-2D Wannier exciton in
a thin film interacting with LO phonons in polar crys-
tals, and calculated the interaction Hamiltonian char-
acterized by a strong wave vector dependence. Using
the multiconfiguration Hartree approach, we derived the
equations of motion for the Wannier exciton wavefunc-
tion, with the vibration degrees of freedom interacting
with the exciton via the mean-field Hartree term. The
LO phonon-exciton Frohlich interaction vanishes for the
superradiant state at the zero-wave vector. For small de-
viations, a new quadratic in the deviation state emerges
that retains superradiant properties on a scale greater
than 2π/K = 2πa0. In other words, the superradiant
properties of the coherent state in hybrid perovskites are
stable against perturbations caused by the LO phonon-
exciton Frohlich interaction. We generalized this find-
ing beyond the framework of a single-exciton approxi-
mation by considering a multiple excited state using a
semiclassical Hamiltonian. We also considered an ex-
actly solvable model for long-wave excitons, the LMG
model [14–16], the ground state of which is the totally
symmetric Dicke state. In this case, the series expan-
sion to quadratic terms k2 near the ground state corre-
sponds to the absence of a phase transition in the pres-
ence of exciton-phonon coupling, that is, the maintenance
of the superradiant state. A key requirement for high-
temperature SF in hybrid perovskite thin films is the
formation of Wannier excitons coupled to the LO phonon
via Frohlich interaction. This can be understood as fol-
lows: at zero wave vector k, the macroscopic LO phonon
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electric field is uniform in space and thus cannot alter
the energy of neutral excitons, unlike for the uncorrelated
electrons and holes, which carry a net charge. The Wan-

nier exciton-LO phonon coupling Dpol
l (k;nn′) contains

no wave-vector independent term. For small non-zero

wave vectors, the coupling Dpol
l (k;nn′) is proportional to

k, analogous to the matrix element for optical quadrupole
transitions. A state with a specific wave vector q can be
metastable, similar to a metastable state that can occur
in optics when no dipole transition is allowed.

We rewrote our theory in terms of the density matrix,
which does not contain a highly nonlinear Hartree term
in the wave-function equation. Therefore, the density
matrix equations may be simpler than the corresponding
wavefunction equations. This density matrix-based con-
sideration allowed us to draw an analogy between our
system and stable systems where certain conservation
laws forced the constant part of the decay Γ̃k to zero
[46]. We associate this criterion with the absence of a

constant component in the matrix elements Dpol
l (k;nn′)

(including Dpol
l (k; 00)), when the symmetrical superra-

diant state k = 0 is conserved. Perturbation theory
calculations provide a good illustration of this rule. In-
deed, the electron-vibrational interactions in the model
of N identical two-level molecules, where the matrix ele-

ments
∣∣Dµ(k)

∣∣2 = ω2
µSµ/N are independent of k, destroy

the coherence of the collective molecular excitations and,
consequently, suppress SF. In contrast, the LO phonon-

exciton Frohlich interactions, for which
∣∣∣Dpol

l (k;nn′)
∣∣∣2

(and
∣∣∣Dpol

l (k; 00)
∣∣∣2) have no constant component, do not

disrupt the superradiant coherent state.

To summarize, the present work elucidates the condi-
tions for maintaining the superradiant properties of the
coherent state at high temperatures, which can inform
the design of new quantum technology systems. How-
ever, several unresolved problems remain. First, the
problem of the influence of LO phonon-exciton Frohlich
interactions on the superradiant properties on a scale of
the order or smaller than 2π/K = 2πa0, that is beyond
the series expansion to quadratic terms k2 near the su-
perradiant state. Such an extension will enable us to
study exciton-exciton correlations and the correlation of
exciton states with different wave numbers induced by
exciton-phonon interactions. In addition, the Markovian
master equation (51) describes the attenuation for weak
LO phonon-exciton interactions. This weak interaction
leads to the mode-mode coupling in terms of the theory
of critical phenomena [46]. For stronger interactions, the
solution of α̃l(k;nn

′) with the Hartree term in, Eq.(31),
has to be found. In cases of stronger interaction, the
mode-mode coupling terms may lead to regular or or-
ganized motion. The problems associated with strong
interactions will be covered separately.
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Appendix A: Matrix elements of Hamiltonians

To continue our calculations, we utilize the general ob-
servation that the matrix elements ⟨σ′, q′|Ĥ0|σ, q⟩ of a

generic Hamiltonian Ĥ0, normally ordered in b̂†qs and b̂qs,

can be obtained by replacing the operators b̂†qs and b̂qs
with σ′

q,s
∗
and σq,s, respectively. That is:

⟨σ′, n′q′|Ĥ0|σ, nq⟩ = ⟨σ′|σ⟩⟨n′q′|Ĥ0(σ
′∗,σ)|nq⟩ (A1)

And correspondingly:

⟨σ′, n′q′|b̂kĤ0|σ, nq⟩ = σk⟨σ′, n′q′|Ĥ0|σ, nq⟩

+ ⟨σ′|σ⟩ ∂

∂σ′∗
k

⟨n′q′|Ĥ0(σ
′∗,σ)|nq⟩ (A2)

Therefore, we obtain:

i

ℏ
⟨σ′, n′q′|ĤW

ex |σ, nq⟩ = i⟨σ′|σ⟩Wn(q
′)δnn′δqq′ (A3)

and

i

ℏ
⟨σ′, n′q′|Ĥph|σ, nq⟩ = i⟨σ′|σ⟩δnn′δqq′ωl

×
∑
k′

[(σ′∗
k′−σ∗

k′)σk′ + σ∗
k′σk′ ] (A4)

Using Eq. (A2), we also derive

i

ℏ
⟨σ′, n′q′|b̂kĤW

ex |σ, nq⟩ = i ⟨σ′|σ⟩σkWn(q
′)δnn′δqq′

(A5)
and

i

ℏ
⟨σ′, n′q′|b̂kĤph|σ, nq⟩ = i⟨σ′|σ⟩δnn′δqq′σkωl

×

{
1 +

∑
k′

[(σ′∗
k′−σ∗

k′)σk′ + σ∗
k′σk′ ]

}
(A6)

To obtain the expressions for the interac-
tion term we, first, calculate the “sandwich”

⟨n′q′|B̂†
n′′,k+k′B̂n′′′k|nq⟩ = δn′n′′δn′′′nδq′,k+k′δkq .

This gives

− i

ℏ
⟨σ′, n′q′|ĤW

I |σ, nq⟩ = ⟨σ′|σ⟩Dpol
l (q′ − q;n′n)

×
[
(σ′∗

q−q′ − σ∗
q−q′) + (σ∗

q−q′ − σq′−q)
]

(A7)

Consequently, we also have

− i

ℏ
⟨σ′, n′q′|b̂kĤW

I |σ, nq⟩ = ⟨σ′|σ⟩

×
{
σkD

pol
l (q′−q;n′n)[(σ′∗

q−q′−σ∗
q−q′)+(σ∗

q−q′−σq′−q)]

+D∗pol
l (k;nn′)δk,q−q′

}
. (A8)
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Appendix B: Comparison with Ref. [10].

The analytical results in Ref.[10] can be derived from
Eqs.(55) and (57) for the average values ⟨|C(σ, q)|2⟩. To
obtain these results, we solved Eq.(55) using perturba-
tion theory with respect to α(k):

C(σ, q) ≈ C(0)(σ, q) + C(1)(σ, q) (B1)

where

C(0)(σ, q) = C(0)(σ, q = 0|t = 0)e−iωegt−NΓ
2 t (B2)

We assumed that initially, only the superradiant state
was excited.

The function C(1)(σ, q) obeys the equation

˙C(1)(σ, q) = −iωegC
(1)(σ, q)− NΓ

2
C(1)(σ, q)δq0

− i
∑
k

α(k)

[
C(0)(σ, q + k)− 1

2
C(0)(σ, q)F (0)(k, t)

]
,

(B3)

where F (0)(k, t) =
∑

q ρ
(0)
q+k,q(t) = δk0.

The solution for Eq.(B3) can be expressed as:

C(1)(σ, q) = iC(0)(σ, 0|t = 0)e−(iωeg+
NΓ
2 )t

×
∫ t

0

dx
[
− α(−q, t− x)e

NΓ
2 (1−δq0)x

+
1

2
δq0e

3NΓ
2 x−NΓ

2 δq0x−NΓtα(q = 0, t− x)
]

(B4)

assuming C(1)(σ, q|t = 0) = 0.
The superradiant state (q = 0) coefficient C(1)(σ, q =

0) matches the results in Ref. [10] if the Hartree term
(the second term on the right-hand side of Eq.(B4))
is neglected. Substituting the expansion α(−q, t) =
1
N

∑
m αm(t) exp(−iqrm) into Eq.(B4) gives:

C(1)(σ, q = 0) = − i

N
C(0)(σ, 0|t = 0)e−iωegt∫ t

0

dt′
{
e−

NΓ
2 t
∑
m

αm(t′)−δq0
2
e−

NΓ
2 t
∑
m

αm(t′)e−NΓt′
}
(B5)

The first term on the right-hand side of Eq.(B5) is equiva-
lent to that in Eq.(B6) in Ref. [10] if we set C(0)(σ, 0|t =
0) equal to 1 and treat αm as a centered variable.
For the dark states (q ̸= 0), Eq.(B4) provides the fol-

lowing result:

C(1)(σ, q ̸= 0) = −iC(0)(σ, 0|t = 0)e−iωegt

×
∫ t

0

dt′

N

∑
m

αm(t′)e−iqrme−
NΓ
2 t′ (B6)

Moving to the probability densities
∣∣C(1)(σ, q ̸= 0)

∣∣2,
summing over dark states (q ̸= 0), and averaging over
αm, we obtain:

∑
q ̸=0

⟨
∣∣∣C(1)(σ, q ̸= 0)

∣∣∣2⟩ = N − 1

N2

×
∫ t

0

∫ t

0

∑
m

⟨αm(t′)αm(t′′)⟩e−NΓ
2 (t′+t′′)dt′dt′′ (B7)

where we used
∑

q ̸=0 exp[−iq(rm − rj)] = (N − 1)δjm,
with N − 1 being the number of dark states.

Since ⟨
∣∣C(1)(σ, q ̸= 0)

∣∣2⟩ does not depend on the

dark state index [10], then ⟨
∣∣C(1)(σ, q ̸= 0)

∣∣2⟩ =
1

N−1

∑
q ̸=0⟨

∣∣C(1)(σ, q ̸= 0)
∣∣2⟩. By assuming αm to be

a centered quantity, utilizing Eq.(57), we obtain from
Eq.(B7):

⟨
∣∣∣C(1)(σ, q ̸= 0)

∣∣∣2⟩
=
K(0)

N

∫ t

0

∫ t

0

e−
NΓ
2 (t′+t′′)e−

|t′−t′′|
τc dt′dt′′ (B8)

In the derivation of Eq.(B8), we made the assumption,
stated in Ref.[10], that the correlation functions, Eq.(57),
do not depend on m. As a result, we obtain:

∑
m

⟨αm(t′)αm(t′′)⟩ =
∑
m

Km(0)e−
|t′−t′′|

τc

= NK(0)e−
|t′−t′′|

τc , (B9)

where Km(0) = K(0). Eq.(B8) corresponds precisely to
Eq.(B.12) in Ref.[10].
Thus, the analytical results in Ref.[10] for coefficients

C(σ, q) can be derived using our theory by disregarding
the Hartree term in the equation for the coefficients of a
single-exciton wavefunction. It is important to highlight
that the terms of this nature were also eliminated from
Eq.(56) for the population |C(σ, q)|2. As the main ob-
jective of Ref.[10] was to calculate the populations, the
absence of the Hartree term in the expressions for the
amplitudes C(σ, q) was not significant.

Appendix C: Calculation of coefficients using the
Poisson method.

The calculation of C(1)(σ, q) follows a method simi-
lar to the first approximation calculation in the Poisson
method [53]. Eq.(32) can be expressed as follows:

Ċ0(σ, q) + iW̃0(q)C0(σ, q) = εf (C) , (C1)

where the function f (C), which is proportional to the
small parameter ε, represents the right-hand side of
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Eq.(32). In the Poisson method, the solution is sought
as a series

C0(σ, q) = C
(0)
0 (σ, q) + εC

(1)
0 (σ, q)

+ ε2C
(2)
0 (σ, q) + ... (C2)

By substituting series (C2) on the left-hand side of
Eq.(C1), the result of substitution is expanded in the
powers of ε. Subsequently, the coefficients at the same
power of ε are equated, leading to the following system
of equations:

Ċ
(0)
0 (σ, q) + iW̃0(q)C

(0)
0 (σ, q) = 0 (C3)

Ċ
(1)
0 (σ, q) + iW̃0(q)C

(1)
0 (σ, q) = f

(
C(0)

)
(C4)

Ċ
(2)
0 (σ, q) + iW̃0(q)C

(2)
0 (σ, q) = f ′C

(
C(0)

)
C(1) (C5)

where f ′C denotes the derivative with respect to C.

It can be easily confirmed that Eqs.(C3) and (C4) co-
incide with the corresponding equations in Section VIIB.

Because C
(1)
0 (σ, q) = 0, the right-hand side of Eq.(C5)

is also zero, resulting in C
(2)
0 (σ, q) = 0. Consequently,

higher-order coefficients are zero.
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