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Recent theoretical studies in quantum spectroscopy have emphasized the potential of non-classical correla-
tions in entangled photon pairs for selectively targeting specific nonlinear optical processes in nonlinear optical
responses. However, because of the extremely low intensity of the nonlinear optical signal generated by ir-
radiating molecules with entangled photon pairs, time-resolved spectroscopic measurements using entangled
photons have yet to be experimentally implemented. In this paper, we theoretically propose a quantum spec-
troscopy measurement employing a time-resolved fluorescence approach that aligns with the capabilities of
current photon detection technologies. The proposed quantum spectroscopy affords two remarkable advantages
over conventional two-dimensional electronic spectroscopy. First, it enables the acquisition of two-dimensional
spectra without requiring control over multiple pulsed lasers. Second, it reduces the complexity of the spec-
tra because the spectroscopic signal is contingent upon the nonlinear optical process of spontaneous emission.
These advantages are similar to those achieved in a previous study [Fujihashi et al., J. Chem. Phys. 160, 104201
(2024)]. However, our approach achieves sufficient signal intensities that can be readily detected using existing
photon detection technologies, thereby rendering it a practicable. Our findings will potentially facilitate the first
experimental real-time observation of dynamic processes in molecular systems using quantum entangled photon

pairs.

I. INTRODUCTION

The potential of quantum light to serve as a valuable re-
source for advancing innovative measurement techniques in
spectroscopy has garnered increasing attention [1-18]. For
instance, entangled photons have the potential to enable sig-
nificant advances in the scaling of two-photon absorption [2—
7], subshot noise absorption spectroscopy [10, 11], and in-
frared spectroscopy with visible light [12-14]. Given these
promising capabilities, researchers have begun exploring the
feasibility of employing entangled photons in time-resolved
spectroscopy, including coherent multidimensional optical
spectroscopy [19-36]. For example, coincidence detection
of entangled photon pairs has been shown to enhance the
signal-to-noise ratio of pump-probe spectroscopy [21]. The
non-classical photon correlation between entangled photons
has the potential to enable time-resolved spectroscopy with
monochromatic pumping [24-27] and to selectively target
specific nonlinear optical processes in a nonlinear optical re-
sponse [28-34].

The nonlinear optical susceptibility of molecules is typi-
cally observed to exhibit relatively small magnitudes. Even
with the use of a quasi-phase-matched crystal, the conver-
sion efficiency of spontaneous parametric down-conversion
(SPDC) remains within the range of 107° to 107'°. Conse-
quently, the intensity of the nonlinear optical signal gener-
ated by irradiating molecules with entangled photon pairs is
extremely low [37-39]. As the previously proposed time-
resolved quantum spectroscopy measurement [24, 32] relies
on this two-photon irradiation, the issue of low signal inten-
sity remains unresolved. Consequently, experimental imple-
mentations of time-resolved spectroscopic measurements with
entangled photons have yet to be realized.

An alternative approach to overcoming the constraints as-

sociated with nonlinear optical signals is the use of entangled
photons in time-resolved fluorescence measurements [40—45].
Time-resolved fluorescence spectroscopy facilitates the acqui-
sition of data pertaining to third-order nonlinear optical re-
sponses by detecting fluorescence signals from the excited
states of molecules induced by light irradiation. This method
requires irradiating only one of the entangled photon pairs
onto the molecules [41]; this ensures that the signal intensi-
ties are sufficiently strong to be detected using current pho-
ton detection technology. Researchers have successfully con-
ducted fluorescence lifetime measurements with monochro-
matic pumping [42—44] by leveraging the non-classical corre-
lations of entangled photon pairs. Additionally, single-photon
absorption events in photosynthetic complexes have been ob-
served [45].

However, performing time-resolved and frequency-
resolved measurements based on fluorescence measurements
with entangled photons presents the challenge of prolonged
measurement times. While charge-coupled devices (CCDs)
have been employed for absorption measurements at the
single-photon level [10-12], their frame rates impose sig-
nificant limitations on the permissible number of events.
Consequently, CCDs cannot perform time-stamping mea-
surements, leading to extended measurement times when
acquiring time-resolved spectra. Recently, a photon detection
technique using a delay-line anode single-photon detector
(DLD) has been developed [46]. The DLD incorporates a
photocathode, microchannel plate, and delay-line anode. Pho-
toelectron signals guided by the microchannel plate provide
information on the photon arrival time at the DLD with a time
resolution of several hundred picoseconds. Furthermore, the
DLD can reconstruct photon arrival positions by analyzing
the time difference between signals generated at both ends
of the meander-shaped delay-line anode. Thus, combining
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the DLD with a spectrometer allows single-photon-level
time-resolved spectral measurements without the need for
frequency scanning. Moreover, the absence of frame rate
limitations significantly reduces measurement times. For
instance, the two-dimensional frequency distribution of
entangled photon pairs generated from a CuCl semiconductor
single crystal can be measured within a few minutes—a
process that is thousands of times faster than conventional
methods. As a result, this technology enables the develop-
ment of a time-resolved spectroscopy method with entangled
photons, capable of simultaneously measuring frequency and
time information within a practical measurement duration.

In this paper, we propose a quantum spectroscopy measure-
ment utilizing a time-resolved fluorescence approach that is
compatible with current photon detection technologies. As
shown in Fig. 1, the proposed quantum spectroscopy mea-
surement can obtain time-resolved spectra, including two-
dimensional electronic spectra (2DES) [47-50], without re-
quiring control over multiple pulsed lasers. Furthermore, we
present a theoretical framework demonstrating that the com-
plexity of the spectra can be reduced because the spectro-
scopic signal is contingent upon the nonlinear optical process
of spontaneous emission. These advantages align with those
of previously proposed spectroscopic methods [24, 32]. How-
ever, this approach achieves sufficient signal intensities that
can be readily detected with existing photon detection tech-
nologies, rendering it a practical method.

II. QUANTUM STATES OF ENTANGLED TWIN

For simplicity, we assumed the following: (1) the weak
down-conversion regime, (2) the degenerate type-II SPDC,
(3) the SPDC process is perfectly phase-matched at the cen-
tral frequency wy, and the group velocity dispersion through
the nonlinear medium is negligible [51], (4) the symmetric
group-velocity matching, where the sum of the inverse group
velocities of the signal and idler photons is equal to twice the
pump inverse group velocity [52, 53], and (5) the impulsive
pump limit. On the basis of these assumptions, the quantum
state of the generated twin photons is expressed as

[Yiwin) = ¢ f f dwsdw; p(ws — w)al(w)a (w)lvac), (1)

where &Z(a)) and &j(a)) are the creation operators for the sig-
nal and idler photons of frequency w, and the prefactor £ rep-
resents the conversion efficiency of the SPDC process. The
detailed derivation is presented in Appendix A. In the phase-
matching condition, ¢(w) = sinc(wT./4), the parameter T
denotes the so-called entanglement time [4]. When the en-
tanglement time is sufficiently long compared to timescales
of the dynamics under investigation, i.e., Te — oo, the phase-
matching function simplifies to ¢(ws—wi) =~ d(ws—w;), leading
to a simplified expression for the quantum state of the gener-
ated twin:

W) = ¢ f do 1 (@) (@)Ivac). %)
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FIG. 1. Schematic of the proposed quantum spectroscopy. A pulsed
laser pumps a type-1I PDC crystal, generating degenerate entangled
twin photons. A beam sampler (BS) partially reflects the pump
source to a photodiode as a reference signal, which initiates the timer
of a time-correlated single-photon counting (TCSPC) device. After
passing through the crystal, the photons are sorted by a polarizing
beam splitter (PBS): The idler photon is dispersed by a spectrome-
ter and detected by a DLD (DLD 1), while the signal photon passes
through the PBS and excites a molecule in a microscope setup. Simi-
larly, the fluorescence photon from the molecule is dispersed and de-
tected by another DLD (DLD 2). The TCSPC device measures time
correlation between idler photons and fluorescence photons, both of
which pass through a spectrometer and then a DLD before being out-
put. This measurement process is repeated, and the coincidence sig-
nal is integrated to obtain the time-resolved fluorescence spectrum as
a function of @;, &, f;, and 7. Here, @, and 7, are the frequency and
arrival time of photon a recorded at the DLD, respectively.

This indicates that the frequency of the signal photon can
be precisely reconstructed by measuring the frequency of
the idler photon. Therefore, this study considered the limit
T. — oo, as opposed to the CW pumping case wherein the
limit 7. — O results in strong frequency correlations between
the twin photons. The scenario wherein 7 takes a finite value
is discussed in Appendix C.

The free Hamiltonian of the radiation field is expressed
as Hieq = DS F f dw hw &E(w)&g(w), where the operator
&;L(w) creates a spontaneously emitted photon of frequency
w. The positive frequency component of the field operator is
given by E"f;(t) = 2n)7! f dw b, (w)e ', whereas the nega-
tive frequency component is £5(7) = E}(r)". We further as-
sumed that the bandwidth of the fields is negligible compared
to the central frequency [54].

III. TIME- AND FREQUENCY-RESOLVED TWO-PHOTON
COINCIDENCE SIGNAL

We investigated the time- and frequency-resolved two-
photon coincidence signal, which facilitates the simultaneous
acquisition of spectral and temporal information of photons
through the combined use of the spectrometer and the DLD.



To obtain this signal, the time-correlated single-photon count- Fr(w, @) = - e

ing (TCSPC) device measures the time correlation between i(@q — w) + 07
the electric fields of the idler and fluorescence photons, both
of which pass through the diffraction grating and subsequently
the DLD before being output. However, the arrival time of
photons measured by the DLD is affected by dead time and
detector jitter, which introduces temporal blurring. The tem-
poral distribution of the electric field of the detected photon is
represented as the product of the temporal profile of the orig-
inal electric field and the temporal distribution caused by the
arrival time uncertainty of the DLD. Similarly, the measured
photon frequency is influenced by the frequency resolution of
the detector, leading to spectral blurring. The frequency dis-
tribution of the electric field of the detected photon can be
described as the product of the frequency distribution of the
original electric field and the frequency distribution associated
with the uncertainty in the measured photon frequency.

“)

where @, and 7, represent the center frequency and arrival
time of photon a recorded at the DLD, respectively. Equa-
tion (3) describes the uncertainty of the arrival time of pho-
ton a, f,, associated with the detection of photon a by the
DLD. Similarly, Eq. (4) characterizes the uncertainty in the
frequency of photon a, @,, measured by the DLD. The tem-
poral resolution of the DLD is denoted by o, while o repre-
sents the detector’s frequency resolution, which is determined
by both the number of grating grooves in the spectrometer
and the position resolution of the DLD [58]. Let E;’(t) de-
note the electric field before reaching the DLD. The informa-
tion obtained at the DLDs can then be expressed as follows
[28, 55, 59]

EH(@arTar 1) = f ds Fy(t = 5,0, F (s, 1)E} (5),  (5)
To describe the information obtained at the DLD, we define >
the following two functions [55-57]: where Fe(f,0,) is the Fourier transform of Eq. (4), i.e.,
Fi(t,@,) = o8(1)e™ =71 with 6(¢) representing the Heavi-
side step function. The TCSPC device subsequently measures
1 the time corrAelation between tAhe electric fields detected at the
F(t,1,) = exp [_—z(t - fa)z] , 3) two DLDs, Ep(@g, ;1) and &;(@;, §i; 1), resulting in the time-

207 and frequency-resolved two-photon coincidence signal [59],

S@rinoni)= [ a [ dsulgu@n i 0bi@n i @598 @5 0] ©)
[
where p(f) denotes the density operator for the total system, I:Imol,ﬁeld, up to the fourth order. The signal consists of two
with p(—c0) = pi?ol ® [Wewin Wiwinl, and pi?ol represents the contributions classified as rephasing and non-rephasing stim-
thermal equilibrium state of the molecule’s photoactive de- ulated emission (SE) [60]. Accordingly, Eq. (6) is expressed
grees of freedom. The term p(f) in Eq. (6) can be perturba- as follows:

tively expanded with respect to the molecule-field interaction,

2 00 00
S (g, Ip; i, §) = %Ref dl3f dty Fi(ts + Tp, Tp)Fo(ty + B, ) e @00
0 0

X [e TN (13, T + F,11) + e TN DG (13, 7+ iy 11)], (T)

where (I)(Sr])a(@, >, t1) and (D(Srg)(l‘3, ), 11) denote the rephasing IV. COMPARISON OF QUANTUM AND CLASSICAL
and non-rephasing response functions, respectively. In deriv- SPECTROSCOPY

ing Eq. (7), we assumed that the time resolution of the de-

tector is sufficiently short compared to the system dynamics The SE contribution to the absorptive 2D spectrum ob-

timescale, o — 0. The derivation of this expression is pro- tained using heterodyne-detected photon echo [47] and phase-

vided in Appendix C. modulated fluorescence-detected 2D electronic spectroscopy
[48-50] in the impulsive limit is expressed as

nr)

Sse(w3, 1, w1) = Sel (w3, b, w1) + S (w3, o, w1),  (8)



TABLE I. Single excitation Hamiltonian matrix elements in units of
-1
cm™.

Pigment 1 2 3
1 12500 30 30
2 30 12400 -40
3 30 -40 12200
where S(S’g(a)g, ty, wy) represents the real part of the Fourier-

x)

Laplace transform of (I)(SE(t3, t2,t1). The signal in Eq. (7) is
similar to the SE contribution of the absorptive 2D spectrum
in Eq. (8), except that the signal in Eq. (7) depends on the
shape of the function in Eq. (3). When photon detectors with
appropriate temporal and frequency resolution are used, the
proposed quantum spectroscopy provides the following spec-
tral information. The signal in Eq. (7) can temporally resolve
the dynamics of the electronic excited state by recording fp+7;,
that is, the sum of the detection times of fluorescence photons
and heralded photons. Owing to the frequency correlations
between the entangled photons, which satisfy the condition
ws = wi, the proposed quantum spectroscopy also corresponds
to the SE contribution of the absorptive 2D spectra. This is
achieved through the measurement of the frequencies g and
@;. By selectively detecting the SE contributions, the com-
plexity of analyzing multidimensional spectra is expected to
be reduced, thereby facilitating the extraction of information
on the excited molecular state dynamics, as demonstrated in
the numerical results.

Notably, a fundamental difference exists between the pro-
posed quantum spectroscopy and conventional 2DES regard-
ing the limits of time and frequency resolution. In 2DES, as
described in Eq. (8), when all pulses are of very short dura-
tion, the resulting two-dimensional signal directly represents
the molecule’s third-order response function. In contrast, in
the quantum spectroscopy, when the detector’s time resolu-
tion is sufficiently short, the signal in Eq. (7) is given by the
convolution of the third-order response function and the func-
tion in Eq. (3). Under these conditions, the coherence be-
tween the electronic ground and excited states during #; and #3
decays more rapidly than the original decay lifetime owing to
the time profile of the function in Eq. (3), thereby reducing the
frequency resolution. Indeed, in the case where the detector’s
time resolution is infinitely short, Fy(,7,) = 6(t — ), Eq. (7)
reduces to a time-resolved signal that has lost frequency reso-
lution:

S (@, fr; @i, ;) = *Re L0, + 7, 0). )

Appendix D details the numerical examination of the impact
of the time resolution of the detector on the quantum spec-
troscopy.

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS

The advantages of the selective SE contributions are
demonstrated through numerical calculations of a simple

model system. We consider electronic excitations in a cou-
pled trimer, described by the molecular Hamiltonian defined
in Ref. 27. The third-order response functions in Eq. (7) are
calculated using the second-order cumulant expansion with
respect to the electronic energy fluctuations induced by the
environment [61], and electronic energy transfer is modeled
using the secular Redfield equation [62]. The electronic exci-
tation of each pigment is coupled to an environment character-
ized by the overdamped Brownian oscillator model [60]. The
timescale of environmental reorganization and the reorgani-
zation energy were set to 50 fs and 55 cm™!, respectively. The
temperature was set to 77 K. The excitation energy of the pig-
ments and the interaction strength between the pigments are
summarized in Table I. For simplicity, the transition dipole
moments of the pigments were assumed to be parallel and
were set to the same value for all pigments.

Figure 2(a) shows the calculated 2D spectra obtained using
the quantum spectroscopy described in Eq. (7). The detection
time of idler photons is fixed to f; = 0. The time resolution
of the detector and the frequency resolution of the spectrom-
eter are set to oy = 400fs and oy = 0, respectively. The
detected times of the fluorescence photons are 7z = 0 and
2 ps. the absorptive 2D spectrum obtained using the photon
echo technique in the impulsive limit is shown in Fig. 2(b).
Figure 2(c) depicts the SE contribution to the absorptive 2D
spectra presented in Fig. 2(b). The spectrum at r, = Ops in
Fig. 2(c) exhibits three diagonal peaks. Over time, energy
transfer from higher-energy excitons to lower-energy excitons
causes the disappearance of two diagonal peaks derived from
high-energy excitons, along with the emergence of two cross-
peaks. However, conventional 2D Fourier transform photon
echo measurements observe only the sum of GSB, SE, and
ESA contributions, making it impossible to isolate the SE con-
tribution. Consequently, these measurements require careful
interpretation of complex spectra. For example, the absorp-
tive 2D spectrum in Fig. 2(b) exhibits negative peaks resulting
from the ESA, but the peak positions are shifted from their
original ESA positions because of the overlap with nearby
positive GSB peaks. This overlap hinders the extraction of
accurate information regarding the excited state. In contrast,
as shown in Fig. 2(a), the signal obtained from the quantum
spectroscopy contains spectral information equivalent to the
SE contribution, except for the reduced frequency resolution
caused by the detector’s time resolution, 0. The impact of the
detector’s time resolution is detailed in Appendix D. There-
fore, the proposed quantum spectroscopy presents a promising
approach for accurately elucidating energy transfer processes
in photosynthetic proteins with multiple pigments, which are
often challenging to analyze using conventional 2D photon
echo techniques.

However, the time resolution of the DLD is on the order
of several hundred picoseconds [46], which is insufficient to
observe excitation energy transfer in photosynthetic proteins
[47, 63] and organic materials [64] where subpicosecond time
resolution is required. This limitation applies not only to the
DLD but also to current single-photon imagers such as single-
photon avalanche diode arrays [65] and multi-anode single-
photon imagers [66]. One potential solution is to combine
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FIG. 2. 2D spectra obtained by the quantum spectroscopy described
in Eq. (7). (b) The absorptive 2D spectrum obtained using the classi-
cal pulses in the impulsive limit. (c) SE contribution to the absorptive
2D spectra. In panel (a), the detection time of the idler photon was
set as #; = 0. The time resolution of the detector and the frequency
resolution of the spectrometer were set to o = 400fs and oy = 0,
respectively. Normalization of contour plots (a)—(c) is such that the
maximum value of each spectrum at 7 = 0 (, = 0) is unity, and
equally spaced contour levels (0, £0.1, £0.2, ...) are shown.

these detectors with streak tubes, which will enable time res-
olutions of approximately 200 fs.

VI. CONCLUSION

We demonstrated a quantum spectroscopy technique using
a time-resolved fluorescence approach that is feasible with
current photon detection technologies. The proposed quan-
tum spectroscopy offers two significant advantages over con-
ventional 2DES by leveraging the non-classical photon corre-
lations of entangled photon pairs. First, the proposed quantum
spectroscopy provides two-dimensional spectra without re-
quiring the control of multiple pulsed lasers. Second, whereas

conventional 2D spectra contain GSB, SE, and ESA con-
tributions, the proposed spectroscopy selectively detects the
SE contribution alone. This significantly reduces spectral
complexity, facilitating straightforward extraction of informa-
tion regarding the excited-state dynamics of molecular sys-
tems. These benefits are similar to those of previously pro-
posed spectroscopic method [24, 32]. However, this approach
achieves sufficient signal intensities that can be readily de-
tected with current photon detection technologies such as the
DLD, rendering it a practical method. Our findings are an-
ticipated to pave way to the first experimental application of
real-time observation of dynamic processes in molecular sys-
tems using quantum entangled photon pairs.
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Appendix A: Entangled photon pairs

This section details the derivation of Eq. (1). For simplicity,
we consider electric fields inside a one-dimensional nonlinear
crystal of length L, subject to the degenerate type-I1I PDC pro-
cess. In the weak down-conversion regime, the state of the
generated twin photons is given by [67]

W) = f doo f dws flwr, 02 (@1 (@Dlvac), (A1)

where |vac) denotes the photon vacuum state, and &I(a)) and
&I(w) are the creation operators of the signal and idler pho-
tons, respectively. The two-photon amplitude, f(wi,wz), is
expressed as

Ak(wy, wr)L

> ; (A2)

Sflwr, w2) = {ay(w) + wy)sine
where a,(w) is the normalized pump envelope, Ak(wi, w>)
represents the wave vector mismatch among the input and out-
put photons, and { corresponds to the conversion efficiency of
the PDC process. In the degenerate type-II PDC, Ak(w;, w»)
may be approximated linearly around the central frequencies
of the two beams [51],

Ak(w, w2)L = (w1 — wp/2)Ts + (w2 — w, /2)T; (A3)
with T; = (v;' = v;")L. Here, vy, v, and v; are the group
velocities of the pump laser with central frequency w,, sig-
nal beam, and idler beam, respectively. For simplicity, we
assume the symmetric group-velocity matching, wherein the

sum of the inverse group velocities of the signal and idler pho-
tons equals twice the pump inverse group velocity (75 = —T5)



[52, 53]. This assumption leads to a two-photon amplitude  The first term is the Hamiltonian to describe photoactive de-

characterized by the following form: grees of freedom in molecules. The second term, Hied =
DS F f dwhw 4} (w)as(w) describes the free radiation field,
flwr, w2) = {ap(wr + w)d(w) — ws), (A4) where &;(a)) is the creation operator of a spontaneously emit-

ted photon of frequency w. We employ the rotating-wave ap-

where ¢(w) = sinc[wTe/4]. Here, the so-called entanglement proximation for the molecule-field interaction as

time 7. = |Ts — T;| is the maximum time difference between
twin photons leaving the crystal [4]. The analysis in this study
is limited to the case of impulsive pumping in the PDC pro-
cess, that is, ap(w) = 1. Consequently, we obtain the expres-
sion of the twin photon state as

Hyol—fielas = —1+EZ (1) — e Ef (1) + hec, (B2)

where 1. denotes the transition dipole operator to describe
the optical transition from the ground state to the single ex-
cited state. The deexcitation from the single excited state
to the ground state is described by fi_- = ,Lﬂ. The posi-
N = _ AT A~ tive frequency component of the field operator is given b

[Wriwin) = ¢ f dw f dw; p(w1 — w2)ay(w1)a; (wy)lvac). AR :q (2n)¥1 [ d£ au(w)e-', and the[; egative frgequencg

(AS5) component is E;(t) = E;(t)T. We further assume that the
bandwidth of the fields is negligible compared to the central
frequency [54].

Appendix B: Hamiltonian
Appendix C: Time- and frequency-resolved two-photon

. . . coincidence signal
We consider the Hamiltonian,

The time- and frequency-resolved two-photon coincidence

H = Huot + Hiield + Hinol-field- (B signal in Fig. 1 is written as [59],
|
S (@p. T 01, ) = f dr f ds T (@r, s DEH@r, T D& (@1 T3 )E (@, s 9P, 1

where the density operator p(f) describes a state of the total system with the condition of p(—co0) = [0){(0] ® [Wiwin){Wiwin|- BY
substituting Eq. (5), we perform integration by parts on Eq. (C1). Consequently, we obtain

_ _ 1 00 ! 00 S B B B B - ,
S (Wr, tp; @i, 1) = ERef dtf dt’f dsf ds' Fu(t, i) Fy(t', Tp)F(s, B)F(s', e T @t=r)
x (e WSO B () EF(E] () ET (9)p(0)]
+ e TG EL (1) EF (D E; (9)E (5)p(1)]). (C2)

The term p(¢) in Eq. (C2) can be perturbatively expanded with respect to the molecule-field interaction, H ol—fields up to fourth-
order. The signal is expressed as the sum of two contributions, which are classified into rephasing and non-rephasing stimulated
emission (SE). Consequently, Eq. (C2) can be expressed as

2 00 00 00 00
S(L_L)F,I_F;L_L)i,fi) = %Ref dl3f dl‘zf dh f dsF(ty; +1t, +1 — s, fp)
0 0 0 -0

X Fi(ty + 1y = 5, f)Fi(s, H)F(s = 11, 7)e™ O D(=5)D(t; = 5)
X [e TN (13,15, 11) + ¢TI O (13,1, 11) (C3)
where D(?) is the Fourier transform of the phase matching function defined by
D) = 2n)7 ! f dw ¢p(w)e ™", (C4)

We assume that the time resolution of the detector is sufficiently short compared to the timescale of the system dynamics. By
letting F(¢) — 6(¢) for two of the four functions Fi(¢), Eq. (C3) simplifies to

2 o 00
S (@g, fp; @i, §) = %Ref dts f dty Fy(ts + Tr, i) Fo(t) + B, Bi)e™TTO5 D(—1) — £)D(=F;)
0 0

X [e*(‘f‘”a'i)"d)(sr])i(t3,fi + g, 11) + € TN QI (13 F + T, tl)] : (©5)
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FIG. 3. (a) Impact of the time resolution of the detector on the quan-
tum spectroscopy described in Eq. (C5). The detection time of the
idler photon is fixed to # = 0. The entanglement time is set to
T. = 1600 fs. Other parameters are the same as those in Fig. 2. Nor-
malization of contour plots (a)—(c) ensures that the maximum value
of each spectrum at 7z = 0 is unity, and equally spaced contour levels
(0, 0.1, £0.2, ...) are shown.

When the entanglement time is sufficiently long compared to
timescales of dynamics under investigation, namely 7, — oo,
Eq. (C4) simplifies to D(f) = §(¢), resulting in Eq. (7).

Appendix D: Additional numerical results

To supplement the discussion in in the main text, we present
additional numerical results in this section. The quantum
spectroscopy calculations were performed using Eq. (C5) in-
stead of Eq. (7) to account for the effects of finite entangle-
ment time (i.e., the phase-matching function).
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FIG. 4. Impact of the entanglement time on the quantum spec-
troscopy described in Eq. (C5). The detection time of the idler pho-
ton is fixed to ; = 0. Other parameters are the same as those in
Fig. 2. Normalization of contour plots (a)—(c) ensures that the max-
imum value of each spectrum at 7z = 0 is unity, and equally spaced
contour levels (0, +0.1, 0.2, ...) are shown.

1. Impact of the time resolution of the detector on the 2D
spectra

We explore the impact of the time resolution of the detec-
tor on the 2D spectra. Figure 3 presents 2D spectra obtained
with quantum spectroscopy for various values of 0. The en-
tanglement time is set to 7. = 1600 fs. All other parameters
in Fig. 3 are consistent with those in Fig. 2. As the time res-
olution of the DLD increases, the frequency resolution of the
2D spectra in Fig. 3 diminishes, as indicated by Eq. (9) . For
instance, at oy = 100fs, the peaks corresponding to the two
exciton states overlap because of the reduced frequency res-
olution. This overlap makes it challenging to extract detailed
spectral information regarding these exciton states.
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FIG. 5. Two-photon spectral intensity, | f(ws, w;)|?, in Eq. (A2) for (a)
T. = 400fs, (b) T. = 800fs, and (c) T, = 1600 fs. The pump laser is
assumed to be impulsive, i.e., @p(w) = 1. Normalization of contour
plots (a)—(c) ensures that the maximum value of each spectrum is
unity, and equally spaced contour levels (0, 0.1, 0.2, ...) are shown.

2. Impact of the entanglement time on the 2D spectra

Figure 4 illustrates 2D spectra obtained with quantum spec-
troscopy for varying values of the entanglement time. The
detector’s time resolution is set to oy = 400fs. Other pa-
rameters in Fig. 4 are consistent with those in Fig. 2. While
the frequency resolution along the fluorescence photon’s fre-
quency axis remains unaffected by changes in entanglement
time, shorter entanglement times degrade the frequency res-
olution along the idler photon’s frequency axis. This degra-
dation occurs because shorter entanglement times lead to a
broader frequency distribution for the entangled photon pair.

To clarify this effect, we analyze the two-photon frequency
distribution of the entangled photon pair. Figure 5 depicts
the two-photon spectral intensity, | f(ws, w)|?, as defined in
Eq. (A2) for three cases: (a) T, = 400fs, (b) 7. = 800fs, and
(c) Te = 1600 fs. As shown in Fig. 5(c), for T. = 1600 fs, the
frequencies ws and wj exhibit strong correlations, and the two-
photon spectral intensity is concentrated near ws = wj. Con-
sequently, the idler photon’s frequency directly corresponds
to the signal photon’s frequency absorbed by the pigments.
However, as the entanglement time decreases, the two-photon
spectral intensity broadens along the anti-diagonal direction.
For T, = 400 fs, the signal photon’s frequency paired with the
detected idler photon is blurred by approximately 142 cm™!,
as defined by the full width at half maximum of the two-
photon spectral intensity. As a result, as shown in Fig. 4(a),
the frequency resolution along the idler photon’s frequency
axis decreases.
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