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We develop the theory of dynamical superradiance—the collective exchange of energy between an
ensemble of initially excited emitters and a single-mode cavity—for organic materials where elec-
tronic states are coupled to vibrational modes. We consider two models to capture the vibrational
effects: first, vibrations treated as a Markovian bath for two-level emitters, via a pure dephasing
term in the Lindblad master equation for the system; second, vibrational modes directly included
in the system via the Holstein—Tavis—Cummings Hamiltonian. By exploiting the permutation sym-
metry of the emitters and weak U(1) symmetry, we develop a numerical method capable of exactly
solving the Tavis-Cummings model with local dissipation for up to 140 emitters. Using the exact
method, we validate mean-field and second-order cumulant approximations and use them to describe
macroscopic numbers of emitters. We analyse the dynamics of the average cavity photon number,
electronic coherence, and Bloch vector length, and show that the effect of vibrational mode coupling
goes beyond simple dephasing. Our results show that superradiance is possible in the presence of
vibrational mode coupling; for negative cavity detunings, the vibrational coupling may even enhance
superradiance. We identify asymmetry of the photon number rise time as a function of the detun-
ing of the cavity frequency as an experimentally accessible signature of such vibrationally assisted
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superradiance.

I. INTRODUCTION

The term superradiance (SR), first introduced by Dicke
in 1954 [1], refers to the collective spontaneous emission
of N closely spaced quantum emitters in free space. Due
to the interaction of the emitters with a common light
field, a macroscopic dipole moment builds up during the
emission process, resulting in a peak emission rate which
scales as N2, compared to ~ N for independent emit-

ters. For an introduction to SR, see Refs. [2, 3]; we
also highlight recent interest in the phenomenon of SR
in extended systems of different geometries [1-18]. In

the special case where the emission process starts from
an incoherent, fully inverted ensemble of emitters, the
process has also been called superfluorescence (SF). We
adopt the convention [3] that SR refers to any case where
the initial state has some non-zero coherence, and SF to
the specific case where the initial state has no coherence
[Fig 1(b)].

While the original SR and SF, as discussed above, oc-
cur for emitters in free space, there are several closely
related phenomena that occur for emitters in a cavity.
The first, “dynamical SR”, describes the dynamics of
initially excited emitters coupling collectively to a single
cavity mode [19-24]. Dynamical SR is the subject of this
paper. The second is the superradiant phase transition
of the Dicke model | ], which describes a steady-
state phenomenon of the many-emitter—cavity system.
The third is the idea of the “superradiant laser” [30-32],
which can be considered either as corresponding to the
original Dicke SR phenomena but continuously refreshed
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to provide a steady state, or considered as using a bad
cavity to synchronise emitters in an analog of Huygen’s
clocks.

If the emitters coupled to the cavity mode are treated
as ideal two-level systems, and one makes the rotating
wave approximation, then the combined light-matter sys-
tem can be described with the Tavis-Cummings (TC)
model [33]. In this case, the behavior of dynamical SR
is well-studied. A mean-field solution of this model pre-
dicts a train of hyperbolic secant pulses for the number
of photons in the cavity starting from a fully inverted ini-
tial state [20], and finite-size quantum corrections to this
solution have been considered in Refs. [34, 35]. The same
dynamics have also been studied in the context of cold
gases [30—39], semiconductor microcavities [24, 40], im-
purity spins coupled to a microwave resonator [41], and
free-electron lasers [12]. There further exist studies of
complementary initial states, where all emitters are in
the ground state and the photon mode is in a Fock state
[43] or a coherent state [44]. Studies of the dynamics in
low-excitation subspaces are also given in Refs. [45, 40].

Approximating physical emitters as ideal two-level sys-
tems is, however, not typically realistic; furthermore,
additional degrees of freedom may lead to richer light-
matter coupling phenomena. For example, emitters
in solid-state environments are subject to coupling to
phonon modes and other sources of dephasing. With
organic molecules in particular, there are non-trivial ef-
fects of vibrational coupling to the electronic degrees of
freedom [17-419], unless one explicitly works to suppress
vibrational excitations [50].

Organic emitters have been used in experiments
demonstrating strong light-matter coupling, polariton
lasing, and Bose-Einstein condensation [51-55]. Hence,
they are a promising platform for harnessing collective
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effects in light-matter coupling. Motivated by the neces-
sity to model realistic emitters for state-of-the-art experi-
ments, we extend in this work the treatment of dynamical
SR from two-level systems [19-24] to organic molecules,
by explicitly incorporating vibrational modes in the sys-
tem description.

As a first approximation, the effect of a vibrational en-
vironment on the electronic degrees of freedom can be
treated as a pure dephasing term in a Markovian mas-
ter equation, see Fig. 1(a)i. This is a phenomenologi-
cal model aiming to capture the decoherence induced by
a vibrational bath that weakly couples to the electronic
states, but crucially cannot account for realistic electron-
phonon interactions. To go beyond the pure dephasing
model, we include one vibrational mode per molecule ex-
plicitly in the system Hamiltonian, giving the Holstein—
Tavis—Cummings (HTC) model [17, |, Fig. 1(a)ii.
The main advancement of this work is to study dynam-
ical SR in the HT'C model. We will see that, while in
both the phenomenological model and the HT'C model vi-
brational coupling suppresses the extent and duration of
the dynamical SR, there are significant differences in be-
havior, particularly when the vibronic coupling becomes
strong.

The leading challenge of modelling dynamical SR, sys-
tems is the exponential growth of the size of the Hilbert
space with the number of molecules. For the open TC
model with local incoherent processes, methods leverag-
ing the weak permutation symmetry of the emitters [61—

| allow numerical solution up to N = 30 emitters. Here,
we extend a powerful numerical method [68], which addi-
tionally exploits the weak U(1) symmetry of the Lindblad
master equation, enabling a solution of the dissipative
TC model with local losses and dephasing up to N ~ 140
emitters when starting from a fully inverted initial state.

Experiments, however, have significantly larger num-
bers of emitters, and so other methods are required to
reach large N. For this, we use a standard mean-field
approach (assuming factorization of the molecular and
cavity degrees of freedom), along with a second-order cu-
mulant approach that captures leading-order corrections
to the mean-field theory. Such mean-field and cumulant
approaches can generally be expected to match the ex-
act solution in the thermodynamic limit N — oo [69-71],
however, this is not always the case [14, 72-75]. By com-
paring the exact solution to mean-field and second-order
cumulant solutions, we show that the early-time behavior
of dynamical SR in the TC model can be captured with
both of these approximate methods if the process starts
in an SR initial state (# # 0 in Fig. 1(b)), not in the SF
(0 = 0) one. Since the second-order cumulant solution
converges to the mean-field solution in the large IV limit,
this motivates using mean-field theory to study dynami-
cal SR with vibrationally dressed molecules in the HTC
model.

Cumulant approaches have previously been used to
study polariton lasing in the HT'C model [76, 77]. How-
ever, we note that these works use a reduced set of cu-
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Figure 1. (a) Schematic of the dynamical SR system. Emit-
ters (yellow circles) are placed inside a single-mode cavity,
which is subject to photon losses at a rate x. The internal
structure of the emitters follows either (i) the TC model or
(ii) the HT'C model. For the TC model, the emitters are ideal
two-level systems with energy splitting wo, and are subject to
non-radiative decay at rate v and pure dephasing at rate 7.
For the HTC model, the emitters are dressed by vibrational
levels with spacing w,, with additional vibrational thermal-
ization (rates 4 and «;). (b) Ilustration of SF and SR initial
conditions according to the polar angle 6 of the state of each
two-level system.

mulant equations where terms that vanish due to U(1)
symmetry are omitted. Whilst appropriate for studying
dynamics from homogeneous initial conditions, such an
approach cannot be used to describe SR initial conditions
where there is an initial breaking of this symmetry.

We point out another related work [78] where mean-
field theory was combined with the process-tensor for-
malism to solve the HTC model with a continuum of
vibrational modes, treated as a non-Markovian bath. In
the present work we model the situation where there is
one (or a few) vibrational modes strongly coupled to the
electronic state, and show how higher-order correlations
are included via cumulants.

Our key findings are that strong vibronic coupling de-
stroys dynamical SR, which is most clearly seen in the
suppression of the buildup of electronic coherence. How-
ever, for weak and moderate vibronic coupling—closer to
the typical values in organic molecules—SR is still pos-
sible. Interestingly, the vibrational coupling can even
assist superradiance when the cavity frequency is smaller
than the electronic transition frequency (negative cav-
ity detuning). While a pure dephasing model can ac-
count for the suppression of SR, it fails to capture the
dependence on the cavity detuning predicted in the HTC
model, which is a measurable effect in experiments.

The structure of the paper is as follows. In Sec. II,
we introduce the dissipative TC model and our exact nu-
merical solution method. We benchmark mean-field and
second-order cumulant solutions against the exact solu-
tion for SF and SR initial conditions, and for different
numbers of emitters. In Sec. III, we introduce the open
HTC model, compute its dynamics using mean-field the-
ory, and compare it to the TC model with a pure dephas-



ing term. Section IV concludes the paper.

II. NUMERICAL SOLUTION FOR THE
DISSIPATIVE TAVIS-CUMMINGS MODEL

A. Model description

We start by considering a system of N two-level sys-
tems coupled to a single cavity mode, as in Fig 1(a)i. In
the dipole and rotating-wave approximations, such a sys-
tem is well described by the TC Hamiltonian [33]. Setting
h =1, the system Hamiltonian is

N

A~ [09] R A R .

Hre = weata + E [;Uf +glast +ater)|, (1)
i—1

where @ and a' are the annihilation and creation opera-
tors of the cavity mode of frequency we, * are Pauli
matrices describing the i*" emitter satisfying [67, &ji] =
j:26ij€rii, wp is the energy splitting of the emitters, and
g is the individual light-matter coupling (which depends
on the mode volume). To include loss and dephasing
processes, we employ a GKSL master equation for the

density matrix p [79],

dvp = —i[Hrc, p| + Drc (2)
N
Drc = kL[a] + Z(vc[&; | +7L0671),  (3)

with £[X] = XpXT — {XTX,p}/2. The rate s describes
the loss of photons from the cavity, v individual loss of
molecular excitations (e.g., by spontaneous emission into
a non-confined radiation mode), and 7, individual molec-
ular dephasing. The last pure dephasing term can be un-
derstood as a Markovian approximation to the effect of
vibrational modes coupling to the emitters.

To treat dynamical SR, we choose an initial state

p(0) = [$(O)X¢(6)] with
N
[ (0)) = 0) @ <®e—i9("f . m) , (4)
i=1

where |1), is an excited (inverted) emitter state in the
Hilbert space of the i*" two-level system. The initial
state has zero photons in the cavity mode, and the emit-
ters are fully inverted and coherently tilted by an angle
0. For # = 0, the emitters are fully inverted, giving
SF, whereas for 6 # 0, there is some initial dipole mo-
ment present, giving SR [Fig. 1(b)]. Note that a rotation
of the inverted states about any axis in the zy plane
(i.e. exp|—=i(n,67 +ny67)0/2]; n2 +n2 = 1) leads to
an emitter state with equivalent initial coherence as in
Eq. (4), and we choose here the z-axis for simplicity (i.e.
ng =1, n, = 0). Such states of two-level systems are the
analog of coherent states in bosonic systems, which are

also referred to as spin-coherent states or atomic-coherent
states [80, 81], and they have recently been used to study
entanglement in Dicke SR [82].

B. Numerical method

To solve Eq. (2) numerically, we first make use of the

weak permutation symmetry of the emitters [61-67] by
expanding the density matrix as
p= pana |n)n'| @O, (5)
A,n,n’

where |n)(n'| is the state of the cavity mode with photon
numbers n and n’, and OA,\ is a permutation-symmetric
density matrix depending on the N-emitter state la-
belled by A. Since we consider two-level systems, the
permutation-symmetric states can be labelled by enu-
merating the ways of dividing N elements into four bins
corresponding to the possible emitter matrix elements of
a single two-level system 11,11, 1), and ] (1: excited
state, |: ground state). Thus, A describes the 4-element
lists my, = (m,\yTT,m,\w,mA,N,m,\u) with my, > 0
and Zp myp = N. Explicitly, each m) corresponds to

a matrix O, that consists of the sum of all states ob-
tainable by permuting pairs of emitters in a state with
my 1t inverted emitters in the left and right states of the
density matrix, followed by my 4+ ground-state emitters
in the left state and inverted emitters in the right state,
and so on.

Using the mapping described above, one can, in prin-
ciple, construct the operators O, in the original explicit
2N dimensional two-level-system basis. The permuta-
tion approach is, however, based on avoiding the explicit
representation and performing all calculations within the
compressed space. The number of unique density-matrix
elements in the emitter space is given by the number of
possible partitions my, which is equal to (N 3.

Since the initial state in Eq. (4) has N excitations
in the emitter state and there are no gain terms in
Eq. (2), the photon Hilbert space can be truncated at
N + 1 without introducing any approximations. The to-
tal number of density-matrix elements therefore scales
as (N +1)2 x (N;'?’), and an exact solution of Eq. (2)
becomes possible up to order of N ~ 30 emitters.

We can further exploit the weak [83, 84] U(1) sym-
metry of the master equation (2), which states that it
is invariant under a — ae'®, 6, — 4,e%. Let us
denote the total number of excitations in the left and
right states of a given density-matrix element py , ,/ as
V=mn+my4+migy and v/ =n’ +mx 4 +ma g As a
consequence of the weak U(1) symmetry, only elements
with a constant value of v — v’ can couple in the dynam-
ics. This motivates the introduction of the block form of
the density matrix

p=EPo, (6)

v,



where p(””’/) denotes the collection of all elements with
left and right excitation numbers equal to v and v/, re-
spectively. The most general equations of motion for
the individual blocks respecting the weak U(1) symmetry
then read

atp(y,u’) _ ZLl(clz,u')p(y-}-k,u'-{-k)7 (7)
kEZ

where L,(:’”l) are matrices determined by the master
equation. All terms with £ < 0 describe gain processes,
k = 0 describes the coherent dynamics and dephasing,
and k > 0 describes losses. Note that blocks with dif-
ferent values of v and v/ do couple, but their difference
v—1' is constant. Such a structure of master equation—
combining weak U(1) symmetry with weak permutation
symmetry—was used in Ref. [68] to discuss steady state
superradiance in a system of Rydberg atoms.

Since Eq. (2) features jump operators that change the
total excitation number by at most one, and the system
we consider has no gain, only the terms £k =0 and k£ =1
are non-zero in Eq. (7). Further, we are primarily inter-
ested in calculating the expectation value of the number
of photons in the cavity mode (A) = (a'a), so we can
restrict Eq. (7) to only those blocks with v — v/ = 0
on which the photon number operator depends. In this

case, we arrive at the evolution equation for the blocks
p¥) = prw)

o) = L p) + LY pt Y. (8)

The matrices Léy) and Lgy) can be constructed from
Eq. (2). Crucially, since we consider a system without
gain, we can solve Eq. (8) sequentially by noting that
there exists a block with the highest excitation number
Vmax- For this block, the second term on the right-hand
side in Eq. (8) vanishes, resulting in a homogeneous sys-
tem of differential equations for the block p(*max) which
can be numerically integrated. The solution p(*==<) may
then be used to solve the block p(*m=x—1) Tterating until
v = 0 yields dynamics for all blocks with v — v’ = 0. We
note that this method of solution is reminiscent of that
used to solve the diagonal elements of the density matrix
in Dicke SR [85].

From the initial state in Eq. (4), we see that the max-
imum excitation number is vy, = IN. The number of
elements of the blocks p(*) for a fixed N increases mono-
tonically from 1 at v = 0 to (N;‘g) at v = N. The
largest block must have exactly as many elements as
there are emitter states, because for every emitter state,
one can always find photon numbers n and n’ such that
v=1v'=N.

Code for the numerical scheme described is available
in the PIBS (Permutational Invariance Block Solver)
Python package [36]. This method allows one to solve
Eq. (2) with initial conditions given in Eq. (4) up to
N = 140 emitters. Currently, only the solution for the
diagonal block v = v/ is implemented in the PIBS code,
but an extension to off-diagonal blocks is straightforward.

0=0
0.75{ + (@) N=10 N =10
—— PIBS —— PIBS
Cumulants Cumulants
504 4 H
i 0.50 t s Mean field

N =100
PIBS

Cumulants
Mean field

Figure 2. Comparison of exact dynamics of the average num-
ber of photons in the cavity calculated with PIBS and cu-
mulant approaches. Panels (a) and (c¢) show the dynamics
for SF initial conditions for N = 10 and N = 140. Pan-
els (b) and (d) show the dynamics for SR initial conditions
(0 = w/4) for N = 10 and N = 100. Other parameters:
g\/]v =0.4eV, A = w. —wo = —0.35eV, k = 0.01eV, v =
0.001eV, 74 = 0.0075¢V.

C. Benchmarking Cumulant approaches

In this section, we compare the exact solution of Eq. (2)
based on PIBS to approximate first- and second-order
cumulant approaches. In a cumulant approximation of
order M, one splits expectation values of M 41 operators
in the Heisenberg equations of motion into expectation
values of at most M operators by setting the cumulants
of order M + 1 to zero. For example, in a first-order
cumulant approximation, the expectation values of any
two operators A and B are split as (AB) = (A)(B),
because the second-order cumulant given by ((AB)) =
(AB) — (A)(B) [37] is set to zero. This is equivalent to
mean-field theory. Going one order higher, keeping ex-
pectations of pairs of operators and setting third-order
cumulants to zero, one arrives at the second-order cumu-
lant approximation.

If the initial state respects the U(1) symmetry of the
Hamiltonian in Eq. (1), one can simplify the second-order
cumulant equations by dropping expectation values of op-
erators that do not conserve the number of excitations,
such as (a) and (6;). If these “symmetry-breaking”
terms are zero initially, then they remain zero for all
times. The resulting equations may be called symmetry-
preserving cumulant equations [73].

The initial state in Eq. (4) breaks the U(1) symmetry
for 6 # 0, since (6;7) = isin(f)/2. As a consequence,
for SR initial conditions, one must retain all terms in
the cumulant expansion, resulting in symmetry-broken



cumulant equations. We use the QuantumCumulants.jl
Julia package [38] to calculate and evolve the symmetry-
broken cumulant equations.

In Fig. 2, we compare the cumulant approaches to the
exact solution for different numbers of emitters and initial
conditions, by plotting the normalised average number of
photons in the cavity (7n)/N = (afa)/N as a function of
time. For brevity, we refer to the first-order cumulant
approximation as mean field and to the second-order cu-
mulant approximation simply as cumulants. We do not
show a mean-field solution for SF initial conditions, as the
mean-field solution in that case is just zero for all times
if we start from the symmetric initial state. We also note
that in the mean-field treatment, (d)/N = |[{a)|?/N be-
comes independent of N.

Figures 2(a) and 2(c) show the dynamics for N = 10
and N = 140 for SF initial conditions (# = 0). One
can see that cumulants underestimate the dephasing pro-
cesses, as the amplitude of oscillations is much larger than
that in the exact solution. As such, for N = 140, we only
see agreement between the cumulant approximation and
the exact solution at early times, specifically for ¢ < 10fs.
At later times, there is no agreement over the range of N
for which we can obtain exact results. Part of the dephas-
ing (which is different from the dephasing due to the vi-
brations) causing this mismatch can be explained by the
quantum corrections to the energy eigenvalues of the TC
Hamiltonian for finite N [34]. As discussed there, the
mean-field (classical) solution with periodic oscillations
corresponds to the case of equal (harmonic) energy-level
spacing. At finite N however the level spacing is not
perfectly regular. Using the fact that the resulting an-
harmonicity is known to scale as 1/(In N)3, and that the
cumulant solution for N = 140 matches the exact so-
lution up to t ~ 10fs [cf. Fig. 2(c)], we can estimate
that, e.g., for N = 108, this dephasing would set in after
t ~ 520fs.

Figures 2(b) and 2(d) compare the exact solution to
cumulants and mean field for an SR initial state with
0 = w/4. Generally, the cumulant solution matches the
exact solution better than the mean-field solution. More-
over, for increasing NNV, the early time period where cumu-
lants match the exact solution increases. This indicates
that for SR initial states, symmetry-broken cumulants
capture the early-time behavior well. We provide quan-
titative evidence that this is the case in Appendix A,
where we show that both mean-field and cumulants con-
verge monotonically towards the exact solution for NV up
to 100.

As an additional test of mean-field results, we note that
for SR initial states, the symmetry-broken cumulant solu-
tion converges to the mean-field solution for large enough
N, as demonstrated in Fig. 3. Since we are ultimately
interested in the SR initial state, this leads us to con-
clude that for large N, it is reasonable to use mean-field
theory.

[ Cumulants «+++ Mean field ]
[ () N=1000 | [ 5 (c) N = 10000

Figure 3. Comparison of symmetry-broken second-order cu-
mulant approximation to mean-field approximation for (a)
N = 100 [same as Fig. 2(d)], (b) N = 1000, and (c)
N = 10000. The SR angle is set to § = m/4, all other pa-
rameters are the same as in Fig. 2.

III. SUPERRADIANCE WITH COUPLING TO
VIBRATIONS

A. Model description

In the previous section, we discussed the dissipative TC
model with local dephasing, capturing the emitters vi-
bronic coupling within a Markovian approximation. We
now introduce a model that includes vibrations explicitly
in the system dynamics. As a simplest case, we assume
that there is one dominant vibrational mode of frequency
wy, which is the same for all molecules. We extend the
TC model from Eq. (1) to include this mode,

N
flre = flre + 3w, {B}Bi Vb + 85|, o)

=1

which is the HTC model [17, 56].

The vibrational mode of the i*® molecule is treated
as a harmonic oscillator with annihilation and creation
operators b; and b'ir. The coupling strength between the
vibrations and the electronic degrees of freedom is set by
the Huang-Rhys parameter S. Including the same dissi-
pation processes as before (see Eq. (3) [89]), and adding
thermalization processes for the vibrational modes, the
master equation is

dp = —i[Hyrc + His, p] + Drc

+ > (L] + 7. L[bi]),  (10)

i=1

where Dre was defined in Eq. (3). The thermaliza-
tion rates are vy = y,np and v, = 7, (ng + 1), where
ng = (e“/T —1)~! is the Bose-Einstein distribution
at temperature T (we set kg = 1). The model of
thermalization here, which includes a Lamb-shift term
His = i(7,/4) vazl(f)jl;j — bib;), is one of momentum
damping, as discussed in Ref. [90]. The energy of the
HTC Hamiltonian (9) depends on the vibrational dis-
placement &; o (l;j + b;), and the thermalization drives



the system towards Z; such that the energy is minimized.
In Figure 1(a)ii, the internal level structure and incoher-
ent processes of the HTC model are shown.

Using Eq. (4), we can write the initial state including
vibrations as

N
p(0) = [¥(0))X¢(0)] ® Puibis (11)

where pyin,; = (1 — e_“’”/T)e_“”bIbi/T is a thermal state
of the vibrational mode of molecule i.

The Hilbert space of the HTC model is much larger
than the one considered in Sec. II. Truncating the vibra-
tional mode to IV, levels increases the Hilbert space by a
factor of NV, which makes an exact solution quickly in-
tractable for growing N. However, from Sec. II we have
confidence in mean-field theory capturing the essential
early-time behavior also for the HTC model, and there-
fore solve the dynamics using the mean-field approxima-
tion.

In what follows, we compare the dynamics of the model
Eq. (10) for two different cases [cf. Fig. 1(a)]: (i) S =0
and variable «4, which just reduces to the TC model
Egs. (1) and (2), and (ii) 74 = 0 and variable S. We do
this comparison because both S and v, model forms of
dephasing by phonons, and we are interested in how these
different processes in solid-state environments modify su-
perradiance.

B. Results

The results shown here were calculated in the mean-
field approximation using the Julia package QuantumCu-
mulants.jl [38]. We consider SR initial conditions with
6 = 1037 throughout, and set the number of molecules
N =103

Figure 4(a) shows the average number of photons in the
cavity mode as a function of time for different values of
S. For S = 0, the HTC model reduces to the TC model,
resulting in damped Rabi-oscillations (note the logarith-
mic scale). For S < 0.3, after a build-up time where
(R)/N grows from 0 up to roughly 107, there is a region
where the photon number increases exponentially with
time as (72) o< e//7. The parameter 7 is the characteristic
risetime, which is seen to increase with S. Increasing S
beyond a value of 0.3 changes the exponential behavior
after the build-up time, and a characterization based on
a single risetime 7 is no longer meaningful. It is, however,
clear that a stronger coupling to the vibrational modes
inhibits the emission of photons into the cavity mode.

In Fig. 4(d), the vibrational mode has been replaced
by a pure Markovian dephasing term with rate 4. For
all values of vy, there is a region where the photon num-
ber increases exponentially, and the risetime increases
with increasing v4. Thus, the pure dephasing model can
capture the photon dynamics for small S below 0.3, but
breaks down for larger values of S.

To characterize the extent to which the vibrational
modes destroy superradiance, we additionally calculate
the electronic coherence |(67)| = |(6;)| for the same sets
of parameters used in Figs. 4(a) and 4(d), see Figs. 4(b)
and 4(e). Since we use SR initial conditions, the coher-
ence at t = 0 is non-zero and given by [(67)| = sin(6)/2.
Figure 4(b) shows that the coherence increases exponen-
tially at early times for small S, similar to the exponential
rise in the photon number in Fig. 4(a). For S 2 0.3, the
exponential increase of the coherence is inhibited, and
there are regions where the coherence decreases before it
has reached its maximum. In Appendix B, we show that
increasing the initial amount of coherence (increasing 6)
tends to make the initial rise of photon number faster
and less dependent on the vibrational coupling, and in
Appendix C we show that the threshold of SR at a cer-
tain value of S (here at S & 0.3) emerges as a competition
between the light-matter coupling gv/N and the vibronic
coupling w, VS.

In Fig. 4(e), where the vibrational mode has been re-
placed by a pure dephasing term, we see an exponential
increase of the coherence for low dephasing rates and
early times, similar to the behavior in Fig. 4(b) for small
S. Large dephasing rates also destroy superradiance,
as can be seen by the initial decrease of coherence for
Y6 2 0.06eV. We note that the long-time behavior of
the coherence is quite different in Figs. 4(b) and 4(e).
In the former case, the coherence builds up eventually
and remains relatively large, whereas in the latter case,
the coherence decreases. This shows that, when regard-
ing (o), the coupling to vibrations does not result in
the same kind of decoherence as introduced by a pure
dephasing term, even for small S.

Lastly, Figs. 4(c) and 4(f) show the magnitude of the
Bloch vector (J?) = (J2 + jy2 +J2), Ja = SN 692,
which, within mean-field theory and using N > 1, is
given by

2

(2 = 2 (672 a6 (12)

The initial state in Eq. (4) is an eigenstate of J2 with
the maximum possible eigenvalue N/2(N/2+1) ~ N?/4.
In the absence of incoherent processes and vibronic cou-
pling, i.e. for the closed TC model in Eq. (1), the emitter
state remains an eigenstate of J? with the same eigen-
value since [Hrc, J%] = 0, and therefore (J?) ~ N?/4
for all times. This is seen for the curves with S = 0 or
v = 0 in Figs. 4(c) and 4(f). We note that the effect of
local molecular losses proportional to v = 1076 eV is neg-
ligible in the time period considered here, which would
otherwise lead to a decrease in (J?).

For non-zero S or vy, the magnitude of the Bloch vec-
tor does not retain its maximum initial value. In the
case of vibrational dressing in Fig. 4(c), (J?) is subject
to oscillations, but stays well above zero in the considered
time frame. In contrast, for pure dephasing in Fig. 4(f),

<j 2) decreases monotonically to zero, with minor bumps
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Figure 4. (a), (b) and (c¢) Average number of photons in the cavity mode, electronic coherence, and magnitude of the Bloch
vector, respectively, as a function of time for different coupling strengths to the vibrational mode. (c), (d), (f) Same as (a),
(b), (c¢) but with the vibrational mode replaced by a pure dephasing term with rate v4. The curves S = 0 in (a), (b), (c) are
the same as the curves with v4 = 0 in (d), (e), (f). Note that the values of S and v, are not equidistantly spaced. Parameters:
N =108 gvV/N =0.2eV, A =0,k =0.0leV,y=10"%eV, 0 = 10737, w, = 0.15eV, 7, = 0.01eV, T = 0.026eV. For (a),

(b), (c): v¢ =0, for (d), (e), (f): S=0.

for small dephasing rates, showing a stark difference be-
tween the two models of treating the vibrational effects.
Such behavior can be related to discussions of how any
processes that break spin conservation destroy free-space
superradiance [91-93]. As noted in those works, when
the dynamics approaches the equator—specifically when
|(6%)| S 1/v/N—simple counting arguments show there
are many more accessible subradiant states (quantum
states with (J2) < N) than superradiant states. As such,
any process that can change the modulus of J will lead
to transitions to these subradiant states, reducing (J2)
and ultimately destroying the superradiance. Notably,
these processes only become relevant as one approaches
the equator: when (6*) ~ 1, scattering to subradiant
states is suppressed if the scattering does not directly
change (65%). References [91-93] discuss how direct inter-
actions between different emitters, breaking the permuta-
tion symmetry, have such an effect. Here we see similar
behavior driven by individual dephasing or vibrational
modes.

Interestingly, for both models, a stronger influence of
the vibrational modes (i.e., larger S or larger v4) leads
to an increased time period, for which (J?2) stays close to
its maximum initial value. This can be explained by the
decreased emission rate of photons for larger S and 4,
see Figs. 4(a) and 4(d), which means that the excitation
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Figure 5. Average number of photons in the cavity mode as a
function of time for different coupling strengths to the vibra-
tional mode for (a) A = —0.15eV and (b) A = —0.3eV. All
other parameters are the same as in Fig. 4, and we specifically
note that the vibrational frequency is set to w, = 0.15eV.

state remains close to its initial value of (6%) ~ 1 for
longer times, and thus avoids states near the equator
where transitions to subradiant states arise. According
to Eq. (12), this results in (J?) ~ N?2/4.

In experiments, the cavity frequency can typically be
readily varied; our calculations predict interesting phe-
nomena when varying the cavity detuning A = w, — wy,
with a clear difference between pure dephasing and hav-
ing coupling to a vibrational mode. The dynamics of
the photon mode in the HTC model is plotted for A =
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Figure 6. Photon number risetime extracted from an expo-
nential fit to the linear regions as seen for example in Fig. 4(a)
and (c). (a) Risetime as a function of S for different detunings.
(b) Risetime as a function of detuning for different values of
S. (c) Same as (b), but the vibrational mode has been re-
placed by a pure dephasing term with rate 4. Note that the
curve with S = 0 in (b) is the same as the curve with 4 = 0
in (c). All other parameters are the same as in Fig. 4.

—0.15€eV in Fig. 5(a) and for A = —0.3€eV in Fig. 5(b).
Compared to the case of zero detuning in Fig. 4(a), we
see that a negative detuning favors the emission of pho-
tons for larger values of S. This is seen most clearly
in Fig. 5(b), where the curves up to S = 0.4 almost
collapse into one curve at early times. In the inset of
Fig. 5(b), we observe that the photon number rises faster
for 0.1 <5 <€ 0.4 than for S = 0. This can be explained
by first noting that, for w, = 0.15eV and T = 0.026eV
used here, the phonons are almost fully in the ground
state at ¢ = 0. Further, for a negative detuning, the
cavity frequency w. = wg + A is smaller than the level
splitting of the electronic ground and excited wgy. Thus,
the cavity frequency matches transitions from the excited
state manifold with zero vibrational excitations to the
ground-state manifold with vibrational excitations. As
S increases, the most probable number of vibrational ex-
citations created in an optical transition increases. As
such, one sees an optimal value of S in this regime where
processes exciting one vibrational mode become domi-
nant. In contrast, if the vibrational mode is treated as
a pure dephasing term, such a reordering phenomenon
does not occur.

For a final set of results, we calculate the risetime 7
for different values of S, A, and 4, while making sure
to stay in a region where 7 is well defined. Figure 6(a)
shows 7 as a function of S and different values of A. For
small negative detunings, 7 increases monotonically with
S, as evident in Fig. 4(a). In contrast, large negative de-
tunings A < —0.25eV show regions where increasing S
leads to a shorter risetime, which is the behavior observed
in Fig. 5. This behavior is confirmed in Fig. 6(b), which
shows 7 as a function of A for different S. Here we see
in particular how the minimum of 7 at zero detuning for
the TC model (S = 0) shifts to more negative detunings
as S > 0 is increased, and further, the symmetry about
the minimum value of 7 is lost. This symmetry remains
in the case where the vibrational mode is replaced by a

pure dephasing rate, irrespective of the strength of the
dephasing, see Fig. 6(c). In that case, the risetime in-
creases as g increases, and the minimum value is always
at zero detuning.

The risetime behavior for different values of 0 is dis-
cussed in Appendix B. We find that there is an initial
rapid rise to a higher photon number for large 6 than for
a small one. That is, the photon number rise is faster for
a smaller amount of electronic excitation (smaller inver-
sion). This is a curious behavior, opposite, for example,
to usual pulsed lasing, where the pulse build-up time be-
comes shorter for a higher amount of excitation [55]. This
is because coherence plays a crucial role in SR, and larger
0 (up to m/2) means higher initial coherence.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

We have studied how processes of vibrational cou-
pling and pure dephasing—relevant to realistic models
of emitters in solid-state environments—affect the dy-
namics of superradiance and superfluorescence for or-
ganic molecules in an optical cavity. To enable this
study, we introduced an efficient method leveraging both
weak permutation and weak U(1) symmetry of the many-
molecule—cavity system that allows an exact solution for
a large number of emitters. For the Tavis-Cummings
model with dissipation and dephasing, solutions were ob-
tained up to N ~ 140 emitters. While we focused the
exact method on the simple case of two-level emitters in
a single-mode cavity, it can be extended to handle more
complex multi-level systems and other near-resonant cav-
ity modes. This offers a valuable tool to benchmark other
numerically exact and approximate methods for cavity-
QED systems, greatly extending the range of system sizes
that can be handled exactly.

Using our exact method, we benchmarked mean-field
and second-order cumulant solutions, verifying their ac-
curacy in capturing early-time dynamics when the initial
state has non-zero initial coherence. This justified the
application of mean-field theory to study the effect of
the vibrational environment of organic emitters on the
dynamics. Here we compared two models: a Holstein—
Tavis—Cummings model including a discrete vibrational
mode for each emitter, and a simplified phenomenological
model where the vibronic coupling is replaced by Marko-
vian pure dephasing. We found that for small vibrational
coupling or dephasing, both models predict an exponen-
tial rise of the photon number at early times. In contrast,
strong vibrational coupling leads to qualitatively differ-
ent photon dynamics in the case of vibrational dressing,
which the pure dephasing model cannot capture. Anal-
ysis of the electronic coherence revealed that sufficiently
strong coupling to vibrations (roughly, S > 0.3) sup-
presses dynamical superradiance. As the values of S
in typical organic molecules are at a maximum around
0.1, dynamical superradiance should be possible. On the
other hand, the maximal values of the order 0.1 are large



enough to see specific effects of the vibrational coupling,
such as the asymmetry of the risetime as a function of
cavity detuning.

For experimental studies of the superradiance in the
presence of vibrational coupling, the dependence of the
risetime on the cavity detuning is interesting. The de-
tuning can typically be easily varied in experiments, and
an asymmetry of the risetime as a function of detuning
would be a clear signature of a SR process that involves
a coherent coupling to vibrational states. In contrast, if
a symmetric behavior is observed, it would indicate that
the coupling to the vibrational states is not coherent,
and they act only as an effective dephasing environment.
Another interesting experiment would be to compare the
effect of coherent and incoherent pumping. The former
is required for the superradiance, and in that case, one
would see a more rapid rise in the photon number for
smaller inversion, while for incoherent pumping leading
to lasing, one would expect the opposite. The time-scales
for the parameters we have chosen to use are very small,
tens of femtoseconds, but for other parameter regimes,
the dynamics could be brought to the regime accessible
to state-of-the-art time-resolved techniques.

The power of the mean-field approaches lies in their in-
dependence of computation complexity from system size,
which allows for solutions for arbitrarily large N — oo,
as well as their broad applicability. Future work may
combine these and exact approaches to study the effects
of multiple vibrational modes or a continuum of modes
for the local emitter environments, opening pathways to
explore superradiance and related phenomena across the
diverse range of materials and environments encountered
in real physical systems.
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Appendix A: Convergence of mean field approaches

In this appendix, we quantify the convergence of mean-
field (mf) and second-order cumulant (c2) solutions to
the exact solution for the dissipative Tavis-Cummings
model from Sec. IT for superradiance initial conditions
(6 = w/4). To this end, we define the sum-squared er-
ror between the mean-field or cumulant solution and the
exact solution for a given quantity () as

M

ea(@) =Y ((#(t:))a — ((t:))piBs)?,

i=1

(A1)

where o € {mf,c2}. The upper bound M of the sum
is given by a maximum time ¢, = tp; up to which
the error is calculated. Figure 7(a) shows the so-defined
error for the normalized photon number (7)/N and for
the two-level system population (676 ~) for different val-
ues of N ranging from 5 to 100. The maximum time is
tmax = 130fs, which covers the entire domain calculated
in Fig. 2. For increasing N, the mean-field error mono-
tonically decreases for both calculated quantities. How-
ever, this is not the case for the cumulant solution, which
does not exhibit a clear convergence behavior. This may
at first seem surprising, but the apparent lack of conver-
gence lies in the choice of tax. As can be seen in Fig. 2(b)
and 2(d), the cumulant solution agrees well with the ex-
act solution up to some time tg, after which the cumulant
solution starts having irregular oscillations. It is in this
region t > ty where a large error can build up in the cu-
mulant solution, because the photon number oscillations
can be out of phase with the exact solution. In contrast,
the mean-field solution shows regular oscillations in the
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Figure 8. Average number of photons in the cavity mode as a
function of time in the HTC model for (a) § = 10™3x, (b) § =
10727, and (c) @ = 10~ "7, for different vibrational coupling
strengths. Panels (d)-(f) show the electronic coherence for
the same values of 6. All other parameters are the same as in
Fig. 4.

photon number for all times [cf. Figs. 2(b), 2(d)]. To
show the convergence in the initial region ¢ < ¢y, we set
tmax = 10fs in Fig. 7(b) and calculate the same error
quantities as in Fig. 7(a). The error for the photon num-
ber and for the two-level system population are equal in
that case, and for both the mean-field solution and the
cumulant solution a clear convergence behavior is seen
for increasing V. These results reinforce the main mes-
sage from Sec. II, namely that in the large N limit, the
mean-field approximation is reasonable for superradiance
initial conditions.

Appendix B: Influence of § on dynamical SR

In this appendix, we investigate the influence of the
angle # on dynamical SR in the presence of vibrational
dressing. All results are calculated with mean-field the-
ory. Figure 8 shows the average number of photons and
the electronic coherence as a function of time for three
different values of 0 [Figs. 8(a) and 8(d) are the same as
Figs. 4(a) and 4(b)]. Clearly, an increase in 6 leads to an
increase in initial electronic coherence |[(61)| = sin(0)/2,
resulting in an increased photon emission rate. However,
irrespective of 6, for strong vibrational coupling S 2 0.4,
the coherence tends to decrease at early times, which in-
dicates that SR is suppressed.

Figures 9(a) and 9(b) show how the angle 6 changes the
risetime behavior in the case of vibrational dressing for

10

A =0and A = —0.3eV, respectively. We set S = 0.2,
which ensures that the system still exhibits an exponen-
tial rise behavior at early times. We see that for small
values of 6, the risetime (defined by fitting Ae’/™ to the
exponential regions) is approximately constant. How-
ever, increasing 6 results in an enhanced initial photon
emission, before the exponential regime is reached. If 4
becomes too large, the exponential regime disappears.
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Figure 9. Average number of photons as a function of time in
the HTC model for different values of # and S = 0.2, for (a)
A =0 and (b) A = —0.3eV. Note the non-uniform spacing
of 6. All other parameters are the same as in Fig. 4.

Appendix C: Influence of gv/N on dynamical SR

We study here in more detail the effect of the light-
matter coupling strength gv/N on the threshold of dy-
namical SR reported in Sec. III. To this end, we calculate
the same dynamics as in Figs. 4(a) and 4(b) in the main
text for three different values of gv/N, while all other
parameters are kept the same. The results are shown in
Fig. 10, where we note that Figs. 10(c) and 10(d), cor-
responding to gv/N = 0.2eV, are the same as Figs. 4(a)
and 4(b). Recall that for gv/N = 0.2eV, we identi-
fied a threshold for dynamical SR for S ~ 0.3, since
beyond that value of S, the electronic coherence does
not monotonically increase anymore. From Figs. 10(b)
and 10(f), we see that the so-defined SR threshold is
at roughly S ~ 0.1 for gv/N = 0.05eV, whereas for
gV'N = 0.4eV, even for S = 0.8 the electronic coher-
ence rises monotonically. We therefore conclude that the
SR threshold emerges from a competition between light-
matter coupling and vibronic coupling: The stronger the
light-matter coupling, the larger the maximum value of
S for which dynamical SR is still possible. This makes
sense, since gv/N corresponds to the Rabi-oscillation fre-
quency of the cavity-emitter system, i.e. larger values of
gV/'N result in a faster initial emission of photons, as seen
in Figs. 10(a), 10(c) and 10(e).
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