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Abstract

We report on the photo-luminescence of pairs of
organic color centers in single-wall carbon nan-
otubes grafted with 3,5 dichlorobenzene. Us-
ing various techniques such as intensity cor-
relations, super-localization microscopy or lu-
minescence excitation spectroscopy, we distin-
guish two pairs of color centers grafted on the
same nanotube; the distance between the pairs
is on the order of several hundreds of nanome-
ters. In contrast, by studying the strong tem-
poral correlations in the spectral diffusion in
the framework of photo-induced Stark effect,
we can estimate the distance within each pair
to be of the order of a few nanometers. Finally,
the electronic population dynamics is investi-
gated using time-resolved luminescence and sat-
uration measurements, showing a biexponential
decay with a fast overall recombination (com-
patible with a fast population transfer between
the color centers within a pair) and a weak de-
layed repopulation of the traps possibly due to
the diffusion of excitons along the tube axis.
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Color centers stand for pseudo atomic sys-
tems embedded in a solid-state material that
can be manipulated optically for coherent con-
trol, single photon emission and other quan-
tum operations.1–3 They stand up as valuable
building blocks for quantum technologies, with
all the advantages associated to solid-state sys-
tems. Among many possible approaches, the
case of quantum emitters in close vicinity (δ ∼
nm) is of particular interest for sensing4,5 or
to implement quantum superpositions and en-
tangled states yielding for instance super and
sub-radiance effects... Such effects have been
demonstrated using incidental pairs of quan-
tum dots6 or pairs of molecules.7,8 In this re-
spect, the control of the relative position of
the emitters at the nanoscale would open the
way to a better control over the fabrication of
coupled quantum emitters, for applications in
solid-state quantum technologies.
Carbon nanotubes (CNTs) have recently been

considered for such applications due to the
possibility to use them as a functionalizable
backbone to graft various molecules using or-
ganic chemistry tools such as diazonium chem-
istry.9–13 The molecule grafted on a semi-
conducting nanotube acts as a deep potential
well (∼ 100 meV) for the excitons generated
across the bandgap, yielding the concept of or-
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ganic color centers (OCC) which proved to be
an original single photon source in the telecom
bands up to room temperature.10 This 1D back-
bone increases drastically the probability to
generate pairs of closely packed emitters (much
closer than the wavelength λ) since it scales like
δ/λ in 1D versus (δ/λ)3 in a 3D case, yield-
ing a 104 fold enhancement. This concept was
recently explored for guanine decorated CNTs,
where closely spaced OCCs could be observed,
giving rise to anti-correlation signatures.14

In this work, we report on the emblematic
observation of two couples of OCC along the
same nanotube, showing strong spectral corre-
lations, which we analyse in the framework of
Stark induced spectral diffusion. We obtain an
estimate of the distance between OCCs within
each pair of the order of a few nanometers. Us-
ing saturation and time-resolved spectroscopy,
we investigate the population dynamics within
each pair of OCC.
Methods. The sample consists of polymer

(PFO) wrapped (7,5) nanotubes functionalized
with 3,5 dichlorobenzene diazonium salt by the
dip doping method.10 The 3,5 dichlorobenzene
ion is covalently attached to the CNT surface
by converting a sp2 into a sp3 bound. A 160 nm
thick layer of polystyrene is then deposited over
the nanotubes. In this study, we focused on the
subclass E∗−

11 of the photoluminescent states of
the OCC, that emit in the O band.10

The experimental setup consists in a home-
made microscope and the sample is cooled at
9K.15,16 After being excited with a 800 nm laser,
the photo-luminescence (PL) was analyzed ei-
ther with a spectrometer or with a fibered single
photon detector (SSPD). The CNT is coupled
to a fiber Fabry-Perot cavity, as described in.16

Here, the cavity is used primarily as a sharp
tunable band-pass filter.
Observations. We investigated a 20 meV

band around 0.93 eV. Beside numerous spec-
tra consisting in a single line, we happened to
observe more complex spectra such as that of
Fig. 1(b), which consists of 4 lines. The evo-
lution of the spectrum over time is shown in
Fig.1 (c). Correlated spectral wandering and
jumps can be observed. To assess the correla-
tions between these lines, their spectral posi-

tion correlation matrix is shown Fig.1 (d). The
emission energies are temporally correlated for
lines A1 and A2 (Fig.1 (e)) in the one hand and
lines B1 and B2 on the other hand (Fig.1 (f)).
Such correlations may have several origins.

They are either the signature of two very close
emitters sharing the same electrostatic environ-
ment and thus having correlated Stark shifts,
or the signature of a single emitter showing
two bright levels or a single emitter subject to
fast switching between two subsystems due to
the interaction with a nearby fast fluctuator.
In the following, we show that the spectrum
of Fig. 1(b) actually arises from two pairs of
closely packed emitters as depicted in Fig. 1(a).
Eventhough the dark/bright splitting re-

ported for both pristine and aryl-functionalized
(7,5) CNT (4 meV to 15 meV) under high
magnetic field (> 5 T)17,18 roughly matches
the splittings we observe for pair A and pair
B (Fig. 1(b)), we rule out the interpretation
because in the absence of a magnetic field the
intensity contrast would be much larger than
observed here. In addition, the observation of
such split lines in our sample is very unusual, at
contrast with an intrinsic dark/bright splitting
which should be ubiquitous. A fluctuator could
split the excitonic emission energy on a time
scale much shorter than the acquisition time.
The fluctuations of these lines on the longer
(1 s) time-scale would naturally be correlated
since both lines arise from the same object.
The intensity auto-correlation function should
reflect the switching timescale. The autocor-
relations of both lines should exhibit a step at
the same time delay (an exponential decay ap-
pears as a step in semilogx scale); the product
of the two step amplitudes being equal to one
(see model in SI). Fig. 2(a) shows the auto-
correlations of each of the four lines. Although
steps can be identified, their amplitudes do not
fulfill the condition described above, ruling out
the hypothesis of a fast fluctuator. In addition,
for such fast switching scenario, one would also
observe cross-correlations in the intensity fluc-
tuations or cross-correlations between intensi-
ties and energies.19 This is not the case here, as
shown by the correlation matrices (SI). Finally,
we show below that each line has its own decay
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dynamics, which tends to confirm that they
arise from physically different OCCs. Hence,
we rule out the scenario of a fast switching
system and we are left with the simplest ex-
planation: each pair of lines arises from two
distinct OCCs that are close enough to probe
the same fluctuating electrostatic environment.

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

(e) (f)

+920

A1

B1

A2

B2

Figure 1: (a) Sketch of the system (b) Typical
luminescence spectrum (excitation wavelength
800 nm, power density 4.2 kW/cm2 showing
four main lines within a 20 meV window. (c)
Time trace of the PL spectrum with a 1 s time
bin showing correlated spectral wandering and
spectral jumps. (d) correlation matrix of the
fluctuating emission energies of the four lines as
labeled in (b) computed from temporal traces
(c). (e) and (f) time trace of the energy shifts
for the emitters in pair A and pair B respec-
tively.

The diffraction limited resolution is not suf-
ficient to decide whether the four OCCs actu-
ally belong to the same nanotube or to distinct
ones (within the diffraction spot). To investi-
gate this question further, we first checked their
PL polarization diagrams. In fact, both their
intrinsic PL and that arising from nearby emit-
ters20 are polarized along the nanotube axis.
The diagrams are shown in Fig. 2 (c-f), together

with a dipolar diagram fit. The four PL spec-
tral lines are co-polarized with the same angle
14◦ ± 4◦. The same copolarization signature is
observed on the excitation diagrams (full sym-
bols in Fig. 2(c-f)). This strongly suggests that
the four OCCs are attached to the same nan-
otube and are fed by the excitons generated at
higher energy in the nanotube.
To confirm this interpretation, we performed

an excitation resolved PL study (PLE) dis-
played in Fig. 2(g). The four emitters show
the same resonances especially at about 1.56
eV, in line with a common feeding process. Fi-
nally, we performed a spectrally resolved super-
localization measurement similarly to21 in order
to possibly determine a sub-wavelength local-
ization of the emission sites. The spatial preci-
sion of such measurement was typically 15 nm
to 25 nm for optimized setups such as in21 or.22

Here we could only resolve the brightest emit-
ters A1 and B2 and we measured a distance of
300 nm ± 150 nm between them (see SI). The
distance within the pairs could not be resolved
with this technique.
Correlated Stark shifts. We used the cor-

related Stark shifts to evaluate the typical dis-
tance between the two emitters. Within the
framework of the linear Stark effect, the energy
shifts are given by: ∆E = −p⃗ · E⃗, where E⃗ is
the electric field and p⃗ a permanent dipole asso-
ciated with the OCC. Glückert et al.23 showed
that an oxygen OCC has a permanent dipolar
moment of the order of 0.3 e.Å (where e is the
elementary charge). This permanent dipole has
to be differentiated from the transition dipole.
In particular, it is not necessarily oriented along
the CNT axis but would rather point along the
direction of the molecular substituent making
up the OCC (we note the exact orientation of
the dipole is not a critical factor in our mod-
elling). As a first approach, we computed the
Stark shifts using the permanent dipole mo-
ment of 3,5 dichlorobenzene (0.47 e.Å).
This dipole is in interaction with the elec-

trostatic environment. Using the superposi-
tion principle, the trapping/detrapping of an
elementary charge in the vicinity of the dipole
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Figure 2: (a) Intensity auto-correlation func-
tion under cw excitation of each lines according
to the color code of panel (b). (c-f) Polariza-
tion diagrams of each PL line (open symbols for
the PL signal, full symbols for the excitation)
showing the copolarization of the four emitters.
(g) Excitation spectrum of each of the 4 lines
according to the color code in (b) showing com-
mon resonances at 1.56 eV (close-up in the in-
set) and 1.265 eV.

yields a Stark shift :

δEstark = ± e

4πϵ0ϵr

p⃗ · r⃗p,e
r3p,e

, (1)

where ϵr is the polystyrene static dielectric per-
mittivity, p⃗ is the permanent dipole moment,
r⃗p,e is the vector between the positions of the
dipole and the charge, the positive (resp. neg-
ative) sign corresponds to a trapping (resp.
detrapping) event. Experimentally, δE repre-
sents the spectral shift between two consecu-
tive acquisitions. We observe sharp spectral
jumps compatible with individual charge trap-
ping events.
In addition, we observed that the magnitude

of the spectral diffusion increases with the op-
tical power, pointing towards photo-generated
charges. Since the polystyrene matrix is trans-
parent, absorption mainly occurs in the nan-
otube, with charges being possibly transferred
to the close vicinity due to photo-ionisation.
Hence, in a first approach, we chose a quasi 1D
model where the fluctuating charges are bound
to the nanotube axis. For each line, the energy
difference between consecutive spectra are rep-
resented in a bi-dimensional plot (Fig. 3(a,c)).
To account for the resolution of our spectrome-
ter, we represented each point as a 2D Gaussian
spot with a standard deviation of 33 µeV. After
summing up all these contributions, we obtain
a density plot representing the dual probabil-
ity of spectral jumps of the two lines of each
pair (Fig. 3(b,d)). The two pairs show con-
trasted distributions. For the pair A, the en-
ergy shifts δEA1 and δEA2 are linearly corre-
lated. For pair B, the density plot shows five
main lobes with a symmetry center in (0,0).
The pair of lobes that are symmetrical with re-
spect to the origin correspond to finite spectral
shifts of either identical signs (lobes Z2) or op-
posite signs (lobes Z3). We modeled this dis-
tribution assuming that each point corresponds
to the trapping or de-trapping of an elementary
charge in the vicinity of the nanotube resulting
in a shift given by eq.1. Small energy shifts are
related to remote charges and the deviation of
the slope to one of the central lobe reflects the
different projections of the permanent dipoles
along the nanotube axis. For pair A, this anal-
ysis imposes an upper bound (obtained when
one dipole is aligned with the nanotube) on the
distance between the two dipoles δ ≲ 2 nm. In
fact, for larger dipole separation a splitting of
the central lobe is expected, due to an increas-
ing differential effect of a charge on the left and
right side OCC. In addition, the absence of side
lobes also points to a low distance between the
OCCs. In particular, the absence of the anti-
symmetric lobes rules out a configuration with
a charge trapped in-between the OCCs and thus
points to a tiny separation within pair A.
For pair B, we can formally exclude that

the two dipoles are located at the same posi-
tion since correlated shifts (lobes Z2) and anti-
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Figure 3: (a) Spectral shifts for the emitters
of pair A : each point corresponds to the en-
ergy shift between consecutive spectra of line
A2 function of the shift of line A1 (4672 points).
(b) Log-scale density plot generated from panel
(a) (see text). The blue, green and black lines
correspond to the model (eq 1), assuming that
p⃗A1.e⃗z = 0.25|p0|; p⃗A2.e⃗z = |p0| , e⃗z being the
unit vector along the nanotube axis. We use
p0 = 0.47eÅ and ϵr = 2.25. The dipole sepa-
ration is δ = 0, 1 and 2 nm. (c) and (d) Sim-
ilar to (a) and (b) for the emitters of pair B.
Five distinct clouds of points (symmetrical with
respect to the origin) are distinguishable here-
after called lobes Z1, Z2 and Z3. The cyan
and magenta lines correspond to dipole sepa-
ration δ = 1 and 4 nm with p⃗B1.e⃗z = |p0| and
p⃗B2.e⃗z = 0.5|p0| indicating a finite separation of
the emitters.

correlated shifts (lobes Z3) are observed, which
corresponds to the case where the trapped
charge is located between the two OCC. Lobe
Z1 results from fluctuating charges located far
away from the pair. Lobe Z2 corresponds to a
peculiar nearby trapping site on the CNT axis.
We can deduce the dipole-dipole separation in
pair B to be of the order of 4 nm. In a 1D model,
lobe Z3 would correspond to a single trapping
site between the two dipoles. However, in this
configuration, the distances between the charge
and the dipoles is comparable to the diameter of
the nanotube and the 1D approximation has to
be reconsidered. By considering the 3D geome-
try of the nanotube and different dipole orienta-
tions, the spectral shifts observed in Fig.3 (c,d)

can be reproduced (SI).
We end up with the picture of two pairs of

OCCs separated by ∼ 300 nm whereas the dis-
tance within each pair is on the order of a few
nanometers. This tiny separation between the
OCCs in each pair is likely to impact the dy-
namics of the system,14,24 which we investigate
in the following section.
Population dynamics. To measure the

PL decay, we exploit the coupling of the nan-
otube to a tunable fiber Fabry-Perot cavity, as
described in,16 allowing us to obtain a good
spectral rejection with a typical width of 50
µeV. The PL transients are shown in Fig. 4(c-
f) together with bi-exponential fits. For both
pairs of OCCs, the upper energy line shows the
fastest weighted average decay. For the pair
A, the decay times of each emitter are sim-
ilar, yet the weight of the longer decay is 6
times greater for the lower energy level. Ac-
cording to literature the lifetime of (7,5) aryl-
functionalized CNT at 10K is typically between
100-200 ps with a dominating contribution of
the longer component (90%).10,25 Emitters A1

and B1 (upper levels in each pair) thus exhibit
unusually fast decay revealing possible interac-
tion with other levels. However, even line A2 is
significantly faster than previously reported, es-
pecially regarding the significant weight of the
short decay component. In fact, A1, A2 and B1

show similar behavior with a dominant fast de-
cays (below our resolution of 10 ps) and a small
weight ∼ 100 ps long component. For each pair
of OCCs, we model this behavior by a four level
scheme with a ground state, an upper reservoir
level pumped by the laser that populates the
two OCCs levels (Fig. 4 (a)). Each level has its
own decay time and we include a possible pop-
ulation transfer between the levels. This cou-
pling simply results in reducing the lifetime of
the upper level, in agreement with the observa-
tions. However, it cannot explain the fast com-
ponent of the lower level as it rather results in
a finite rise time, which we cannot observe due
to our limited time-resolution. The high energy
excitation scheme is assumed to populate both
the OCC levels and a reservoir repopulating the
OCC levels over a 100 ps time scale. This reser-
voir can be either the E11 excitonic level of the
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nanotubes (in agreement with E11 lifetime in
the literature15) , or OCC dark states25 , giving
rise to the long decay observed in all transient.
The atypical value measured for the short de-
cay component, which basically corresponds to
the OCC lifetime for A1, A2 and B1, may be
caused by an unusually fast non-radiative de-
cay for this specific OCC. In contrast, B2 can
be accurately modeled by a mono-exponential
decay of the order of 150 ps. Here, it is impor-
tant to note that if the OCC lifetime is longer
than the repopulation time , the overall decay is
very similar to a mono-exponential decay. This
also explains why g(2)(0) can be very low for
long-lived OCCs.10 To investigate the system
dynamics from a different perspective, we per-
formed saturation measurements under cw ex-
citation as shown in Fig. 4 (g,h). The satu-
ration curves are well reproduced by the usual
behavior I ∝ P/(P + Psat), where the satura-
tion power are Psat,A1 = 14 ± 2 mW, Psat,A2 =
11±2 mW and Psat,B2 = 1.6±0.3 mW, whereas
Psat,B1 could not be extracted for this range of
excitation densities. Within a pair, the ratio of
the saturation power should reflect the ratio of
the decay rates of the corresponding levels. For
pair B, the ratio of Psat is at least larger than
15, thus confirming the hypothesis that the life-
time of B1 corresponds mainly to the short com-
ponent in the biexponential decay. In contrast
emitters A1 and A2 show relatively similar sat-
uration thresholds, indicating that their unre-
solved rapid decay component are comparable.
We could reproduce simultaneously both the

decay and the saturation curves of each pair us-
ing the four-level scheme (Fig. 4 (a)) as shown
by the green (resp. orange) dashed lines for
pair A (resp. B) in Fig. 4 (c-h). We attempted
to determine if the fast decay of the upper lev-
els could be related to an efficient tunnel cou-
pling of the population to the lower level in each
pair (especially considering the small intra-pair
OCC distance of pair A). This scenario is com-
patible with the data. However, our limited
time-resolution prevents us from observing di-
rectly the rise time of the lower level signal that
is expected in this scenario.
In conclusion, we presented a thorough inves-

tigation of an original system composed of 4

0.925 0.93 0.935 0.94
Eem [eV]

In
te

ns
ity A1

A2
B2 B1

Figure 4: (a) Sketch of a pair of OCCs show-
ing possible tunnel coupling. (b) PL spectrum
showing the color code for labelling the lines.
(c-f) Semi-log plot of the PL decay dynamics
for the spectrally filtered lines, according to the
color code of (b) The black line corresponds to
a bi-exponetial fits (mono-exponential for (f) ).
The lifetimes τL and τS were extracted from the
fits and wL indicates the integrated weight of
the long component. The instrument response
function is indicated by the grey line. (g) (resp.
(h)) Saturation measurements of each line of
pair A (resp. B). For pair A (resp. B), the
green (resp. orange) dashed lines of panel (c),
(e) and (g) (resp. (d),(f) and (h)) correspond to
a simultaneous fitting of the two decays and of
the two saturation measurements for each pair
according to the four level model presented in
the main text.

OCCs, the emission energies of which are tem-
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porally correlated by pairs. Long time-scale in-
tensity auto-correlations show that the system
cannot be described with fewer emitters host-
ing several states. We showed that these emit-
ters are most certainly all attached to the same
CNT. Using a thorough analysis and modeling
of the correlated Stark shifts, we could distin-
guish two closely packed pairs separated by sev-
eral hundreds of nm, while the distance between
OCCs within a pair is on the order of a few
nm. Finally, the dynamics and saturation show
rather untypical behaviors for the upper levels
with unusually fast decays, however the reso-
lution is not sufficient to prove unambiguously
that this is due to a population transfer to the
lower levels; this hypothesis remains however
plausible, in view of the inter-OCC distances
within a pair, which are comparable to the ex-
citon Bohr radius in nanotubes. This study re-
veals that grafted OCCs on the backbone of a
CNTs is a promising way to build ensembles
of closely packed quantum emitters, with pos-
sible electronic coupling. The strange coinci-
dence of finding two such pairs within a diffrac-
tion spot, raises the question whether the graft-
ing would be a collaborative process, possibly
fostered by the lattice deformation induced by
the first OCC. The question also comes if inter-
level coupling could be achieved (at shorter dis-
tance), paving the way to advanced quantum
manipulations of coupled OCC states.
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I. TEMPORAL CORRELATIONS

A. Grafted SWCNT

We recorded a series of several thousand spectra each with an integration time of 1s (time traces) for several
excitation powers. We fitted each emission line by a Lorentzian function and extracted their emission energies and
intensities. We computed the Pearson correlation coefficient between these parameters. For the sake of readability, we
artificially set the auto-correlation coefficients to 0. The spectral fluctuations increase with excitation power density,
pointing to a photo-induced effect, possibly mediated by photo-generated charges.
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FIG. S-1. Temporal correlations between emission energies for pair A and B for different excitation power. For each power, the
time trace is displayed as a map in gray color on a reduced scale. Energy deviation to the mean value ∆E(t) = E(t)− < E >
is then displayed for both pair (coloured 2D plot) before computing the Pearson correlation coefficients.
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FIG. S-2. Temporal correlations between intensities for pair A and B for different excitation power. For each power, the time
trace is displayed as a map in gray color on a reduced scale. Intensity deviation to the mean value ∆I(t) = I(t)− < I > is then
displayed for both pair (coloured 2D plot) before computing the Pearson correlation coefficients. The data show no significant
correlation between the intensities of the peaks neither within a pair nor between them.
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FIG. S-3. Intensity to emission energy Pearson correlations for different excitation power. The data show no significant
correlations.
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II. SUPER-LOCALIZATION

The super-localization technique is used to locate a nano-object with a precision much below the diffraction limit.
It consists in measuring the PL intensity while scanning the sample spatially in a confocal setup. The resulting map
is the convolution of the emitter geometry with the point spread function (PSF) of the optical setup. For a point-like
emitter (such as a nano-emitter) the PL map boils down to the PSF. This latter can be modeled by a 2D Gaussian
function, which in the appropriate (eigen) frame, reads:

S(x, y) = A exp(− (x−x0)
2

2σ2
x

) exp(− (y−y0)
2

2σ2
y

) +B, (1)

where A is the amplitude, x0 and y0 are the spatial coordinates of the emitter, σx,y is the width of the Gaussian
function in the x and y directions respectively and B is a global offset.

In our experimental setup we coupled the emitter PL into a single mode fiber. The fiber core acts as a 10µm pinhole
ensuring spatial selectivity. The emitters are excited from the backside of the substrate with a cw 800nm laser and the
PL is collected through an aspheric lens (Thorlabs C330-TND-C, NA=0.7). The core of the fiber is thus conjugated
to the collection spot on the sample which can be scanned using a fast steering mirror in the 4f configuration.

To get the best of the superlocalization technique, the measurement should last less than the typical mechanical
drift. Due to the low signal level, we chose to work with a 150 lines/mm grating to reduce the integration time down
to 7s per spectra, for a typical mapping time of 15 minutes. Thus, only the two brightest lines, A1 and B2, could be
resolved (Figure S-4(a)).

The spectrally resolved map of emitter A1 (resp. B2) is displayed in Figure S-4.(c) (resp. S-4(d)). These maps
were fitted by a 2D Gaussian function as shown in figure S-4.(e-f). The center of the Gaussian is reported in map (g).
The measurement was repeated 4 times successively to assess the mechanical drift. Each measurement is identified
by a different symbol among which the color circle (resp. diamond) symbol stands for the result of the first (resp.
last) measurement. We can observe for both emitters a typical drift of 200 nm in the Y direction between the first
and last measurements. The barycentres are represented in black. We end up with typical distance of 300 ± 150 nm
between the emitters, which allow us to unambiguously confirm that the two pairs A and B are well separated and
can be considered as independent.

III. COUPLE B: POSSIBLE 3D ELECTROSTATIC CONFIGURATION

In Figure S-5, some possible 3D configurations of the dipoles associated with pair B are presented, that are com-
patible with the experimental data presented in Figure 3 of the main text. The average slope of the central lobe
(Z1) (corresponding to trapping and detrapping of remote charges) sets the ratio of the projections of the two dipoles
along the nanotube axis. The lobes Z2 and Z3 correspond to charges in the vicinity of the dipoles, for which the 3D
geometry matters. We search numerically for such a 3D geometry implying the orientation and position of the two
dipoles and the position of the two charge traps responsible for the lobes Z2 and Z3. A range of possible configurations
are found among which we show here six examples.

To further confirm the adequacy of such a configuration with the whole set of experimental data, we try to reproduce
directly all the experimental points observed in Figure 3 of the main paper. To do so, for each of the configurations
found in fig S-5, we search numerically for the positions of the trapping or detrapping events responsible for the main
lobe Z1, using trap positions as close as possible to the nanotube surface (as an example see Figure S-6, corresponding
to the third dipole configuration displayed in Figure S-5).

IV. AUTOCORRELATION FUNCTION FOR A FAST SWITCHING EMITTER

In this section we compute the autocorrelation function of a two-level system emitter that switches between two
configurations, resulting in two distinct emission lines when observed with a long integration time. Since we observe
several time scales from the experimental autocorrelation function, we will first show that the autocorrelation function
can be factorised. We will then explicitly calculate the part of g(2) corresponding to a fast switching emitter.

A. Factorization of the g(2) function

Here we will show that if the different time scales involved in the g(2) function are very different, the g(2) function
can be factorised. This procedure has already been used by Nutz and coworker [1] , who showed that the behaviour
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FIG. S-4. Superlocalization of emitter A1 and B2 using a single mode fiber as a pinhole. (a) Typical spectrum recorded with a
150 lines/mm grating. (c-d) Spectrally resolved PL maps of emitters A1 and B2. (e,f) 2D Gaussian fits of the maps in (c) and
(d). (g) Centers of the Gaussian fits, representing the super-localisation of the emitters A1 and B2 for 4 acquisitions realized
in a row. The barycenter is figured in black. Error bars resulting from the Gaussian fits.

of an anti-bunching and a bunching originating from a dark state can be well described by treating them separately.

Following the work of Fishman and co-workers [2], by introducing P⃗ : a vector of state occupancy probabilities, and

G the transition rate matrix, the system of rate equations is given by d
dt P⃗ = GP⃗ . The formal solution is given by:

P⃗ (t) = (w⃗0 · P⃗0)v⃗0 +
n−1∑

i=1

(w⃗i · P⃗0)e
λitv⃗i, (2)

where P⃗0 is the initial state, v⃗i are the eigenvectors of G with the associated eigenvalue λ: Gv⃗i = λiv⃗i. The vector
v⃗0 is the eigenvector with null eigenvalue, corresponding to the stationary solution. The vector w⃗j corresponds to the
dual basis; w⃗j · v⃗i = δi,j . The autocorrelation function is given by the conditional probability of being in the excited
state e at time τ under the condition of being in the ground state g at τ = 0 and normalised by the steady state



7

FIG. S-5. Six examples of possible 3D configurations compatible with the spectral diffusion observed in pair B. The green
arrow indicates the permanent dipole. The blue (resp. magenta) dot represents the position of the trap corresponding to zone
Z2 (resp. zone Z3) of Figure 3 of the main text.

FIG. S-6. Each blue (trapping) or red (detrapping) dots correspond to an experimental point of fig3c of the main text for the
third configuration in fig. S-5.

population of e:

g(2)(τ) = 1 +

n−1∑

i=1

(w⃗i · g⃗)(e⃗ · v⃗i)
(w⃗0 · g⃗)(e⃗ · v⃗0)

e−τ/τi . (3)

Since the real part of all eigenvalues is negative or zero [2], we set τi = −1/Re(λi) . We also assume that all
characteristic times are very distinct: τ1 ≪ τ2 ≪ .. ≪ τn−1 . By using e−t/τie−t/τn−1 ≃ e−t/τi , the autocorrelation
function can be approximated by:

g(2)(τ) ≃
(
1 +

n−2∑

i=1

(w⃗i · g⃗)(e⃗ · v⃗i)
(w⃗0 · g⃗)(e⃗ · v⃗0) + (w⃗n−1 · g⃗)(e⃗ · v⃗n−1)

e−τ/τi

)(
1 +

(w⃗n−1 · g⃗)(e⃗ · v⃗n−1)

(w⃗0 · g⃗)(e⃗ · v⃗0)
e−τ/τn−1

)
. (4)

Defining a new steady state vector:

v⃗′0 ≡ 1√
(w⃗0 · g⃗)(v⃗0 · g⃗) + (w⃗n−1 · g⃗)(v⃗n−1 · g⃗)

(
(w⃗0 · g⃗)v⃗0 + (w⃗n−1 · g⃗)v⃗n−1

)
, (5)

w⃗′
0 ≡ 1√

(w⃗0 · g⃗)(v⃗0 · g⃗) + (w⃗n−1 · g⃗)(v⃗n−1 · g⃗)
(
(v⃗0 · g⃗)w⃗0 + (v⃗n−1 · g⃗)w⃗n−1

)
, (6)

leads to :

(w⃗0 · g⃗)(e⃗ · v⃗0) + (w⃗n−1 · g⃗)(e⃗ · v⃗n−1) = (w⃗′
0 · g⃗)(e⃗ · v⃗′0). (7)

It can be verified that the basis v⃗′0 , v⃗1, v⃗2 ... v⃗n−2 and its dual w⃗′
0 , w⃗1, w⃗2 ... w⃗n−2 form an orthonormal basis of

dimension n− 2. We end up with the autocorrelation function given by:

g(2)(τ) ≃
(
1 +

n−2∑

i=1

(w⃗i · g⃗)(e⃗ · v⃗i)
(w⃗′

0 · g⃗)(e⃗ · v⃗′0)
e−τ/τi

)(
1 +

(w⃗n−1 · g⃗)(e⃗ · v⃗n−1)

(w⃗0 · g⃗)(e⃗ · v⃗0)
e−τ/τn−1

)
. (8)
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The left part corresponds to the g(2) function of an effective system of dimension n−1, and the right part corresponds
to the g(2) function of a two-level system. We note that the state g and e belongs to the full system defined by the
state v⃗n where n ranges from 0 to n− 1. Only the projection on each subsystem is required, and thus we really end
up with a factorisation of the g(2) function.

By reiterating this procedure, the autocorrelation function can be factorised into a product of g(2) of simple system
consisting of two effective levels associated with a characteristic time τi:

g(2)(τ) ≃
n−1∏

i=1

g
(2)
i (τ). (9)

Assuming a fast switching of the emitter between two states, even in the presence of other levels (dark states, etc.),
one can focus on the sub g(2) corresponding to this switching time-scale.

B. Part of the autocorrelation function that corresponds to fast switching.

η γ

(1-η)γ

α β

e
α

g
α

e
β

g
β

FIG. S-7. Electronic configuration for a hypothetical fast switching between two configurations α and β. The optical transition
comes from the transitions eα → gα and eβ → gβ .

In the subspace correponding to the fast switching between the configuration α and configuration β, cf figure S-7,
the transition matrix reads:

G = γ

(
−(1− η) η
1− η −η

)
, (10)

the eigenvectors are given by v⃗0 = (η, 1 − η) ; v⃗1 = (1,−1) ; w⃗0 = (1, 1) ; w⃗1 = (1 − η,−η). The eigenvector v⃗0
corresponds to the stationary solution and v⃗1 to the eigenvalue −γ . The part of the intensity autocorrelation of the
transition eα → gα related to the fast switching corresponding, is given by:

g(2)α (τ) = 1 +
(w⃗1 · g⃗α)(e⃗α · v⃗1)
(w⃗0 · g⃗α)(e⃗α · v⃗0)

e−γτ . (11)

The expression of g
(2)
β has the same expression as g

(2)
α by replacing α with β . Noticing that eα and gα belong to the

subspace α ; and eβ and gβ to the subspace β ; we finally obtain:

g(2)α (τ) = 1 +
1− η

η
e−γ|τ |, (12)

g
(2)
β (τ) = 1 +

η

1− η
e−γ|τ |. (13)

A fast switching event is thus characterized by a step (in semi-logx scale) in the auto-correlation of both lines, at
the same characteristic time 1/γ. Moreover the product of the amplitudes of this step of each line is equal to one (for
a normalized g(2) function).

Note that the presence of oscillations in the autocorrelations for times exceeding 0.1 ms are signatures of mechanical
vibrations in our setup due to the high sensitivity of the Fabry-Perot cavity used for spectral filtering.
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V. 1D VS 3D EMITTER PAIR GENERATION PROBABILITY

For an emitter numeric concentration ρ, the probability to find k emitters within an elementary volume v reads:
Pk(v) = e−vρ(vρ)k/k!. The manipulation of a quantum coupled pair requires that two emitters are in close vicinity
(within dv a few nm3) and are the only pair within a volume Vλ of the order of λ3, where λ is the transition wavelength
used to manipulate the system. This configuration has a probability P = Vλ

dv P2(dv)P0(Vλ − dv). This probability is

maximum for a concentration ρ = 2/Vλ and amounts to Pmax = dv
Vλ

2e−2. In a 3D system, with dv = δ3, this reads:

Pmax ≃ 0.27(δ/λ)3, whereas for a 1D system, one gets Pmax ≃ 0.27δ/λ. Hence, for typical configurations where
δ/λ ≃ 0.001, the 1D configuration is 106 times more favorable than its 3D counterpart, showing the strong interest of
using a nanotube as a 1D backbone to anchor the OCCs.

VI. OTHER EXAMPLE OF COUPLED PAIR.

In figure S-8, we show another pair of OCCs on a single nanotube (we have named this pair ”C”), similar to those
presented in the main text. From the electrostatic correlation, we found that the distance between the two OCCs is
in the order of 25 nm.

(d)(c)

(a) (b)

FIG. S-8. (a) Time trace of energy shifts (b) Time trace of the PL spectrum (c) Spectral shifts for the emitters of pair
C (d) Density plot generated from panel (c). The black dashed line corresponds to the projection of the permanent dipole:
p⃗C1 · e⃗z = |p0| and p⃗C2 · e⃗z = 0.75|p0|. The dipole separation is δ = 25 nm.

VII. INSTRUMENTAL RESPONSE FUNCTION

To measure the instrumental response function, we use a homemade super-continuum laser source. A non-linear
photonic fiber (NKT Photonics NL-PM-750) is pumped with a femtosecond pulsed laser (Coherent Vitesse) to generate
a super-continuum in the range 500 nm to 1100 nm. The output light is filtered out using hard coated 10 nm bandpass
filter and coupled to a single-mode fiber plugged to our single photon detector. Simulations show that for a commercial
fiber with a typical length of 10 m, we expect femtosecond pulses to be broadened up to few picoseconds. Since the
pulse width is an order of magnitude smaller than the jitter time, we consider them as delta functions in the time
domain, so that :

Rmes(t) = (RSSPD ∗ Spulse)(t) ≃ (RSSPD ∗ δ)(t) = RSSPD(t) (14)

We first characterized our detector by measuring the Rmes with respect to the excitation wavelengths in the range
800 nm to 1100 nm, as shown on figure S-9.(b). The 800 nm point is made by coupling the femtosecond laser directly
into a single mode fiber and plugged to the single photon detector to ensure that the pulse broadening induced by
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FIG. S-9. Single photon detector time response measured for two different wavelengths with gaussian fit (a). Extracted FWHM
from the fit with respect to the laser wavelength for both channels

the non-linear optical fiber is negligible. The full width at half maximum (FWHM) is constant for each channel over
the wavelength. Although jitter is not well understood, it is intrinsic to each detector and tends to be identical over
the designed range of bias current and wavelength. Based on this understanding, we keep the jitter constant over the
full range of our detectors.
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