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A theory of electron spin-flip Raman scattering (SFRS) is presented that describes the Raman
spectral signals shifted by both single and twice the electron Zeeman energy under nearly resonant
excitation of the heavy hole excitons in semiconductor nanoplatelets. We analyze the spin structure
of photoexcited intermediate states, derive compound matrix elements of the spin-flip scattering and
obtain polarization properties of the one- and two-electron SFRS common for all the intermediate
states. We show that, in the resonant scattering process under consideration, the complexes “exci-
ton plus localized resident electrons” play the role of main intermediate states rather than tightly
bound trion states. It is demonstrated that, in addition to the direct photoexcitation (and similar
photorecombination) channel, there is another indirect channel contributing to the SFRS process.
In the indirect channel, the photohole forms the exciton state with the resident electron removed
from the localization site while the photoelectron becomes localized on this site. The theoretical
results are compared with recent experimental findings for ensembles of CdSe nanoplatelets.

I. INTRODUCTION

Spin-flip Raman scattering is an electronic process of
inelastic light scattering with the initial and final states
being the different spin-states of electrons and/or holes.
In semiconductors, spin-flip Raman scattering (SFRS)
was predicted by Yafet [1] in 1966 and first observed by
Slusher, Patel and Fleury [2] in InSb. The observed Ra-
man scattering mechanisms in semiconductors and semi-
conductor nanostructures include spin flip of mobile car-
riers [1, 2], resident and photoexcited, or carriers bound
to shallow donors and acceptors (via exciton-involved
processes) [3–5] as well as spin flip of excitons mediated
by bulk acoustic vibrations [6].
In addition to numerous publications on the single-

electron SFRS, there are few publications on the dou-
ble spin-flip Raman scattering in bulk semiconductors,
namely, CdS [7], see also Refs. [3, 4], and ZnTe [8, 9]. In
Ref. [9], in addition to single- and double-electron SFRS,
there was observed a triple spin-flip scattering process in
which three spins of donor electrons are reversed.
Recently, this kind of scattering with a Raman shift

twice the single spin-flip energy has been observed in
CdSe nanoplatelets [10], a new type of two-dimensional
nanocrystals that emerged a decade ago [11]. In Ref. [10]
we have also proposed a theory to explain the experi-
mental findings, first of all the polarization properties
of the SFRS. In this paper we extend a brief theoreti-
cal consideration of Ref. [10] to a full scale presentation
of the theory of SFRS mediated by excitons interacting
either with one or two resident electrons localized in a
nanoplatelet (NPL).
The theory of multiple spin-flip Raman scattering pro-

posed by Economou et al. [12] and published in the same
issue of the Physical Review Letters as the experiment
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[7] is based on the exchange interaction of two or more
donor-bound electron spins with the electron spin in the
photoexcited exciton. Here we extend the theory to con-
sider the single and double spin-flip scattering processes
in colloidal nanoplatelets hosting more than one localized
resident electron. Moreover, as compared to Ref. [12] we
analyze the compound matrix elements of the spin-flip
scattering taking into account the spin and orbital struc-
ture of the resonant intermediate states, derive simple
polarization properties of the one- (1e) and two-electron
(2e) SFRS common for all intermediate states and dis-
cuss reasons for violation of these selection rules.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In
Sect. II, we describe the geometrical set-up of the spin-
flip Raman scattering process, the Zeeman states of one
and two resident electrons in the NPLs as well as the
exciton eigenstates. In Sect. III, we analyze the struc-
ture of the three-particle intermediate state (III A), de-
rive the general expression for the single SFRS compound
matrix element (III B) and consider two limiting cases
corresponding to the trion and “exciton plus localized
resident electron” intermediate states (III C). We discuss
in Sect. III D the origin of different contributions to the
single SFRS coming from direct and indirect photoexci-
tation and recombination channels. In Sect. IV, we de-
rive the compound matrix elements for the double SFRS
mediated by the complex “exciton plus two localized res-
ident electrons” including the direct (IVA) and indirect
(IVB) channels as well as by the “singlet trion plus local-
ized resident electron” complex (IVC). Sect. V presents a
derivation of simplified expressions for the resident elec-
tron, exciton and trion wave functions, allowing us to
obtain estimations for the efficiency of different mech-
anisms of SFRS and compare the theory with experi-
ment. The discussion of polarization selection rules and
their comparison with the experimental observation is
given in Sect. VI. Finally, we summarize our findings in
Sect. VII. The expressions for the absorption and emis-
sion matrix elements are presented in the Appendix A.
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The Appendix B contains integral relations used in the
estimations of Section V.

II. THE SCATTERING SET-UP AND ZEEMAN

SPLITTING

(b)

(a)

FIG. 1: (a) Schematic illustration of the Raman spectra

(Stokes processes) with single (I(1e)) and double (I(2e)) SFRS
signals which can be observed in the NPLs with at least one
and two resident electrons, respectively. (b) Geometry of the
experiment: the x, y and z-axes represent the laboratory
frame, c is the unit vector normal to the NPL surface, the
axes xc, yc and zc ‖ c represent the NPL frame, red arrow
shows the direction of the external magnetic field. The exci-
tation beam propagates along the z-axis and the SFRS signal
is measured in the back scattering direction.

The schematics of the single and double SFRS spectra
and the set-up of the scattering processes under consid-
eration are reproduced in Fig. 1. The z axis of the labo-
ratory frame of reference (x, y, z) is fixed parallel to the
substrate surface normal. Without loss of generality, we
choose the normal (z-direction) incidence of a monochro-
matic polarized light wave of the frequency ω and the
backscattering geometry, orange and blue wavy lines in
Fig. 1. The unit vector c is directed along the normal
to the nanoplatelet, it is defined by the polar angle θc
and azimuth angle ϕc. As a rule, the CdSe nanoplatelets
crystallize in zinc-blende structure and have Cd termi-

nated and acetate-passivated (001) surfaces on both sides
[13–15]. The theory takes into account the anisotropy of
the electron g factor and an arbitrary orientation of the
NPL with respect to the z direction, laying flat, standing
straight or tilted on the substrate surface. To define the
orientation of a NPL we use a second set of Cartesian
axes xc, yc, zc with zc ‖ c. Unless otherwise specified, we
extend the D2d point symmetry of the platelet lattice to
the axial symmetry in which case all orientations of the
rectangular axes xc and yc in the plane of the NPL are
equivalent.
The Zeeman spin splitting of the resident electron

states is described by two components of the electron
g factors, gzczc ≡ g‖ and gxcxc

= gycyc
≡ g⊥. In the

magnetic field B making the angle ΘB with the normal
c the splitting is given by gµBB, where µB is the Bohr
magneton and g is the effective electron Landé factor

g =
√

g2⊥ sinΘ2
B + g2‖ cosΘ

2
B (1)

=
√

g2⊥ + (g2‖ − g2⊥)(b · c)2 ,

b = B/B is the unit vector along the magnetic field. In
accordance to the experimental data of Ref. [10] we take
the values of g⊥ and g‖ both positive. With allowance for
the g factor anisotropy the spin eigenstates are oriented
along and against the unit vector

b̃ =
(

g⊥b⊥ + g‖b‖

)

/g , (2)

where b⊥ and b‖ are the in- and off-plane components of
the vector b. In the following we denote the eigenspinors
by ↓↓↓ and ↑↑↑. In the spin flip scattering observed in CdSe
NPLs [10], the resident electron spin reverses from ↓↓↓ to
↑↑↑ (Stokes process) or from ↑↑↑ to ↓↓↓ (anti-Stokes process).

In the next section we use the expression

↓↓↓ = A−+ ↑c +A−− ↓c , ↑↑↑ = A++ ↑c +A+− ↓c (3)

of these two-component columns via the spin-up and
spin-down states ↑c, ↓c attached to the c axis. Since the
spin states (3) are orthonormalized the four coefficients
Aij (i, j = ±) satisfy the identities

|A++|2 + |A+−|2 = |A−+|2 + |A−−|2 = 1 ,

A∗
++A−+ = −A∗

+−A−− ,
∣

∣A∗
++A−+

∣

∣ =
1

2
sin Θ̃ , (4)

|A++|2 − |A+−|2 = |A−−|2 − |A−+|2 = cos Θ̃ = b̃ · c ,

where Θ̃ is the angle between the vectors c and b̃. It
follows from the definition (1) that cos Θ̃ = (g‖/g) cosΘB

and sin Θ̃ = (g⊥/g) sinΘB.
In the NPLs of the 3 to 5 monolayers thickness, the size

quantization along the z axis is very strong allowing us to
consider only the two-dimensional envelope functions for
the lateral in-plane states of the resident electrons. We
use here the notation φ(ρ) for the scalar envelope of the
resident electron at the in-plane quantum size level and
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φr(ρ) for the resident electron localized at a NPL defect
(presumably, near the platelet edge). In both cases, the
lowest energy state of the resident electron in the external
magnetic field is the spin-down ↓↓↓ state.
The observed double SFRS [10] can be understood only

by assuming the presence of at least two resident elec-
trons in a NPL. The pair of electrons cannot be unlocal-
ized and occupy the same lowest size-quantized level in
the NPL because, in that case, their ground state would
have been spin singlet, see e.g. Ref. [16], and the scatter-
ing with the photon energy shift by 2gµBB would have
been impossible. Therefore, our model implies an exis-
tence of two resident electrons localized at different in-
plane cites in the platelet. We use the notations φ1(ρ1)
and φ2(ρ2) for the in-plane scalar envelopes of the first
and second localized resident electrons. The overlap be-
tween φ1 and φ2 is assumed to be weak so that the singlet-
triplet energy splitting of the resident electrons is much
smaller than the Zeeman energy in moderate magnetic
fields. Thus, the lowest two-electron spin state in the ex-
ternal magnetic field B is the triplet double-down pair
↓↓↓1↓↓↓2 with spins oriented along b̃.

Both single and double spin flip scattering processes
observed in CdSe NPLs [10] involve the photoexcitation
of the excitons. In the model under study the incident
photon generates an optically-allowed (bright) exciton
formed by a heavy hole with the angular momentum pro-
jection jzc = ±3/2 on the z ‖ c axis. According to the
selection rules, the optically active are the bright NPL
excitonic states with the angular momentum component
±1 along the zc axis and the envelopes

Ψ+1 =↓c⇑ Φexc(ρ,ρh) , Ψ−1 =↑c⇓ Φexc(ρ,ρh) , (5)

where the double arrows ⇑ and ⇓ represent the heavy
hole states with jzc = 3/2 and jzc = −3/2, respec-
tively, Φexc(ρ,ρh) is the two-particle scalar envelope,
ρ = (xc, yc) and ρh = (xh,c, yh,c) are the electron and
hole in-plane coordinates. In the absence of any resident
electrons, the matrix elements of the optical transitions
into the states Ψ±1 are given by

M
(abs)
±1 (X, e0)E0 = −dcv

e0xc
∓ ie0yc√
2

IΦE0 , (6)

where E0 and e0 are the amplitude and the polarization
unit vector of the initial light electric field,

IΦ =

∫

Φexc(ρ,ρ)dρ , (7)

dcv is the interband matrix element of the dipole moment
operator, e〈S|x|X〉 = e〈S|y|Y 〉, with S,X, Y being the
Bloch functions at the Γ point of the Brillouin zone. In
general, the incident light generates in each arbitrarily
oriented NPL the exciton [17]

Ψ =
(

e0xc
Ψxc

+ e0yc
Ψyc

)

, (8)

Ψxc
=

Ψ+1 +Ψ−1√
2

, Ψyc
= −i

Ψ+1 −Ψ−1√
2

.

The dark exciton states described by the functions

Ψ+2 =↑c⇑ Φexc(ρ,ρh) , Ψ−2 =↓c⇓ Φexc(ρ,ρh) (9)

do not interact with light in the absence of the resident
electrons or spin-flip inducing perturbations.
The bright-dark exchange splitting ∆EAF is assumed

to be much larger than the Zeeman energies and the un-
certainty of the exciton level h̄Γ

gµBB ≪ h̄Γ ≪ ∆EAF . (10)

The same condition is also valid for the Zeeman splitting
of the exciton states gexµBB cosΘB, where gex is the lon-
gitudinal component of the exciton g-factor (the trans-
verse component is negligible). Since a NPL has a rectan-
gular shape with different sides, the long-range electron-
hole exchange interaction results in an anisotropic split-
ting ∆an of the bright exciton sublevels [18]. Mostly,
in this paper we also assume this splitting to be much
smaller than h̄Γ.
The important precondition for the SFRS process is

the non-vanishing overlap between the resident electron
and exciton envelopes implying also the non-vanishing
exchange interaction energy Jee between the resident
electron and electron in the exciton. Depending on the
relation between Jee and ∆EAF, different intermediate
states consisting of three or four particle can be formed.
We consider first the single SFRS for the arbitrarily re-
lation between Jee and ∆EAF. Then we consider single
and double SFRS processes in the two limiting cases of
strong and weak electron-electron exchange interaction.
The proposed model is as much simplified as possible but
still reproduces the main features of the spin flip Raman
scattering phenomenon.

III. SINGLE SPIN FLIP RAMAN SCATTERING

The equation for the efficiency of Stokes single SFRS
can be written in the following form

I(1e) ∝ |V (1e)
f,i |2δ(h̄ω0 − h̄ω − gµBB)f↓↓↓ . (11)

Here V
(1e)
f,i is the compound matrix element of the scat-

tering from the initial state i to the final state f , ω0 and
ω are the frequencies of the initial and secondary light
waves, f↓↓↓ is the occupation of the initial spin-down state
↓↓↓ of the resident electron undergoing the spin flip transi-
tion,

f↓↓↓ = [1 + exp (−gµBB/kBT )]
−1 , (12)

kB is the Boltzmann constant and T is the temperature.
For the anti-Stokes process the sign of the Zeeman term
in the δ-function of Eq. (11) is reversed, and the occu-
pation f↓↓↓ replaced by the occupation f↑↑↑ = 1 − f↓↓↓ of the
spin-up state ↑↑↑.
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In the second-order perturbation theory the compound
matrix element has the following general form

V
(1e)
f,i = E0

∑

n

M
(em)
f,n (e)M

(abs)
n,i (e0)

En − h̄ω0 − ih̄Γn
. (13)

Here n is the intermediate three-particle state formed by
a resident electron and a pair of photoexcited electron
and hole, En is the excitation energy of the intermediate
state. For the Stokes process, the initial state includes an
incident photon of the energy h̄ω0 with the polarization
unit vector e0 and a resident electron in the spin-down
state ↓↓↓ with the envelope ϕ(ρ) or ϕr(ρ); the final state
includes a scattered photon of the energy h̄ω with the
polarization e and the resident electron in the spin-up

state ↑↑↑ with the same envelope. The photon absorption

and emission matrix elements, M
(abs)
n,i (e0) and M

(em)
f,n (e),

depend linearly on the unit vectors e0 and e∗.

A. Three particle intermediate states

The structure of the intermediate three-particle states
n depends on the relative strength of the electron-
electron and electron-hole exchange interaction. Neglect-
ing the effect of the external magnetic field, one can find
the energies and the wave functions of the intermediate
states as the solutions of the spin Hamiltonian

Ĥe-e-h = Ĥe-e + Ĥ2e-h , Ĥe-e = −Jee

(

ŝ1 · ŝ2 −
1

4

)

, (14)

Ĥ2e-h = −2

3
Jeha

2
0

[

ŝ1,zc ĵzc δ(ρ1 − ρh) + ŝ2,zc ĵzc δ(ρ2 − ρh)
]

,

where we have omitted the common energy shift of all
states, ŝ1,2 are spin operators of the first and second

electrons, ĵzc is the diagonal 2×2 matrix with the com-
ponents 3/2 and −3/2 corresponding to the projection of
the heavy hole spin on the zc axis, Jeh is the effective en-
ergy of the electron-hole interaction, a0 is the lattice con-
stant included to have the constant Jeh in energy units.
In the absence of the interaction with the resident elec-
tron, the energy splitting, ∆EAF = EA − EF, between
the bright, E±1 ≡ EA, and dark, E±2 ≡ EF, neutral
exciton states is given by

∆EAF = Jeha
2
0

∫

Φ2
exc(ρ,ρ)dρ . (15)

In turn, the energy Jee can be written as the difference

Jee = ES − ET (16)

between the energies ES = Jee, ET = 0 in the singlet (S)
and triplet (T ) configurations of two electron spins if the
electron-hole exchange interaction is neglected. In this
limit, Jeh → 0, the eight eigenstates of the heavy-hole
three-particle Hamiltonian Ĥe-e-h have the form

ΨS
+3/2(−3/2) =

1√
2
(↑c,1↓c,2 − ↓c,1↑c,2) ⇑ (⇓)ΦS(ρ1,ρ2,ρh) , (17)

ΨT
+3/2(−3/2) =

1√
2
(↑c,1↓c,2 + ↓c,1↑c,2) ⇑ (⇓)ΦT (ρ1,ρ2,ρh) ,

ΨT
+5/2(−1/2) =↑c,1↑c,2⇑ (⇓)ΦT (ρ1,ρ2,ρh) ,

ΨT
+1/2(−5/2) =↓c,1↓c,2⇑ (⇓)ΦT (ρ1,ρ2,ρh) .

Here the envelopes ΦS(ρ1,ρ2,ρh) and ΦT (ρ1,ρ2,ρh) are
respectively symmetric and antisymmetric under the co-
ordinate interchange ρ1 ↔ ρ2, they are solutions of the
e-e-h three-particle static Coulomb problem. The in-

dexes ±1/2,±3/2,±5/2 show the total angular momen-
tum component m = s1,zc + s2,zc + jzc . The heavy-hole
columns ⇑ and ⇓ in the rhs of Eqs. (17) correspond to
the states with positive and negative values of m.
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In the general case Jee 6= 0, Jeh 6= 0, the eigen energies
ES , ET are replaced by

ET
±5/2 = −∆1

2
, ET

±1/2 =
∆1

2
, (18)

EA
±3/2 =

1

2

(

Jee +
√

∆2
eh + J2

ee

)

,

EF
±3/2 =

1

2

(

Jee −
√

∆2
eh + J2

ee

)

,

where

∆eh = 2Jeha
2
0

∫∫

dρdρrΦS(ρr,ρ,ρ)ΦT (ρr,ρ,ρ) , (19)

∆1 = 2Jeha
2
0

∫∫

dρdρrΦ
2
T (ρr,ρ,ρ) .

Note that in the case Jee = 0, ∆1 ≈ ∆eh ≈ ∆EAF (see
Sect. V), and the above energies of the bright and dark
excitons are given as EA = ∆EAF /2, EF = −∆EAF /2.
For Jeh 6= 0, four of the eigenstates, ΨT

m with m =
±1/2,±5/2, retain their form while the remaining four
states become linear combinations of ΨS

±3/2 and ΨT
±3/2

as follows

ΨA
±3/2 = C(1)ΨS

±3/2 ± C(2)ΨT
±3/2 , (20)

ΨF
±3/2 = ∓C(2)ΨS

±3/2 + C(1)ΨT
±3/2 ,

where

C(1) =

√

1 + γ

2
, C(2) =

√

1− γ

2

and

γ =
Jee

√

∆2
eh + J2

ee

.

The states with m = ±3/2 comprise the antiparal-
lel spins of two electrons in the singlet (S) or triplet (T )
configurations mixed by the electron-hole interaction into
states comprising bright (A) and dark (F ) exciton states,
while the states with m = ±5/2,±1/2 have the parallel
triplet spin configuration of two electrons. The states
with m = ±5/2 do not interact with light. The absorp-
tion and emission matrix elements for all other states are
given in the Appendix A. They involve the optical overlap
integrals, IS and IT , for two electrons and a hole in the
singlet and triplet configurations, respectively. For the
estimation of IS and IT one need to know the envelopes
ΦS and ΦT of the three particle states.

While making estimations it is instructive to consider
an important special case of the complex “exciton plus
localized electron” where the envelopes of the single resi-
dent electron and the exciton are fixed and the Coulomb
interaction between them can be treated as a pertur-
bation. In this case the envelopes ΦT (ρ1,ρ2,ρh) and
ΦS(ρ1,ρ2,ρh) can be presented in the “decoupled” form

ΦS(ρ1,ρ2,ρh) =
CS√
2
[φr(ρ1)Φexc(ρ2,ρh) + φr(ρ2)Φexc(ρ1,ρh)] , (21)

ΦT (ρ1,ρ2,ρh) =
CT√
2
[φr(ρ1)Φexc(ρ2,ρh)− φr(ρ2)Φexc(ρ1,ρh)] ,

where CS,T = 1/
√

(1±Dr) are additional factors differing from unity because of the overlap between the first and
second functions in the brackets

Dr =

∫∫∫

φr(ρ1)φr(ρ2)Φexc(ρ1,ρh)Φexc(ρ2,ρh)dρ1dρ2dρh . (22)

One can show that the positive value of Dr does not
exceed unity. For the functions (21), the integrals (A4)
are reduced to

IS =
CS√
2
(IΦ + Ir) , IT =

CT√
2
(IΦ − Ir) , (23)

where the electron-hole overlap integral IΦ is defined by
Eq. (7) and

Ir =

∫∫

φr(ρ)φr(ρ
′)Φexc(ρ,ρ

′)dρdρ′ . (24)

The value of Ir as well as the values of the overlap inte-
grals Dr and IΦ are estimated in Section V. Spin config-
urations of all the states are illustrated in Fig. 2 (mid-
dle). The structure of energy levels is shown schemati-
cally for the two limiting cases, tightly bound trion (left)
and “exciton plus localized electron” complex (right).
Here it is worth to refer to the study of the spin-flip
Raman scattering in p-doped GaAs/GaAlAs quantum-
well structures [5, 19] where two different mechanisms
were identified to contribute to the bound-hole-related
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FIG. 2: Schematic illustration of the three-particle spin con-
figurations (in the middle) and energy levels in the two limit
cases: tightly bound trion (|Jee| ≫ ∆EAF , left) and “exci-
ton plus localized resident electron” complex (|Jee| ≪ ∆EAF ,
right). The ordering of levels is shown for Jee < 0. Red thin
and blue thick arrows show, respectively, the directions of the
electron and hole spins relative to the c axis.

scattering. The first process involves three-particle com-
plexes, A0LE, which can be considered as a localized ex-
citon neighboring a neutral acceptor and weakly affected
by the acceptor, while the second process is associated
with excitons bound to neutral acceptors, A0X, acting as
intermediate states.

B. Single SFRS compound matrix elements

The compound matrix element (13) can be presented

as a sum, V
(1e)
T + V

(1e)
A + V

(1e)
F , of three terms

V (1e)
α = E0

∑

η=±
〈f,↑↑↑

∣

∣

∣
V̂ (em)(e)

∣

∣

∣
Ψα

ηmα
〉〈Ψα

ηmα

∣

∣

∣
V̂ (abs)(e0)

∣

∣

∣
i,↓↓↓〉

Eα
mα

− h̄ω0 − ih̄Γα,mα

, (25)

where α = T,A, F and mT = 1/2,mA = mF = 3/2. The
summation over ±mα in the nominator is performed by
using Eqs. (A3), (A6) and results in

∑

m=±1/2

〈f,↑↑↑
∣

∣

∣
V̂ (em)(e)

∣

∣

∣
ΨT

m〉〈ΨT
m

∣

∣

∣
V̂ (abs)(e0)

∣

∣

∣
i,↓↓↓〉

= 2id2cv
(

e∗xc
e0yc

− e∗yc
e0xc

)

A∗
++A−+I2

T ,
∑

m=±3/2

〈f,↑↑↑
∣

∣

∣
V̂ (em)(e)

∣

∣

∣
Ψα

m〉〈Ψα
m

∣

∣

∣
V̂ (abs)(e0)

∣

∣

∣
i,↓↓↓〉

= − i

2
d2cv
(

e∗xc
e0yc

− e∗yc
e0xc

)

A∗
++A−+ ×

(

IS
√

1± γ ± IT
√

1∓ γ
)2

, (26)

where the upper and lower signs at the right hand side
correspond to α = A and α = F , respectively, |A∗

++A−+|
is given by Eq. (4), and the overlap integrals IS , IT are
defined in Eq. (A4). The combination e∗xc

e0yc
− e∗yc

e0xc
is

the zc component of the vector product e∗ × e0. There-
fore, the efficiency of the single SFRS depends on the
scattering geometry as

I(1e) ∝ sin2 Θ̃
∣

∣

(

e∗ × e0
)

· c
∣

∣

2
. (27)

Importantly, the rule (27) is independent of the parame-
ter γ and the strength of the electron-electron exchange
interaction, while the structure of the intermediate three-
particle state and the values of IS , IT , of course, depend

on γ. The above results can be used to obtain the single
SFRS cross section for any value of γ. We will discuss
further two limiting cases in order to get insight into the
SFRS mechanisms involved.

C. Single SFRS: two limiting cases

Let us consider first the limit of strong electron-
electron exchange interaction (|γ| ≈ 1) exceeding the
electron-hole exchange interaction. Such the case is re-
alized, e.g., for the exciton bound to a neutral donor,
D0X complex, or a tightly bound trion state. The neg-
atively charged trions were shown to dominate the low-
temperature PL spectra of CdSe/CdS NPLs with thick
CdS shell [20] and co-exist with the exciton PL in an en-
semble of bare core CdSe NPLs [10, 21–25]. In this case
the three-particle energies (18) transfer to

EA
±3/2 → ES = Jee , (28)

ET
±5/2, E

T
±1/2, E

F
±3/2 → ET → 0 ,

as shown at the left part of Fig. 2, and the matrix element
(13) reduces to

V
(1e)
f,i (ee) = id2cvE0

[(

e∗ × e0
)

· c
]

A∗
++A−+ (29)

×
( I2

T

E0 − h̄ω0 − ih̄Γtr,T
− I2

S

E0 + Jee − h̄ω0 − ih̄Γtr,S

)

,
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where E0 is the excitation energy of the intermediate
state n neglecting the exchange interactions (14). The
damping rates Γtr describe both the radiative and nonra-
diative recombination processes as well as the relaxation
to the lower energy levels. Since the triplet level is higher
in energy its decay rate Γtr,T is expected to exceed Γtr,S

in which case only the singlet trion contribution to the
SFRS is important.
We turn now to the limit of weak electron-electron in-

teraction, |γ| ≪ 1, or strong electron-hole exchange in-

teraction in the exciton. In this case, the energy levels
are (Fig. 2, right)

ET
±1/2 = −ET

±5/2 ≈ ∆EAF

2
, (30)

EA
±3/2 ≈ 1

2
(∆EAF + Jee) , E

F
±3/2 ≈ −1

2
(∆EAF − Jee) .

For the multiplicative envelopes (21), the compound
matrix element is

V
(1e)
f,i (eh) = id2cvE0

[(

e∗ × e0
)

· c
]

A∗
++A−+ (31)

×
[

C2
T (IΦ − Ir)2

EA − h̄ω0 − ih̄ΓA
− I2

A

EA + (Jee/2)− h̄ω0 − ih̄ΓA
− I2

F

EF + (Jee/2)− h̄ω0 − ih̄ΓF

]

,

where IΦ and Ir are defined by Eqs. (7) and (24) and

IA =
IΦ
2
(CS + CT ) +

Ir
2
(CS − CT ), (32)

IF =
IΦ
2
(CS − CT ) +

Ir
2
(CS + CT ) .

Again, the damping rates ΓA,F describe the recombina-
tion rates and the relaxation from the bright to dark
exciton state and ∆EAF ≫ ΓA ≫ ΓF [21].
To start the analysis of Eq. (31) it is worth to em-

phasize that, for negligibly small Ir, CS = CT = 1 and
|Jee|/2 ≪ h̄ΓA, Eq. (31) can be derived in the third-order
perturbation theory. Such a theory considers the single
spin-flip scattering process as a three-stage process that
involves two intermediate states n and n′ and is described
by the compound matrix element

V
(1e)
f,i (X,X) = E0

∑

n′n

M
(em)
f,n′ (X, e)∆n′,nM

(abs)
n,i (X, e0)

(EA − h̄ω0 − ih̄ΓA)2
.

(33)

Here M
(abs)
n,i (X, e0) and M

(em)
f,n′ (X, e) = [M

(abs)
n′,f (X, e)]∗

are, respectively, the matrix elements of the exciton gen-
eration by a photon and photon emission by an exciton
neglecting any resident electrons, see Eq. (6). In the

first intermediate state n the spin of the resident elec-
tron ↓↓↓ remains unchanged but the photon is replaced by
the exciton Ψmn

of Eq. (5) with the angular momentum
component mn = 1 or mn = −1. In the second in-
termediate state n′ the resident-electron spin ↓↓↓ reverses
to ↑↑↑ due to the exchange interaction Ĥe-e, see Eq. (14).
The exchange matrix element ∆n′n describes the flip-
stop process. In the e-e exchange interaction a spin flip
of the electron in the exciton is neglected because of the
assumed large value of the bright-dark exciton splitting.
The equation for ∆n′,n is given by

∆n′,n = −JeeA
∗
++A−+szc , (34)

where szc = −mn/2.

D. Discussion of the contribution due to the

integral Ir

The presence of the integral Ir in Eq. (31) is an original
result of this work and it needs an additional analysis.
Neglecting Dr ≪ 1 and setting CS = CT = 1 in Eq. (32)
we simplify Eq. (31) with I2

A = I2
Φ and I2

F = I2
r to

V
(1e)
f,i (eh) = id2cvE0

[(

e∗ × e0
)

· c
]

A∗
++A−+ (35)

×
[

(IΦ − Ir)2
EA − h̄ω0 − ih̄ΓA

− I2
Φ

EA + (Jee/2)− h̄ω0 − ih̄ΓA
− I2

r

EF + (Jee/2)− h̄ω0 − ih̄ΓF

]

,

The contribution proportional to I2
Φ has been analyzed

in the previous subsection, Eq. (33).
Here we give an interpretation of the contributions ∝

(−2IΦIr) and ∝ I2
r in Eq. (35). For this purpose we can
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set Jee = 0. In this case the level EA becomes fourfold
degenerate and the denominators in the first and second
terms of Eq. (35) coincide. While deriving Eq. (35) we
took CS = CT = 1 which allows us to take the basis of
fours states at the level EA in the separable (factorized)
form

ΨA,1 =↓c,1 φr(ρ1) ↓c,2⇑ Φexc(ρ2,ρh) , (36)

ΨA,2 =↑c,1 φr(ρ1) ↑c,2⇓ Φexc(ρ2,ρh) ,

ΨA,3 =↑c,1 φr(ρ1) ↓c,2⇑ Φexc(ρ2,ρh) ,

ΨA,4 =↓c,1 φr(ρ1) ↑c,2⇓ Φexc(ρ2,ρh) .

The explanation is based on the fact that electrons are
indistinguishable. Let us consider the optical generation
of an exciton in the presence of the localized resident elec-
tron with the initial spin ↑c or ↓c oriented along c. There
are two channels of the generation of the states ΨA,1 and
ΨA,2, with the σ+ and σ− polarized light, respectively.
We call them “direct” and “indirect” and schematically
illustrate in Fig. 3. The first, direct, channel is standard
one and can be thought just as an excitation of the four
exciton states (36) as a bound state of the photoelectron
and photohole. The optical matrix elements are given
by Eq. (6), they are independent on the envelope φr(ρ),
and the resident electron remains unchanged. The con-

tribution V
(1e)
f,i (X,X) ∝ I2

Φ arises from direct processes
both in absorption and emission and can also be called
the “geminate” process of scattering, because the hole
recombines with the “same” electron that participates in
the photogeneration.
However, for the transition from the initial state i = ↓c

to the intermediate state ΨA,1 or from the initial state
i = ↑c to the intermediate state ΨA,2, there is another
channel in which the photohole forms the exciton state
with the resident electron removed from the localization
site with the envelope φr(ρ) while the photoelectron is
localized on this localization site. The absorption matrix
elements for the second, indirect, channel are

M
(abs)
A,1 (Xind, e0) = 〈ΨA,1|V̂ (abs)|i =↑c〉 = dcve

0
σ−

×
∫

dρ φr(ρ)

∫

dρ′φr(ρ
′)Φexc(ρ,ρ

′) ≡ dcve
0
σ−

Ir ,

M
(abs)
A,2 (Xind, e0) = 〈ΨA,2|V̂ (abs)|i =↓c〉 = dcve

0
σ+

Ir ,
(37)

and similar equations are written for the emission matrix

elements M
(em)
A,1 (Xind, e),M

(em)
A,2 (Xind, e).

It follows then that the contribution ∝ −2IΦIr to the
SFRS arises both from the “direct-indirect”,

V
(1e)
f,i (Xind, X) ∝ M (em)

m (Xind, e)M
(abs)(X, e0) ,

and “indirect-direct”,

V
(1e)
f,i (X,Xind) ∝ M (em)

m (X, e)M (abs)(Xind, e0) ,

processes of the absorption and emission. The two con-
tributions are equal providing the factor 2. For the real

FIG. 3: Illustration of (a) “direct”, ∝ IΦ, and (b) “indirect”,
∝ Ir, channels of generation of the complex “exciton plus
localized resident electron”.

initial and final spin states ↓↓↓ and ↑↑↑ given by Eq. (3), the
compound matrix elements are obtained as linear com-

binations of V
(1e)
f,i (Xind, X) and V

(1e)
f,i (X,Xind) which re-

sults in the factor A∗
++A−+ in Eq. (35). Similarly, the

term I2
r comes from the indirect absorption and indirect

emission. Note that this particular “indirect-indirect”
process provides the SFRS from the dark exciton level
mn = ±2, see the last term in Eq. (35).
In contrast, there is no simple physical interpretation

of corrections arising in Eq. (31), with respect to Eq. (35),
from the difference of the normalization factors CS , CT

from unity. It is just worth to mention that the value of
Dr in Eq. (22) is of the same order as I2

r , see Sect. V.

IV. DOUBLE SPIN FLIP RAMAN

SCATTERING

The double SFRS scattering cross section for the
Stokes process is proportional to

I(2e) ∝ |V (2e)
f,i |2δ(h̄ω0 − h̄ω − 2gµBB)f1,↓↓↓f2,↓↓↓ . (38)

Taking the same g-factors for the two resident electrons
j = 1, 2 we can rewrite the product of occupations
f1,↓↓↓f2,↓↓↓ as the squared occupation f↓↓↓ defined by Eq. (12).
The both resident electron spins can flip taking into ac-
count the exchange interaction of each of them with the
electron spin s in the exciton

Ĥe-e-e =
∑

j=1,2

Jeje

(

ŝj · ŝ− 1

4

)

. (39)

As compared to the single SFRS, the matrix element

V
(2e)
f,i involves additional intermediate states and requires

more complex consideration. Therefore, it is instructive

to start with the calculation of V
(2e)
f,i for the simplified

conditions which have allowed us to derive Eq. (33) and

terms ∝ −2IΦIr in Eq. (35) for V
(1e)
f,i .
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A. Double SFRS, direct absorption and emission

Extending the scattering mechanism involving both
the direct absorption and direct emission of photons to

the double SFRS in the platelets containing two resident
electrons we obtain in the fourth-order perturbation ap-
proach

V
(2e)
f,i (X,X) = E0

∑

j

∑

n′′n′n

M
(em)
f,n′′ (X, e)∆

(j̃)
n′′,n′∆

(j)
n′,nM

(abs)
n,i (X, e0)

(EA − h̄ω0 − ih̄ΓA)3

=
d2cvE0

EA − h̄ω0 − ih̄ΓA

(

e∗xc
e0xc

+ e∗yc
e0yc

)

QI2
Φ . (40)

Here j = 1, 2, the index j̄ indicates the resident electron
different from the j-th one, the matrix element of the
exchange interaction between the j-th resident electron
and the electron in the exciton is defined similarly to
Eq. (34) by

∆
(j)
n′,n = ǫjszc , ǫj = −JejeA

∗
++A−+ , (41)

and

Q =
1

2

ǫ1ǫ2

(EA − h̄ω0 − ih̄ΓA)
2 . (42)

In this case, three intermediate states n, n′ and n′′ in-
volve the same photocreated exciton and differ by the
spin configuration of two resident electrons, namely, two
spins down ↓↓↓1↓↓↓2, antiparallel spins ↓↓↓ j̄↑↑↑j and two spins
up ↑↑↑1↑↑↑2.
The direct mechanism of the double SFRS is similar

to multiple spin-flip Raman scattering observed in the
diluted magnetic semiconductors, e.g. [26–30], and re-
cently also in colloidal CdSe/CdMnS nanoplatelets [31],
where Ir is certainly negligible as compared to IΦ be-
cause the d-electron shells are tightly bound to the Mn
ions. It is also worth to mention that Eqs. (40), (42)
agree with the theory of the resonance shift quantum spin
noise spectroscopy and multiply spin-flip Raman scatter-
ing [30] according to which

|Q|2f2
↓↓↓ =

|ǫ1ǫ2|2

|Eexc − h̄ω0 − ih̄ΓA|4
〈Ŝ2

z (0)Ŝ
2
z (τ)〉2Ω ,

where Ŝz = ŝ1z + ŝ1z , Ŝz(τ) is the Heisenberg operator,
the final factor in the right-hand side is the Fourier trans-
form of the correlation function 〈Ŝ2

z (0)Ŝ
2
z (τ)〉 and equals

f2
↓↓↓/4.

The expression in the brackets of Eq. (40) can be
rewritten as e∗ · e0 − (e∗ · c)(e0 · c) or, equivalently, as a
scalar product of the vector products (e∗ × c) · (e0 × c),
or as an explicit function of the angles θc and ϕc

1

2

(

1 + cos2 θc
) (

e∗xe
0
x + e∗ye

0
y

)

− sin2 θc
2

(43)

×
[

(e∗xe
0
y + e∗ye

0
x) sin 2ϕc + (e∗xe

0
x − e∗ye

0
y) cos 2ϕc

]

.
Finally, the dependence of the SFRS efficiency on the
scattering geometry is given by

I(2e) ∝ sin4 Θ̃
∣

∣e∗ · e0 − (e∗ · c)(e0 · c)
∣

∣

2
. (44)

B. Double SFRS, indirect absorption or emission

For the mechanism related to the indirect spin-flip
channel of either absorption or emission and contributed
by Ir, the corresponding part of the matrix element for
the Stokes process has the form

V
(2e,ind)
f,i = V

(2e)
f,i (Xind, X) + V

(2e)
f,i (X,Xind) , (45)

where

V
(2e)
f,i (Xind, X) =

∑

j

∑

n′n

M
(em,j̄ 6=j)
f,n′ (Xind, e)∆

(j)
n′,nM

(abs)
n,i (X, e0)

(EA − h̄ω0 − ih̄ΓA)2
(46)

and the second term is obtained by the interchange X ↔
Xind.

In Eq. (46), in the first intermediate state n the pho-
ton is replaced by the exciton. The exchange interaction
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(39) between the electron in the exciton and two resident
electrons transforms the quantum system from the state
with the initially parallel spins ↓↓↓1↓↓↓2 to the second inter-
mediate state n′ with a pair of the anti-parallel spins of
the resident electrons and the unchanged exciton. The
emission matrix element in Eq. (46) is proportional to
the integral Irj̄ given by Eq. (24) in which the function
φr(ρ) is replaced by the localization envelope φj̄(ρ).
The summation over mn = ±1 in the nominator of

(46) leads to
∑

j

∑

mn=±1

M
(em,j̄ 6=j)
f,n′ (Xind, e)∆

(j)
n′,nM

(abs)
n,i (X, e0) (47)

= −1

2
d2cv(A

∗
++A−+)

2
(

e∗xc
e0xc

+ e∗yc
e0yc

)

IΦ
∑

j

JejeIrj̄ .

The polarization and geometry dependence coincides
with that for the direct double SFRS, Eq. (44).

C. Double SFRS, trion mechanism

Here we consider the double SFRS with a trion as an
intermediate state and assume that, in the applied mag-
netic field, the initial state is formed by two spin-down
resident electrons, one of them in the localized state de-
scribed by the localization function φr(ρ) and another
one in the non-localized state described by φ(ρ). The ex-
change interaction between the exciton electron and non-
localized resident electron is expected to be much larger
than the electron-hole exchange interaction as well as the
energy level uncertainties. Therefore, we consider the in-
termediate states n and n′ formed by the singlet trion de-
scribed by the functions ΨS

±3/2 and the spin-down (state

n) and spin-up (state n′) resident electron, respectively.
Because of the singlet configuration of the electrons in
the trion, the spin flip of the resident electron from n
to n′ can occur only due to the electron-hole flip-stop
exchange interaction

He-h = −2

3
Jeha

2
0(ŝr,zc ĵzc)δ(ρr − ρh) , (48)

where ŝr,zc is the operator of the spin projection on the
c axis of the localized resident electron.
The form of the scattering matrix element is similar to

that in Eq. (33):

V
(2e,tr)
f,i = E0

∑

n′n

M
(em)
f,n′ (e)∆

(eh)
n′,nM

(abs)
n,i (e0)

(Etr,S − h̄ω0 − ih̄Γtr,S)2
, (49)

where the absorption and emission matrix elements are
proportional to IS and given in Appendix A by Eqs. (A3)
and (A6), respectively. The exchange matrix element is
given by

∆
(eh)
n′,n = −2

3
ǫhA

∗
++A−+jzc , (50)

ǫh = Jeha
2
0

∫∫∫

φ2
r(ρh)Φ

2
S(ρ1,ρ2,ρh)dρ1dρ2dρh .

The estimation of IS and ǫh for the trion state is given
in Sect. VB. The exchange energy ǫh between the res-
ident electron and the hole is apparently smaller then
the energy Jee entering the exchange matrix element for
the exciton-mediated single or double SFRS. The influ-
ence of the polarization and the measurement set-up on
the properties of the light scattering is identical to the
previous two mechanisms.

V. THE MODEL SIMPLIFICATIONS:

EFFICIENCY OF THE EXCITON AND TRION

SFRS MECHANISMS

Here we are going to introduce some model simplifica-
tions in order to estimate the overlap integrals entering
the trion and exciton optical transitions, electron-hole
and electron-electron exchange energies, as well as to give
an estimation of the ratio between the direct to indirect
matrix elements for the single SFRS.

A. SFSR mediated by “exciton plus localized

electron” complex

We start with the representation of the three particle
state as the “exciton plus localized electron complex”
with the envelopes ΨS,T described by Eqs. (21). If the
2D exciton Bohr radius a2DB is small as compared with
the in-plane dimension of the platelet then the exciton
envelope function can be factorized as follows

Φexc(ρe,ρh) = f(ρe − ρh)F (Reh) , (51)

where the 2D radius-vector of the exciton center of mass
is given by

Reh =
meρe +mhρh

me +mh
, (52)

me and mh are the electron and hole effective masses.
The functions of translational and relative motion are
approximated by

F (Reh) =
2√
L1L2

cos
πXeh

L1
cos

πYeh

L2
, (53)

f(ρe − ρh) =

√

2

π

1

ã
e−|ρe−ρh|/ã , (54)

where L1 and L2 are the lengths of the NPL rectangle
sides along the xc and yc axes, and Xeh, Yeh are the com-
ponents of Reh. We assume the area πã2 to be much
smaller than the in-plane area of a rectangular platelet
S = L1L2. For the sake of simplicity, we take the enve-
lope of the resident electron localized around the point
ρ0
r in the form of exponential function as well,

φ(ρr) =

√

2

π

1

a∗
e−|ρr−ρ0

r|/a
∗

, (55)
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also assume πa∗2 ≪ S and consider two limit cases, ã ≪
a∗ and a∗ ≪ ã.
For the assumptions (51)–(55), the overlap integral Dr

in Eq. (22) is approximated by

Dr =

∫

dρh

[
∫

dρeφr(ρe)Φexc(ρe,ρh)

]2

(56)

= 8πF 2(ρ0
r) min{a∗2, ã2} ,

where

F 2(ρ0
r) =

4

S
ξ2(ρ0

r) , ξ(ρ0
r) = cos

πx0
r

L1
cos

πy0r
L2

. (57)

While deriving Eq. (57), and in the following estimations,
we use the integral relation (B1) given in the Appendix
B. The optical overlap integrals, IΦ and Ir, reduce to

IΦ =

∫

Φexc(ρ,ρ)dρ = f(0)

∫

F (R)dR =
8

π2

√

2S

πã2
,

Ir =

∫∫

dρedρhφr(ρe)φr(ρh)Φexc(ρe,ρh)

= 2
√
2πF (ρ0

r)

{

ã, if ã ≪ a∗ ,
4a∗2/ã, if a∗ ≪ ã .

Note that I2
r = Dr if ã ≪ a∗, and I2

r = Dr(4a
∗/ã)2 if

a∗ ≪ ã. The ratio Ir/IΦ is smaller than unity and can
be estimated as

Ir
IΦ

∼ π3ξ(ρ0
r)

2S

{

ã2, if ã ≪ a∗ ,
4a∗2, if a∗ ≪ ã .

(58)

For the electron-hole exchange interaction in the three-
particle complex we obtain

∆eh = 2Jeha
2
0

∫∫

ΦS(ρr,ρ,ρ)ΦT (ρr,ρ,ρ)dρdρr

=
Jeha

2
0f

2(0)√
1−Dr

(

1− F 2(ρ0
r)

f2(0)

)

≈ ∆EAF ,

so that in the case of weak electron-electron interaction
γ ≈ Jee/∆eh ≈ Jee/∆EAF . In a similar way, we obtain
∆1 ≈ ∆EAF .

The exchange interaction energy Jee entering the spin-
spin operator Ĥe-e can be found from

Jee = 〈ΦS |Ĥr,exc|ΦS〉 − 〈ΦT |Ĥr,exc|ΦT 〉 . (59)

The three-particle Hamiltonian reads

Ĥr,exc = T̂r + T̂e + T̂h − Vr(ρr)− Vr(ρe) + Vh(ρh) (60)

−U(ρr − ρh)− U(ρr − ρh) + U(ρr − ρe) ,

where operators T̂ stand for the kinetic energy of the par-
ticles, −Vr and Vh for the interaction of electrons and a
hole with the center localizing electrons, and ±U for the
two-particle repulsive and attractive interactions. Below
we consider two types of the interaction, namely, the pla-
nar two-particle Coulomb potential

UC(ρ) =
e2

κρ
, (61)

where κ is the dielectric constant assumed to be the same
inside and outside the nanostructure, and the Rytova–
Keldysh potential URK [32, 33].

In the Heitler–London approach, see e.g. Refs. [34, 35],
we obtain

Jee = ES−ET =
Q+A
1 +Dr

−Q−A
1−Dr

=
2(A−DrQ)

1−D2
r

, (62)

where

Q =

∫∫∫

φ2
r(ρr)Φ

2
exc(ρe,ρh)U(ρr,ρe,ρh)dρrdρedρh , (63)

A =

∫∫∫

φr(ρr)φr(ρe)Φexc(ρr,ρh)Φexc(ρe,ρh)U(ρr,ρe,ρh)dρrdρedρh ,

U(ρr,ρe,ρh) = U(ρr − ρe)− U(ρr − ρh)− Vr(ρe) + Vh(ρh) .

To make a long story short we present the final result for the case of two-particle Coulomb interaction UC :

Jee =
πF 2(ρ0

r)ã
2

1−D2
r

{

e2

κã
(3π − 16) + 16

[

V̄h,φ − V̄r,φ + F 2(ρ0
r)(vr − vh)

]

}

, if ã ≪ a∗ , (64)

Jee =
πF 2(ρ0

r)a
∗2

1−D2
r

[

e2

κa∗

(

3π − 32
a∗

ã

)

+ 4

(

4V̄h,f −
√

2

π
Ṽr

)

+ 16F 2(ρ0
r)(vr − vh)

]

, if a∗ ≪ ã .

Here we use the notations for five integrals involving the potentials Vr(ρ) and Vh(ρ) given in the Appendix B.
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Equations (64) are obtained with the help of Eqs. (B1)
and (B3).
Note that Qr,e and Qr,h cancel each other and make

no contribution to Jee. The same is true for the elec-
trostatic parts of the differences V̄h,φ − V̄r,φ and vr − vh.
Apparently, the terms in brackets of Eq. (64) propor-
tional to F 2(ρ0

r) ∝ S−1 can be ignored in the qualitative
estimations. We can make additional simplifications con-
sidering that, for bound states, the average kinetic and
potential energies have the same order of magnitude and
assuming the short-range parts of Vr(ρ) and Vh(ρ) to be
comparable in strength. It follows then that, for ã ≪ a∗,
the difference V̄h,φ − V̄r,φ can be neglected as compared
to e2/(κã), and for ã ≪ a∗, the integral V̄h,f and the

energy e2/(κã) are smaller than Ṽr . Thus, for the sake
of estimation, Eqs. (64) are reduced to

Jee = π (3π − 16)F 2(ρ0
r)ã

e2

κ
, if ã ≪ a∗ , (65)

Jee = πF 2(ρ0
r)a

∗

(

3π
e2

κ
− 4

√

2

π
Ṽra

∗

)

, if a∗ ≪ ã .

One can see that, in the case ã ≪ a∗, Jee is certainly
negative while in the opposite case a∗ ≪ ã it can change
sign and vanish at 3π

√
π(e2/κ) = 4

√
2Ṽra

∗.
For a thin nanostructure like a CdSe NPL, one has to

take into account the difference between the large dielec-
tric constant κin inside the NPL and the smaller dielectric
constant κ of the surrounding organic ligands [21, 25, 36].
In this case it is preferable, instead of the potential (61),
to take a more general Rytova–Keldysh potential [32, 33]
with the Fourier image

± URK(q) = ± 2πe2

κq(1 + qr0)
, (66)

where the sign ± corresponds to the repulsive and at-
tractive interaction, respectively, and r0 is called the di-
electric screening length [25, 37]. For this kind of the
potential, the final result for the electron-electron inter-
action Jee has the structure of Eq. (64), but with the
integrals (B3) replaced by the integrals (B4) containing
different numerical factors s1, s2 and s3.
We are now ready to compare the direct (∝ I2

Φ) and
mixed (or direct-indirect, ∝ −2IΦIr) exciton contribu-
tions to the single SFRS. For ã ≪ a∗, their ratio at
h̄ω0 = EA can be estimated as

2|V (1e)
f,i (Xind, X)|

|V (1e)
f,i (X,X)|

∼ 4h̄ΓA

|Jee|
Ir
IΦ

∼ h̄ΓA

ξ(ρ0
r)

κã

e2
. (67)

Since the Coulomb energy e2/(κã) is expected to exceed
by far the energy uncertainty h̄ΓA, the indirect mecha-
nism can be important only if the localization center lies
close to the NPL boundary where a value of |ξ(ρ0

r)| is
small. In the opposite case a∗ ≪ ã, the value of |Jee| can
vary in a wide range and even vanish for tightly localized
states at 3π

√
π(e2/κ) = 4

√
2Ṽra

∗ independently of the

value of ξ(ρ0
r), in which case the scattering efficiency is

reduced and the indirect mechanism becomes important.
Similar considerations apply to the double SFRS.

B. Estimation for the trion-mediated SFRS

In order to estimate the scattering efficiency due to the
trion intermediate states, Eqs. (17), we use a factorized
trion wave functions

ΦS(T )(ρ1,ρ2,ρh) = fS(T )(ρ1h,ρ2h)F (Rtr) , (68)

where ρjh = |ρj −ρh| (j = 1, 2), Rtr = (Xtr, Ytr) are the
trion center-of-mass coordinates obtained from Eq. (52)
by replacing me by 2me, and the translational motion
envelope F (Rtr) is given by the function (53). Here
we perform estimation for the singlet-trion probe en-
velope function chosen in the form proposed by Chan-
drasekhar [38, 39]

fS(ρ1h,ρ2h) = KS

[

exp

(

−ρ1h
a1

− ρ2h
a2

)

+ (69)

exp

(

−ρ1h
a2

− ρ2h
a1

)](

1 +
|ρ1 − ρ2|

a3

)

,

where a1, a2 and a3 are the trial parameters, KS is
the normalization factor which can be approximated by√
2(πa1a2)

−1 and, for definiteness, we take a1 > a2.
Clearly, the factorization (68) implies the conditions
πa21, πa

2
2 ≪ S. The trion optical overlap integral (A4)

is given as

IS = 2πKS

[

a21

(

1 +
2a1
a3

)

+ a22

(

1 +
2a2
a3

)]

×
∫

dρ ϕ(ρ)F (ρ) .

For a resident electron quantum-confined in the platelet,
the envelope ϕ(ρ) is similar to the function (53) and
the integral

∫

dρ ϕ(ρ)F (ρ) = 1. If the resident elec-
tron in the initial and final state is localized according to
Eq. (55), the integral in the right-hand side has the form

∫

dρ ϕr(ρ)F (ρ) =
4
√
2πa∗√
S

ξ(ρ0
r) .

Therefore, the trion mechanism is more efficient for the
single SFRS in the NPLs containing non-localized resi-
dent electrons.
The energy ǫh entering Eqs. (49), (50) for the double

SFRS trion mechanism is estimated by

ǫh ≈ Jeha
2
0F

2(ρ0
r) = ∆EAFF

2(ρ0
r)/f

2(0) ≪ ∆EAF .
(70)

Since the electron-hole exchange energy splitting ∆EAF

(∼ 4 meV in a 4 monolayer (ML) thick CdSe NPL [21]) is
much smaller than the exciton binding energy (∼ 200-300
meV in a 4 ML thick CdSe NPL [25, 36]), one has ǫh ≪
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Jee and the trion-involved double SFRS is less probable
than the double SFRS via the exciton intermediate state.
Estimations for the triplet trion can be obtained in the

similar way by using a reasonable antisymmetric probe
envelope introduced by Eq. (8) in Ref. [39].
It is important to note, that in the CdSe/CdSe core-

shell NPLs where the PL is dominated by the trion emis-
sion, only the single SFRS was observed [20]. Both single
and double SFRS was observed in the bare core CdSe
NPLs under the excitation at the exciton resonance en-
ergy or slightly above [10]. We conclude from the above
consideration that the double SFRS involves the exci-
ton plus two resident electrons as an intermediate state.
The exchange interaction between two resident electrons
is negligible as the observed Raman shift for the double
SFRS is exactly 2 times the shift of the single SFRS [10].
Therefore, both resident electrons are localized and at
least one of them is at the edge of the NPL. The single
SFRS can be observed from the singly charged and/or
doubly charged NPLs, in the latter case each of the resi-
dent electrons may contribute to the signal.

VI. POLARIZATION SELECTION RULES AND

THEIR VIOLATION

In this section we discuss the polarization and ge-
ometry selection rules for single and double SFRS and
compare them with the experimental observations of
Ref. [10]. First of all, it can be noted that all consid-
ered mechanisms both for single and double SFRS do
not change the spin direction of the photocreated hole
and therefore conserve the angular momentum quantum
number mn = +1 or mn = −1 of the intermediate ex-
citon state or the sign of the total angular momentum
component m for the three-particle intermediate states
(17). Therefore, all considered mechanisms predict the
co-polarization selection rules for the circular polarized
light in the case when all NPLs are laying flat at the sur-
face with sin θc = 0 for both single and double SFRS.
This can be easily seen from the obtained polarization
rules given by Eqs. (27) and (44), respectively, having in
mind that ey = ±iex for σ± polarized light, respectively.
For the single SFRS, the co-polarization rules for the

circular polarized light as well as the cross-polarization
rules for the linearly polarized light remain strict also for
the whole ensemble of NPLs as

(

e∗ × e0
)

· c = cos θc
(

e∗xe
0
y − e∗ye

0
x

)

.

It is important to note, that the circular co-polarization
rule for the SFRS with the flip of the resident electron
allows one to differentiate between this process and the
SFRS with a flip of the exciton as a whole mediated by
the interaction with acoustic phonon. The latter pro-
cess was observed in quantum well structures with strict
circular cross-polarized selection rules in the Faraday ge-
ometry B ‖ z [5].

Another important difference comes for the geometry
selection rules. One can easily see that the dependence
of the single SFRS intensity on the NPL orientation is
proportional to sin2 ΘB cos2 θc = sin2 θc cos

2 θc for the
Faraday geometry. Therefore, the single SFRS with the
resident electron is forbidden in the Faraday geometry for
the NPLs with sin θc = 0 (horizontally laying on the sur-
face, the face-down NPLs) as well as for the NPLs with
cos θc = 0 (vertically standing on the surface, the edge-
up NPLs). However, the single SFRS is allowed in the
Voigt geometry B ⊥ z with an energy shift determined
by g = g⊥ for the face-down NPLs and can be observed
in the Faraday geometry from the slightly tilted face-
down NPLs (with g ≈ g‖) and the slightly tilted edge-up
NPLs (with g ≈ g⊥). The analysis of the g-factor dif-
ference from g⊥ observed in Ref. [10] in the ensemble of
CdSe NPLs with 4 ML thickness allowed us to conclude
that the main orientations of the NPLs were face-down
and slightly tilted face-down. While the polarization se-
lection rules observed in Ref. [10] for the single SFRS
were mainly in agreement with the scalar triple product
(

e∗ × e0
)

·c, a certain violation for both the linearly and
circular polarized light was observed in both the Faraday
and Voigt geometries.

A. Violation of the polarization selection rules for

the single SFRS

As mentioned before, the NPL in-plane anisotropy may
result in an anisotropic splitting of the exciton state with
eigenstates described by the functions Ψxc

and Ψyc
from

Eq. (8) with the energy difference Exc
− Eyc

= ∆an.
Note, that ∆an is positive in the case L1 < L2 and can
be related to the anisotropy of the long-range electron-
hole exchange interaction [18]. The value of ∆an can be
also affected by the exciton localization at anisotropic is-
lands with the area less then S [40]. Up to now, we have
neglected the effect of the anisotropic splitting assuming
it to be smaller than h̄Γ. Its account for the three par-
ticle intermediate state “exciton plus resident electron”
can be done within the perturbation theory as follows.
Let us consider the perturbation Ĥan mixing the ±1 ex-
citon states as 〈Ψ±1|Ĥan|Ψ∓1〉 = ∆an/2. This pertur-
bation modifies the sum over the mn = ±1 intermediate

states and results in anisotropic corrections δV
(1e,an)
f,i (eh)

to both the direct and mixed (or direct-indirect) exciton
contributions to the single SFRS compound matrix ele-
ments given by

δV
(1e,an)
f,i (eh)

V
(1e)
f,i (eh)

∼ i
∆an

2h̄ΓA

(e∗xc
e0yc

+ e∗yc
e0xc

)

(e∗ × e0) · c . (71)

Note, that the correction to the polarization selection
rule,

e∗xc
e0yc

+ e∗yc
e0xc

=

cos θc
[

(e∗xe
0
y + e∗ye

0
x) cos 2ϕc + (e∗ye

0
y − e∗xe

0
x) sin 2ϕc

]

,
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depends on the NPL in-plane orientation with respect to
the laboratory frame x, y and the intensity of the polar-
ized light should be averaged over the azimuth angle ϕc

in the ensemble. The anisotropic correction violates both
co-polarization rule for the circularly polarized light and
cross-polarization rule for the linearly polarized light for
the face-down NPLs. After the averaging over all in-plane
orientations we obtain

I
(1e,an)
σ−σ+

I
(1e)
σ+σ+

= 2
I
(1e,an)
HH

I
(1e)
HV

=
∆2

an

4h̄2Γ2
A

. (72)

In the experiment [10], for the nonresonant excitation

the ratio I
(1e)
σ−σ+/I

(1e)
σ+σ+ is estimated by 0.2 in the Faraday

geometry and 1/7 in the Voigt geometry. It means that
∆an is of the same order as h̄ΓA.
Additional violations of the selection rules for the lin-

early polarized light in the Faraday geometry may come
from the account of the Zeeman splitting of the interme-
diate states in the external magnetic field neglected up
to now. Indeed, in the Faraday geometry a large value of

I
(1e)
HH /I

(1e)
HV = 0.5 was observed in the magnetic field 5 T

even under the nonresonant excitation [10]. For the “ex-
citon plus resident electron complex”, only the the Zee-
man splitting of the exciton is important. It is controlled
by the exciton effective g-factor and might be addition-
ally affected by the exchange interaction of the electron in
the exciton with the resident electrons not involved into
the single SFRS process (when there is more than one
resident electron in the NPL) or with the surface spins
[22]. Within the perturbation theory, it is instructive to

consider the Zeeman perturbation ĤZ leading to a split-
ting of the±1 excitonic states, 〈Ψ±1|ĤZ |Ψ±1〉 = ±∆Z/2.
The allowance for this perturbation does not change the
circular polarization of the emitted light but modifies the
sum over the mn = ±1 intermediate states and results

in Zeeman corrections δV
(1e,Z)
f,i (eh) to the both direct

and mixed exciton contributions to the single SFRS com-
pound matrix elements given by

δV
(1e,Z)
f,i (eh)

V
(1e)
f,i (eh)

∼ ∆Z

2h̄ΓA

(e∗ × c) · (e0 × c)

(e∗ × e0) · c . (73)

Note, that for the slightly titled face-down NPLs,

(e∗ × c) · (e0 × c) ≈ e∗xe
0
x + e∗ye

0
y.

This brings us to the crude estimation

I
(1e,Z)
HH

I
(1e)
HV

=
∆2

Z

4h̄2Γ2
A

(74)

and ∆Z ∼ h̄ΓA in the magnetic field 5 T. For the sin-
glet trion intermediate state, the Zeeman corrections are
related to the Zeeman splitting of the hole states con-
trolled by the hole g-factor. However, this splitting does
not violate the polarization selection rules for the circular
polarizations.

VII. CONCLUSION

To summarize, we have developed a theory of single
and double SFRS observed recently in 2D nanoplatelets
containing resident electrons. The derived theory is valid
for arbitrary orientation of the NPLs in the ensemble as
well as for arbitrary direction of the magnetic field with
respect to the light incidence direction. It has been shown
that the compound matrix elements for the single SFRS
mediated by the trion states or by the complexes “exciton
plus localized resident electron” can be considered as the
limiting cases of the general compound matrix elements
mediated by the three-particle states with arbitrary rela-
tion between the electron-electron and electron-hole ex-
change interaction energies. We have obtained the com-
pound matrix elements for the double SFRS for the both
limiting cases and concluded from the comparison with
the experimental date that the observed SFRS signals
are mediated by the excitation of “exciton plus localized
resident electrons” complexes. An important feature of
the single-electron SFRS distinguishing it from the ex-
citon SFRS is the co-polarization selection rule for the
circularly polarized light which can be slightly violated
because of the splitting of the exciton states in the rect-
angularly shaped NPLs.
The analysis of experimental data on the SFRS

based on the theoretical foundation allows one to ac-
cess the information about the electron g-factor values
and anisotropy in an individual NPL as well as about
the orientation of NPLs in the ensemble [10, 20]. Here
we have additionally shown that the SFRS studies can
be used as a tool to get information about the state of
the resident electron in the NPL, in particular, to deter-
mine if it is localized at the edge boundary or spread over
the NPL area. We have found that, for the intermediate
states “exciton plus localized resident electron”, the indi-
rect photoexcitation and photorecombination channels of
the scattering can play an important role. The developed
theory can be extended for the NPLs containing resident
holes as well as dangling bond spins at the NPL surfaces
or edges.
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Appendix A: Absorption and emission matrix

elements

Here we apply the secondary quantization method [41–
44] to derive the absorption and emission matrix elements
for few particles states. In this approach the operators of
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the electron-photon interaction for the photon absorption
and emission are presented as

V̂ (abs) = −dcv

(

e0σ+
b†−k,⇑a

†
k,↓c

+ e0σ−
b†−k,⇓a

†
k,↑c

)

ch̄ω0,e0 ,

V̂ (em) = −dcv

(

e∗σ+
ak,↓c

b−k,⇑ + e∗σ−
ak,↑c

b−k,⇓

)

c†h̄ω,e.

Here a†k,↑c

, b†−k,⇑, ak,↑c
, b−k,⇑ etc. are the electron

and hole creation and annihilation operators, and

c†h̄ω,e, ch̄ω0,e0 are similar operators for the photons. Here-
after we use the notation

e0σ±
=

e0xc
∓ ie0yc√
2

, e∗σ±
=

e∗xc
± ie∗yc√
2

. (A1)

Initial and final states for the single SFRS are

|i,↓↓↓〉 = Cqa
†
q,↓↓↓c

†
h̄ω0,e0 |0〉 , |f,↑↑↑〉 = Cqa

†
q,↑↑↑c

†
h̄ω,e|0〉 , (A2)

where Cq is the Fourier component of the resident elec-
tron envelope.
The intermediate states (17) in the secondary quanti-

zation approach are

ΨT
+5/2(−1/2) =

1√
2

∑

q1q2q3

C(T )
q1,q2,q3

a†q1,↑c

a†q2,↑c
b†
q3,⇑(⇓)

|0〉,

ΨT
+1/2(−5/2) =

1√
2

∑

q1q2q3

C(T )
q1,q2,q3

a†q1,↓c

a†q2,↓c
b†
q3,⇑(⇓)

|0〉,

ΨT
+3/2(−3/2) =

∑

q1q2q3

C(T )
q1,q2,q3

a†q1,↑c

a†q2,↓c

b†
q3,⇑(⇓)

|0〉 ,

ΨS
+3/2(−3/2) =

∑

q1q2q3

C(S)
q1,q2,q3

a†q1,↑c
a†q2,↓c

b†
q3,⇑(⇓)

|0〉 .

Here C
(T )
q1,q2,q3

and C
(S)
q1,q2,q3

are the Fourier images
of the triplet and singlet envelopes ΦT (ρ1,ρ2,ρh),

ΦS(ρ1,ρ2,ρh) in Eqs. (17). The factors 1/
√
2 in the first

two equations provide the normalization condition.
Taking into account the properties of the creation and

annihilation operators we can calculate the exciton ab-
sorption matrix elements. It is clear that the states
|T+1,⇑〉 ≡ ΨT

+5/2 and |T−1,⇓〉 ≡ ΨT
−5/2 do not absorb

or emit photons in the dipole approximation. For the
remaining 6 matrix elements we obtain

〈ΨT
+1/2

∣

∣

∣
V̂ (abs)

∣

∣

∣
i〉 =

√
2dcvITA−−e

0
σ+

, (A3)

〈ΨT
−1/2

∣

∣

∣
V̂ (abs)

∣

∣

∣
i〉 =

√
2dcvITA−+e

0
σ−

,

〈ΨS
+3/2

∣

∣

∣
V̂ (abs)

∣

∣

∣
i〉 = dcvISA−+e

0
σ+

,

〈ΨS
−3/2

∣

∣

∣
V̂ (abs)

∣

∣

∣
i〉 = −dcvISA−−e

0
σ−

,

〈ΨT
+3/2

∣

∣

∣
V̂ (abs)

∣

∣

∣
i〉 = dcvITA−+e

0
σ+

,

〈ΨT
−3/2

∣

∣

∣
V̂ (abs)

∣

∣

∣
i〉 = dcvITA−−e

0
σ−

,

where

IS =
∑

kq

C
(S)∗
q,k,−kCq =

∫∫

ΦS(ρ,ρ
′,ρ′)φr(ρ)dρdρ

′,

IT =
∑

kq

C
(T )∗
q,k,−kCq =

∫∫

ΦT (ρ,ρ
′,ρ′)φr(ρ)dρdρ

′,

(A4)

and the coefficients A−−, A−+ are introduced in Eq. (3).
In the case of the non-localized resident electron in the
initial and final states, the envelope φr(ρ) in Eq. (A4)
should be replaced by φ(ρ).
For excitation of the mixed states (20) we have

〈ΨA
±3/2

∣

∣

∣
V̂ (abs)

∣

∣

∣
i〉 = (A5)

C(1)〈ΨS
±3/2

∣

∣

∣
V̂ (abs)

∣

∣

∣
i〉 ± C(2)〈ΨT

±3/2

∣

∣

∣
V̂ (abs)

∣

∣

∣
i〉 ,

and similar equations for ΨF
±3/2.

For the initial state with the resident electron in the
spin-up state ↑↑↑, the matrix elements 〈n|V̂ (abs)| ↑↑↑〉 are
obtained from those in Eqs. (A3) by the replacement
A−−, A−+ → A+−, A++.

The matrix elements 〈f |V̂ (em)|n〉 for the transitions
|n〉 → |↑↑↑〉 with the photon emission are obtained from

〈↑↑↑ |V̂ (em)|n〉 and read

〈f
∣

∣

∣
V̂ (em)

∣

∣

∣
ΨT

+1/2〉 =
√
2dcvITA∗

+−e
∗
σ+

, (A6)

〈f
∣

∣

∣
V̂ (em)

∣

∣

∣
ΨT

−1/2〉 =
√
2dcvITA∗

++e
∗
σ−

,

〈f
∣

∣

∣
V̂ (em)

∣

∣

∣
ΨS

+3/2〉 = dcvISA∗
++e

∗
σ+

,

〈f
∣

∣

∣
V̂ (em)

∣

∣

∣
ΨS

−3/2〉 = −dcvISA∗
+−e

∗
σ−

,

〈f
∣

∣

∣
V̂ (em)

∣

∣

∣
ΨT

+3/2〉 = dcvITA∗
++e

∗
σ+

,

〈f
∣

∣

∣
V̂ (em)

∣

∣

∣
ΨT

−3/2〉 = dcvITA∗
+−e

∗
σ−

.

Appendix B: Integral relations and notation

Here we give the integral relations and explain nota-
tions used for the estimations in Sect. V. The first inte-
gral relation reads

√

2

π

1

a

∫

e−ρ/adρ = 2
√
2πa . (B1)

Notations for integrals involving potentials Vr and Vh are

vr − vh =

∫

[Vr(ρ)− Vh(ρ)] dρ , (B2)

V̄h,φ =

∫

Vh(ρ)φ
2
r(ρ)dρ , V̄r,φ =

∫

Vr(ρ)φ
2
r(ρ)dρ ,

V̄h,f =

∫

Vh(ρ)f
2(ρ0

r − ρ)dρ ,

Ṽr =
1

a∗

∫

Vr(ρ)φr(ρ)dρ .
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Now we present integral formulas for the Coulomb po-
tential UC

2

πa3

∫∫

UC(ρe − ρr)e
−(ρe+ρr)/adρedρr =

3π2

2

e2

κ
,

∫

UC(ρ)f(ρ)dρ = 2
√
2π

e2

κ
, (B3)

∫

UC(ρ)f
2(ρ)dρ =

2e2

κã
,

and for the Rytova–Keldysh potential URK

2

πa3

∫∫

URK(ρe − ρr)e
−(ρe+ρr)/adρedρr =

e2

κ
s1 ,

∫

URK(ρ)f(ρ)dρ =
e2

κ
s2 , (B4)

∫

URK(ρ)f2(ρ)dρ =
e2

κã
s3 .

Here

s1 = s01ℓ

[

−3

4
− ln ℓ+

π

16
ℓ
(

15 + 10ℓ2 + 3ℓ4
)

− ℓ2 − 1

4
ℓ4
]

,

s01 =
8π

1 + ℓ2 [3 + ℓ2 (3 + ℓ2)]
, ℓ =

a

r0
.

For the unscreened Coulomb interaction (r0 → 0), the
coefficient s1 tends to 3π2/2. The other two factors are
defined as follows

s2 =

√

2

π
η

∞
∫

η

dx

xR3/2
=

√

2

π
η [G(∞, η)−G(η, η)] ,

s3 =
η

2π

[

G(∞,
η

2
)−G(

η

2
,
η

2
)
]

, η =
ã

r0
, (B5)

where R = 1 + η2 − 2ηx+ x2 and

G(x, η) =
ηx+ 1− η2

(1 + η2)
√
R

− 1
√

(1 + η2)3

× ln
2(1 + η2 − ηx+

√

(1 + η2)R)

x
.

To find the definite integral in Eq. (B5) we have used the
indefinite integral of the function 1/(xR3/2) presented,
e.g., in the book [45].
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