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ABSTRACT: Single-photon sources play a key role in pho-
tonic quantum technologies. Semiconductor quantum dots
can emit indistinguishable single photons under resonant
excitation. However, the resonance fluorescence technique
typically requires cross-polarization filtering which causes
a loss of the unpolarized quantum dot emission by 50%. To
solve this problem, we demonstrate a method to generate
indistinguishable single photons with optically controlled
polarization by two laser pulses off-resonant with neutral
exciton states. This scheme is realized by exciting the
quantum dot to the biexciton state and subsequently driving
the quantum dot to an exciton eigenstate. Combining with
magnetic field, we demonstrated the generation of photons
with optically controlled polarization (polarization degree
of 101(2)%), laser-neutral exciton detuning up to 0.81 meV,
high single-photon purity (99.6(1)%) and indistinguishabil-
ity (85(4)%). Laser pulses can be blocked using polariza-
tion and spectral filtering. Our work makes an important
step towards indistinguishable single-photon sources with
near-unity collection efficiency.

KEYWORDS: quantum dot, single-photon source, double-
pulse, polarization control.

In recent years, photonic quantum technologies have at-
tracted much attention due to their great potential in quan-
tum computing/simulation’, quantum communication®2,
and quantum metrology/sensing®*2. Devices that can de-

terministically generate photons with high single-photon
purity, indistinguishability, and photon collection efficien-
cy are crucial for scalable photonic quantum technologies.
Semiconductor quantum dots (QDs) are one of the most
promising candidates for on-demand single-photon sources
(SPSs). After decades of developments, near-unity single-
photon purity (99.1%%) and indistinguishability (99.5%')
have been achieved with coherently driven single QDs in
optical cavities’>?'® or waveguides!®®. However, despite
the nearly-ideal single photons, to data, the highest collec-
tion efficiency of polarized single photons coupled into a
single-mode fiber is limited to 57%?. Further improvement
is still needed to meet the requirements for scalable photon-
ic quantum technologies.

One of the limiting factors of the collection efficiency for
QD SPSs is the excitation scheme. The indistinguishability
of photons emitted from a QD is negatively affected by the
uncertainty of the photon emission time?*. Therefore, a QD
SPS is typically operated with a resonance fluorescence
technique where the QD is directly excited to the lowest
exciton states to avoid any time jitter. The weakness of this
method is that to get rid of the resonant laser, cross-
polarization filtering, which blocks at least 50% of the un-
polarized QD emission, has to be used. Various excitation
schemes have been explored to solve this problem, for ex-
ample, by using a pair of dichromatic pulses 0.27 meV de-
tuned from the QD emission?%, longitudinal acoustic pho-
non-assisted excitation with exciton population up to
85%2*%6, optical microcavities with nondegenerate linearly
polarized modes'®?” and stimulated two-photon emission
from the biexciton state via a virtual state?2, However, an
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excitation scheme that deterministically generates indistin-
guishable single photons with a near-unity polarization
degree and large laser-QD detuning is still missing. Com-
bining coherent two-photon excitation (TPE) 032 with
stimulated emission of the biexciton via neutral exciton
states®®34 (see Fig. 1(a)) could potentially meet all the re-
quirements above, but this method has not been employed
to generate indistinguishable single photons.

In this work, we demonstrate the on-demand generation
of indistinguishable single photons with optically con-
trolled polarization using two laser pulses spectrally sepa-
rated from the neutral exciton (X) state. The main ad-
vantage of this scheme is that the excitation laser can be
blocked by combining spectral and polarization filtering or,
in principle, only using an ultra-narrow-bandwidth spectral
filter. With the help of the magnetic field, the neutral exci-
ton transition of the In(Ga)As QD was tuned in resonance
with the micropillar cavity, and the laser-neutral exciton
detuning was increased to 0.81 meV. Under this optimal
condition, single photons were generated with a degree of
polarization (DOP) up to 101(2)%, single-photon purity of
99.6(1)%, and indistinguishability of 85(4)%. The high
photon polarization degree and relatively large laser-neutral
exciton detuning make it more practical to realize a high-
performance QD SPS without scarifying the photon collec-
tion efficiency.

The physical principle of the double-pulse excitation
(DPE) scheme is depicted in Fig. 1(a). The QD is coherent-
ly excited from the ground (G) state to the biexciton (XX)
state by a two-photon excitation (TPE) n pulse (see the
orange arrows). Then the QD is triggered to one of the lin-
early polarized neutral exciton eigenstates, e.g. Xu (Xv), by
the second 7 pulse resonant with the X-XX transition (see
the gray arrow). Finally, the QD emits a horizontally (verti-
cally) polarized photon via spontaneous emission. The trig-
ger pulse is critical for realizing a high-performance SPS.
Firstly, it eliminates the time jitter caused by the relaxation
from the XX to X states?. This, in theory, ensures that the
indistinguishability can reach a value as high as that ob-
tained with the conventional resonance fluorescence tech-
nique®. Secondly, the QD is deterministically driven to an
exciton eigenstate, preventing the emission of photons with
different polarizations. Thanks to the biexciton binding
energy Ep, the TPE and trigger pulses are spectrally de-
tuned from the X transition by Ep/2 and Ep, respectively
(see Fig. 1(b)). This detuning allows laser pulses to be
blocked using an ultranarrow bandwidth spectral filter.
Furthermore, the TPE pulse which is closer to the X transi-
tion can also be filtered out by a polarizer parallel to the Xy
(Xv) states, relaxing the requirement for the spectral filter.

The DPE scheme was demonstrated using a QD in a mi-
cropillar cavity (see the inset in Fig. 1(c)). The reflection
spectrum of the cavity and the photoluminescence (PL)
spectrum of the In(Ga)As QD under the two-photon excita-
tion are shown in Fig. 1(c). The biexciton binding energy
Ep, corresponding to the energy difference between the X
and XX peaks, was 0.90 meV. The exciton fine-structure

splitting (FSS) was 5.9(1) peV (see Supporting Fig. 1),
much smaller than the linewidth of the trigger pulse (0.12
meV). Compared with the XX peak, the X peak was more
enhanced due to a smaller detuning relative to the cavity
resonance. The micropillar cavity (Q factor: ~1351) has
two degenerate fundamental modes which are slightly ellip-
tically polarized (see Supporting Fig. 2).
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Figure 1. a Energy-level scheme of a QD. The QD is deterministi-
cally excited to the biexciton (XX) state from the ground (G) state
by the two-photon excitation (TPE) pulse (orange arrow) and
subsequently driven to one of the neutral exciton eigenstates by
the trigger pulse (gray arrow). Finally, the QD emits a polarized
photon via spontaneous emission (blue dashed arrow). Xy / Xv :
the horizontally/vertically polarized neutral exciton states, respec-
tively. Xn and Xv are split by the fine-structure splitting (FSS). b
The illustration of the DPE scheme in the form of a photolumi-
nescence (PL) spectrum. Red/blue peak: biexciton/exciton emis-
sion. Orange/gray peak: TPE/trigger pulse. ¢ PL spectrum of the
QD under TPE. Red/blue peak: biexciton/exciton emission. Black
open circles: reflection spectrum of the cavity measured with a
halogen lamp. Black line: fitting with a Lorentzian function. Inset:
schematic of a QD in micropillar cavity. d PL decays of the X
emission under TPE (blue) and DPE (light blue). The X lifetime
T1 measured with DPE was 394(1) ps, ~26 times longer than the
trigger pulse duration (15 ps). Red line: fitting with a single expo-
nential function. e Intensities of the X emission (blue circles) and
XX emission (red circles) as a function of the electric field ampli-
tude of the TPE pulse, showing a clear Rabi oscillation. f The
intensity of the XX emission as a function of the electric field
amplitude of the trigger pulse.
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Figure 2. a The intensity of the vertically polarized component of
the X emission as a function of the trigger pulse polarization angle.
Inset: quantization axis of the quantum dot. b The intensity of the
X emission as a function of half-wave plate (HWP) angle meas-
ured with vertically (red) polarized trigger pulse and horizontally
(light blue) polarized trigger pulse. Inset: experimental setup for
characterizing the polarization of the QD emission. Pol.: polarizer.

Before we move to the measurement of the indistin-
guishability, a key step is to show that the trigger pulse can
eliminate the time jitter induced by spontaneous emission
from the XX to X states. To this end, the exciton lifetime
was measured with and without the trigger pulse (see Fig.
1(d)). With only a TPE pulse, the PL decay curve (blue line)
showed a clear long rising edge (250 ps defined by 1/e of
the PL maximum) corresponding to the relaxation from the
XX to X states. By applying the trigger pulse, the long ris-
ing edge was transformed to a sharp edge (62 ps, limited by
the instrument response time of 60 ps) proving the time
jitter was indeed efficiently eliminated by the trigger pulse.

In addition to avoiding the time jitter, another important
criterion of an excitation scheme for a deterministic SPS is
the excitation efficiency 5. n is defined by the probability
of obtaining one photon in an excitation cycle. To obtain a
high excitation efficiency, the two pulses in the DPE
scheme need to be = pulses. The pulse area of the TPE and
trigger pulses were characterized by performing Rabi oscil-
lation measurements. Fig. 1(e) shows the intensity of the X
and XX emission as a function of the TPE pulse amplitude.

The Rabi oscillation of the G-XX transition was clearly
observed. The TPE pulse at the first maximum of the PL
intensity corresponds to a = pulse. Next, we excited the QD
with a TPE = pulse and monitored the intensity of the XX
emission as a function of the amplitude of the trigger pulse
(see Fig. 1(f)). The trigger pulse was tuned in resonance
with the XX-X transition (see the red peak in Fig. 1(c)). The
trigger pulse at the first minimum of the PL intensity corre-
sponds to a  pulse because the QD was at the upper energy
level before the trigger pulse arrived. In addition to the
pulse area, the delay time between the TPE and trigger
pulses is another key parameter to achieve high excitation
efficiency and indistinguishability. In theory, the trigger
pulse should arrive immediately after the XX population
generated by the TPE pulse reaches the maximum. In this
case, the QD is completely deexcited from the XX state to
the target X state by the trigger pulse and the time jitter
induced by the spontaneous emission of XX is eliminated.
In our experiment, the optimal delay time was found to be
~20 ps determined by directly measuring the X intensity as
a function of the time interval between the TPE and trigger
pulses and confirmed by the master equation simulation
using QuTip® (see Supporting Fig. 4).

Next, we verified the ability of the DPE scheme to con-
trol the single-photon polarization. The experiment was
divided into two parts. Firstly, we showed that the polariza-
tion of the X emission was determined by the trigger pulse.
Secondly, we showed that the X emission was highly polar-
ized. For the first part, we applied the DPE scheme to the
QD and measured the vertically polarized component of the
PL intensity at different linear polarization angles of the
trigger pulse (see Fig. 2(a)). The “vertical” and “horizon-
tal” polarization direction is defined by the neutral exciton
eigenstates®” (see the inset in Fig. 2(a)). The PL intensity
reached the maximum (see the red arrow) when the trigger
pulse was vertically polarized and dropped to the minimum
(see the light blue arrow) when the trigger pulse was hori-
zontally polarized. This result indicates that the polariza-
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Figure 3. a, d HBT measurement of single-photon purity (1 — g2(0)) performed under TPE (a) and DPE (d). b, c, e, f HOM measurement
of interference visibility for photons emitted 2 ns apart. Normalized coincidence counts for cross- (L) and co-polarization (//) of the two
interferometer arms, respectively, when the QD is excited by a TPE pulse (b), (c) and by TPE and trigger pulses (), (f). Solid lines: fit-
tings performed by convolving the exciton radiative lifetime with the instrument response function.



tion of the QD emission was controlled by the trigger pulse.
In between, the trigger pulse drove the QD to a superposi-
tion of the Xy and Xy states. The superposition state
evolved with time and finally emitted a photon with the
polarization determined by the time of the emission.

In order to show the QD emission under DPE was polar-
ized, we fixed the polarization of the trigger pulse to verti-
cal (horizontal) and measured the degree of linear polariza-
tion (DLP) by rotating a half waveplate (HWP) in front of a
linear polarizer (see Fig. 2(b)). Under this condition, a DLP
of 84(1)% (79(1)%) was measured. The imperfect DLP is
caused by the birefringence of the optical components in
the collection optical path and the slightly elliptically polar-
ized cavity modes. To exclude these factors, we further
characterized the QD emission using the Stokes vector (see
Supporting Information Section 6) which gave a higher
DOP of 89(1)% (86(1)%). The remaining imperfection of
the DOP could be attributed to the incomplete population
transfer from the XX state to the target X state by the trigger
n pulse caused mainly by the phonon-induced
dephasing®8=°,

After characterizing the polarization of the QD emission,
the next step is to examine the single-photon purity and
indistinguishability. These parameters were evaluated by
Hanbury Brown and Twiss (HBT) measurement and Hong—
Ou-Mandel (HOM) measurement with a 2 ns delay time.
In these experiments, the excitation lasers were blocked by
combining spectral and polarization filtering. The trigger
pulse and the polarizer in the collection optical path were
set co-polarized with the Xy state. The TPE pulse 0.45 meV
detuned from the Xy state was horizontally polarized. This
configuration allowed the TPE pulse to be almost com-
pletely suppressed by the polarizer without blocking the
QD emission. The trigger pulse 0.90 meV detuned from the
Xv state was then blocked by a grating-based spectral filter
(see details in Methods). The full width at half maximum of
the spectral filter was 0.07 meV, much larger than that of
the X peak (0.01 meV). The single-photon purity (1 — g?(0))
and raw indistinguishability Ms measured under this con-
figuration were 98.6(1)% and 73(5)%, respectively (see
Figs. 3(d) — (). The corrected Ms was 75(5)% taking into
account the g?(0) and slightly unbalanced splitting ratio
(48.8/51.2) of the fiber beam splitter in the HOM setup. In
comparison, the single-photon purity and raw (corrected)
indistinguishability measured with only a TPE pulse were
99.3(1)% and 52(5)% (53(5)%) (see Figs. 3(a) — (c)). The
corrected Ms under the DPE was improved by 21.8%, prov-
ing that the trigger pulse indeed recovered the reduced in-
distinguishability caused by spontaneous emission from the
XX to X states®. The slight decrease of the single-photon
purity under DPE was due to the residual trigger pulse
leaking through the spectral filter. This fact implies that a
large laser-QD detuning is highly desirable for completely
blocking the laser using a spectral filter and hence obtain-
ing near-unity single-photon purity.

The advantages of the DPE scheme can be further
strengthened by an external magnetic field, namely, both

the DOP of the QD emission and the laser-neutral exciton
detuning can be significantly improved. The benefits of the
magnetic field can be understood as follows. In the magnet-
ic field, the two neutral exciton states (Xn and Xy) initially
with a small FSS split into two circularly polarized states
Xs+ and X,- with a Zeeman splitting energy much larger
than the linewidth of the QD emission (see Fig. 4(a)). This
splitting allows to selectively collect the emission from
only one purely circularly polarized exciton eigenstate, e.g.
Xs—. Additionally, the Zeeman splitting also helps to in-
crease the energy difference between the G-XX transition
and the X,- transition, leading to an increased laser-neutral
exciton detuning. In addition, the X,- transition can be
tuned in resonance with the cavity mode by the magnetic
field, resulting in a shortened exciton lifetime and im-
proved photon indistinguishability.
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Figure 4. a Magnetic field-dependent PL mapping of the X and
XX emission under above-barrier excitation. The magnetic field
was applied parallelly to the QD growth axis (Faraday geometry).
b PL spectrum of the QD excited by a TPE pulse at B=2 T. c PL
spectra under DPE with the trigger pulse resonant with the XX+
peak. Inset: the XX cascade relaxation process. The QD was ini-
tially excited to the XX state by a TPE pulse. Then the trigger
pulse drove the QD to the Xs- state. Finally, the QD emitted a left
circularly polarized photon, corresponding to the Xs- peak at
1.3639 eV. d Following the same logic as (c), tuning the trigger
pulse resonant with the XX,- peak forced the QD to emit a right
circularly polarized photon, corresponding to the X.+ peak at
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Figure 5. a The PL spectrum of the QD at B = 4 T under above-barrier excitation. The X.- transition was tuned to the cavity resonance.
The orange and gray arrows indicate the photon energy of TPE and trigger pulses that would be used in the following experiments per-
formed with the DPE scheme. The TPE pulse was 0.81 meV detuned from the Xs- transition and the trigger pulse was resonant with the
XXs+ peak. Open circles: the reflection spectrum of the cavity measured with a halogen lamp. Black line: fitting with a Lorentzian func-
tion. b PL decay of the Xs- emission under DPE. Red line: fitting with a single exponential function. ¢ The intensity of the X,- emission as
a function of the HWP angle. Inset: the experimental setup for measuring the degree of circular polarization. d, g HBT measurement of the
single-photon purity (1 — g?(0)) for the Xs— emission performed under the TPE (d) and DPE (g) at B=4T. ¢, f, h, i HOM measurement of
two-photon interference visibility for photons emitted 2 ns apart at B = 4 T. Normalized coincidence counts for cross- (L) and co-
polarization (//) of the two interferometer arms, respectively, when the QD is excited by a TPE pulse (b), (c) and by TPE and trigger pulses
(e), (f). Solid lines: fittings performed by convolving the exciton radiative lifetime with the instrument response function. QWP: quarter-

wave plate.

1.3636 eV. Both the TPE and trigger pulses were linearly polar-
ized. ot/o-: right/left circular polarization.

To demonstrate the magnetic-field-enhanced perfor-
mance of the DPE scheme, we first studied the magneto-PL
spectra of the QD. The magnetic field was applied along
the growth axis of the QD (Faraday geometry). Fig. 4(a)
shows the PL spectra measured with the above barrier exci-
tation as a function of the magnetic field. Both the X and
XX transitions split into two circularly polarized transitions.
The shift of each transition was determined by the Zeeman
splitting and the diamagnetic shift¥”. Fig. 4(b) shows the
magneto-PL spectrum at B = 2 T measured under the two-
photon excitation. Since all the X and XX transitions were
spectrally separated, the selective excitation of the exciton
eigenstates in the DPE scheme could be more clearly
demonstrated. For example, when the trigger pulse was
tuned in resonance with the XX,. peak, the exciton emis-
sion was dominated by the X,- peak (see Fig. 4(c)). Corre-
spondingly, when the trigger pulse was tuned in resonance
with the XX,- peak, the exciton emission was dominated by
the X,+ peak (see Fig. 4(d)). There was a small probability
(~13%) that the exciton recombined via the unwanted neu-
tral exciton states, shown as a minor peak in figs. 4(c) and
(d). This observation can again be attributed to the incom-

plete population transfer from the XX state to the target X
state.

The final step is to examine the single-photon purity and
indistinguishability under the DPE in the magnetic field. To
obtain the maximal indistinguishability with the current
sample, the magnetic field was rampedto 4 T. AtB=4T,
the X,- peak was resonant with the cavity (see Fig. 5(a)),
shortening the X,- lifetime by a factor of 1.8 to 224.0(4) ps
(see Fig. 5(b)). Additionally, the detuning between the X,-
peak and the TPE pulse was increased to 0.81 meV (see Fig.
5(a)), resulting in a more efficient spectral filtering and in
principle improved single-photon purity and indistinguish-
ability. Furthermore, the magnetic field led to a purely cir-
cularly polarized exciton emission, confirmed by a DCP of
the X,- peak up to 99.6(7)% (see Fig.5 (c)). The measured
DCP was limited by the birefringence of the optical ele-
ments in our setup and the slightly elliptical polarized cavi-
ty modes. Excluding these limiting factors by describing
the polarization state using the Stokes vector yielded a
DOP up to 101(2)% (see Supporting Information Section 6).

After we optimized the QD-cavity and laser-neutral exci-
ton detunings, we moved to the HBT and HOM measure-
ments. Both linearly polarized TPE and trigger pulses were
blocked by a grating-based spectral filter and a linear polar-
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izer. Under this condition, a single-photon purity up to
99.6(1)% and raw (corrected) indistinguishability Ms of
84(4)% (85(4)%) were obtained (see Figs. 5(g) - (i)). Com-
pared with exciting the QD using only a TPE pulse, the
corrected Ms measured with the DPE was improved by
31.1% (see Figs. 5(d) — (f)). The single-photon purities
measured under these two excitation conditions were quite
close (<1%), limited by the dark counts of the single-
photon detectors. The noise-limited ultralow g2(0) is a re-
sult of the two-photon excitation process that significantly
supresses the re-excitation of the QD*® and the ultrahigh
laser extinction ratio (10%) by combined the spectral and
polarization filtering (see detailed comparison in Support-
ing Information Section 7). The results above show that
combining with the magnetic field, our new DPE scheme
allows the generation of photons with relatively large laser-
QD detuning, near-unity DOP, high single-photon purity
and indistinguishability.

In the current work, although the excitation laser was
spectrally separated from the neutral exciton transition with
a detuning up to 0.81 meV, polarization filtering was still
needed. This is because a spectral filter with a near-unity
transmission rate, ultra-sharp edge, and sufficiently high
laser extinction ratio is not readily available. This is not a
problem for the measurement at O T, because the TPE pulse
can be set to be cross-linearly polarized with the QD emis-
sion. Therefore, a polarizer in the collection optical path
can almost completely suppress the TPE pulse without
blocking the QD emission. However, the situation in the
magnetic field is more complicated. In the magnetic field,
the TPE pulse is linearly polarized, whereas the QD emis-
sion is circularly polarized. The linear polarizer needed to
filter the TPE pulse will reduce the single-photon collection
efficiency by 50%. This problem could be solved by in-
creasing the laser-neutral exciton detuning using a QD with
a biexciton binding energy E;, of > 5 meV?? or by applying
a strong magnetic field. With sufficiently large laser-
neutral exciton detuning, the excitation laser could be con-
veniently blocked solely using commercially available nar-
rowband spectral filters with a transmission rate >90%.
Alternatively, the strain or electric field could also be used
to increase the biexciton binding energy*“® and split the
two neutral exciton states into two well separated linearly
polarized states**'. In this case, single photon emission
with a near-unity DOP could be efficiently collected even if
a linear polarizer was needed.

In conclusion, we have demonstrated a DPE scheme to
generate indistinguishable single photons with optically
controlled polarization using spectrally separated excitation
lasers. In this scheme, the TPE pulse detrimentally drives
the QD to the biexciton state and the trigger pulse elimi-
nates the time jitter caused by the relaxation from biexciton
to the exciton state. With the help of the magnetic field,
DOP up to 101(2)%, laser-neutral exciton detuning up to
0.81 meV, high single-photon purity (99.6(1)%) and indis-
tinguishability of 85(4)% were achieved at B = 4 T. Our
work makes an important step towards a high-collection-
efficiency on-demand indistinguishable SPSs, and shows

that the magnetic field could be a powerful and versatile
tool to boost the performance of the QD SPSs.

Sample. Our experiments were performed on an
In(Ga)As/GaAs self-assembled QD embedded inside a 2-
um diameter micropillar cavity which has 26(18) A/4-thick
GaAs/AlysGag1As mirror pairs forming the lower (upper)
distributed Bragg reflectors (DBRs) (see the scanning elec-
tron microscope image in Supporting Fig. 2). The fabrica-
tion of the deterministically coupled QD-micropillar is
based on the following steps. Firstly, the spatial and spec-
tral information of the QDs are achieved by using the wide-
field fluorescence imaging technique, then, high precision
electron-beam lithography (EBL) is performed to define the
resist pattern, and finally, the inductively-coupled plasma
(ICP) reactive ion etching process is used to transfer the
resist pattern of the pillar with certain diameter into the
planar DBR sample.

Optical setup. The sample loaded in a closed-cycle cry-
ostat (Attocube, AttoDry1000, T = 3.7 K) was pumped and
detected through a cage system-based confocal microscopy.
For pulsed excitation, a Ti-sapphire laser (Coherent, Cha-
meleon Ultra I1) was used to generate 140-fs optical pulses
every 12.5 ns, and then the femtosecond pulses were sent
into two pulse shapers to pick out TPE (10 ps duration) and
trigger (15 ps duration) pulse. The interval between the
TPE pulse and the trigger pulse was 20 ps (15 ps) for0 T (4
T) measurement and introduced by an optical delay line.
For lifetime measurement, the single photons were detected
using a superconducting nanowire single-photon detector
(timing jitter: ~60 ps, see the instrument response function
(IRF) in Supporting Fig. 3a) and a time-correlated single-
photon counting module (PicoQuant, HydraHarp400). For
second-order correlation measurements, the QD emission
passed through a grating-based filter (bandwidth: ~0.07
meV, transmission rate: 39%) and then was sent to an
HBT-type setup or 2 ns delay Mach—Zehnder interferome-
ter and finally detected by two single-photon avalanche
diodes (Excelitas, SPCM-AQRH-15, timing jitter: ~427 ps,
see the IRF in Supporting Fig. 3b) (for further details see
Supporting Information Section 5).
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1. Fine-structure splitting of the quantum dot
To obtain the fine-structure splitting (FSS) energy of the neutral exciton states, a series of QD PL spectra were acquired
at different linear polarization angles as shown in Supplementary Fig. 1a. By fitting PL spectra with a gaussian function, we
obtained the polarization dependence of the neutral exciton PL photon energy (see Supplementary Fig. 1b). Fitting the photon

energy with a sinusoidal function gave an exciton FSS of 5.9(1) peV.
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Supplementary Figure 1 | FSS of the QD. (a) PL mapping of the neutral exciton states as a function of
the angle of HWP in front of a liner polarizer in the collection optical path. (b) The polarization

dependence of the neutral exciton PL photon energy. Redline: fitting with a sinusoidal function.

2. Characterization of the micropillar cavity

Our experiments were performed on an In(Ga)As/GaAs QD embedded inside a 2-um-diameter
micropillar cavity which contained 26(18) A/4-thick GaAs/AlosGao1As mirror pairs (as shown in
Supplementary Fig. 2a.). To characterize the cavity mode, we illuminated the sample with a halogen lamp
and measured reflection spectra. A dip in the reflection spectra corresponds to the cavity mode
(Supplementary Fig. 2b.). Fitting the spectrum with a Lorentzian function gave a Q factor of 1351. In

theory, a micropillar cavity with cylindrical symmetry has two degenerate circularly polarized

2



fundamental modes. To investigate the energy splitting and polarization of the cavity modes, we measured
the reflection spectra as a function of the detected polarization angle. Supplementary Fig. 2c. shows the
peak energy and area of the reflection spectra fitted with a Lorentzian function. The nearly constant peak
energy indicates that the two fundamental modes are highly degenerate. The slightly varying peak area

indicates that the fundamental modes are slightly elliptically polarized.
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Supplementary Figure 2 | Characterization of the micropillar cavity. (a) Scanning electron
microscope (SEM) image of a 2-um-diameter micropillar cavity. (b) The reflection spectrum of the cavity
(Q = 1351) measured with a halogen lamp. (c) Polarization-resolved measurement of the fundamental

cavity modes.

3. Time resolution of single-photon detectors
Two types of single-photon detectors were used in our experiments, a superconducting nanowire
photon detector (SNSPD) was used in time-resolved PL measurements, and two single-photon avalanche

diodes (SPAD) were used for HBT and HOM measurements. Instrument response functions of two



experimental setups measured with a femtosecond pulsed laser are shown in Supplementary Fig. 3. The
full width at half-maximum of the IRFs were 60.0(1) ps and 427(2) ps for detection systems with the

SNSPD and SPAD, respectively.
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Supplementary Figure 3 | The instrument response function (IRF) of the detection system with (a)

SNSPD and (b) SPAD.

4. Effect of the trigger pulse

As already mentioned in the main text, a trigger pulse resonant with X-XX transition enables
deterministic preparation of X eigenstates with negligible time jitter. Setting the trigger pulse to be parallel
to the detected polarization (V, in this experiment), we demonstrated that the trigger pulse could
deterministically prepare an exciton eigenstate to double the photon collection efficiency as shown in the
PL map in Supplementary Fig. 4. At fixed pulse area, with the increase of the pulse interval, the collected
X intensity decayed exponentially because the XX relaxed to one of the two X eigenstates randomly via
spontaneous emission (see the upper panel in Supplementary Fig. 4). At fixed TPE-trigger interval, as the

pulse area of the trigger pulse increased, the X intensity oscillating with the trigger pulse amplitude,



reflecting the Rabi oscillation of the Xy,-XX transition (see the right panel in Supplementary Fig. 4).
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Supplementary Figure 4 | The intensity of X emission versus the trigger pulse area and TPE-trigger
interval at B =0 T. The pulse area of the TPE pulse was =. The trigger pulse polarization was set to co-
polarized with the detected polarization. Upper panel: the intensity of the X emission versus the TPE-
trigger interval at fixed trigger pulse power of 64 nW. Red curve: the simulated intensity of QD emission
using a Lindblad master equation which was solved and analyzed with the help of the Quantum Toolbox
in Python (QuTiP). Right panel: the intensity of the X emission versus area of the trigger pulse with a

TPE-trigger interval of 20 ps.

5. Experimental setup

The experimental setup used in this work is shown in Supplementary Fig. 5. The optical experiments



were performed using a confocal microscope with the sample loaded in a closed-cycle cryostat and excited
by two picosecond pulses with variable time delay. The QD emission was collected by a single-mode
fiber and sent to either a spectrometer for the measurement of PL spectra or an HBT/HOM setup for the

measurement of single-photon purity and indistinguishability.

:C;oﬁfo-cgl ------ E

| microscope [lmirror grating E beam splitter Olens HQWP H HWP

u polarizer = fiber port JELEL fiber paddle @ spPAD

Pulse shaper

AP == = = Ry e e e e e e = = -
)]

Spectrometer Grating-based filter

=z

Supplementary Figure 5 | Schematic of the setup for optical characterizations. Left panel: a confocal
micro-PL setup with the sample loaded in a closed-cycle cryostat (T = 3.7 K). Central panel: two pulse
shapers based on folded 4f systems, optical delay line, and laser polarization control. Right panel:
Spectrometer for measuring PL spectra. Grating-based filter (full width at half-maximum: ~0.07 meV)
for blocking the DPE pulses. HBT (HOM) setup for single-photon purity (indistinguishability)

measurement. QWP: quart-wave plate, HWP: half-wave plate.

6. Stokes polarization parameters

To describe the single-photon polarization more accurately, we measured the Stokes polarization
6



parameters using a rotating QWP method. The experiment setup is shown in Supplementary Fig. 6. Firstly,
we fixed the axis of the polarizer and the fast axis of the QWP to the horizontal direction. Secondly, we
rotated the QWP by 180° in a step of 5° and recorded the intensity of the QD emission as a function of
the QWP angle. Thirdly, we used the Fourier coefficient equation (as shown in Equation (1)) to get the
parameters A, B, C and D. Finally, we used Equation (2) to get the normalized Stokes parameters and

degree of polarization (DOP) as shown in Supplementary Table 1.

Supplementary Table 1. Stokes parameters and DOP.

Parameters B=0T, TriggerH B=0T,TriggerV B=4T,Trigger Xo-

So 1.00 1.00 1.00
S1 0.79(3) -0.82(1) 0.06(3)
S2 -0.28(5) 0.30(6) 0.24(1)
Ss -0.16(1) 0.16(1) -0.98(2)
DOP 0.86(1) 0.89(1) 1.01(2)
v v
Single photons H H
“’\A/\/” (0) > 1(6)
(180%) Detector

QWP (Rotated, 8) Polarizer (fixed, 0°)

Supplementary Figure 6 | Schematic of rotating QWP method.
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7. The extinction ratio of spectral and polarization filter

One of the important advantages of the DPE scheme is its compatibility with both polarization and
frequency filtering. The spectral extinction ratio of TPE (Trigger) pulse is ~10* (10®) inB =0T
configuration, and ~10° (10®) in B = 4 T configuration (as shown in Supplementary Fig. 7 (b)). The
extinction ratio of the cross-polarization setup is ~10* (as shown in Supplementary Fig. 7 (c)). Combined

with polarization and frequency filtering, the extinction ratio of TPE pulse can reach ~1078,
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Supplementary Figure 7 | Extinction ratio of spectral and polarization filter. (a) PL spectra at B
=0 and 4 T under above-barrier excitation. (b) The normalized transmission of homemade grating-based
filter measured by sweeping a narrow band continuous-wave laser. (¢) The TPE = pulse scattering

intensity when the microscope was set at parallel and orthogonal configuration.

8. Collection efficiency

The coupling efficiency/transmission rate of all the optical elements in our setup are listed in
Supplementary Table 2.

The collection efficiency defined as the ratio of the QD emission coupled into a single-mode fiber is
0.63% in our experiment. The collection efficiency with conventional resonance fluorescence (RF)
technique where the exciton is resonantly excited and the laser is filtered out by the polarizer is 0.81%.
Increasing the biexciton binding energy of the QD would allow us to replace the grating-based spectral
filter (transmission rate: 39%) with a commercially available ultra-narrow bandpass spectral filter (Alluxa)

with a transmission rate above 90%, leading to an expected collection efficiency of 1.46%.



Supplementary Table 2. The coupling efficiency/transmission rate of optical elements in the setup.

Optical elements

Coupling efficiency/transmission rate

Conventional RF DPE
Sample to objective 9.0% 9.0%
Objective 88.9% 88.9%
Window 92.6% 92.6%
50:50 BS 49.8% 49.8%
HWP 98.4% 98.4%
Polarizer 40.7% 81.4%
Fiber coupling 55.0% 55.0%
Spectral filter N/A 39.0% (90.0%?)
Overall collection 0.81% 0.63% (1.46% 9)

efficiency

®The expected collection efficiency after replacing the grating-based filter
with a commercially available ultra-narrow bandpass spectral filter.
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