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An on-going challenge within scalable optical quantum information processing is to increase the collection
efficiency ε and the photon indistinguishability η of the single-photon source towards unity. Within quantum
dot-based sources, the prospect of increasing the product εη arbitrarily close to unity was recently ques-
tioned. In this work, we discuss the influence of the trade-off between efficiency and indistinguishability in
the presence of phonon-induced decoherence, and we show that the photonic ”hourglass” design allows for
improving εη beyond the predicted maximum for the standard micropillar design subject to this trade-off.
This circumvention of the trade-off is possible thanks to control of the spontaneous emission into background
radiation modes, and our work highlights the importance of engineering of the background emission in future
pursuits of near-unity performance of quantum dot single-photon sources.

Within scalable optical quantum information
processing1,2, a key component is the single-photon
source3–5 (SPS) producing the single photons used to
encode the quantum bits. The N -photon interference
experiment1,6, constituting the backbone of optical
quantum computing protocols, has a success proba-
bility P scaling as P = (εη)N , where ε is the source
efficiency4,5 defined as the probability of detecting a
photon per trigger and η is the indistinguishability of
subsequently emitted photons. The SPS performance
can thus be evaluated in terms of the product εη, and
upscaling the multi-photon interference experiment to
a large N thus requires increasing εη arbitrarily close
to unity. The spontaneous parametric down-conversion
process7 allows straightforward generation of polariza-
tion entangled photon pairs and has been the workhorse
within quantum light generation for several decades,
however the probabilistic nature of the emission process
reduces ε to a few percent.

As alternative, the semiconductor quantum dot3,8

(QD) has emerged as a leading platform for efficient
generation of single indistinguishable photons. The
spontaneous emission process of the two-level system of
the QD allows for deterministic emission of single pho-
tons. However, the large refractive index contrast at the
semiconductor-air interface limits ε to ∼ 0.01 for a QD
in bulk medium, and it is necessary to place the emitter
inside an optical antenna SPS microstructure to guide
the light4,5 towards the collection optics. Furthermore,
the interaction with the solid-state environment leads
to reduced indistinguishability9 of the emitted photons.
Photon energy fluctuations due to a fluctuating charge
environment10 can be suppressed by introducing electri-
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cal contacts11,12 and a static electric voltage to stabi-
lize the charge environment. A more fundamental de-
coherence mechanism, however, is the interaction with
quantized lattice vibrations, leading to phonon-induced
decoherence4,5,9,13. This mechanism produces a phonon
sideband comprised of distinguishable photons in the
emission spectrum even at 0 K and results in a max-
imum indistinguishability of ∼ 0.9 for an InAs QD in
bulk9 and of ∼ 0.95 for a GaAs QD in bulk14, due to
shorter lifetime. While the photons in this sideband can
be removed using a narrow spectral filter, this occurs at
the cost of efficiency, and the figure of merit εη is thus
not improved by spectral filtering.

Whereas all SPS design approaches require spatial
alignment between the QD and the optical mode pro-
file, broadband design strategies, such as the photonic
nanowire15–26, the bullseye27,28, the microlens29, the pho-
tonic crystal waveguide30–32 and the planar dielectric
antenna33 approach, do not rely on resonant effects. For
example, the photonic nanowire design instead exploits
a dielectric screening effect16 to suppress emission into
radiation modes and ensure preferential coupling to the
fundamental waveguide mode, whereas the photonic crys-
tal waveguide30 combines dielectric screening with the
slow light effect31,32 near the photonic band edge to also
enhance emission into the waveguide mode. Thus, the
strength of a broadband strategy is that careful spec-
tral alignment between a cavity resonance and the QD
emission line is unnecessary. However, a drawback is the
lack of a mechanism to suppress the phonon sideband13.
In contrast, narrowband SPS design strategies includ-
ing the micropillar11,27,34–40 shown in Fig. 1(a) and the
open cavity geometry41 rely on the resonant cavity quan-
tum electrodynamics (CQED) effect to funnel emission4,5

into a well-defined cavity mode at the resonance wave-
length λC. The CQED design approach requires a spec-
tral alignment between the QD and the cavity mode, and
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FIG. 1. Schematic of (a) the micropillar and (b) the hourglass
geometries, where the QD is represented by a red triangle.
Both structures feature distributed Bragg reflectors (DBRs)
with ntop (nbot) layer pairs above (below) the QD.

with typical Q factors11,27,34 above 5000, a tuning mech-
anism for the QD line is generally needed. However, an
advantage of the narrowband approach is the efficient
funneling of photons into the cavity mode leading to a
suppression of the phonon sideband13,35 and measured
indistinguishability11,34 of ∼ 0.99 without spectral filter-
ing.

In both design approaches, the physics of the cou-
pling efficiency ε is often analyzed using a single-mode
model4,19,35,42, where the single-mode efficiency εs is
given as the product εs = βγ (cf. Fig. 1). Here, the spon-
taneous emission β factor is the fraction of light coupled
to the fundamental cavity mode β = ΓC/ΓT, with ΓC

and ΓT being the emission rate into the cavity mode and
the total rate, respectively, and the transmission γ is the
fraction of power in the cavity detected by the collec-
tion optics for a specific numerical aperture (NA) tak-
ing into account an overlap with a Gaussian profile17,18.
The emission rate ΓC into the cavity normalized to that
of a bulk medium ΓBulk is given by the Purcell factor
Fp = ΓC/ΓBulk = 3

4π2
Q
Vn

, where Q is the cavity quality

factor, Vn is the mode volume in units of (λ/n)3 and n is
the cavity refractive index. In terms of the Purcell factor,
β can be written as

β =
ΓC

ΓC + ΓB
=

Fp

Fp + ΓB/ΓBulk
, (1)

where ΓB = ΓT − ΓC is the total background emission
rate. From Eq. (1), it would appear that β and in turn
the efficiency can be optimized simply by increasing Fp.
Furthermore, increasing the Purcell factor by enhancing
the Q factor brings the additional benefit of improv-
ing the indistinguishability in the presence of phonon-
induced decoherence by funneling the spontaneous emis-
sion through a spectrally narrow cavity mode13,35, as dis-
cussed above, without reducing the efficiency. Thus, the
acknowledged optimization strategy of the CQED-based
SPS design both in terms of efficiency and indistinguisha-
bility has been to increase the Purcell factor.

However, it was recently shown that this simple op-
timization paradigm only works13 in the weak coupling
regime: As the Purcell factor increases, the strong cou-
pling regime is reached leading to the generation of two
hybrid polariton states, whose energy splitting (of the
order of ∼ 0.1 meV) is smaller than the acoustic phonon
cutoff energy (1–2 meV). Therefore, phonon modes are
available to mediate transitions between the polariton
states, resulting in decoherence in the emission process43.
Thus increasing the Purcell factor beyond a certain point
will actually reduce the indistinguishability, and the stan-
dard CQED design approach thus features an inher-
ent trade-off13 between achievable efficiency and indis-
tinguishability. Subject to this trade-off, the micropil-
lar SPS design was recently numerically optimized35 in
terms of efficiency and indistinguishability with a max-
imum product εη obtained for ε = 0.95 and η = 0.997.
While these figures of merit have yet to be demonstrated
experimentally, the question remains: Is the trade-off of
fundamental nature, or can the performance be improved
further using unconventional design strategies?

One way of avoiding phonon-induced decoherence is
obviously to suppress the interaction with the phonons.
Direct phononic engineering, where phonons are sup-
pressed using a phononic bandgap, generally requires
nanofabrication on a length scale smaller than what is
possible today. However, another option is to suppress
the photon emission taking place via phonon-assisted
emission channels. The idea here is to stay within
the weak coupling regime and optimize the spontaneous
emission β factor in (1), not by increasing the Purcell
factor, but instead by reducing the emission ΓB into
background modes. Indeed, the broadband photonic
nanowire15–26 design approach relies on this exact con-
cept, where dielectric screening16 is used to suppress the
background (radiation) modes.

In the remainder of this Perspectives Letter, we ad-
dress the above question by considering a specific SPS
design based on the recently proposed hybrid photonic
nanowire-micropillar ”hourglass” design19 shown in Fig.
1(b). The hourglass features a narrow waist at the posi-
tion of the QD, enabling suppression of the background
emission using dielectric screening, as well as tapers fea-
turing distributed Bragg reflectors (DBRs), allowing for
Purcell enhancement of the spontaneous emission. Us-
ing the example of the hourglass, we show how careful
engineering of the background emission may indeed pave
the way for future increase of the SPS figures of merit to-
wards unity. As a first step down this avenue, we demon-
strate that the figures of merit can be improved beyond
the limitation imposed by the trade-off for the standard
micropillar SPS design.

We perform optical simulations using a Fourier Modal
Method44–46 (FMM) with a true open boundary condi-
tion to determine the efficiency. The QD is modeled as
a classical point dipole with in-plane dipole orientation
and harmonic oscillation frequency ω. The previously
defined spontaneous emission rates ΓX (X = C, B, T)
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are then determined as ΓX/ΓBulk = PX/PBulk
47, where

PX are the corresponding classical powers emitted by the
dipole and ΓBulk (PBulk) is the spontaneous emission rate
(power) in a bulk medium. For our single-mode model
with εs = βγ, the transmission γ from the cavity mode
is computed as γ = PLens,C/PC, where PLens,C is the
power coupled to the lens from the cavity mode alone
and PC is the power emitted into the cavity mode. The
calculation of PLens,C includes an overlap integral with
a Gaussian profile17,18 to model coupling to the funda-
mental mode of a single-mode fiber (SMF). Similarly, the
efficiency ε computed using the full model is determined
as ε = PLens/PT, where PLens is the output power cou-
pled to the lens, again taking into account an overlap
with a Gaussian mode.

The indistinguishability is calculated using a Born-
Markov master equation in the polaron frame including
the effects of the phonon environment13,35,48–50 discussed
in detail in Ref. 35. To ensure a fair comparison with the
micropillar optimization35, we use the same parameters
for the phonon environment as in Ref. 35. In the high-β
regime, where light from the QD reaching the collection
optics is emitted almost exclusively via the cavity mode,
the indistinguishability depends only on three parame-
ters from the optical simulations, namely the cavity es-
cape rate κ = ω/Q, the cavity-QD coupling strength g
proportional to 1/

√
Vn and the background emission rate

ΓB. In this Letter, instead of performing a full parame-
ter sweep, we propose an hourglass design with a similar
value of g as that for the optimum micropillar design,35

and we investigate the influence of the dielectric screen-
ing effect on the performance.

Similar to the micropillar, the hourglass consists of an
InAs QD in a vertical GaAs cavity surrounded by dis-
tributed Bragg reflectors (DBRs) with ntop (nbot) layer
pairs in the top (bottom) DBR. However, the center cav-
ity radius is chosen as R0 = 114 nm to suppress the
background emission rate using the dielectric screening
effect4,16, such that ΓB/ΓBulk ∼ 0.05 at our design wave-
length λ = 925 nm. The hourglass then features inverted
”trumpet” tapers, where the top taper is used to reduce
the output beam divergence and ensure a good coupling
to the collection optics and the bottom taper is needed
to obtain high bottom DBR reflectivity as discussed in
detail in Ref. 19. In this Letter, we consider a symmet-
ric structure with identical sidewall angle θ and identical
QD-DBR separation height h in both top and bottom
taper sections. The DBRs consist of alternating lay-
ers of Al0.85Ga0.15As and GaAs with refractive indices51

nAlGaAs = 2.9895 and nGaAs = 3.4788 for λ = 925 nm
and T = 4 K, and we use diameter-dependent thick-
nesses of the DBR layers using the procedure outlined
in Appendix C of Ref. 20. Above the top DBR, the
hourglass features an additional homogeneous top taper
section followed by an anti-reflection (AR) coating with
refractive index nAR =

√
nGaAs and thickness given by

tAR = λ/4neff,AR to prevent the formation of a second
cavity in this top taper section.
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FIG. 2. Transmission γL including the Gaussian overlap and
total transmission γL

T for the fundamental HE11 mode as func-
tion of top radius Rtop for a 0.82 NA collection lens. The
transmission is computed for the three-layer structure shown
in the inset.

To determine a top taper geometry allowing for high
collection efficiency, we write the transmission γ as the
product γ = γLT11, where T11 is the power transmission
of the fundamental HE11 mode from the QD to the top
of the GaAs taper in the absence of a DBR and γL is the
HE11 transmission from the top of the GaAs taper to the
collection lens (cf. Fig. 2, inset) taking into account the
Gaussian overlap.

We present the transmission γL as well as the total
transmission γL

T without the Gaussian overlap in Fig. 2
as function of Rtop. For decreasing values of Rtop be-
low ∼ 900 nm, the output beam divergence increases21

and both transmissions are reduced. For increasing Rtop,
the total transmission γL

T increases towards 1 as the out-
put beam divergence decreases. Importantly, we notice
that the transmission γL taking into account the Gaus-
sian overlap does not increase towards unity with Rtop

but instead takes a maximum value of γL
g = 0.988 at

Rtop = 930 nm. This ceiling occurs due to imperfect
mode overlap of the strongly confined mode in the GaAs
waveguide (Bessel function profile) and the Gaussian pro-
file resulting from weak confinement in a SMF. In the fol-
lowing, we choose Rtop = 930 nm corresponding to max-
imum transmission to the lens.

Having fixed R0 and Rtop, we proceed to determine
a taper geometry allowing for an adiabatic expansion22

of the fundamental mode suppressing coupling to higher
orders modes and allowing for a transmission T11 → 1.
In this work, we consider a linear taper with sidewall
angle θ. The computed transmission as function of θ is
presented in Fig. 3 illustrating how a high transmission is
obtained at the expense of a small sidewall angle, in turn
leading to a tall structure. Weak oscillations for large θ
due to higher-order mode coupling22 are also observed.
We choose a sidewall angle of θ = 0.8◦ leading to a total
top taper height H of 58.5 µm and a transmission T11 =
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FIG. 3. The power transmission T11 of the HE11 mode
through the bare top taper shown in the inset as function
of the sidewall angle θ.

0.9987.
We now consider the full hourglass structure including

the bottom taper with the DBR, where we set the number
of bottom DBR layer pairs nbot = 46 to avoid leakage
of light into the substrate. We then fix the QD-DBR
separation height to h = 24142 nm such that the QD is
placed at a field antinode and such that the normalized
mode volume Vn will take a value of ≈ 28, a value which
leads to the optimum εη figure of merit for the micropillar
SPS design35.

The computed spontaneous emission β factor, Purcell
factor Fp, Q factor and mode volume Vn are presented
in Fig. 4 as function of the number of top layer pairs
ntop. As expected, the Q factor increases rapidly with
ntop. For ntop ≥ 8, the normalized mode volume Vn

decreases slowly below 30 leading to an increase in Fp

with ntop roughly proportional to that in Q with Fp ≈
150 for ntop = 15. However, we observe that a β fac-
tor above 0.98 is obtained for all values of ntop, even for
modest values of the Purcell factor. This excellent cou-
pling is a result of the nanowire effect of suppressing the
background emission16 in the low-diameter regime and
represents a major asset of the hourglass SPS design. As
for the Q factor, we note that the optimal photon indis-
tinguishability in Ref. 35 was obtained for a Q ∼ 30,000,
and we observe that this value is reached for ntop = 11.

We then present the calculated hourglass efficiency and
the photon indistinguishability in Fig. 5 as function of
ntop. The predictions for the efficiency from the full
model ε and the single-mode model εs agree well, con-
firming that the outcoupling of light to the collection
lens is mediated almost exclusively by the cavity mode.
The small discrepancy for the smaller cavities occurs due
to interaction with radiation modes as discussed in Ref.
19. We notice that, unlike the micropillar design, the
maximum efficiency of 0.98 is obtained for a modest top
mirror reflectivity highlighting the fact that the hourglass
design does not rely on significant Purcell enhancement
to ensure high efficiency. A small oscillation is observed
between ntop = 5 and 11 occurring due to a weak cav-
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FIG. 4. The β factor, the Purcell factor Fp, the Q factor and
the mode volume Vn of the hourglass geometry as a function
of top DBR layer pairs ntop with nbot = 46.
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FIG. 5. The efficiency ε of the full model, the single-mode
efficiency εs, the indistinguishability η and the product εη of
the hourglass design as function of ntop.

ity coupling effect with the taper section above the DBR,
whereas for ntop ≥ 5 the efficiency drops uniformly due to
increasing leakage of light into the substrate. The indis-
tinguishability increases with top mirror reflectivity with
a maximum value of η = 0.995 at ntop = 12, after which
the penetration into the strong-coupling regime13 leads
to reduction in η. We then consider the product of effi-
ciency and indistinguishability and observe that it attains
a maximum value of εη = 0.973 at ntop = 11 represent-
ing a clear improvement compared to maximum value
for the micropillar geometry of εη = 0.95 from Ref. 35.
These results for the hourglass design confirm that the
trade-off13 between efficiency and indistinguishability for
the cavity-based SPS is not fundamental but can indeed
be overcome by careful engineering of the emission into
background radiation modes.

Our analysis demonstrates that the combination of di-
electric screening and Purcell enhancement is an excellent
strategy to attain a near-unity beta factor. The cavity el-
ement of the hourglass design operates at an almost ideal
level, where ∼ 99.9 % of the emitted light is coupled to
the fundamental cavity mode. On the other hand, the
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photon indistinguishability is not improved compared to
the micropillar35. Its value is influenced by g, κ and ΓB,
and by construction, our values of g and κ are in good
agreement with those obtained35 for the micropillar de-
sign. While ΓB is reduced by an order of magnitude35,36,
the spontaneous emission rate is dominated by the Pur-
cell enhanced cavity emission, and the reduction in ΓB

does not lead to a substantial improvement in the indis-
tinguishability.

In this Perspectives letter, the improvement in the
overall εη figure of merit is thus brought about by the
ability to efficiently funnel light into the cavity mode
while staying in the weak coupling regime and not by a
reduction in phonon-assisted background emission. How-
ever, for an SPS design such as the hourglass, where the
background emission rate is controlled, suppression of
phonon-assisted emission via the cavity and a correspond-
ing improvement in η can be introduced by increasing
Q13 while simultaneously increasing the mode volume to
avoid the strong coupling regime. While we leave such
optimization of the hourglass SPS design to a follow-up
work, we remark that control of the background emis-
sion within SPS engineering represents a new avenue to
be explored for highly efficient emission of single indis-
tinguishable photons. Whereas the photonic nanowire
effect4,5,15,16,23,24 and proper choice of pillar diameter36

represent initial steps along this avenue, further ideas
such as photonic bandgap engineering using e.g. circu-
lar Bragg grating rings surrounding the main waveguide
remain to be explored.

While the concept of engineering of the background
emission is of interest for all QD-based SPS designs, we
now consider prospects for increasing the efficiency and
indistinguishability of specifically the hourglass design
further towards unity. A near-unity beta factor means
that the bottleneck preventing unity coupling efficiency
is now moved from the cavity to other elements. In the
following, we discuss limitations associated with (i) the
coupling to a SMF, (ii) charge noise and (iii) the perfor-
mance of the QD excitation scheme.

Whereas the total transmission from the HE11 mode
to a collection lens can be increased towards unity simply
by increasing the top radius Rtop, cf. Fig. 2, the coupling
to a Gaussian profile52 of a SMF is limited to 0.988. This
limitation could be overcome using butt coupling25,53 of
an SMF to the top surface of the hourglass. By tapering
of the SMF, the radius of the glass waveguide at the
contact point can be chosen to match Rtop such that
the mode overlap considered is between strongly confined
(Bessel function profiles) modes both in the GaAs and the
glass waveguide. An associated practical challenge is the
significant height H of 58.5 µm of the top taper required
for a T11 of 0.9987. Since the large value of 930 nm of
Rtop for coupling to a 0.82 NA lens is no longer needed,
the butt coupling scheme could simultaneously allow for
a reduction of the height of the top taper. We note that
non-linear taper shapes, e.g. a horn shape54, could also
be considered to decrease the taper height.

A disadvantage of the center cavity radius R0 of
114 nm is the close proximity of the QD to surface defect
charge states resulting in charge noise and reduced indis-
tinguishability. Here, surface passivation55 and electrical
contacts11,12 may be implemented to stabilize the charge
environment.

A third frequently overlooked source of loss arises from
the QD excitation strategy. In the present work, it is as-
sumed that the emitter is initialized in the excited state
with 100 % probability using a π pulse. However, for ver-
tical resonant excitation, the cross-polarization filtering
needed to isolate the emitted photons from the excitation
laser11,34 reduces the outcoupling efficiency by a factor of
2. While side excitation37,38 is possible, the combination
of high collection efficiency and clean emission remains a
challenge.

Now, for the vertical excitation, the introduction of
an elliptical cross-section enables polarization control by
exploiting spectral separation of the two otherwise de-
generate polarization modes39. For the micropillar SPS,
this has allowed for polarized collection efficiency of 0.60
demonstrated27 and 0.90 predicted40 to a first lens, and
more recently 0.57 demonstrated41 coupling from an open
cavity SPS to a SMF. In the low-diameter photonic
nanowire regime, selective deconfinement of the unde-
sired polarization using an elliptical cross-section has
been demonstrated26 with a polarization control of 0.95
for an unstructured nanowire. For the hourglass geom-
etry, selective deconfinement using an elliptical cross-
section at the position of the QD combined with Purcell
enhancement should allow for even better polarization
control and will be explored in a follow-up work. Even
so, a price to pay in all elliptical cross-section schemes is a
significant increase in the pump power needed to achieve
100 % excitation of the excited state.

Electrical driving has been considered as a practical
solution to remove the need for an excitation laser. In
this approach, the QD is populated with carriers in-
jected from electrical contacts, with a performance that
is on-par with the optical pumping22,56 and measured
extraction efficiency of 0.6157. However, the resulting in-
distinguishability has remained significantly low (in the
range 0.41–0.6457,58) due to an unavoidable time-jitter
effect9,59. Non-resonant excitation schemes represent al-
ternative strategies for eliminating the cross-polarization
filtering and overcoming the factor of 2 barrier. Schemes
based on a non-resonant phonon-assisted excitation60–63

have been suggested with predicted64 maximum pumping
efficiency up to 0.9 and demonstrated63 indistinguisha-
bility of 0.91. Two-photon excitation of the bi-exciton
level65, rapidly followed by stimulated emission from the
bi-exciton to the exciton level66–68, has recently shown
to provide slightly higher measured indistinguishability
(0.93), together with in-fiber efficiency up to 0.5167. The
dichromatic pumping scheme69–72 has allowed for even
higher demonstrated69 indistinguishability of 0.97 at a
pumping efficiency of 0.87, and very recently the pump-
ing efficiency reached 0.97 in a demonstration72 based on
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a red-detuned dichromatic scheme.
While the figures of merit for the QD excitation strate-

gies above represent significant improvements to resonant
excitation with a cross-polarization setup, they still in-
troduce loss mechanisms comparable to or dominating
over the predicted εη figure of merit of 0.973 (0.95) for
the hourglass (micropillar) SPS. The excitation scheme
thus represents a potential bottleneck in the pursuit of
ideal εη = 1 SPS performance, and future SPS engineer-
ing should carefully take into account requirements of the
excitation scheme.

In conclusion, we have considered challenges in
increasing the efficiency and the photon indistin-
guishability of the QD-based SPS towards unity. A
fundamental challenge is the trade-off between efficiency
ε and indistinguishability η within the CQED design
scheme in the presence of phonon-induced decoherence.
We have demonstrated that this trade-off can indeed
be circumvented by suppression of the spontaneous
emission into background radiation modes. Whereas the
product εη for the micropillar design is limited to 0.9535,
we show that hourglass design allows increasing εη to
0.973. This occurs due to an ultra-high spontaneous
emission β factor above 0.997 enabled by a suppression of
the background emission due to the photonic nanowire
effect. In the pursuit of QD-based SPSs featuring
near-unity efficiency and photon indistinguishability,
engineering of the background spontaneous emission
rate thus represents a new avenue to be explored.
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50I. Wilson-Rae and A. Imamoğlu, “Quantum dot cavity-QED in
the presence of strong electron-phonon interactions,” Phys. Rev.
B 65, 235311 (2002), arXiv:0105022 [quant-ph].

51S. Gehrsitz, F. K. Reinhart, C. Gourgon, N. Herres, A. Vonlan-
then, and H. Sigg, “The refractive index of AlxGa1-xAs below
the band gap: Accurate determination and empirical modeling,”
J. Appl. Phys. 87, 7825–7837 (2000).

52A SMF with NA of 0.14, core diameter of 8.2 µm and core
(cladding) refractive index of 1.44 (1.43318) features an over-
lap of the HE11 mode with a Gaussian profile of 0.9958 (λ = 925
nm).

53D. Howe and P. Karioja, “Diode-laser-to-waveguide butt cou-
pling,” Appl. Opt. 35, 404–416 (1996).

54W. K. Burns, A. F. Milton, and A. B. Lee, “Optical waveguide
parabolic coupling horns,” Appl. Phys. Lett. 30, 28–30 (1977).

55J. Liu, K. Konthasinghe, M. Davanço, J. Lawall, V. Anant,
V. Verma, R. Mirin, S. W. Nam, J. D. Song, B. Ma, Z. S. Chen,
H. Q. Ni, Z. C. Niu, and K. Srinivasan, “Single self-assembled
InAs/GaAs quantum dots in photonic nanostructures: The role
of nanofabrication,” Phys. Rev. Applied 9, 064019 (2018).
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