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Spin-dependent R abioscillations in single quantum dot
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U trafast optical pum p of exciton resonance In single quantum dot by an elliptically polarized
laser pulse is described by the non-M arkov balance equations. Population and spin dynam ics are
Investigated and spin-dependent R abioscillations are considered for the case ofa at quantum dot,
w ith the lateral size greater than the height. T he llow Ing peculiarities of tem poralevolution have
been ound: a) a beating ofR abioscillations under an elliptically polarized pum p and b) quenching
of spin ordentation due to a spin-orbit splitting e ect.

PACS numbers: 7321 La, 7847+ p, 7320

Investigations of excitonic excitations in a single quan-—
tum dot (SQD) havlc? been started in the past decade
(s2e recent Refs. in [I]). The Rabioscillations and spin-—
related e ects In a QD ensemble have also been nves—
tigated, see 4] and [] respectively. Recently the Rabi
oscillations of electron population has been reported In
SQD excited by ultrashort laser pulse §,&]. D ue to this,
an exam ination of the spin-dependent ultrafast response
In SOD isnow tin ely. In thispaper, we consider the soin—
dependent coherent dynam ics of an exciton in a SQD
under ultrafast nterband pum p by elliptically polarized
radiation.

A tem poral evolution of the excion is described by
the 2 2 soin-dependent density m atrices w ritten in the
basis of the vacuum and excited excitonic states. T hese
density m atrices are govemed by the balance equations
w ith a non-M arkov generation ratew hich isdependent on
the population redistribution. For the sin plest case ofa
weak soin-orbit interaction, allow ing the only interband
transitionsbetw een the sam e spin states, a + or circu—
lar polarized pum p can only excite spin-dow n or soin-up
states. Since a tem poral response under an elliptically
polarized pum p can be considered as a superposition of
Rabi oscillations under  polarized pum ps wih di er-
ent intensities, a beating of R abi oscillations takes place.
For the m ore com plicated case nvolving spin-orbi in—
teraction In cband, one can obtain a quenching of spin
ordentation in a SQD even under the circular polarized
pump. Below, we have considered these phenom ena in
the fram ework ofa at QD m odel, w ith the lateral size
greater than the height, and have estin ated them axim al
degree of spin ordentation.

W e consider the coherent dynam icsofa QD under res—
onant interband excitation described by the perturbation
operator [H exp( i!t)+ H x:]. The averaged over pe—
riod, 2 =!,density m atrix, RAt, obeys the f©ollow ing quan—
tum kinetic equation (see evaluation in i_é,:j]):
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where ! +0 and $. = exp (i t=h) describes evolu-
tion of QD with the Ham iltonian K . The transitions
between the spin-degenerate chband and v-band states
are described by the m atrix
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Here we consider the interband photogeneration caused
by theelectric eldE exp( i!t)+ cciw,wih theunit
com plex polarization vector e, and wy = exp[ (&= p)?]
is the G aussian formm -factor of the pulse, , stands for
the pulse duration. The polarization-dependent m atrix
8 = (e Vo) Iswriten through the interband velocity
m atrix elem ent, ¥, and ¢, is the non-H emm itian m atrix
becausee 6 e .

Below , we shall restrict our consideration to the vicin—
ity of the excionic resonance when RAt can be replaced
Ae;t O
O Ao;t
“e;t and %;x descrlbing the excited (e-) and vacuum (o-)
states respectively. In agreem ent w ith the experin en—
talconditions ﬁ], w e have neglected here the tw o-photon
biexcitonic resonance, see Q,:g] and Refs. therein. T hus,
we transform Egs.(1,2) into the follow ing fom :

by the diagonalm atrix wih 2 2 m atrices
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where h ! is the detuning energy w ith respect to the

exciton peak energy. Adding these Egs. we obtain that
"ot T "ot Is a tin e-Independent m atrix which is deter-
m ined through initial conditions (see below ).

To calculate the matrix §. we neglect the Coulomb
renom alization ofthe interband velocity m atrix elem ent
and consider
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Here vy isthe 8 8 interband velocity m atrix and x is
the Inplane vector. For the at QD model, we write
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the overlbp Integral in (3) through the in-plane enve-
Iope functions x - Here wehave replaced the transverse
contrbution to the overlap integral by unit considering
transitionsbetw een top v-band states and bottom chband
states. N eglecting the nonparabolic (/ p°) contributions,
we describe the v-band statesby / §’j i, where’ '’ takes
Into acocount the heavy-light hole m ix f_d] and j i corre-
soonds to the degenerate spin state directed along O Z
w ith the soin numbers = 1. Taking into account no-
ticeable spin-orbit e ects In cband we w rite the eigen—
state problem for spinor ' as ollow s:
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where ©* aretheP aulim atrices, m isthe electron e ective
m ass, and the characteristic spin velocity v is along the
grow th axis, O Z i_é, :_S#].
W e shall restrict our consideration to the case ofweak
son-orbit e ect, perform ing the unitary transform ation
& = exp[ im ( fir x])=hl 4. Taking into account
/ vg contrbutions only, we obtain the Schrodinger equa—
tion in the fom :
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W e consider this equation w ith the zero boundary con-—
dition ’ }‘:’j) = Q; the curve isbounded by a at QD
w ith the area S . N ote that them om entum operatorhere,
P xFh, isalong O0Z, so that the spinor’  is propor—
tionalto the above introduced spinor j i.

N ext, using the tw o—Jevelbasis including the lowerelec—
tron stateswih = 1 and the upper hole states w ith

= 1,wecbtain the only non-zerom atrix elem ents (2)
for the transitions ;11 ! pjliand #; 1i! p; 13
see sim ilar selection rules in fa,110]. For the case ofellipti-
cally polarized excitation descrbedbye= ;e + e ,
wheree arethepolarization vectorsfor circularwaves
and are com plex numbers moreoverj . §+ § F =
1), we obtain the m atrix §. In the fomm :

T he non—zero coe cients here are w ritten through
Z
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where P is the K ane velocity. T he overlbp integralhere
have been calculated for the cases of circular and square
QD swhen thenum ericalcoe cient isequalto 0.1 and
032 regpectively. A suppression ofthem atrix elem ent (7)
w ith increasing vs also takesplace for the conicQD case
(3.

W e describe the coherent dynam ics by the use of the
diagonalpopulation num bers for the excited and ground
states, Ne; £t = he; jAe;tjE; iandn o; t = ho; jAo;tjD; i.

The system (3) istransform ed into the Independent equa—

tions for the stateswih = 1:
d ne; .
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Here we have dntroduced the kemel 0 =
wewpoos (€ t9,and . = 2@E=h!)*¥, F , is the
characteristic photogeneration rate. Sincene; ¢+ No; 1t
are independent of tim e, and the oscillation strengths
r transitions are proportionalto § F, we use the
phenom enological conditions in the form

Ng; 1t + No; 16 = J jZ; (10)

which is inpgagreem ent w ith the particle conservation re—

quirem ent e t + No t) = 1. Using Egs.(9), we cb—

tain the closed equation for the population di erences,
N = No; 1t DNg; 1t, I the fom :

d 2 g
Dty 50F E o0 =0 any
at r] . £t t
with the nitialconditions n ¢ 1 = j F which are

obtained from Eg.(10) and ne; ;¢1 1 = 0.

The concentration of photoexcited electrons is given
by n¢ Nepte + Ne; 1t whi‘ﬁ the spin ordentation, S, is
determ ined as follow s Sy = _ & J7%; ine; +.The
only z-com ponent of spin appears to be non—zero and
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wherek = dx "7, © and isthe coe cient from

Eg.(8). The spin ordentation is proportionalto the redis—
tribution between the soin states, n, and the factor
k decreases w ith Increasing vs.

For the resonant excitation case, ! = 0, the kemel
In Eg.(11) is not dependent on t t’, one cbtains the
second-order di erential equation
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wih the use of an additional initial condition
fr.'dn (=dtk, ; = 0.The solution of Eq.(13) takes

the fom :
|
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where A = p r p is the excitation am plitude and

3 %= (@1 s)=2 with the degree of circular polariza-
tons=j+F 3

In Fig.l we plot the tem poralevolution ofny and nt
for the cases of circular, elliptical W ith s= 1=2), and lin—
ear polarized pum ps under the resonant exciation con—
dition ! = 0.Notethat n+= n¢and n.= 0 forthe
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FIG .1: Tem poral evolution of the total population, n¢, and
the spin redistrdbution, n¢, under the excitation am plitudes,
A = @) and A = 35 (). Solid, dashed and dotted curves
correspond n¢ under circular, elliptical and linear polarized
pum ps respectively. T he dot-dashed curve presents n¢ under
elliptical polarized pump. The pulse pro ke is shown as the
short-dot curve.

cases of circular and linear polarized pum ps resoectively.
For the -pulse excitation case (ifA = ), one obtains

m onotonic increase of ny with ny 1 = 1 for the circu-
larpump. The soin redistrbution, n¢ < 0, varies w ith
t=p In a sin ilar m anner. A s the excitation am plitude
Increases, the tem poral evolution becom es oscillatory, as
shown in Figlb forA = 35 . These dependencies have

di erent periods, for the circular, linear, and elliptically

polarized pum ps.

Next we consider the detuning e ect by calculating
the solution ofEq.(11) num erically. In Fig2 we plot the
tem poral evolution of ny and n¢ underdierent ! .
T he detuning resuls in suppression ofboth theRabi op
after the pulse and the am plitude of oscillations ifA >
T he characteristics of the tem poral response for di erent
polarizations of pum p do not change in com parison w ith
the resonant case.

The oscillations of Rabi opping population, n
ny 1 , and the redistrbution between the spin states,

n ny 1 , are shown In Fig3 for the resonant ex—
citation case. The ham onic dependencies w ith periods
A =2 andA = 2 2 take plce for the circular and
linear polarized pum ps respectively. By contrast, one can
see a beating ofn and n with A underthe elliptically po—
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FIG . 2: Quencing of the tem poral response, both the total
population nt (a—c) and the spin redistrbbution n¢ (d), under
resonant (solid curves) and non-resonant, with ! , = =3
(dashed curves) and ! , = 2 =3 (dotted curves), pum ps.
T he excitation am plitudes, A , are Indicated by arrow s.



23
A/r

FIG .3: 0 scillations ofRabi opping population in cband, n,
and the spin redistribution, n, versus excitation am plitude,
A (the same curvesas in Fig.l).

larized pum p. M oreover, the soin orientation m ay change
a sign for this case; once again, n= nand n= 0 Por
the circular and linear polarized cases respectively.

Let us discuss the assum ptions used In the above cal-
culations. The m ain restriction is the consideration of
the vicinity of the excitonic resonance w ithout the con—
tribution of two-photon biexcitonic resonance. Here we
have applied the phenom enological initial conditions for
Eq.(11). Thisisvald ifh ! and h= [ are sn aller than
the exciton-biexciton splitting energy (around 3m &V in
InGaA s QD s) whik a m ore detailed m any-particle con—
sideration is required for greaterh ! and/orh= ,.We
also have described the coherent response neglecting re—

laxation because  is shorter than the relaxation tim es.
N ext, the non-M arkov equation (1) describes the inter—
band generation ofelectron-hol pairs to second order ac—
curacy, ie. we have supposed that the energy £F v, =!
ismuch lower than the energy gap. Fially, the sinple
m odelofQ D hasbeen used in order to obtain Egs.(8,12)
and m ore com plicated num erical calculations, eg. sin -
ilar to [_lé], have to be perform ed in order to in prove
these sin ple form ulas.

In conclusion, we have considered the peculiarities of
R abioscillations in a single quantum dot due to the spin—
dependent ultrafast excitation by an ellptically polar-
ized pulse. For the simnplem odelof SQD w ih the spin—
Ip transitions forbidden we have found both the beating
of R abi oscillations under an elliptically polarized pum p
and the quenching of spin ordentation due to spin-orbit
splitting e ect. A m ore detailed treatm ent of these ef-
fects requires the consideration of com plicated selection
rules and to descrbe the exciton-biexcion resonance In
the fram ew ork of a m any-particle approach. W hat this
paper does, how ever, is to detemm ine the conditions for
observation of the peculiarities m entioned.
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