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Ultrafastintersubband excitation ofelectronsin tunnell-coupled wellsisstudied depending on the

structureparam eters,theduration oftheinfrared pum p and thedetuning frequency.Thetem poral

dependenciesofthe photoinduced concentration and dipole m om ent are obtained for two cases of

transitions:from the single ground state to the tunnel-coupled excited statesand from the tunnel-

coupled statesto the single excited state.The peculiaritiesofdephasing and population relaxation

processesarealso taken into account.Thenonlinearregim eoftheresponse isalso considered when

thesplitting energy between the tunnel-coupled levelsisrenorm alized by the photoexcited electron

concentration. The dependenciesofthe period and the am plitude ofoscillations on the excitation

pulse are presented with a description ofthe nonlinearoscillationsdam ping.

PACS num bers:73.40.G k,78.47.+ p

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Thecoherentdynam icsofelectronsin heterostructureshavebeen thoroughly exam ined during thepastdecadefor

the case ofthe interband ultrafastexcitation by a near-infrared (IR)pulse (see Ref. 1 forreview).Recently,a m id-

IR pum p have been also em ployed forthe treatm entofthe coherentdynam icsofelectronsunderthe intersubband

excitation2. For exam ple,a coherent transfer ofelectrons between tunnel-uncoupled states ofa double quantum

well(DQ W ) to the com m on excited state under m id-IR pum p was considered in Ref. 3. M oreover,a new type of

sem iconductor unipolar laser operating in the m id-infrared spectralregion was dem onstrated. This type ofdevice

is based on a three-bound-state coupled DQ W with a single-excited leveland two coupled lower levels4. Thus,an

investigation ofthecoherentdynam icsin thetunnel-coupled DQ W sunderultrafastm id-IR pum p isnow appropriate.

In the present work we carry out the theory ofthe ultrafast response on the intersubband excitation between the

tunnel-coupled statesand the singlelevel,which can be ground orexcited.

Thestudywewillful�llnextisbased on thequantum kineticequation forthedensitym atrixaveragedoverthepum p

frequency (seeevaluation in Ref.5,6).W ewilldiscussthee�ectsoftheintersubband transition peculiaritiesby m eans

ofthe intersubband generation rate. W ith this purpose we take into accountthe peculiarities ofthe intersubband

excitation fortwo cases: (A)when the electron transition occursbetween the single-ground and the tunnel-coupled

excited states,or(B )when the transition takesplace from the tunnel-coupled statesto the single-excited state. To

illustratethesescenarioswehaverepresented in Fig.1theband diagram sand thedispersion lawsfortwoDQ W sam ples

ofG aAs=Al0:35G a0:65As=G aAs,with thelayerwidthsof150/130/40 �A and 150/20/120 �A,correspondingto thecases

(A)and (B ),respectively. W e have chosen the DQ W structuresin such a way thatthe energy separation between

the coupled sub-levels,� T ,is about10 m eV forboth cases. In this contextthe population relaxation iscontrolled

by the LO phonon em ission7,while the dephasing ofthe tunnel-coupled states for the case (B ) is determ ined by

the quasi-elastic scattering. Since the interwellre-distribution ofthe charge appears under a relatively low pum p

intensity,we have considered both the second orderresponse and the nonlinearregim e ofoscillations.M oreover,we

willcom parethe presentresultswith the corresponding onesto the interband excitation case.

Thepaperisorganized asfollows.In Sec.IIwederivethebalanceequations,which describethecoherentresponse

ofelectronsin DQ W sundertheultrafastintersubband excitation.In Sec.IIIwediscusstheem ergingquantum beats

and the peculiaritiesofthe coherentresponse underthe �nite duration excitation,stressing the di�erencesbetween

the casesofintersubband and interband excitation.Sec.IV containsthe description ofthe nonlinearresponse.The

conclusionsand discussion ofthe approxim ationsused aredonein the lastsection.

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0307417v1
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II. B A LA N C E EQ U A T IO N S

The coherent dynam ics ofthe electrons,when photoexcited by an ultra-short pulse,is described below in the

fram ework ofthe second orderresponse on the intersubband excitation. Perform ing the average overthe period of

theradiation weobtain thequantum kineticequation forthedensity m atrix,�̂t,in thefollowing form (seeRefs.5,6):

@�̂t

@t
+

i

~

[Ĥ ;�̂t]= Ĝ t+ Îsc; (1)

where Ĥ istheHam iltonian oftheDQ W sunderconsideration,Îsc isthecollision integral,and Ĝ t istheintersubband

generation rate.W hen theelectronsareexcited by a transverseelectric�eld E? wtexp(� i!t)+ c:c:,with a frequency

! and a form -factorwt,the generation rateisgiven by

Ĝ t =
1

~
2

Z 0

� 1

d�e
��� i!�

h

e
iĤ �=~

h
c�ht+ �;�̂eq

i

e
iĤ �=~

;c�h
+

t

i

+ H :c: (2)

Here �! 0,the perturbation operator, c�ht = (ie=!)E ? v̂? wt,iswritten through the transversevelocity operator v̂?
and �̂eq istheequilibrium density m atrix when thesecond-ordercontributionsto theresponsearetaken into account.

Neglecting thenon-resonantm ixing between thesingleand thetunnel-coupled levelswedescribethesystem by the

scalardistribution function,F
(k)

pt ,wherek = 0;ex correspond to thesingleelectron state[ground j0iorexcited jexi

stateforthecases(A)or(B ),respectively],and by the2� 2 m atrix functionf̂pt which describesthetunnel-coupled

statesjuiand jli(upperand lower,respectively).W ithin the fram ework ofthe m om entum representation,with the

in-planem om entum p,Eq.(1)istransform ed into:

@F
(k)

pt

@t
= G

(k)

pt + I
(k)
sc (Ftjp);

@f̂pt

@t
+

i

~

[̂hD Q W ;f̂pt] = Ĝ pt+ Îsc(f̂tjp); (3)

where ĥD Q W = (�=2)̂�z + T�̂x is the m atrix Ham iltonian ofthe tunnel-coupled states,� isthe interlevelsplitting

energy,T isthetunnelm atrix elem ent,and �̂x;z arethePaulim atrices.Herethegeneration ratesaredi�erentforthe

cases(A)and (B ).Neglectingtheoverlap between jkiand jlistates,when h0ĵv? jli’ 0,and doingthestraightforward

calculationsofEq.(2),weobtain forthe case(A):

�
�
�
�
�

G
(0)
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hjpĵG tjpj
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�
�
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�
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2
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� 1
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�

�
�
�
�
� hujexp(îhD Q W �=~)jui

hjjexp(îhD Q W �=~)jji�uj0

�
�
�
�+ H :c:; (4)

where �("F � "p)isthe ground state equilibrium distribution forthe zero tem perature case,"F isthe Ferm ienergy,

and "p = p2=2m isthe kinetic energy with the e�ective m assm .The dephasing tim e,�2,isintroduced here instead

ofthe �-param eterofEq.(2)with the aim ofdescribing a �nite broadening ofthe intersubband transitions.Forthe

case(B )weuse hexĵv? jli’ 0 and the generation ratetakesform :

�
�
�
�
�

G
(ex)

pt

hjpĵG tjpj
0i

�
�
�
�
�
=

�
eE ?

~!

� 2

jhexĵv? juij
2
wt

Z 0

� 1

d�wt+ �e
�=�2� i� !�

�

�
�
�
�
� huĵ�D Q W exp(� îhD Q W �=~)jui

�juhuĵ�D Q W exp(� îhD Q W �=~)jj
0i

�
�
�
�+ H :c:; (5)

where �̂D Q W is the equilibrium density m atrix ofthe tunnel-coupled levels. The detuning frequency in Eqs. (4,5),

�! = ! � "o=~,isevaluated through the energy di�erence between single and tunnel-coupled levels,"o (see Fig.1).

The rem aining m atrix elem entsin Eqs.(4,5)arecalculated by using the m atrix equalities:

exp(� îhD Q W �=~) = cos
 T �=2+ i
� �̂z + 2T�̂x

� T

sin
 T �=2;

�̂D Q W = f
(+ )
" +

� �̂z + 2T�̂x

� T

f
(� )
" : (6)
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Here
 T = � T =~ isthefrequency ofoscillationsdueto transitionsbetween tunnel-coupled levels,� T =
p
� 2 + (2T)2

and f
(� )
" = [�("F � "� �=2)� �("F � "+ �=2)]=2.

W hen doing the sum m ation over the 2D m om enta we introduce the population of the single level, N t =

(2=L2)
P

p
Fpt,and the 2 � 2 m atrix ofconcentration (2=L2)

P

p
f̂pt = nt + (nt ��̂ t);which is written through

thescalarand vectorcom ponentsoftheconcentration,nt and nt.Dueto theparticleconservation law,N t+ nt = n2D

with the total2D concentration n2D ,the system (3)istransform ed into the balanceequations:

dnt

dt
= �

dN t

dt
= G (t)� S(t);

dnt

dt
� [L � nt]+ � (t)= G (t); (7)

whereS(t)= nut=�1 forthecase(A)orS(t)= nt=�1 forthecase(B )and n
u
t = nt+ nzt.Thevector� (t)isde�ned as

� (t)= (0;0;nut=�1)[case (A)]or� (t)= �̂nt [case (B )]. Here �1 standsforthe population relaxation tim e between

single leveland tunnel-coupled states,while the vectorL = (2T=~;0;�=~)describesthe dynam ic propertiesofthe

tunnel-coupled electronicstates.Therelaxation m atrix in thecase(B );�̂;isdeterm ined by thenon-zero com ponents

(̂�)xx = (̂�)yy = �
� 1

0
,where the dephasing relaxation tim e, �0,was introduced in Ref. 9 for the case ofelastic

scattering in DQ W s. The generation ratesG (t)and G (t)= [G x(t);G y(t);G (t)]are obtained from Eqs. (4-6)in the

form :

�
G x(t)

G y(t)

�

=
2T

� T

N wt

�

Z 0

� 1

d�

�2p
wt+ �e

�=�2 (8)

�

�

a+

�
� cos(�! + 
T =2)�

sin(�! + 
 T =2)�

�

� a�

�
� cos(�! � 
T =2)�

sin(�! � 
T =2)�

��

;

G (t)=
N wt

�

Z 0

� 1

d�

�2p
wt+ �e

�=�2 [b+ cos(�! + 
 T =2)�+ b� cos(�! � 
T =2)�]; (9)

The photoinduced concentration in Eqs.(8,9)isdeterm ined as:

N =
�n 2D

2

�
eE ? v?

~!
�p

� 2

(10)

with thecharacteristicpulseduration �p and thecharacteristicvelocitiesv
2
?
equalto jh0ĵv? jlij

2 orjhexĵv? jlij
2 forthe

cases(A)or(B );respectively.The coe�cientsa� in Eq.(8)aregiven by:a� = (1� �n=n2D )=2 [m oreover�n = 0

forthe DQ W (A)]while,in Eq.(9),b� = 1� �=� T forthe case (A)and b� = (1� �=� T )(1� �n=n2D )=2 forthe

DQ W (B ),where �n = �2D � T .

Next,taking into accountthe Coulom b renorm alization ofthe tunnel-coupled levels,we have to replace ĥD Q W in

the m atrix equation (3)by the Hartree-Fock Ham iltonian,ehD Q W ,written in the form (seeRefs.10 and 11):

ehD Q W = ĥD Q W +
X

Q

vQ
�
nQ te

� iQ �r
� e

� iQ �r
�̂te

iQ �r
�
: (11)

Here Q is the 3D wave vector,vQ is the Coulom b m atrix elem ent,and nQ t = Tr(̂�te
iQ �r) is the Fourier transform

ofthe electron density. Further transform ations lead to the balance equation (7) with the renorm alized vector Lt

written through the levelsplitting energy

�(t)= � �
4�e2

�
Z(nzt � nt); (12)

where Z is the distance between the centers ofl-and r-Q W s and � is the dielectric perm ittivity supposed to be

uniform acrossthe DQ W s. The signs+ and � in Eq. (12)correspond to the cases(A)and (B );respectively. The

evaluation of�(t)coincideswith thatdoneforthe DQ W (A)in Ref.10.

III. Q U A N T U M B EA T S

In thissection wepresenta solution ofthelinearsystem ofbalanceequations(7),neglecting thesecond addendum

in Eq. (12),forthe casesofshortand �nite pulse duration. Respecting the short-pulse approxim ation,ifthe pulse

duration �p � j�!j� 1;
� 1
T
,the generation rates [Eqs. (8) and (9)]take the form s: G x(t) ’ � a+ (2T=� T )N �p(t),
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G y(t)’ 0,and G (t)’ b+ N �p(t)with the �-like function:�p(t)= (2wt=�)
R0
� 1

d�wt+ �=�
2
p. Thus,the photoinduced

redistribution ofthe concentration can be written asthe step-likefunction:nt = b+ N
Rt
� 1

dt0�p(t
0)which ispropor-

tionalto the step function �(t)if�p ! 0.Since the photoinduced dipole m om entisexpressed through nzt,we obtain

the z-com ponentofnt in the form :

n
z
t = �(t)N

�

cos

�

 T

2
(t� �p)

�

+ cos(
 T t)

�

: (13)

For the short-pulse approxim ation,the di�erences between the above-presented results and those corresponding

to the case ofthe interband excitation (as considered in Ref. 5)are m ainly attributable to the di�erentcharacter-

istic concentrations and to the strong dam ping caused by the interband relaxation. Com paring Eq. (10) with the

characteristicconcentration forthe interband excitation,N � [given by the Eq.(18)in Ref.5],weobtain

N

N �
’

4n2D

��
2D
(~=�p)

�
E ?

E �

v? "g

P "o

� 2

; (14)

where the interband excitation is characterized by the K ane velocity P , the gap "g,the reduced density ofstates

��
2D
,and the �eld strength E�.IfE ? � E�,and the pulse isnottoo short(�p � 1ps),the ratio (14)isabout16 [case

(A)]and 26 [case(B )]fortheG aAlAs-based structureswith a total2D-concentration n2D ’ 1:4� 1011 cm � 2 and the

dim ensionsused in Fig.1.Thus,the intersubband excitation appearsto be m oree�ective than the interband one.

Theresponseseem stobem orecom plicated forthe�nitepulseduration caseduetothepeculiaritiesoftherelaxation

processes.W ehaveused below theG aussian form -factor,wt = exp[� (t=�p)
2=2],a sem iem piricalvalueofthedam ping

�0 = 35 ps12,a dephasing tim e caused by the �nite broadening ofthe intersubband transition �2 = 1 ps13,14 and an

interband relaxation tim e due to LO phonons�1 = 3:5 ps4,14. W e consider�rstthe evolution ofthe concentration.

Fig.2showstheevolution ofnt with theincreaseofthepulseduration �p
 T =2�,forthreedetuningfrequencies�! = 0,

�! = 
 T =2,and �! = 
 T [Figs. 2(a-c),respectively]and for the DQ W (A). For DQ W (B ) the only di�erence

is that the am plitude ofthe concentration nt is halfofthe corresponding to the structure (A) because,initially,

there aretwo occupied levelsin DQ W (B ).Therefore,we willpassby itsinterpretation,restricting ourselvesto the

case (A). O ne can see a new non-m onotonic behaviorin contrastto the one ofthe interband excitation case5. For

0 . �p
 T =2� < 1;n t=N behaves like in the interband case (corresponding to the short pulse context) with som e

type ofoscillationssuperim posed.For�p
 T =2�& 1;n t=N these oscillationsare strongly am pli�ed around t= 0 for

�! = 0 and �! = 
 T ,when the excited sublevel(s) is(are) not syntonized, before decaying. It should be noted

thatthe excitation pulse iscentered att= 0.The num berofoscillationsdependson the pulse duration �p,asFigs.

2(a;c) display. It is im portant to note that these oscillations have a period 2�=
 T ;twice the n
z
t quantum beats

period becausesuch oscillationsarecontrolled by theterm �! + 
 T =2 and strongly in
uencetheinitialstagesofn
z
t:

An exception takesplace when one ofthe levelsissyntonized,e.g.,�! = � 
T =2. Then,the concentration showsa

m onotonousbehaviorwith a growth ratesim ilarto thatoftheinterband pum p [Fig.2(b)].Also visiblein Fig.(2)is

the exponentialdam ping ofthe photoexcited electronscaused by the dephasing tim e,�2.

Figs.3 and 4 illustrate tem poralevolution ofthe dipole m om ent,which isproportionalto nzt,fordi�erentregions

ofparam eters,�p,� = �=� T ,and �!. Figs. 3(a),4(a) stand for the sam ple (A) and Figs. 3(b),4(b) for the

sam ple (B ),respectively. The m ain di�erence between the �nite pulse excitation and the shortpulse excitation is

the existence oftwo di�erentregim esin the form erevent. W hen �! = 0 and � = 0 [upperpanelsofFigs. 3(a;b)]

the �nite duration pulse produces a transition from a regim e in which the electron density is m ainly located in a

wellto two-welloscillations. Thistransition occurswhen the pulse isswitched o�. The dipole m om entexhibitsthe

biggest oscillation am plitude while the pulse holds,then decaying due to relaxation untilreaching the equilibrium

after switching o� the pulse. The balance situation is di�erent for the two sam ples studied. In the �rst one the

electronic redistribution between both wells are quickly reached,because the photoexcited electrons ofthe coupled

levelsdecay to theground stateby m eansoftheLO phonon em ission.W em ustkeep in m ind thatwearerepresenting

here the distribution nzt corresponding to the coupled excited levels. O n the contrary,in the second sam ple,(B );

onecan seethenon-excited coupled levels.Forthisreason,theoscillationsstay during som etim euntiltheelectronic

balance redistribution between the wellsisreached because ofthe inter-subband dephasing relaxation. The tim e �0
forthe lastprocessislongerthan thatforthe interband relaxation,�1 (see num ericalvaluesabove). Figs. 3 and 4

show thesefeaturesofthedipolem om entin thecasesofzero-phaseshift(
 T �p = 4�)and �-phaseshift(
 T �p = 5�)

asindicated in �gure captions. Fig. 3 hasbeen calculated for � = 0,when the two tunnel-coupled states resonate

and it corresponds to applied electric �elds of7 kV=cm (DQ W (A)) and 2 kV=cm (DQ W (B )),respectively. Fig.

4 hasbeen calculated for� = 0:7,outofthe resonance ofthe tunnel-coupled levels. In thissituation the electronic

concentration m ainly occupiesthe leftwelland the oscillation am plitude becom esquenched.

Thein
uenceofthedetuning frequency when �= 0 can beexplained asfollows.If�! = 0 (upperpanelofFig.3),

a fasttransferofthe electron density from the wellin which electronswereinitially created to the otherwelloccurs.
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For�! = 
 T =2 (lowerpanelofFigs.3),the electron density oscillatesbetween coupled levelsfrom the beginning of

the excitation. O utofthe resonance between the tunnel-coupled levels(� 6= 0,Fig. 4)m ostofthe electron density

rem ainsin the leftwelland the transferdoesn’tbecom e e�ective because ofleveldecoupling.Itisspecially striking

the practicaldisappearanceofthe oscillationswhen �! = 
 T =2.

IV . N O N LIN EA R C O H ER EN T R ESP O N SE

Now weturn to thedescription ofthenonlinearresponse.In orderto do thiswewilltakeinto accounttheCoulom b

renorm alization ofthe levelsplitting energy,when nt is governed by the nonlinear system ofEqs. (7),and Lt is

determ ined through Eq.(12).Thecharacteristicconcentration,N ;directly related to thepulseexcitation density,is

responsibleforthenonlinearity.In ordertogetan e�ectiveCoulom b renorm alization wehaveused N & 2� 1010 cm � 2

(correspondingto an excitation energy density ofabout10�J=cm 2 )when thenonlinearresponsebecom esnoticeable.

Figs. 5(a;b) show the evolution of the dipole m om ent, nzt;corresponding to a characteristic concentration of

N � 0:14n2D (�p
 T =�)
2
;at the coupled-levelresonance (� = 0),zero-phase shift,and for structures (A) and (B ),

respectively. W e should alwayskeep in m ind thatN dependson �2p. Thus,fora �xed excitation energy,we have a

di�erentN values foreach pulse duration. The m ain resultwe can observe is thatthe oscillation period decreases

and thisiscaused by a high N value.Thisperiod also dependson the detuning frequency.Asa consequenceofthis

dependency,a slightCoulom b-induced dephasing appearsbetween di�erent�p and �! cases.Thisbehaviorism ore

noticeable in the structure (B ) than in (A) because ofthe relation N �e2Z=�T,which m ainly determ ines Coulom b

e�ectsin Eq.(7)(seeRef.10),isgreaterin theform ercaseforthesam echaracteristicconcentration becauseofthe

di�erentvaluesofv? .Anotherfeatureinduced by theCoulom b interaction occurswhiletheexcitation pulseisacting

on the sam ples.The term �! + 
 T =2,which initially controlsnt (and dipole m om entoscillations),losespartofits

im portanceand the m asking ofthe intersubband oscillationsdim inishes.

By com paring Fig.5 with Fig.3 one can see a slightdisplacem entofthe electronic concentration to the leftQ W

caused by the above m entioned Coulom b renorm alization when �! = 0 (upper panels). O nce again the detuning

frequency playsthem ain rolein theoscillatory behavior,leading to a concentration,which islocated in theleftwell,

oneorderofm agnitudehigherfor�! = 
 T =2 than for�! = 0.Such a bearing iscom m on forboth sam plesstudied.

W e havealready shown (Fig.4)that,being outofthe resonancecondition (e.g.�= 0:7),di�erencesproduced by

thedetuning frequency aresm alland thiskind ofbehaviorrem ainswhen theCoulom b renorm alization isintroduced

[Figs. 6(a;b)]. However,there is a clear dissim ilarity between structures (A) and (B ). In the �rst sam ple the

electronic concentration oscillatesbetween the two wellsfrom when the excitation pulse is switched on [Fig. 6(a)].

Such behavioriscaused by a new situation ofresonanceat� 6= 0.To understand thispointwe m ustunderline that

the�-valuescorresponding to resonanceand o�-resonancearestrictly de�ned forthelinearresponse.W hen thelevel

renorm alization isincluded resonanceconditionsvary and,hence,theelectric�eldsto getthem willalso vary.In the

othercase,and forthesam ereason,electronsalwayspreferto stay m ainly in theleftQ W [Fig.6(b)].Thesedi�erent

behaviorsarecaused by the oppositesign in theexpression forthe Coulom b levelsplitting renorm alization (Eq.12).

Finally,one can observe as a generalbearing that the dipole m om ent oscillations are weak in the structure (A).

Furtherm ore,forboth structures,the tem poralevolution ofthe dipole m om entlosesitsoscillatory behavioralm ost

com pletely when �! = 
 T =2,the evolution depending essentially on the totalconcentration ofexcited electrons.

V . C O N C LU D IN G R EM A R K S

Sum m arizing,wehavedescribed thecoherentdynam icsofelectronsin DQ W staking into accountthepeculiarities

oftheintersubband excitation and relaxation fortransitionsbetween singleand tunnel-coupled states.Thetem poral

dependencies of the photoinduced concentration and the dipole m om ent are obtained both for the second order

responseand the nonlinearregim e,when the splitting energy isrenorm alized by the photoexcited charge.

Furtherm ore,we discuss the assum ptionsm ade. Both the tight-binding approxim ation forthe description ofthe

tunnel-coupled statesand the use ofthe parabolicdispersion lawsarevalid forthe DQ W sunderconsideration.The

sim ple relaxation tim e approach is also widely used for the description ofsim ilar structures. Applying the single-

particledescription ofthehigh-frequencyresponsewehaveneglected theCoulom b renorm alizationoftheintersubband

transitionsdue to depolarization and exchangee�ects,so thatthe nonlinearregim eofthe responseundera notvery

low pum p intensity m ay takeplaceif� isnotvery big.O n theotherhand,wedo notconsiderherethehigh-intensity

pum p caserestricting ourselvesto theinequality N < n2D when thereisno Rabioscillations.Alltheseconditionsare

satis�ed forthe concentrationsand intensitiesused in Sects.IIIand IV.

To conclude,the peculiarities ofcoherent dynam ics under the intersubband transitions ofelectrons described in

sectionsIIIand IV areinterestingin ordertoselecte�ectiveconditionsboth fortheTHzem ission,observed onlyunder
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(B)

(A)
e
0

eF
eF

DT

eF

e
0

DT

eF

FIG .1:Band diagram sand dispersion lawsforthe intersubband excitation oftunnel-coupled wellswith single-ground (A)or

single-excited (B )states.

the interband excitation,and forthe photoinduced concentration redistribution (see recentm id-IR m easurem entsin

a singleQ W 15).Itwould also beinteresting to verify scattering m echanism sby theuseofthisapproach and to study

thehigh-intensity pum p,when an interplay between thenonlineardynam icsand Rabioscillationsappears.Thiscase

requiresa specialconsideration.
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FIG .2: Tem poralevolution ofthe excited electronsconcentration nt fordi�erentpulse duration valuesand forthe structure

(A).Pulse duration tim esare indicated by arrowsand �! = 0 (a); = 
 T =2 (b); = 
 T (c).

-1 0 1 2 3
-0.01

0.00

0.01

n t z /N

t (ps)

Dw=WT /2
h=0

-0.01

0.00

0.01
(a)

Dw=0
h=0

-1 0 1 2 3
-0.02

0.00

0.02

n tz /N

t (ps)

Dw=WT/2
h=0

-0.01

0.00
(b)

Dw=0
h=0

FIG .3: Tem poralevolution ofn
z
t=N for � = 0.. Figures 3a and 3b correspond to structures(A)and (B ),respectively. Solid

and dashed curves are plotted for �p = 1:76ps (zero-phase shift) and for �p = 2:2ps (�-phase shift). Upperand lower panels

correspond to �! = 0 and �! = 
 T =2.
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FIG .4:The sam e asin Fig.3 for�= 0:7.Solid line:�p = 1:76ps.
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FIG .5: Nonlinear regim e ofthe dipole m om ent n
z
t=N for � = 0. Figures 5a and 5b correspond to D Q W s (A) and (B ),

respectively. Solid and dashed curvesare plotted for�p = 1:76ps (zero-phase shift)and for�p = 2:2ps (�-phase shift). Upper
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 T =2.
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