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U trafast intersubband excitation of electrons in tunnellcoupled wells is studied depending on the
structure param eters, the duration of the nfrared pum p and the detuning frequency. T he tem poral
dependencies of the photoinduced concentration and dipole m om ent are obtained for two cases of
transitions: from the single ground state to the tunnelcoupled excited states and from the tunnel-
coupled states to the single excited state. T he peculiarities of dephasing and population relaxation
processes are also taken Into account. T he nonlinear regin e of the response is also considered when
the splitting energy between the tunnelcoupled levels is renom alized by the photoexcited electron
concentration. T he dependencies of the period and the am plitude of oscillations on the excitation
pulse are presented w ith a description of the nonlinear oscillations dam ping.

PACS numbers: 73.40Gk, 71847+ p

I. NTRODUCTION

T he coherent dynam ics of electrons In heterostructures have been thoroughly exam ined during the past decade for
the case of the Interband ultrafast excitation by a near-nfrared (IR) pulse (see Ref. [l for review ). Recently, a m id-
IR pum p have been also em ployed for the treatm ent of the coherent dynam ics of electrons under the intersubband
excitation?. For exam ple, a coherent transfer of electrons between tunneluncoupled states of a double quantum
well DQW ) to the comm on excited state under m Id-IR pum p was considered In Ref. [l. M oreover, a new type of
sam iconductor unipolar laser operating in the m id-infrared spectral region was dem onstrated. This type of device
is based on a threebound-state coupled DQW with a single-excited level and two coupled lower levels. Thus, an
nvestigation ofthe coherent dynam ics In the tunnelocoupled D QW sunder ultrafastm id-IR pum p isnow appropriate.
In the present work we carry out the theory of the ultrafast response on the intersubband excitation between the
tunnelcoupled states and the single kevel, which can be ground or excited.

Thestudy wew illful Ilnext isbased on the quantum kinetic equation forthe density m atrix averaged over the pum p
frequency (see evaluation In Ref.[l]) . W ew illdiscussthe e ects ofthe intersubband transition peculiarities by m eans
of the intersubband generation rate. W ih this purpose we take into account the peculiarities of the intersubband
excitation for two cases: (&) when the elctron transition occurs between the single-ground and the tunnelcoupled
excited states, or B ) when the transition takes place from the tunnelcoupled states to the single-excited state. To
lustrate these scenariosw e have represented In F ig .l the band diagram sand the dispersion lawsfortwoDQW sam ples
of G aA s=A 135G ag.65A s=G aA s, w ith the layerw idths 0of150/130/40 A and 150/20/120 A , corresponding to the cases
@A) and B), resgpectively. W e have chosen the DQW structures in such a way that the energy separation between
the coupled sub-lkevels, ,, isabout 10 meV for both cases. In this context the population relaxation is controlled
by the LO phonon em ission’, while the dephasing of the tunnelcoupled states ©r the case B) is detem ined by
the quasielastic scattering. Since the interwell redistribution of the charge appears under a relatively low pum p
Intensity, we have considered both the second order response and the nonlinear regin e of oscillations. M oreover, we
w il com pare the present results w ith the corresponding ones to the interband excitation case.

T he paper is organized as follow s. In Sec. IT we derive the balance equations, which describe the coherent response
ofelectrons n D QW sunder the ultrafast intersubband excitation. In Sec. ITI we discuss the em erging quantum beats
and the peculiarities of the coherent response under the nite duration exciation, stressing the di erences between
the cases of intersubband and interband excitation. Sec. IV contains the description of the nonlinear response. T he
conclusions and discussion of the approxin ations used are done in the last section.
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II. BALANCE EQUATIONS

The coherent dynam ics of the electrons, when photoexcited by an ultra-short pulse, is describbed below in the
fram ew ork of the second order response on the intersubband excitation. Performm ing the average over the period of
the radiation we obtain the quantum kinetic equation for the density m atrix, %, in the follow ing form (seeRefs.]1):
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whereH isthe H am iltonian ofthe DQW sunder consideration, fsc is the collision integral, and @t is the Intersubband
generation rate. W hen the electrons are excited by a transverse electric ed E, wrexp( 1i!'t)+ cx: wih a frequency
! and a form -factor w, the generation rate is given by
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Here ! 0, the perturbation operator, “h, = (@{e=!)E, ¥, w, is w ritten through the transverse velocity operator ¥,

and “¢q is the equilbrium density m atrix when the second-order contributions to the response are taken into account.
N eglecting the non-resonant m ixing betw een the single and the tunnelcoupled levels we describe the system by the

scalar distribution function, Fp“;) ,wherek = 0; ex correspond to the single electron state lground i or excited gxi
state for the cases @) or B ), respectively], and by the 2 2 m atrix function fpt w hich describes the tunnelcoupled
states j1i1 and i (upper and lower, respectively). W ithin the fram ework of the m om entum representation, w ith the
nplanem om entum p, Eq. (1) is transform ed into:
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w here ﬁD ow = =2)", + T~y is the m atrix Ham iltonian of the tunnelcoupled states, is the interlevel splitting

energy, T is the tunnelm atrix elam ent, and "y;, are the Paulim atrices. H ere the generation ratesare di erent forthe
cases A ) and B). Neglecting the overlap between kiand ji states, when 0§, i’ 0, and doing the straightforward
calculations of Eq. (2), we obtain forthe case @):
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where (": %) is the ground state equilbrium distribution for the zero tem perature case, ", is the Femm ienergy,
and ", = p?=2m is the kinetic energy with the e ective massm . T he dephasing tine, ,, is Introduced here instead
ofthe -param eter ofEq. (2) wih the ain ofdescrbing a nite broadening of the Intersubband transitions. For the
case B ) weusehexf, ji’ 0 and the generation rate takes fom :
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where %, ,, is the equilbrium density m atrix of the tunnelcoupled kvels. The detuning frequency in Egs. 4,5),
=1 "=~, is evaluated through the energy di erence between single and tunnelcoupled levels, ', (see Figl).
T he ram aining m atrix elem ents In Egs. (4,5) are calculated by using the m atrix equalities:
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Here ., = .=~ isthe frequency ofoscillations due to transitionsbetw een tunnelcoupled levels, . = 2+ (2T )2

and £ '= [ " =) (" "+ =2)]=2.

W heB doing the summ ation over the 2D momenta we intyoduce the population of the single level, N, =
(2=L?) _Fpe, and the 2 2 matrix of concentration (=I7) _ fpr = ne+ Me "u); which is written through
the scalar and vector com ponents of the concentration, ny and n. D ue to the particle conservation law ,N ¢+ ny = n,,
w ith the total2D concentration n,, , the system (3) is transform ed into the balance equations:
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where S (t) = n{=; forthecase @) orS (t) = ny=; rthecase B ) andn{ = n .+ n?. Thevector (t) isde ned as
(t) = (0;0;nf=1) lcase @)lor ()= ™ [case B)]. Here ; stands for the population relaxation tin e between
sihgle level and tunnelooupled states, whike the vector L = @2T=~;0; =~) describes the dynam ic properties of the
tunnelcoupled electronic states. T he relaxation m atrix in the case B ); *; is detem ned by the non-zero com ponents
Mxx = Plyy = 1, where the dephasing relaxation tine, o, was introduced In Ref. 9 for the case of elastic
scattering in DQW s. The generation ratesG (t) and G (£) = G ;G ©);G (O] are cbtained from Egs. (4-6) in the
form :
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T he photoinduced concentration in Egs. (8,9) is determm ined as:
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w ith the characteristic pulse duration  and the characteristic velocities v equalto 30§, jif or jexi, jif forthe
cases A) or B); respectively. The coe cientsa m Eqg. 8) aregiven by:a = (1 n=n,, )=2 moreover n = 0
fortheDQW @A)]lwhile, nEqg. 9),b =1 =, forthecase @) andb = (1 = .)@ n=n,, )=2 for the
DQW @®B),where n= ,, .

N ext, taking into account the Coulomb renom alization of the tunnelcoupled levels, we have to replace f, ow In
the m atrix equation (3) by the H artreeFock Ham iltonian, 8, ., , written in the form (see Refs. 10 and 11):
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Here Q is the 3D wave vector, v, is the Coulomb m atrix elem ent, and n,. = Tr(AteiQ *) is the Fourder transform
of the electron densiy. Further transform ations lead to the balance equation (7) with the renom alized vector L
w ritten through the level splitting energy

© = Z 0 n); (12)

where Z is the distance between the centers of I-and rOW s and is the diekctric pem ittivity supposed to be
uniform acrossthe DQW s. The signs + and In Eq. (12) correspond to the cases @A) and (B); respectively. The
evaluation of (t) coincides w ith that done fortheDQW @) in Ref. 10.

ITII. QUANTUM BEATS

In this section we present a solution ofthe linear system ofbalance equations (7), neglecting the second addendum
n Eq. (12), for the cases of short and nite pulse duration. Respecting the short-pulse approxin ation, if the pulse
duration | j '3 1; !, the generation rates Egs. (8) and (9)] take the oms: G, () /'  a QT= ., )N @),
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Gy® " 0,and G (t) " by N [ (t) with the -lke function: () = Qw=) 1 If. T hus, the photoinduced
redistrbution of the concentration can be w ritten as the step-lke function: ny = by N ] at° P (tO) w hich is propor-
tionalto the step function () if ;! 0. Shoe the photoinduced dipole m om ent is expressed through n?, we obtain
the z-com ponent of ny in the fom :
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For the shortpulse approxin ation, the di erences between the abovepresented results and those corresponding
to the case of the interband excitation (@s considered in Ref. [l) are m ainly attributable to the di erent character—
istic concentrations and to the strong dam ping caused by the interband relaxation. Com paring Eg. (10) wih the
characteristic concentration for the interband excitation, N [given by the Eg. (18) In Ref. [l], we obtain
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w here the Interband excitation is characterized by the K ane velocity P, the gap "4, the reduced density of states
. r and the eld strength E . IfE, E , and the pulse isnot too short (, 1ps), the ratio (14) is about 16 [case
@)]and 26 [case B )] Hrthe G aA 1A s-based structures w ith a total 2D -concentrationn,, / 14 10' an ? and the

din ensions used In Fig.l. T hus, the intersubband excitation appears to be m ore e ective than the interband one.

T he response seem sto bem ore com plicated forthe nitepulse duration case due to the peculiarities ofthe relaxation
processes. W e have used below the G aussian form -factor, w. = exp[ (=, )?=2], a sem iem piricalvalue of the dam ping
o = 35 pst?, a dephasing tin e caused by the nite broadening of the intersubband transition , = 1 pst324 and an
interband relaxation tin e due to LO phonons ; = 35 psid?. W e consider st the evolution of the concentration.
F ig 2 show sthe evolution ofn w ith the increase ofthe pulseduration , =2 , orthreedetuning frequencies ! = 0,

!'= .=2,and ! = ., Fis. 2(@w<), repectively] and for the DQW @A). ForDQW @) the only di erence
is that the am plitude of the concentration n: is half of the corresponding to the structure @A) because, nitially,
there are two occupied kvels n DQW (B ). Therefore, we w ill pass by its interpretation, restricting ourselves to the
case (A). One can see a new non-m onotonic behavior n contrast to the one of the interband excitation case®. For

0. p :=2 < 1;n=N behaves lke in the interband case (corresponding to the short pulse context) wih some

type of oscillations superin posed. For =2 & 1;n=N these oscillations are strongly am pli ed around t= 0 for

' = 0and ! = : » when the excited sublevel(s) is(are) not syntonized, before decaying. It should be noted
that the excitation pulse is centered at t= 0. T he num ber of oscillations depends on the pulse duration , as Figs.

2 (@jc) display. It is in portant to note that these oscillations have a period 2 = , ; twice the nf quantum beats

period because such oscillations are controlled by theterm ! + ;=2 and strongly in uence the iniial stages ofry{ :

An exception takes place when one of the kvels is syntonized, eg., ! = :=2. Then, the concentration shows a

m onotonous behavior w ith a grow th rate sim ilar to that of the Interband pump Fig. 2({0)]. Also visble In Fig. 2) is

the exponential dam ping of the photoexcited electrons caused by the dephasing tine, .

Figs.3 and 4 illustrate tem poralevolution of the djpole m om ent, which is proportionalto nf, for di erent regions

of parameters, ,, = = ;,and !. Figs. 3(), 4(@) stand for the sample @) and Figs. 3 (), 4 ) for the
sam ple B ), respectively. The main di erence between the nite pulse exciation and the short pulse excitation is
the existence of two di erent regimes in the ormerevent. W hen ! = 0 and = 0 [upper panels ofFigs. 3@;b)]

the nite duration pulse produces a transition from a regin e in which the electron density ismainly located in a
well to two-well oscillations. T his transition occurs when the pulse is switched o . The dipole m om ent exhiits the
biggest oscillation am plitude while the pulse holds, then decaying due to relaxation until reaching the equilbriim
after swtching 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 of the coupled
Jevels decay to the ground state by m eans ofthe LO phonon em ission. W em ust keep in m ind that we are representing
here the distribution n? corresponding to the coupled excited levels. On the contrary, in the second sample, B);
one can see the non-excited coupled levels. For this reason, the oscillations stay during som e tin e until the electronic
balance redistribution between the wells is reached because of the intersubband dephasing relaxation. The tine o
for the last process is longer than that for the interband relaxation, ;1 (see num erical values above). Figs. 3 and 4
show these features of the djpole m om ent in the cases of zerophase shift ( , = 4 ) and —phaseshift ( , = 5)
as indicated in gure captions. Fig. 3 has been calculated for = 0, when the two tunnelcoupled states resonate
and it corresponds to applied ekctric elds of 7 kV=an OQW @)) and 2 kV=an DOQW (B)), respectively. Fig.
4 has been calculated for = 0:7, out of the resonance of the tunnelcoupled levels. In this situation the electronic
concentration m ainly occupies the left well and the oscillation am plitude becom es quenched.

The in uence ofthe detuning frequency when = 0 can be explained asollows. If ! = 0 (upper panelofF ig. 3),
a fast transfer of the electron density from the well in which electrons were initially created to the other well occurs.



For ! = .=2 (lowerpanelofF igs. 3), the electron density oscillates between coupled levels from the beginning of
the excitation. O ut of the resonance between the tunnelcoupled levels ( 6 0, Fig. 4) m ost of the electron density
rem ains in the left well and the transfer doesn’t becom e e ective because of lkevel decoupling. It is specially striking
the practical disappearance of the oscillationswhen ! = [ =2.

Iv. NONLINEAR COHERENT RESPON SE

Now we tum to the description ofthe nonlinear response. In order to do thiswe w ill take into account the Coulom b
renom alization of the level splitting energy, when n: is govemed by the nonlinear system ofEgs. (7), and Ly is
determm ined through Eq. (12). T he characteristic concentration, N ; directly related to the pulse excitation density, is
responsible ©r the nonlinearity. In orderto get an e ective C oulom b renom alization wehaveused N & 2 16° an 2
(corresponding to an excitation energy density ofabout 10 J=an ? ) when the nonlinear response becom es noticeable.

Figs. 5(a;b) show the evolution of the dipole m om ent, nf; corresponding to a characteristic concentration of
N Oddn, (p .= )2 ; at the coupled—level resonance ( = 0), zero-phase shift, and for structures @) and B),
respectively. W e should always keep In m ind that N depends on S . Thus, ora xed exciation energy, we have a
di erent N values for each pulse duration. The m ain resul we can observe is that the oscillation period decreases
and this is caused by a high N value. T his period also depends on the detuning frequency. A s a consequence of this
dependency, a slight C oulom b-induced dephasing appearsbetween di erent , and ! cases. Thisbehavior ism ore
noticeable In the structure B ) than In @) because of the relation N e?Z= T, which mannly determ ines Coulomb
e ectsin Eq. (7) (seeReflllll), is greater in the form er case or the sam e characteristic concentration because of the
di erent valuesofv . Another feature Induced by the C oulom b interaction occurs w hile the excitation pulse is acting
on the sam ples. T he term '+ . =2,which Initially controls n+ (and dipole m om ent oscillations), loses part of its
In portance and the m asking of the intersubband oscillations din inishes.

By com paring Fig. 5 wih Fig. 3 one can see a slight displacem ent of the electronic concentration to the left QW
caused by the above m entioned Coulomb renom alization when ! = 0 (upper panels). O nce again the detuning
frequency plays them ain role in the oscillatory behavior, leading to a concentration, which is located in the left well,
one order ofm agnide higher for ! = [ =2than for ! = 0. Such a bearing is comm on forboth sam ples studied.

W e have already shown ' ig. 4) that, being out of the resonance condition eg. = 0:7),di erences produced by
the detuning frequency are an alland this kind ofbehavior rem ains w hen the C oulom b renom alization is introduced
Figs. 6(@;b)]. However, there is a clar dissim ilarity between structures @) and B). In the st samplk the
electronic concentration oscillates between the two wells from when the excitation pulse is sw itched on Fig. 6@)I1.
Such behavior is caused by a new situation of resonance at € 0. To understand this point we m ust underline that
the -values corresponding to resonance and o -resonance are strictly de ned for the linear response. W hen the level
renom alization is nclided resonance conditions vary and, hence, the electric elds to get them willalso vary. In the
other case, and for the sam e reason, electrons alwayspreferto stay mainly In the et QW [Fig. 6 (0)]. These di erent
behaviors are caused by the opposite sign in the expression for the Coulom b level splitting renom alization Eqg. 12).
Finally, one can observe as a general bearing that the dipole m om ent oscillations are weak In the structure @).
Furthem ore, for both structures, the tem poral evolution of the dipole m om ent loses is oscillatory behavior aln ost
complktely when ! = [ =2, the evolution depending essentially on the total concentration of excited electrons.

V. CONCLUDING REM ARKS

Sum m arizing, w e have described the coherent dynam ics of electrons In DQW s taking into account the peculiarities
of the intersubband excitation and relaxation for transitionsbetween single and tunnelcoupled states. T he tem poral
dependencies of the photoinduced concentration and the dipole m om ent are obtained both for the second order
response and the nonlinear regim e, w hen the golitting energy is renom alized by the photoexcied charge.

Furthem ore, we discuss the assum ptions m ade. Both the tightbinding approxin ation for the description of the
tunnelcoupled states and the use of the parabolic dispersion law s are valid for the DQW s under consideration. T he
sim ple relaxation tin e approach is also widely used for the description of sim ilar structures. Applying the single-
particle description ofthe high-frequency response w e have neglected the C oulom b renomm alization ofthe intersubband
transitions due to depolarization and exchange e ects, so that the nonlinear regin e of the response under a not very
low pum p intensity m ay take place if isnot very big. O n the otherhand, we do not consider here the high-intensity
pum p case restricting ourselves to the lnequality N < n,, when there isno Rabioscillations. A 11these conditions are
satis ed for the concentrations and intensities used In Sects. IIT and IV .

To conclude, the peculiarities of coherent dynam ics under the intersubband transitions of electrons describbed in
sections ITT and IV are Interesting in orderto selecte ective conditionsboth forthe T H z em ission, observed only under
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FIG .1: Band diagram s and dispersion law s for the intersubband excitation of tunnelcoupled wells w ith singleground (&) or
singleexcited (B ) states.

the Interband exciation, and for the photoinduced concentration redistribution (see recent m id-IR m easurem ents in
a shgle QW 12). Ft would also be interesting to verify scattering m echanism sby the use of this approach and to study
the high-intensity pum p, when an interplay between the nonlinear dynam ics and R abioscillations appears. T his case
requires a special consideration.
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respectively. Solid and dashed curves are plotted for , = 1:76ps (zero-phase shift) and for , = 22ps ( phase shift). Upper
and lower panels correspond to ! = 0 and ! = r=2.
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FIG.6: ThesameasFig.5 Hor = 0.
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