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Spin-P hoton D ynam ics of Q uantum D ots in Two-m ode C avities
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A quantum dot interacting w ith two resonant cavity m odes is described by a two-m ode Jaynes—
Cumm Ings m odel. D epending on the quantum dot energy level schem e, the interaction of a singly
doped quantum dot w ith a cavity photon generates entanglem ent of electron spin and cavity states
or allow s one to In plem ent a swap gate for spin and photon states. An undoped quantum dot in
the sam e structure generates pairs of polarization entangled photons from an initialphoton product
state. For realistic cavity loss rates, the delity of these operations is of order 80% .

PACS numbers: 78.67Hc, 75.75+ a, 4250Ct

I. NTRODUCTION

The electron spin In quantum dots @D ’s) is am ong
the m ost prom ising candidates, for quantum inform ation
processing in the solid state®# O ptical selection rules
m ake it pessiple to control and m easure spins In QD ’s
opticallyB€P€ For pairs of QD ’s embedded In a cav-
iy, in the strong-coupling lin i cavity photons can m e-
djatelalr; e ective exchange Interaction between electron
spinse® T he Faraday rotation ofa single photon interact—
Ing wih an o —resonant QD has recently been discussed
for the in plem entation of Bennet’s quantum teleporta—
tion sghem e and the generation of spin-photon entangle-
m ent ¥ Because the coupling of cavity photons to an o —
resonant QD isweak, such schem es require long electron
soin decoherence tim es, a high cavity Q -factor, and con—
trolof the cavity Q -factor on a picosecond tin e-scale.

R ecent progress in m icrocavity design has led to m ode
volum es close to the theoretical lim it ( =n)3 and Q-
factors oforder 5 1C, approaching the strong-coupling
lin it ©rQD cavity-QED 22 A QD coupled to one circu—
larly polarized cawity m ode is described by the Jaynes—
Cumm ingsm odet? and is expected to show phenom ena
such as vacuum R abioscillations. Here, we theoretically
study the coherent dynam ics of a QD coupled to two
caviy modes 1 and 2 with di erent spatial distribution
and polarization [schem atically shown in Fjg.ur_]: () oror-
thogonal propagation directions]. T he design of a cavity
wih snallm ode volum e and two degenerate, orthogo—
nalmodes wih circular and linear polarization at the
site of the QD is di cult, but possbl in principle (see
Sec. &7: below). The ain of this paper is to show that
such a system has interesting applications as interface
between electron spins and photons because the second
caviy mode gives rise to Intriguing e ects. M ost no—
tably, photon transfer between the cavity m odes via an
Interm ediate trion state is controlled by the spin state
of the QD , opening a wide range of possibl applica-
tions. W e show that (i) for caviy m odes in resonance
w ith the heavy hole (hh)-trion transition, entanglem ent
of the electron spin and the cavity m odes, ie., the pho—
ton propagation direction is generated. (i) For cavity
m odes In resonance w ith the light hole (Ih)-trion tran-
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FIG. 1: (a) Characteristic level scheme of, eg., a CdSe
nanocrystal. The crystal anisotropy leads to a splitting
ofhh (j,j= 3=2) and h (j}, j= 1=2) states. (b) Schem atic
representation ofthe cavityQ D system . T he circularly polar-
ized m ode j I i propagating along direction 1 (aligned w ith
the QD anisotropy axis z) and the linearly polarized m ode
Y2 1 propagating along 2 are resonant w ith the hh-trion tran-
sition. (c) The trion state can decay by em ission of a photon
into state j | i or Ji.

sition, the strong-coupling dynam ics can be used to in —
plm ent a swap of spin and photon states, an operation
w hich would allow ope to transport a spin quantum state
over large distances} The quantum state of the photon
isencoded in the occupation am plitudes ofthe two caviy
m odes. Hence, the system discussed here provides a nat-
ural nterface betw eey, soins and linear-optics quantum
inform ation schem es™3 For cavities w ith sw itchable Q —
factors, the delity of all operations, 1 Ow@=)" 1,
is Iim ited only by o —resonant transitions, where g is the
coupling constant for the trion transition and the hh-h
splitting. However, even for lossy cavities w thout tin e—
dependent controlparam eters, the delity isoforder 80%
for realistic cavity loss rates. W e also show that (iil) an
undoped QD e ciently generates pairs of entangled pho—
tons from initial photon product states.

W e consider a QD wih an anisotropy axis z deter-
m ined by crystal or shape anisotropy which leads to a
splitting of hh and T states at the point ig. I).
T he ground state of a singly doped QD is determm ined
by the spin of the excess electron, j"i+ J#i. In the
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follow ing, we evaluate the dynam ics of the QD {caviy
system after injction ofa photon in state j | iatt= 0.
For quantitative estin ates, we consider C dSe nanocrys—
tals and adopt the m odelofR ef. 13 w here the anisotropy
is treated perturbatively in the quasicubic approxin a—
tion. The coupling constant g for a photon w ith polar-
ization vectore resonant w ith the hh (Ih)-trion transition
isdetermm ined by the interband m atrix elem ent ofthem o—
mentum operator, e P, and the overlap integral of the
1S. and 1S5-, (1S;-,) electron and hh (Ih) wave func-
tions. In addition to the strong-coupling criterion that
g=~ be large com pared to the QD spontaneous em ission
rate and the cavity loss rate, we also assum e that g=~ is
large com pared to the hole spin relaxation rate.

In the ollow ing, we show that system s such asthe one
shown In Fig. -r].' () allow one to generate entanglem ent
between an electron spin and the cavity state (Sec..If),
to In plem ent a spin-photon sw ap gate (Sec. -]It and to
e ciently generate paJJ:s of polarization-entangled pho—
tons (Sec. -IV') Tn Sec. 'V' we discuss how a m icrocavity
w ith the m ode structure shown in Fig. -]. () can be en—
giheered and illustrate that the inplem entation of the
schem es discussed in Secs. i, I}, and iV, is feasble or
m icrocavities w ith Q ~factors exceeding 104.

II. SPIN-PHOTON ENTANGLEMENT

The Jnteract:on ofa QD wih a hh valence band ground
state F ig. -]. )lw ith the circularly polarized cavity m ode
propagating alongl, j 1 i, and the linearly polarized cav—
ity m ode w ith polarization vector e, propagating along
2, ¥21, is descrdbed by a two-m ode Jaynes< umm ings
m odel. A photon infected Into j | iatt= 0 inducestran—
sitions from j"i to the trion state ¥ i= & &h $14,
where 51 is the ground state of the QD w ithout ex—
cess charge and & (ﬁ ) the electron annihilation oper—
ator for the 1S, conduction band lvelw ih s, = 1=2
(the 1S3_, hh levelwih j, = 3=2). The trion state
X ihastwo possble decay paths via em ission ofa pho—
ton in state j ; i or ¥,i Fig.i(©)]. In both cases, the
QD spoin rem ains unaltered by the cycle of photon ab-—
sorption and subsequent em ission because spin— p tran—
sitions nvolving the Th-com ponent are dipole forbidden
w ithin the m odel ofR ef. :L3 T he Interaction ofQD and
caviy m odes is

A

Hr = g éléyﬁ + hce:
h i
+q 4 &h +&h +he:; @)
where &; (@) is the photon annihilation operator for

m ode j I i (¥.1) and g1 (92) the corresponding coupling
constant. The free Ham itonian Hy = ala; + 84,
is detem ined by the detuning between the photon fre—
quency ! and the trion transition energy.

W hile j#; I 1 is an energy eigenstate because of Pauli
blocking, the QD state j"i is coupled to both cavity
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FIG.2: (@) Tine evolution of j (0)i= j"; 1 i. The prob—

abilities h"; Ij (t)ij2 (dashed), 1";v2] (t)lj (solid), and
X ;03 (t)ij2 (dotted) are shown as a function of time.
() Probability for photon detection outside the cavity in
direction 2 (solid) and 1 (dashed) obtained from num eri-
cal integration of Eq. Cg‘i) for ; = 02g=~, , = g=~, and
~0) = 3"; ;ih"; T3 (o) Fidelity of spin-photon entangle-
ment generation or g3 6 g». (d) Fidelity of spin-photon
entanglem ent generation as a function of QD m isalignm ent.

m odes. The tin e evolution govemed by H = Pfo + HAI

leads to transitions from an initialstate 3"; ] ito I";yei
via the trion state X ;0i, where i is the photon vac-
uum . Because the dynam ics are controlled by the QD

spdn, photon absorption and re-em ission leads to entan-—
glem ent ofthe electron spin and the photon cavity m ode.
Thise ectismaximalfbrg; = g» = gand = 0, wherd4

H = g¥X ;0ih"; I3+ n"y,j+he: @)

The nithlstate  0)i= 3"; | i+ 3#; | ievolvesto

J ©i= cof Et=2~)3"; 71 sif Et=2~)3"vi
p_ 1
(= 2)sh Et=~)X ;01 + H#; ;14 Q)
P- . ) P
whereE = 2g IFJg.._Z(a)].Attmestn= (2n+ 1)h= 8g,
n Integer,
' Ti+ 1Al J€a)i= JWwit ¥ T4

@)

T his dem opstrates that, sin ilarly to atom -photon entan—
glem ent 232947 soin-photon entangled states of the orm
of Eq. ¥) can be cbtained in QD cavity-QED . A termna-
tive schem es for the generation of spin-photon entangle-
m ent have been discussed in Refs. '"/ and lé

A ccording to Eq. (G') the spm—photon entang]ed state
periodically evolves back Into the originalproduct state.
In ordertom aintain the state j oi= it T d
the photon m ust be extracted from the cavity. In princi-
pl, thisispossbl by a sudden increase ofthe caviy loss
rate at t, . However, cavity loss w ithout tin edependent



control is also su cient to generate j iwith a delity
approaching unity ifthe photon loss rates 1;; form odes
jliand jpifmal 1l

1< g=~"' 2: 5)

In this regin e, a photon in state j»1i leaves the cavity
before it is scattered back into j I i, thus tem inating
the tin e evolution In F jg.:_ﬁ (@) on average after one half-
period. The condition ; < g=~ ensures at least one
oscillation be com pleted. For a quantitative estim ate, we
Integrate the M aster equation for the density m atrix of
the QD —cavity system,

=K ; O1+ L1 ®)

w here caviy loss from j I iand J,1i into freem odesprop—

agating along directions 1 and 2, respectively, is described
by the standard Liouville operator

A X i

L 1 ~N= -

i=1;2

ala;~+ ~ala; 284 ()

The overall delity F for generation of a soin-photon
entangled state as in Eq. {4) is detem ined by the dy-
nam ics of ~(0) = j"; | ih"; | j where photon loss from
m ode 2 corresponds to successfiil photon transfer from 1
to 2. The probability for photon lossalong 1 and 2 as a
function oftin e can be obtained from num erical integra—
tion ofEq. ('_é) [shown in Fjg.-'_Z(b) for ; = 02g=~ and

2= g=~].Fort! 1 ,theprobability p, orphoton loss
Into a m ode propagating along 2 is calculated from the
FourierLaplace transform ofE(q. ('_6:),

Z 1
P2 = 2 dth";v23 ©J"iv21
0
_ 4, (E“F”‘)2 . @)
(1+ 2 BE=)2+ 1 21

Forthe param eters in Fjg.:_z ©), 2 = 79% . Ifthephotons
propagate freely outside the cavity, the entanglem ent of
the QD spin and the photon propagation direction ispre—
served even after photons are efected from the cavity. In
the regin e 0ofEq. {_5), the delity F = p, for generating
soin-photon entanglem ent approaches unity.

In the idealcasep, * 100% , a M axin ally entangled)
Bell state j@gbtajned for an electron spin prepared in
(F"i+ F#i)= 2, which evolves ac%Drd,jng to (3"; I i+ #
;PD= 21 ( gyit #; T D= 229W enext quantify
the entanglem ent of the nal state for a lossy caviy.As
long as the photons are not detected outside the caviy
and loss In the propagating m odes.jsp.elghgib]e, the Ini-
tial state evolves into a pure state 1242123 frwhich the
entanglem ent E is given by thevon Neum ann entropy of
the reduced density m atrix 2324 The entanglem ent can
be ressedjntennsofpzpjn Eqg. (:_8'). De ning =

@ 1 p)=2,E ()= _ Iog, .O fpartic—

ular interest are the lim iting cases of large and am allp,,
wherelin, , ; E@)=1 (@ p=4h2+0 (1 p)?)

andlin,,, o+ E ()= (1+ N4 hp)p=4h2+ 0 ©3),
respectively. W e illustrate the qualitative dependence of
E on , for xed ; g=~.Forg=~< , . 4( =~)2= 4,
Joss along direction 2 is dom inant for the soin state j"i,
such thatp, ’ 1 Fig.d ) and Eq. @)]and E isoforder
unity. By contrast, or large cavity loss , & 4 (@g=~)?= 1,
P2 ' 4(@=~)?= ., , approaches zero because the large
linew idth of j, i rendersphoton transferbetw een the cav—
ity m odes Ine cient. The entanglem ent E decreases to
zero because the photon leaves the cavity along direction
1 irrespective of the spin state on the QD .

G eneration of spin-photon entanglem ent requires ne
tuning of the cavity design to ensure g3 = g, Ref. :_ifp)
and alignm ent of the nanocrystal. W e next quantify er-
rorsforg; € g, niedetuning 6 0,QD m isalignm ent,
and transitions nvolving Th states. In the ideal case, an
initial state §"; | ievolvesto F";y.iwith 100% delity,
while F = max 3"y, Jexp( Ht=~)3"; | if quanti-

es the delity for non-ideal situations. For g; € o,
F =1 d J)=@ + g3)F, which rem ains close
tounty or i gFP+f Rj. 1=2 Fio.d©@I1. A -
nite detuning of the cavity m odes relative to the hh-
trion transition kadsto F = 1 0 (=g} r . g,
which dem onstrates the pivotal In portance of resonant
modes. M isalignm ent of the QD relative to the pho-
ton propagation directionsm odi es the optical selection
rules. For de nieness, consider a nanocrystal w ith an
anisotropy axis rotated by in the plane of the caviy.
For # 0, the coupling energy of j I i and transitions
from the j, = 3=2 hh states is g (1 cos )=2. The
dynam ics of the system rem ain periodic for 6 0 and
F = RQL+ cos )=@G+ocog )P’ 1 “*=8pr ! 0
ie., the delity decreases slow ly for 05 [_Fjg.-'_;?(d)].
T ransitions involving Th states are suppressed relative to
hh processes by the sm all factorg= .

ITII. SPIN-PHOTON SWAP

W e show next that, ora QD wih a h valence band
maximum , the Interaction with two cavity m odes al
Iow s one to- mplement a swap gate of spin and pho—
ton states?¢ W e consider a caviy wih the geom etry
shown in Fjg.:J:(b), for which the circularly polarized
m ode j I i and the linearly polarized m ode F,i are in
resonance w ith the h-trion transition while j»i is o —
resonant. W hilke j"; | i is an energy eigenstate because
of Pauli blocking, the state j#; I 1 exhibits dynam ics
sim flar to Eq. (:_2). Photon absorption induces transi-
tions to the h-trion state X, i= & &R £ i, where ®
annihilates an electron In the h state wih j, = 1=2
IFjg.-';(a)]. Becauseboth j I iand F,iare resonant w ith
the trion transition, X ; i hastwo di erent decay chan-
nels [E‘jg.-'_I%(b)]. O ptical selection rules in ply that, by
em ission of a photon in state j ] i, the QD retums to
is original spin state j#i while em ission into m ode F,i
laves the QD in j"i. Hence, transfer of a photon from
j]ito F1iis accompanied by a spin i on the QD,
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FIG. 3: (@) Absorption process involving Ih valence band
states. () The h-trion state X, i can decay by em ission
of a photon into m ode j I ior Fzi. The requirem ent that
J I iand F,1i are the only resonant m odes ensures that pho-
ton em ission into F,1 is accom panied by a spin .

=112

which is descrbed by the H am iltonian4

H=qgX,;0i# [ J gX, 0z he:  ©)
w ith coupling constants g;;» . The dynam ics of an nitial
state 3i= j"; ,i+ J#; |.iare readily evaluated.
In particular, iy g1 = q; = gll we nd that at tine
t,=h@En+ 1)= 8g,

" i Iz
10)

SAPENE S A B N P E R

ie., the QD spin state is swapped onto the photon state
encoded in the am plitudes of modes 1 and 2, respec—
tively. T his sw ap gate isbased on optical selection rules
w hich enforce that photon transfer between the m odes
is acocom panied by a spin I on the QD . In contrast
to schemes such as in Ref. i}, no additional spin m ea-
surem ents are required. T he reverse process ofEq. (l()
in which the photon state j; i+ i is transferred
onto a QD prepared in an initial state j"i can also
be realized by time evolution under Eq. ('_9). Then,

3" Ti+ J"zi! 3"; Ti+  j#; [ i. Photon
states of the orm  j ] i+ %21, i which one photon
propagates in spatially separated m odes, sepve as ogical
basis ©r linear optics quantum com puting£3 The swap
operation n Eq. C_l-(_]') providesa naturalinterface betw een
such coherent photon states and spins. A photon efcted
from the cavity can be converted into the standard logical
basis F1i+ F.1iby linear opticalelem ents.

Im plem entation of the spinphoton swap gate with
uniy delity requires the interaction between photons
and QD be tem inated at t, . For cavity loss rates which
ful 1Eqg. ("5'1') , ho tim e-dependent controlofthe cavity pa—
ram eters is required because cavity loss from mode 2 is
su cient to term inate the dynam ics. The delity F = p ,
derived In Eq. (g{) approachesuniy. For ; = 02g=~ and

2= g=~,F = 79% .

IV. GENERATION OF ENTANGLED PHOTON
PAIRS

Sin ilarly to an atom coupled to two cavity m odes,- 1an
undoped QD with symm etry axis z at 45 relative to the

FIG .4: (@) Setup for the generation of photon-entanglem ent
by strong—coup]jng dynam ics. (o) Progction of j (t)i =
e =y 1ij, i 3F1iontotheBellstates j + i (solid line)
and j ; i (dashed line).

propagation directions ofm odes 1 and 2 F ig. EI @)] acts
as entangler for photon pairs. W e consider a QD wih
the level schem e in Fjg.:!:(a) and assum e that the our
photon states j ,,1 are resonant wih the lowest (hh)
excion transition. Absorption of photons from m ode 1
and re-em ission Into 2 generates polarization entangled
pairs from an initial product state j | ij ; i. The inter-
action strength of j ;,1 and the exciton states X 1=
& h i is parameterized by the coupling constants
g(l 1= 2)=2. Because transitions from j,,ito X i
are dom Inant, for short tines t < h=g an iniial state
prepared by inicting a photon pair j | ij ; i into the
cavity evolves predom inantly according to the ence
jiij; i w/i o jid j(pi+ ;i Kei= 2!

Jiii, i+ 3,431 $i= 2

R Jgorously, all all_;owed transitions m ust be taken into
account, H = g s ohe1p U &4; X iGj+ hc
whereu = (I 1= 2)=2 and 4&;, annihilates a pho-
ton in state j; i. Because g is sm all com pared to the
biexciton shift, biexciton states can be neglected. Inte—
grating the Schrodinger equation, we obtain

. . 1  cosy g‘L—~) cos(2u g‘L—~ .
J i= 2 > +1

sh@u gt=~)
2

s Qu, gt=~
2

)
I4

J+it+ i 11)

with the Bell states j ;i = J]ij, i+ jlijgip
$i= 2and j.i= jiijji+ 3 ij,1 B
™1 represents com ponents w ith zero photons in one of
the m odes. Figure :ff show s the profction onto j ;1
(solid line) and j + i (dashed line) as a fiinction oftim e.
A s expected, ort . h=g the transition to the polariza-
tion entangled state j 4 iisdom nant. Att, = hn=4u g,
the j ; 1 com ponent vanishes. W hile instantaneous re—
duction of the cavity Q factor at t;, would allow one to
extract j ; 1 from the cavity with a delity lin ited only
by o —resonant transitions, cavity loss rates 1,2 © g=~
are also su cient to temm inate the coherent dynam ics in

Fjg.:_ll(b). Hence, an undoped QD strongly coupled to
severalm odes of a lossy cavity acts ase cient entangler

ofphoton pairs.



V. DISCUSSION OF EXPERIM ENTAL
PARAMETERS

W hile our calculations in Secs. :_f.[, E]Z:Et, and -_1\-[: show
that a QD interacting w ith two cavity m odes has inter—
esting applications as interface between spin and photon
quantum states, the system is di cul to in plem ent ex—
perim entally. C avitiesbased on B ragg re ectorscan sus—
tain degenerate circularly and linearly polarized m odes,
but m ode volm es of order ° are inpossbl to reach
because of di raction. W e show next how the two-m ode
JaynesCumm IngsH am iltonian in Eq. (:_2) IFjg.-:I: )] can
In principle be im plem ented w ith optical m icrocavities,
w here an allm ode volum es can be achieved. B ecause the
coupling constants in Eq. 6'_2) are determ ined by the elec—
tric elds at the site ofthe QD only, it is su cient that
the m ode 7 I i is circularly polarized locally, at the site
ofthe QD .Forde niteness, we focus on the defect m odes
In a trdangular photonic crystal, w ith a centralhole (the
defect) with radius ry and dielectric constant 4 which
is di erent from that of all other holes in the triangu-
lar lattice. The defect m odes with electric eld in the
cavity plane (TM ) and perpendicular to the cavity plane
(TE) have been analyzed in detail for som e spegi,c real-
izations of the background and hole m edium 248983 The
defect m ode energies are proportionalto ry= 4 and can
be, tunegd ,across the optical bandgap by varying rg and

, 2dedeied

T he ollow ing steps allow one to experim entally in ple—
m ent the two-m ode JaynesCumm ingsm odel in Eq. (r_i) :
(i) Choose 4 and ry such that a,doubly degenerate TE
mode g. the E; or E, moded!) is degenerate with
one TM mode. For a triangular photonic crystal with
hexagonal holes, the coexistence of degenerate TE_and
TM defect m odes has recently been dem onstrated 83
refer to the m odes of the TE-doublt as TE;_,i and
to the TM mode as IMi. TE;i and TE,i are re—
lated by a =2-rotation 8¢ (i) Identify the set of points
fPg = f&iY)FE re,1 = Egmi9g In the caviy plne
where the electric eld amplitudesE g, ; and E gy 3 Of
TE;iand IM i are equal. The points fP g typically
form a set of several lin For every point In fP g,
j7i= (IE;i+ ifMi)= 2 locally generates an elec—
tric eld wih circular polarization. (iil) In fP g, iden—
tify a point Xgp ;¥op ) where the electric e]l% am_phtude
Eyg,i Of TE21i lieswithin 30% ofE g5, ;= 2.-4 For a
OD at Xgp ;Yop ) With anisotropy axis ordented perpen—
dicular to the electric eld of M i in the cavity plane,
the QD —cavity interaction is describbed by the Ham ilto—
nian Eq. @) with f,=01 13 03, which quarantees a
theoretical delity of at least 90% IFJg.bJ(c )]. Note that
high cav:i;y.Q. factors are m aintained for a w ide range of

g and ry & I'Bd’Bl‘

A detJonalreunJ:en ents for the dynam ics discussed in
Secs. :II and -]It Inclide a caviy loss rate , large oom -
pared to ; and the inection ofa single photon into j 1 i.
Because T E,1i is predom lnantly localized along one di-
rection of the photonic crystal29 the corresponding cav—

ity loss rate , can be increased by reducing the size of
the photonic crystal in this direction, ie. by rem oving
holes at the outside. W hik this changes the energies of
allthreem odes, TEi;;1i and JTM i, the energy shifts are
negligble for cavities w th large Q -factors. In ection ofa
single photon intom ode j | ican be achieved by irradia-
tion of the m icrocaviy w ith a single-photon source. For
TE defect modes In an all cubic photonic crystals, the
in“ection e ciency was caloulated to be of order 50% . %3
P hoton infction into j | i= (FE,i+ ifM i)= 2 ismore
com plicated because coupling e ciencies can be di er-
ent or TE and TM m odes and depend on the direction
of incidence relative to the photonic crystal. One can
overcom e this problem by determm ining the directions for
which the coupling e ciencies for TE 11 and IM 1 are
com parab]e using num erical techniques sin ilar to those
In Ref. .35 A ITematively, a source ofelliptically polarized
photons can be used, where the TE and TM eld am pli-
tudes com pensate the di erence in coupling e ciencies.
W e also note that a high photon infction e ciency is
not required as long as unsuccessfiil infction attem pts
can be exclided by post-selection.

Fora quantitative estim ate, w e consider sphericalC dSe
nanocrystalsw ith a mean radiusa = 5 nm . The energy
of the low est exciton state 1S3.,-1S. In an undoped QD
iSEx = 1:93eV Refs.!13,36) whik the trion transition
is redshifted by 05 m eV . The hh-h splitting ofa soher—
icalQD, ' 20m eV, is large com pared to the coupling
constant g. For a m ode volum e ( =n)3, wih n the re-
fractive index of the cavity, the e eld am plitude
of the cavity m odes is of order E = 2By n=g 3 =
5 10 n V=m,- W ih the K ane interband m atrix el
anentlrsj‘iyj{i,?q g= EEE=m!)ISP,Fij’ 02mev.
Strong-coupling phenom ena require g to be large com —
pared to both the spontaneousQ D em ission rate and the
cavity loss rates 1;2. PL lnewidths of 0:12meV < ,g
have been observed for individual CdSe nanocrysta]s.- 1
Forcaviy Q -factorsoforder10?, = !'=Q . g=h.In ad-
dition, the phenom ena discussed here require a hole spin
relaxation tin e long com pared to h=g ’ 20 ps. Recent
PL studies of CdSe QD ’'s suggest that hole spin relax—
ation tin es are of order 10ns2% These values show that
the strong-coupling dynam ics discussed above is w thin
experim ental reach for C dSe nanocrystals in a m icrocav—
ity. The main challenge is to design m icrocavities w ith
two m odes with di erent polarization, spatial distrlbu—
tion, and loss rates which are strongly coupled to a QD .
A's shown here, this system would allow one to gener—
ate soin-photon entanglem ent, In plem ent a spin-photon
swap gate, and create polarization entangled photon
states.
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