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A quantum dotinteracting with two resonant cavity m odesis described by a two-m ode Jaynes-

Cum m ingsm odel. D epending on the quantum dotenergy levelschem e,the interaction ofa singly

doped quantum dotwith a cavity photon generatesentanglem entofelectron spin and cavity states

orallows one to im plem enta swap gate for spin and photon states. An undoped quantum dot in

thesam estructuregeneratespairsofpolarization entangled photonsfrom an initialphoton product

state.Forrealistic cavity lossrates,the �delity ofthese operationsisoforder80% .

PACS num bers:78.67.H c,75.75.+ a,42.50.Ct

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

The electron spin in quantum dots (Q D’s) is am ong

the m ostprom ising candidatesforquantum inform ation

processing in the solid state.1,2 O pticalselection rules

m ake it possible to controland m easure spins in Q D’s

optically.3,4,5,6 For pairs of Q D’s em bedded in a cav-

ity,in the strong-coupling lim itcavity photonscan m e-

diate an e�ective exchange interaction between electron

spins.3,4 TheFaradayrotationofasinglephotoninteract-

ing with an o�-resonantQ D hasrecently been discussed

for the im plem entation ofBennet’s quantum teleporta-

tion schem eand the generation ofspin-photon entangle-

m ent.7 Becausethecoupling ofcavity photonsto an o�-

resonantQ D isweak,such schem esrequirelong electron

spin decoherencetim es,a high cavity Q -factor,and con-

trolofthe cavity Q -factoron a picosecond tim e-scale.

Recentprogressin m icrocavity design hasled to m ode

volum es close to the theoretical lim it (�=n)3 and Q -

factorsoforder5� 103,approaching thestrong-coupling

lim itforQ D cavity-Q ED.8,9 A Q D coupled to onecircu-

larly polarized cavity m ode is described by the Jaynes-

Cum m ingsm odel10 and isexpected to show phenom ena

such asvacuum Rabioscillations.Here,wetheoretically

study the coherent dynam ics of a Q D coupled to two

cavity m odes 1 and 2 with di�erentspatialdistribution

and polarization [schem atically shown in Fig.1(b)foror-

thogonalpropagation directions].The design ofa cavity

with sm allm ode volum e and two degenerate,orthogo-

nalm odes with circular and linear polarization at the

site ofthe Q D is di�cult,butpossible in principle (see

Sec.V below). The aim ofthis paper is to show that

such a system has interesting applications as interface

between electron spins and photons because the second

cavity m ode gives rise to intriguing e�ects. M ost no-

tably,photon transferbetween the cavity m odesvia an

interm ediate trion state is controlled by the spin state

of the Q D, opening a wide range of possible applica-

tions. W e show that (i) for cavity m odes in resonance

with the heavy hole (hh)-trion transition,entanglem ent

ofthe electron spin and the cavity m odes,i.e.,the pho-

ton propagation direction is generated. (ii) For cavity

m odes in resonance with the light hole (lh)-trion tran-

FIG . 1: (a) Characteristic level schem e of, e.g., a CdSe

nanocrystal. The crystalanisotropy leads to a splitting �

ofhh (jjzj= 3=2) and lh (jjzj= 1=2) states. (b) Schem atic

representation ofthecavity-Q D system .Thecircularly polar-

ized m ode j�
+

1
i propagating along direction 1 (aligned with

the Q D anisotropy axis z) and the linearly polarized m ode

jy2ipropagating along 2 areresonantwith thehh-trion tran-

sition.(c)The trion state can decay by em ission ofa photon

into state j�
+

1
iorjy2i.

sition,the strong-coupling dynam icscan be used to im -

plem enta swap ofspin and photon states,an operation

which would allow oneto transportaspin quantum state

overlargedistances.11 Thequantum stateofthephoton

isencoded in theoccupation am plitudesofthetwocavity

m odes.Hence,thesystem discussed hereprovidesa nat-

uralinterface between spins and linear-optics quantum

inform ation schem es.7,12 Forcavitieswith switchableQ -

factors,the �delity ofalloperations,1 � O (g=�) ’ 1,

islim ited only by o�-resonanttransitions,whereg isthe

couplingconstantforthetrion transition and �thehh-lh

splitting.However,even forlossy cavitieswithouttim e-

dependentcontrolparam eters,the�delityisoforder80%

forrealistic cavity lossrates.W e also show that(iii)an

undoped Q D e�ciently generatespairsofentangled pho-

tonsfrom initialphoton productstates.

W e consider a Q D with an anisotropy axis z deter-

m ined by crystalor shape anisotropy which leads to a

splitting � ofhh and lh states at the � point (Fig.1).

The ground state ofa singly doped Q D is determ ined

by the spin ofthe excess electron,�j"i+ �j#i. In the

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0405342v2
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following, we evaluate the dynam ics of the Q D{cavity

system afterinjection ofa photon in statej�
+

1
iatt= 0.

Forquantitative estim ates,we considerCdSe nanocrys-

talsand adoptthem odelofRef.13 wheretheanisotropy

is treated perturbatively in the quasi-cubic approxim a-

tion. The coupling constantg fora photon with polar-

ization vectore resonantwith thehh (lh)-trion transition

isdeterm ined by theinterband m atrixelem entofthem o-

m entum operator,e �p̂,and the overlap integralofthe

1Se and 1S3=2 (1S1=2) electron and hh (lh) wave func-

tions. In addition to the strong-coupling criterion that

g=~ be large com pared to the Q D spontaneousem ission

rateand the cavity lossrate,we also assum e thatg=~ is

largecom pared to the holespin relaxation rate.

In thefollowing,weshow thatsystem ssuch astheone

shown in Fig.1(b) allow one to generate entanglem ent

between an electron spin and the cavity state (Sec.II),

to im plem enta spin-photon swap gate(Sec.III),and to

e�ciently generate pairs ofpolarization-entangled pho-

tons(Sec.IV). In Sec.V,we discusshow a m icrocavity

with the m ode structure shown in Fig.1(b) can be en-

gineered and illustrate that the im plem entation ofthe

schem esdiscussed in Secs.II,III,and IV is feasible for

m icrocavitieswith Q -factorsexceeding 104.

II. SP IN -P H O T O N EN TA N G LEM EN T

Theinteraction ofaQ D with ahh valenceband ground

state[Fig.1(a)]with thecircularlypolarized cavitym ode

propagatingalong1,j�
+

1 i,and thelinearlypolarized cav-

ity m ode with polarization vectorey propagating along

2, jy2i, is described by a two-m ode Jaynes-Cum m ings

m odel.A photon injected intoj�
+

1
iatt= 0inducestran-

sitions from j"i to the trion state jX � i = ĉ
y

+ ĉ
y

� ĥ� jG i,

where jG i is the ground state of the Q D without ex-

cesscharge and ĉ� (̂h� )the electron annihilation oper-

atorfor the 1Se conduction band levelwith sz = � 1=2

(the 1S3=2 hh levelwith jz = � 3=2). The trion state

jX � ihastwo possibledecay pathsvia em ission ofa pho-

ton in state j�
+

1 i or jy2i [Fig.1(c)]. In both cases,the

Q D spin rem ains unaltered by the cycle ofphoton ab-

sorption and subsequentem ission becausespin-
ip tran-

sitions involving the lh-com ponent are dipole forbidden

within the m odelofRef.13.The interaction ofQ D and

cavity m odesis

Ĥ I = g1

�

â1ĉ
y

� ĥ� + h:c:

�

+ g2

h

â2

�

ĉ
y

� ĥ� + ĉ
y

+ ĥ+

�

+ h:c:

i

; (1)

where â1 (̂a2) is the photon annihilation operator for

m odej�
+

1 i(jy2i)and g1 (g2)thecorresponding coupling

constant. The free Ham iltonian Ĥ 0 = �

�

â
y

1â1 + â
y

2â2

�

isdeterm ined by thedetuning � between thephoton fre-

quency ! and the trion transition energy.

W hile j#;�
+

1 iisan energy eigenstatebecauseofPauli

blocking, the Q D state j"i is coupled to both cavity

FIG .2: (a) Tim e evolution ofj	(0)i= j";�
+

1
i. The prob-

abilities jh";�
+

1
j	(t)ij

2
(dashed), jh";y2j	(t)ij

2
(solid), and

jhX
�
;0j	(t)ij

2
(dotted) are shown as a function of tim e.

(b) Probability for photon detection outside the cavity in

direction 2 (solid) and 1 (dashed) obtained from num eri-

calintegration of Eq.(6) for �1 = 0:2g=~, �2 = g=~,and

�̂(0) = j";�
+

1
ih";�

+

1
j. (c) Fidelity ofspin-photon entangle-

m ent generation for g1 6= g2. (d) Fidelity of spin-photon

entanglem entgeneration asa function ofQ D m isalignm ent.

m odes. The tim e evolution governed by Ĥ = Ĥ 0 + Ĥ I

leadsto transitionsfrom an initialstatej";�
+

1 ito j";y2i

via the trion state jX � ;0i,where j0iisthe photon vac-

uum . Because the dynam ics are controlled by the Q D

spin,photon absorption and re-em ission leadsto entan-

glem entoftheelectron spin and thephoton cavity m ode.

Thise�ectism axim alforg1 = g2 = gand � = 0,where14

Ĥ = gjX �
;0i

�
h";�

+

1 j+ h";y2j
�
+ h:c: (2)

Theinitialstate j	(0)i= �j";�
+

1 i+ �j#;�
+

1 ievolvesto

j	(t)i = �
�
cos

2
(E t=2~)j";�

+

1
i� sin

2
(E t=2~)j";y2i

� (i=
p
2)sin(E t=~)jX �

;0i

i

+ �j#;�
+

1 i; (3)

whereE =
p
2g[Fig.2(a)].Attim estn = (2n+ 1)h=

p
8g,

n integer,

�j";�
+

1 i+ �j#;�
+

1 i! j	(tn)i= � �j";y2i+ �j#;�
+

1 i:

(4)

Thisdem onstratesthat,sim ilarly to atom -photon entan-

glem ent,15,16,17 spin-photon entangled statesoftheform

ofEq.(4)can be obtained in Q D cavity-Q ED.Alterna-

tive schem esforthe generation ofspin-photon entangle-

m enthavebeen discussed in Refs.7 and 18.

According to Eq.(3),the spin-photon entangled state

periodically evolvesback into theoriginalproductstate.

In ordertom aintain thestatej	 ei= � �j";y2i+ �j#;�
+

1 i

thephoton m ustbeextracted from thecavity.In princi-

ple,thisispossibleby asudden increaseofthecavityloss

rateattn.However,cavity losswithouttim e-dependent
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controlis also su�cientto generate j	 eiwith a �delity

approachingunity ifthephoton lossrates�1;2 form odes

j�
+

1 iand jy2iful�ll

�1 < g=~ ’ �2: (5)

In this regim e,a photon in state jy2i leaves the cavity

before it is scattered back into j�
+

1
i,thus term inating

thetim eevolution in Fig.2(a)on averageafteronehalf-

period. The condition �1 < g=~ ensures at least one

oscillation becom pleted.Fora quantitativeestim ate,we

integrate the M aster equation forthe density m atrix of

the Q D-cavity system ,

_̂�(t)= � (i=~)[̂H ;�̂(t)]+ L̂l�̂; (6)

wherecavitylossfrom j�
+

1 iand jy2iintofreem odesprop-

agatingalongdirections1and2,respectively,isdescribed

by the standard Liouvilleoperator

L̂l�̂ = �
X

i= 1;2

�i

2

�

â
y

iâi�̂ + �̂â
y

iâi� 2â
y

i�̂âi

�

: (7)

The overall�delity F for generation of a spin-photon

entangled state as in Eq.(4) is determ ined by the dy-

nam icsof�̂(0)= j";�
+

1 ih";�
+

1 j,where photon lossfrom

m ode2 correspondsto successfulphoton transferfrom 1

to 2.The probability forphoton lossalong 1 and 2 asa

function oftim ecan beobtained from num ericalintegra-

tion ofEq.(6)[shown in Fig.2(b)for�1 = 0:2g=~ and

�2 = g=~].Fort! 1 ,theprobability p2 forphoton loss

into a m ode propagating along 2 is calculated from the

Fourier-Laplacetransform ofEq.(6),

p2 = �2

Z 1

0

dth";y2j�(t)j";y2i

=
4�2 (g=~)

2

(�1 + �2)[4(g=~)
2 + �1�2]

: (8)

Fortheparam etersin Fig.2(b),p2 = 79% .Ifthephotons

propagate freely outside the cavity,the entanglem entof

theQ D spin and thephoton propagation direction ispre-

served even afterphotonsareejected from thecavity.In

the regim e ofEq.(5),the �delity F = p2 forgenerating

spin-photon entanglem entapproachesunity.

In the idealcase p2 ’ 100% ,a (m axim ally entangled)

Bellstate is obtained for an electron spin prepared in

(j"i+ j#i)=
p
2,which evolvesaccording to (j";�

+

1 i+ j#

;�
+

1 i)=
p
2! (� j";y2i+ j#;�

+

1 i)=
p
2.19 W enextquantify

the entanglem entofthe �nalstatefora lossy cavity.As

long asthe photonsare notdetected outside the cavity

and lossin the propagating m odesisnegligible,the ini-

tialstateevolvesintoapurestate,17,20,21,22 forwhich the

entanglem entE isgiven by thevon Neum ann entropy of

the reduced density m atrix.23,24 The entanglem ent can

be expressed in term s ofp2 in Eq.(8). De�ning �� =

(1�
p
1� p2)=2,E (p2)= �

P

�= �
�� log2 ��.O fpartic-

ularinterestarethe lim iting casesoflargeand sm allp2,

wherelim p2! 1� E (p2)= 1� (1� p2)=4ln2+ O ((1� p2)
2)

and lim p2! 0+ E (p2)= (1+ ln4� lnp2)p2=4ln2+ O (p22),

respectively.W e illustrate the qualitativedependence of

E on �2 for�xed �1 � g=~.Forg=~ < �2 . 4(g=~)2=�1,

lossalong direction 2 isdom inantforthe spin state j"i,

such thatp2 ’ 1 [Fig.2(b)and Eq.(8)]and E isoforder

unity.By contrast,forlargecavity loss�2 & 4(g=~)2=�1,

p2 ’ 4(g=~)2=�1�2 approaches zero because the large

linewidth ofjy2irendersphotontransferbetween thecav-

ity m odes ine�cient. The entanglem entE decreasesto

zero becausethephoton leavesthecavity along direction

1 irrespectiveofthe spin stateon the Q D.

G eneration ofspin-photon entanglem entrequires�ne

tuning ofthe cavity design to ensure g1 = g2 (Ref.25)

and alignm entofthe nanocrystal. W e nextquantify er-

rorsforg1 6= g2,�nitedetuning � 6= 0,Q D m isalignm ent,

and transitionsinvolving lh states.In the idealcase,an

initialstate j";�
+

1 ievolvesto j";y2iwith 100% �delity,

while F = m axtjh";y2jexp(� îH t=~)j";�
+

1
ij2 quanti-

�es the �delity for non-idealsituations. For g1 6= g2,

F = 1 � [(g21 � g22)=(g
2
1 + g22)]

2, which rem ains close

to unity for jg1 � g2j=jg1 + g2j. 1=2 [Fig.2(c)]. A �-

nite detuning � ofthe cavity m odes relative to the hh-

trion transition leads to F = 1 � O (�=g)2 for � . g,

which dem onstrates the pivotalim portance ofresonant

m odes. M isalignm ent of the Q D relative to the pho-

ton propagation directionsm odi�esthe opticalselection

rules. For de�niteness,consider a nanocrystalwith an

anisotropy axis rotated by � in the plane ofthe cavity.

For � 6= 0,the coupling energy ofj�
+

1 i and transitions

from the jz = � 3=2 hh states is g(1 � cos�)=2. The

dynam ics ofthe system rem ain periodic for � 6= 0 and

F = [2(1+ cos�)=(3+ cos2 �)]2 ’ 1 � �4=8 for � ! 0,

i.e.,the �delity decreasesslowly for � . 0:5 [Fig.2(d)].

Transitionsinvolving lh statesaresuppressed relativeto

hh processesby the sm allfactorg=�.

III. SP IN -P H O T O N SW A P

W e show nextthat,for a Q D with a lh valence band

m axim um , the interaction with two cavity m odes al-

lows one to im plem ent a swap gate of spin and pho-

ton states.26 W e consider a cavity with the geom etry

shown in Fig.1(b), for which the circularly polarized

m ode j�
+

1
i and the linearly polarized m ode jz2i are in

resonance with the lh-trion transition while jy2i is o�-

resonant. W hile j";�
+

1 iisan energy eigenstate because

ofPauliblocking,the state j#;�
+

1 i exhibits dynam ics

sim ilar to Eq.(2). Photon absorption induces transi-

tionsto the lh-trion state jX
�

l
i= ĉ

y

+ ĉ
y

�
bl� jG i,wherebl�

annihilates an electron in the lh state with jz = � 1=2

[Fig.3(a)].Becauseboth j�
+

1 iand jz2iareresonantwith

the trion transition,jX
�

l
ihastwo di�erentdecay chan-

nels [Fig.3(b)]. O pticalselection rules im ply that,by

em ission ofa photon in state j�
+

1 i,the Q D returns to

itsoriginalspin state j#iwhile em ission into m ode jz2i

leavesthe Q D in j"i. Hence,transferofa photon from

j�
+

1 i to jz2i is accom panied by a spin 
ip on the Q D,
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FIG . 3: (a) Absorption process involving lh valence band

states. (b) The lh-trion state jX
�

l
i can decay by em ission

ofa photon into m ode j�
+

1
i or jz2i. The requirem ent that

j�
+

1
iand jz2iare the only resonantm odesensuresthatpho-

ton em ission into jz2iisaccom panied by a spin 
ip.

which isdescribed by the Ham iltonian14

Ĥ = g1jX
�

l
;0ih#;�

+

1 j� g2jX
�

l
;0ih";z2j+ h:c: (9)

with coupling constantsg1;2.The dynam icsofan initial

state j	i = �j";�
+

1
i+ �j#;�

+

1
i are readily evaluated.

In particular,for g1 = g2 = g,27 we �nd that at tim e

tn = h(2n + 1)=
p
8g,

�j";�
+

1 i+ �j#;�
+

1 i! j	(tn)i= �j";�
+

1 i+ �j";z2i;

(10)

i.e.,the Q D spin state isswapped onto the photon state

encoded in the am plitudes of m odes 1 and 2, respec-

tively.Thisswap gateisbased on opticalselection rules

which enforce that photon transfer between the m odes

is accom panied by a spin 
ip on the Q D.In contrast

to schem es such as in Ref.7, no additionalspin m ea-

surem entsarerequired.The reverseprocessofEq.(10),

in which the photon state �j�
+

1 i+ �jz2i is transferred

onto a Q D prepared in an initial state j"i can also

be realized by tim e evolution under Eq. (9). Then,

�j";�
+

1 i+ �j";z2i ! �j ";�
+

1 i+ �j #;�
+

1 i. Photon

states ofthe form �j�
+

1 i+ �jz2i,in which one photon

propagatesin spatially separated m odes,serveaslogical

basisforlinearopticsquantum com puting.12 The swap

operationin Eq.(10)providesanaturalinterfacebetween

such coherentphoton statesand spins.A photon ejected

from thecavitycan beconverted intothestandard logical

basis�jz1i+ �jz2iby linearopticalelem ents.

Im plem entation of the spin-photon swap gate with

unity �delity requires the interaction between photons

and Q D beterm inated attn.Forcavity lossrateswhich

ful�llEq.(5),notim e-dependentcontrolofthecavitypa-

ram etersis required because cavity lossfrom m ode 2 is

su�cientto term inatethedynam ics.The�delity F = p 2

derived in Eq.(8)approachesunity.For�1 = 0:2g=~ and

�2 = g=~,F = 79% .

IV . G EN ER A T IO N O F EN TA N G LED P H O T O N

PA IR S

Sim ilarlytoan atom coupled totwocavitym odes,28 an

undoped Q D with sym m etry axisz at45� relativeto the

FIG .4:(a)Setup forthe generation ofphoton-entanglem ent

by strong-coupling dynam ics. (b) Projection of j	(t)i =

e
�i Ĥ t=~

j�
+

1
ij�

�

1
i
 jG i onto the Bellstates j	 + i (solid line)

and j� + i(dashed line).

propagation directionsofm odes1 and 2 [Fig.4(a)]acts

as entangler for photon pairs. W e consider a Q D with

the levelschem e in Fig.1(a) and assum e that the four

photon states j�
�
1;2i are resonant with the lowest (hh)

exciton transition. Absorption ofphotons from m ode 1

and re-em ission into 2 generates polarization entangled

pairsfrom an initialproductstate j�
+

1 ij�
�
1 i. The inter-

action strength ofj�
+

1;2i and the exciton states jX � i =

ĉ
y

� ĥ� jG i is param eterized by the coupling constants

g(1� 1=
p
2)=2. Because transitionsfrom j�

�
1;2ito jX � i

are dom inant,for short tim es t < h=g an initialstate

prepared by injecting a photon pair j�
+

1 ij�
�
1 i into the

cavity evolvespredom inantly according to the sequence

j�
+

1 ij�
�
1 i
 jG i !

�
j�

+

1 i
 jX� i+ j�
�
1 i
 jX+ i

�
=
p
2 !

�
j�

+

1 ij�
�
2 i+ j�

�
1 ij�

+

2 i
�

 jG i=

p
2.

Rigorously,allallowed transitionsm ustbe taken into

account, Ĥ = g
P

�;�= �;i= 1;2
u���âi;�jX �ihG j+ h:c:,

where u� = (1 � 1=
p
2)=2 and âi;� annihilates a pho-

ton in state j�
�
i i. Because g is sm allcom pared to the

biexciton shift,biexciton states can be neglected. Inte-

grating the Schr�odingerequation,weobtain

j	(t)i= �
1� cos(2u+ gt=~)cos(2u� gt=~)

2
p
2

j	 + i

�
sin(2u+ gt=~)sin(2u� gt=~)

2
p
2

j�+ i+ j~	i (11)

with the Bell states j	 + i =
�
j�

+

1 ij�
�
2 i+ j�

�
1 ij�

+

2 i
�



jG i=
p
2 and j�+ i =

�
j�

+

1 ij�
+

2 i+ j�
�
1 ij�

�
2 i
�

 jG i=

p
2.

j~	i represents com ponents with zero photons in one of

the m odes. Figure 4 shows the projection onto j	 + i

(solid line)and j�+ i(dashed line)asa function oftim e.

Asexpected,fort. h=g the transition to the polariza-

tion entangled statej	 + iisdom inant.Attn = hn=4u� g,

the j�+ i com ponent vanishes. W hile instantaneous re-

duction ofthe cavity Q -factorattn would allow one to

extractj	 + ifrom the cavity with a �delity lim ited only

by o�-resonanttransitions,cavity loss rates �1;2 ’ g=~

arealso su�cientto term inatethecoherentdynam icsin

Fig.4(b). Hence,an undoped Q D strongly coupled to

severalm odesofa lossy cavity actsase�ciententangler

ofphoton pairs.
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V . D ISC U SSIO N O F EX P ER IM EN TA L

PA R A M ET ER S

W hile our calculations in Secs.II,III,and IV show

thata Q D interacting with two cavity m odeshasinter-

esting applicationsasinterfacebetween spin and photon

quantum states,the system isdi�cultto im plem entex-

perim entally.Cavitiesbased on Bragg re
ectorscan sus-

tain degenerate circularly and linearly polarized m odes,

but m ode volum es oforder �3 are im possible to reach

because ofdi�raction.W e show nexthow the two-m ode

Jaynes-Cum m ingsHam iltonian in Eq.(2)[Fig.1(b)]can

in principle be im plem ented with opticalm icrocavities,

wheresm allm odevolum escan beachieved.Becausethe

coupling constantsin Eq.(2)aredeterm ined by theelec-

tric �eldsatthe site ofthe Q D only,itissu�cientthat

the m ode j�
+

1 iiscircularly polarized locally,atthe site

oftheQ D.Forde�niteness,wefocuson thedefectm odes

in a triangularphotoniccrystal,with a centralhole(the

defect) with radius rd and dielectric constant �d which

is di�erent from that ofallother holes in the triangu-

lar lattice. The defect m odes with electric �eld in the

cavity plane(TM )and perpendicularto thecavity plane

(TE)havebeen analyzed in detailforsom especi�creal-

izationsofthebackground and holem edium .29,30,31 The

defectm odeenergiesareproportionalto rd=
p
�d and can

be tuned acrossthe opticalbandgap by varying rd and

�d.
29,30,31,32

Thefollowingstepsallow oneto experim entally im ple-

m entthe two-m odeJaynes-Cum m ingsm odelin Eq.(2):

(i)Choose �d and rd such thata doubly degenerate TE

m ode (e.g., the E 1 or E 2 m ode30) is degenerate with

one TM m ode. For a triangular photonic crystalwith

hexagonalholes,the coexistence ofdegenerate TE and

TM defectm odeshasrecently been dem onstrated.33 W e

refer to the m odes of the TE-doublet as jTE1=2i and

to the TM m ode as jTM i. jTE1i and jTE2i are re-

lated by a �=2-rotation.30 (ii) Identify the setofpoints

fP g = f(x;y)jE jT E 1i = E jT M ig in the cavity plane

where the electric �eld am plitudesE jT E 1i and E jT M i of

jTE1i and jTM i are equal. The points fP g typically

form a set of several lines. For every point in fP g,

j�
+

1 i = (jTE1i+ ijTM i)=
p
2 locally generates an elec-

tric �eld with circular polarization. (iii) In fP g,iden-

tify apoint(xQ D ;yQ D )wheretheelectric�eld am plitude

E jT E 2i ofjTE2i lies within 30% ofE jT E 1i=
p
2.34 For a

Q D at(xQ D ;yQ D )with anisotropy axisoriented perpen-

dicularto the electric �eld ofjTM iin the cavity plane,

the Q D-cavity interaction is described by the Ham ilto-

nian Eq.(2)with jg2=g1 � 1j� 0:3,which guaranteesa

theoretical�delity ofatleast90% [Fig.2(c)]. Note that

high cavity Q -factorsarem aintained fora widerangeof

�d and rd.
29,30,31

Additionalrequirem entsforthedynam icsdiscussed in

Secs.IIand IIIinclude a cavity lossrate �2 large com -

pared to�1 and theinjection ofasinglephoton intoj�
+

1 i.

Because jTE2i is predom inantly localized along one di-

rection ofthe photoniccrystal,30 thecorresponding cav-

ity lossrate �2 can be increased by reducing the size of

the photonic crystalin this direction,i.e.,by rem oving

holesatthe outside. W hile thischangesthe energiesof

allthree m odes,jTE1;2iand jTM i,the energy shiftsare

negligibleforcavitieswith largeQ -factors.Injection ofa

singlephoton into m odej�
+

1 ican beachieved by irradia-

tion ofthe m icrocavity with a single-photon source.For

TE defect m odes in sm allcubic photonic crystals,the

injection e�ciency wascalculated to be oforder50% .35

Photon injection intoj�
+

1 i= (jTE1i+ ijTM i)=
p
2ism ore

com plicated because coupling e�ciencies can be di�er-

entforTE and TM m odesand depend on the direction

ofincidence relative to the photonic crystal. O ne can

overcom ethisproblem by determ ining thedirectionsfor

which the coupling e�ciencies for jTE 1i and jTM i are

com parable,using num ericaltechniquessim ilarto those

in Ref.35.Alternatively,asourceofelliptically polarized

photonscan beused,wheretheTE and TM �eld am pli-

tudes com pensate the di�erence in coupling e�ciencies.

W e also note that a high photon injection e�ciency is

not required as long as unsuccessfulinjection attem pts

can be excluded by post-selection.

Foraquantitativeestim ate,weconsidersphericalCdSe

nanocrystalswith a m ean radiusa = 5 nm . The energy

ofthe lowestexciton state 1S3=2-1Se in an undoped Q D

isE X = 1:93eV (Refs.13,36)while the trion transition

isredshifted by 0:5 m eV.The hh-lh splitting ofa spher-

icalQ D,� ’ 20 m eV,islargecom pared to thecoupling

constant g. For a m ode volum e (�=n)3,with n the re-

fractive index ofthe cavity,the electric �eld am plitude

of the cavity m odes is of order E =
p
2E X n=�0�

3 =

5 � 105
p
n V=m . W ith the K ane interband m atrix el-

em ent hSĵpyjY i,
36 g = (eE =m !)jhSĵpyjY ij’ 0:2 m eV.

Strong-coupling phenom ena require g to be large com -

pared to both thespontaneousQ D em ission rateand the

cavity loss rates �1;2. PL linewidths of0:12m eV < g

have been observed for individualCdSe nanocrystals.37

Forcavity Q -factorsoforder104,� = !=Q . g=h.In ad-

dition,thephenom ena discussed hererequirea holespin

relaxation tim e long com pared to h=g ’ 20 ps. Recent

PL studies ofCdSe Q D’s suggest that hole spin relax-

ation tim esare oforder10ns.38 These valuesshow that

the strong-coupling dynam ics discussed above is within

experim entalreach forCdSenanocrystalsin a m icrocav-

ity. The m ain challenge is to design m icrocavities with

two m odes with di�erent polarization,spatialdistribu-

tion,and lossrateswhich arestrongly coupled to a Q D.

As shown here,this system would allow one to gener-

ate spin-photon entanglem ent,im plem enta spin-photon

swap gate, and create polarization entangled photon

states.

A cknow ledgm ents

W e acknowledge helpfuldiscussions with V.Cerletti,

R.J.Epstein,S.G hosh,O .G ywat,Y.Li,and F.M en-

doza.Thiswork wassupported by O NR and DARPA.



6

�
Electronic address:m eier@ physics.ucsb.edu

y Electronic address:awsch@ physics.ucsb.edu
1 D . Loss and D . P. D iVincenzo, Phys. Rev. A 57, 120

(1998).
2
S. A. W olf, D . D . Awschalom , R. A. Buhrm an, J. M .

D aughton,S.von M oln�ar,M .L.Roukes,A.Y.Chtchelka-

nova,and D .M .Treger,Science 294,1488 (2001).
3 A.Im am o�glu, D .D .Awschalom , G .Burkard,D .P.D i-

Vincenzo,D .Loss,M .Sherwin,and A.Sm all,Phys.Rev.

Lett.83,4204 (1999).
4
A.Im am o�glu,Fortschr.Phys.48,987 (2000).

5
E.Pazy,E.Biolatti,T.Calarco,I.D ’Am ico,P.Zanardi,

F.Rossi,and P.Zoller,Europhys.Lett.62,175 (2003).
6 P.Chen,C.Pierm arocchi,L.J.Sham ,D .G am m on,and

D .G .Steel,Phys.Rev.B 69,075320 (2004).
7
M .Leuenberger,M .Flatt�e,and D .D .Awschalom ,cond-

m at/0407499.
8
A.K iraz,C.Reese,B.G ayral,L.Zhang,W .V.Schoenfeld,

B.D .G erardot,P.M .Petro�,E.L.Hu,and A.Im am o�glu,

J.O pt.B 5,129 (2003).
9
J.Vu�ckovi�cand Y.Yam am oto,Appl.Phys.Lett.82,2374

(2003).
10

R. R. Puri, M athem atical M ethods of Q uantum O ptics

(Springer,New York,2001).
11

J.L.Park,Found.Phys.1,23 (1970).
12 E.K nill,R.La
am m e,and G .J.M ilburn,Nature409,46

(2001).
13

A.L.Efros,Phys.Rev.B 46,7448 (1992).
14

Term swhich areirrelevantforan initialphoton statej�
+

1
i

are om itted.
15 J. M .Raim ond, M .Brune, and S.Haroche, Rev.M od.

Phys.73,565 (2001).
16

B.B.Blinov,D .L.M oehring,L.-M .D uan,and C.M onroe,

Nature 428,153 (2004).
17

B.Sun,M .S.Chapm an,and L.You,Phys.Rev.A 69,

042316 (2004).
18 R.-B.Liu,W .Yao,and L.J.Sham ,cond-m at/0408148.
19 Forsim plicity,wedenotephotonspropagating along direc-

tions1 and 2 outside the cavity with thesam e sym bolsas

thecorresponding cavity m odes.Itisunderstood that,for

t! 1 ,photonsalwaysoccupy propagating m odesoutside

the cavity.
20 S.J.van Enk,J.I.Cirac,and P.Zoller,Phys.Rev.Lett.

78,4293 (1997).
21

W . Lange and H. J. K im ble, Phys. Rev.A 61, 063817

(2000).
22 Up to two phase factors (�1 and �2) which are irrelevant

forthe following quanti�cation ofentanglem ent,the state

can beexpressed in term softhelossprobability p2 derived

in Eq.(8):(j";�
+

1
i+ j#;�

+

1
i)=

p
2 ! (

p
1� p2 e

i�1j";�
+

1
i+

p
p2 e

i�2j";y2i+ j#;�
+

1
i)=

p
2.

23
C.H.Bennett,H.J.Bernstein,S.Popescu,and B.Schu-

m acher,Phys.Rev.A 53,2046 (1996).
24 W .K .W ootters,Phys.Rev.Lett.80,2245 (1998).
25

g1 = g2 ifE 1=E 2 = 1=
p
2,where E 1;2 is the electric �eld

am plitude ofone photon in j�
+

1
iorjy2i,respectively.

26
The level schem e is determ ined by the Q D shape

anisotropy.See Al.L.Efrosand A.V.Rodina,Phys.Rev.

B 47,10005 (1993).
27

g1 = g2 ifE 1=E 2 =
p
2,where E 1;2 is the electric �eld

am plitude ofone photon in j�
+

1
iorjz2i,respectively.

28
C.W ildfeuerand D .H.Schiller,Phys.Rev.A 67,053801

(2003).
29

V.K uzm iak and A.A.M aradudin,Phys.Rev.B 57,15242

(1998).
30

V.K uzm iak and A.A.M aradudin,Phys.Rev.B 61,10750

(2000).
31

N.Stoji�c,J.G lim m ,Y.D eng,and J.Haus,Phys.Rev.E

64,056614 (2001).
32

The detailed dependence ofthe m ode energies on rd and

�d istypically di�erentforTE and TM m odes.
33

A. F. M atthews, S. F. M ingaleev, and Y. S. K ivshar,

physics/0311018.
34

W hilenosuch pointisguaranteed toexist,therequirem ent

on the electric �eld strength ofE jT E 2i
is not very strin-

gent.Notealso that,in addition to rd and �d,atleasttwo

additionalparam eters can be varied to �nd such a point,

nam ely the radius ofthe holes in the triangular photonic

crystaland thedielectricconstantsofthebackground m a-

terial.
35

P.R.Villeneuve,S.Fan,and J.D .Joannopoulos,Phys.

Rev.B 54,7837 (1996).
36 A.Ekim ov, F.Hache, M .C.Schanne-K lein, D .Ricard,

C.Flytzanis,I.A.K udryavtsev,T.V.Yazeva,A.V.Ro-

dina,and A.L.Efros,J.O pt.Soc.Am .B 10,100 (1993).
37

S.A.Em pedocles,D .J.Norris,and M .G .Bawendi,Phys.

Rev.Lett.77,3873 (1996).
38 T. Flissikowski, I. A. Akim ov, A. Hundt, and F. Hen-

neberger,Phys.Rev.B 68,161309(R)(2003).

mailto:meier@physics.ucsb.edu
mailto:awsch@physics.ucsb.edu

