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Abstract

W e study the photon em ission from a quantum dot em bedded in a m icrocavity. Incoherent

pum pingofitsexcitonsand biexciton provokestheem ission ofleaky and cavity m odes.By solving

a m asterequation we obtain the correlation functionsrequired to com pute the spectrum and the

relative e� ciency am ong the em ission ofpairs and single photons. A quantum regim e appears

for low pum ping and large rate ofem ission. By m eans ofa post-selection process,a two beam s

experim ent with di� erent linear polarizations could be perform ed producing a large polarization

entanglem entvisibility precisely in the quantum regim e.

PACS num bers:78.67.Hc,42.50.Ct
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

A quantum dot(QD)em bedded in a m icrocavity (eithera pillarora photonic crystal)

can be an e� cientem itterofphotonswhen the excitation ofan electron-hole pair(usually

labeled asan exciton)isclosetoresonancewith an opticalm odeofthecavity[1,2,3,4,5,6].

The strong coupling regim e between excitonsand cavity photonshasbeen recently shown

[7,8,9]which opens a set ofpossibilities for using this system in quantum inform ation

protocols. Up to now,m any e� ortshave been devoted to the controlled em ission ofsingle

photons. A subsequent m anipulation ofsuch single photonshasallowed to establish they

wereindistinguishableby detecting thecorrelation between photon pairs[4].Thiswork has

adi� erenttarget.W eareinterested in studying thepossibility ofhavingasourceofe� cient

em ission ofphoton pairsin which quantum inform ation could be stored. Forthispurpose

we considera neutralQD in a cavity with precise conditions. The lowestpartofthe QD

spectrum isform ed by two degenerate(oralm ost)excitonsand onebiexciton.Oneexpects

thephoton pairem ission to befavored with respectto thatofsinglephotonswhen thereis

notany cavity photon in resonance with any singleexciton buttheenergy ofthebiexciton

with respecttotheground stateisexactly (orvery closeto)twicethecavity photon energy.

Thisspectrum m akestheQD insidethecavity an excellentcandidateasan e� cientsource

ofpairsofphotons. M oreover,ithasthe added value ofthe possible m anipulation ofthe

two polarizationsofthecavity photonsaswillbediscussed carefully below.

W e have perform ed a theoreticalanalysis ofthe photon em ission from the system de-

scribed abovein theregim ein which cavity m odesand QD excitationsarestrongly coupled

to each other.The system isalso coupled to theoutside which hasa num berofdegreesof

freedom so largethatcan beconsidered asa reservoir. Three are theprocessesofinterest:

thescapeofcavity m odesfrom thecavity,theem ission ofleaky m odesdueto transitionsin

the QD and the incoherentpum ping ofthe QD.The m agnitudesofinterestfordescribing

photon em ission are obtained from two-tim es correlation functions ortheir Fourier trans-

form s[10]. Tracing outin the externaldegreesoffreedom ,one can getthe tim e evolution

ofthe density m atrix � ofjust the QD and the cavity. By using the quantum regression

theorem ,correlation functionsare obtained from the dynam icsofthe density m atrix. Our

study producestwo m ain results:

First,itturns outthatthe sim ple picture oflooking forthe two-photon resonance de-
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scribed above isnotdescribing properly the physics ofthese system s. The understanding

oftheactualm echanism sallowsusto determ inethequantum regim eofinterestforphoton

pairem ission.

Oursecond im portantresultconcernsto them anipulation ofthecorrelation between the

two em itted photons. Since cavity photonscan be degenerated (oralm ost)depending on

theshapeoftheelectricand m agneticcom ponents[11,12],onehasthepossibility ofgetting

correlation between the polarizations ofthe two em itted photons. This can be addressed

by m aking a Ham bury-Brown Twiss-like[10]ora two-photon interference[4,13]experim ent

with linearly polarized photons.An im portantaspectto bepointed outisthatthepossible

entanglem ent ofthe photonsform ing a pairrequires two degrees offreedom : The � rstis,

obviously,thephoton polarization.Thesecond degreeoffreedom could beassociated with

two di� erentfrequenciesofthe photons,buta m ore interesting alternative isthe splitting

ofthe photonsin two di� erent beam s. To ourknowledge,no QD inside cavities em itting

in two preferentialdirectionshave been fabricated.Therefore,wefocuson a lessam bitious

targetand invokea post-selection procedureby m eansofa non-polarizing beam splitter.In

a probabilistic way,only halfofthe em itted pairs would have the required double degree

offreedom ofpolarization and direction. After the separation in two beam s,these pairs

could be used forexperim ents sim ilarto the ones,perform ed in othersystem s[14,15,16,

17],m easuring di� erent linear polarizations on each ofthe beam s. Having in m ind this

fact,our� gure ofm eritisthe entanglem entvisibility,precisely de� ned below,which gives

insightabouttheavailability ofstoring inform ation in therelativeanglebetween thelinear

polarizationsofthetwo photons.

The paper is organized as follows: section IIpresents our theoreticalfram ework while

section IIIcontainstheresultsand a discussion ofthem .

II. T H EO R ET IC A L FR A M EW O R K

W e consider justfourlevels ofthe QD:the ground state G,the two excitons X + ,X �

with third com ponentoftheirangularm om entum equalto � 1 and the biexciton B . Due

to Coulom b interaction between electronsand holes,the energy di� erence between B and

X � isdi� erent(usually lower)totheonebetween X� and G.Excited statesoftheexcitons

as p,d,... hydrogen-like states are not included. Although in self-organized grown QD,
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the actualexciton eigenstates are usually not com pletely degenerated,each one being a

linearcom bination ofX + and X � ,there isalways the possibility ofapplying an external

m agnetic � eld to com pensate thisgeom etric e� ectrecovering the exciton basis (X+ ,X � )

weareworking with [18,19,20].Thesystem form ed by theQD and thecavity isdescribed

by a Ham iltonian (~ = 1)

H S = (!C + � 1)
�
jX + ihX + j+ jX � ihX � j

�

+(2!C + � 1 + � 2)jB ihB j

+
X

J= R ;L

"

!C

�

a
y

J
aJ + 1=2

�

+
X

i

qi;J

�

�ia
y

J
+ aJ�

y

i

�
#

(1)

wherea
y

J
and aJ arethecreation and annihilation operatorsforcavity photons,offrequency

!C ,with right (J � R) and left (J � L) circular polarizations. �i are the set offour

operators jB ihX + j,jX + ihG j,jB ihX � jand jX � ihG j. Once again this is only an

approxim ation to actualspectra in pillarorphotoniccrystalcavities.qi;J arethecouplings

between cavity m odesand QD excitations. Forsim plicity,we have justwritten in (1)the

particularcaseofdegenerateexcitons.Thegeneralization toanon-degeneratecaseisobvious

and we willcom m entbelow on the resultsin m ore generalcases. The excitationsenergies

in the QD are detuned with respectto the cavity m ode frequency: E X � � EG = !C + � 1

and E B � EX � = !C + � 2. As discussed above,the case we are interested in is when

the detuningsverify � 1 = � �2 in orderto study processesproducing e� cientpairphoton

em ission.

Theabovesystem isnotisolated from theoutsideworld.Firstofall,an essentialpoint,

obviouslynecessaryin anyexperim entalsituation,butnotconsidered theoreticallybeforefor

a fourlevelsystem [21],istheexternalexcitation ofthesystem .W econsideran incoherent

pum ping (either opticalor electrical),with rate P,which im plies the lack ofany upper

restriction in thenum berofphotonsinsidethecavity.M oreover,thesystem can em iteither

cavity photonswith arate�orleaky m odes,with arate,produced by transitionsbetween

theQD states.In thetotalHam iltonian thepum ping and em ission processesaredescribed

by thegeneralization ofsim ilarterm sappearing in thetwo-levelcase[22,23].

The m agnitudesofinterestfordescribing photon em ission are obtained from two-tim es

correlation functions or their Fourier transform s [10]. They can be calculated,by using
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thequantum regression theorem [10],from thedynam icsofthedensity m atrix in which the

degreesoffreedom oftheexternalreservoirhave been traced out.W ehave com puted such

dynam icsby m eansofa m asterequation within theusualrotating wave and Born-M arkov

approxim ations based on the fact that !C is m uch larger than any other energy or rate

in the problem [10,24,25]. M oreover,we consider only stationary regim e with t ! 1 .

The generalization ofthe m ethod developed fora two-levelsystem [23]bringsto a m aster

equation:

d

dt
�= i[�;H S]+

X

J= R ;L

�

2

�

2aJ�a
y

J
� a

y

J
aJ�� �a

y

J
aJ

�

+
X

i= j

i� j� jB ihG j

h


2

�

2�i��
y

je
it(!i� !j)� �

y

i�j�� ��
y

i�j

�

+
P

2

�

2�
y

i��je
it(!i� !j)� �i�

y

j�� ��i�
y

j

��

: (2)

Eq.(2)isrepresented in abasisjQD S;nR ;nLiwhereQD S isthesetofthefourQD states,

nR and nL the num ber ofrightand leftcavity photons respectively. This representation,

depicted in � gure 1,im pliesan in� nite setofdi� erentialequationswhich we truncate ata

m axim um num berofexcitations(excitonsplusphotons)taken aslarge asnecessary (typi-

cally 15). Thism eanssolving num erically,by m eansofa Runge-Kutta m ethod,a setofa

few thousandsdi� erentialequations.

Thepropertiesofthephoton pairsem itted outsidethecavity can bestudied from m ag-

nitudesinside cavity[10,21,23]. The discussion issim pli� ed by taking  � � so thatthe

em ission ofleaky m odes is negligible com pared with the rates ofcavity photons escaping

from the cavity. Then,the probabilities ofdetecting,outside the cavity,single and two

photonsareproportionalto

G
(1)

J
(t;t+ �) = ha

y

J
(t+ �)aJ(t)i; (3)

G
(2)

J;J0
(t;t+ �) = ha

y

J
(t)a

y

J0
(t+ �)aJ0(t+ �)aJ(t)i (4)

respectively (with J � R;L). The analysisand com parison am ong these probabilitieswill

producethe� rstofourm ain resultsm entioned above.

Asm entioned in theintroduction,thesecond aspectwewillconcentrateon istwo-beam

experim ents as those perform ed in other system s [14,15,16,17]in which one m easures
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linear polarizationswhich are di� erent on each ofthe beam s. As discussed above,in our

case thisrequiresa post-selection (probabilistic)processby a non-polarizing beam splitter

separatingthephoton pairin twobeam s.Aftersuch separation,theexperim entissim ilarto

those [14,15,16,17]m easuring coincidencesrelated to a second ordercorrelation function

with no delay (� = 0)

G
(2)

�
= ha

y

0a
y

�
a�a0i=

G
(2)

R ;R
+ G

(2)

L;L

4
+ G

(2)

R ;L
cos2� (5)

where a� = cos�(aR + aL)=
p
2+ isin�(aR � aL)=

p
2.M aking � = 0 in Eq.(4),thesecond

ordercorrelation functionstake,in ourbasis,theform :

G
(2)

R ;R
=

X

Q D S;nR ;nL

nR (nR � 1)hQD S;nR;nL j�jQD S;nR ;nLi; (6)

G
(2)

R ;L
=

X

Q D S;nR ;nL

nR nLhQD S;nR;nL j�jQD S;nR ;nLi; (7)

with an expression forG
(2)

L;L
sim ilarto thatofG

(2)

R ;R
. W e have taken the direction ofpolar-

ization ofone the beam s as the reference because G
(2)

�
is only a function ofa continuous

unknown,therelativeangle� between thetwo polarizations.Thevisibility

V =
m axG

(2)

�
� m inG

(2)

�

m axG
(2)

�
+ m inG

(2)

�

=
2G

(2)

R ;L

2G
(2)

R ;L
+ G

(2)

R ;R
+ G

(2)

L;L

(8)

ofthe function G
(2)

�
characterizes the degree ofpolarization entanglem ent in the photon

pair[14,15,16,17].

III. R ESU LT S

The � rst case we consider is one having a set ofparam eters interm ediate between the

di� erentsystem swherestrong coupling hasbeen found[7,8,9].Allthecouplingsaretaken

equalqi;J = q = 0:1m eV ,the rate ofem ission ofleaky m odesisvery sm all = 0:01m eV

and therateofem ission ofcavity m odes�= 0:1m eV isequaltoq.Sincein theexperim ents

[7,8]thedetuningsarevaried in a rangelargerthan q,wetake � 1 = � �2 = � = 0:5m eV

asa typicalvalue.

Figure2 showstheem ission spectra

SJ(!)/ <

Z
1

0

d�e
i!�
G
(1)

J
(t;t+ �) (9)

6



in the stationary lim it (t! 1 ). Results for two di� erent pum ping rates P = 0:05m eV

and P = 10m eV aregiven to show thata strong pum ping introducesa strong decoherence

[23]m asking thefeaturesofthespectrum .Thelow pum ping resultshowsa strong peak at

thecavity m odefrequency and a coupleofsatellitesattheexciton and biexciton transition

frequencies.Despitewearegiving only thespectrum ofcavity photons,satellitesappearas

a signatureofthestrong coupling regim e.

The pairem ission e� ciency (/ G (2))com pared with the single photon em ission proba-

bility (/ G (1))isusually represented by a param eter(g in reference [4])which in ourcase

ofcontinuouspum ping becom esthesecond ordercoherence function atzero delay

g
(2)

J;J0
(� = 0)= G

(2)

J;J0
(0)=G

(1)

J
(0)G

(1)

J0
(0): (10)

Figure3showsg
(2)

R ;R
and g

(2)

R ;L
forvaluesofq,and � considered aboveastypicalofcurrently

availablesam ples.Now P and �arenot� xed butvary along thetwo axisofthe� guresalso

in experim entally accessible regim es. The results do not show a very rich structure and,

worse than that,the beste� ciency forem itting pairs,i.e. the highestvalue ofg
(2)

R ;L
isnot

very high.

Since we do not get the kind ofresults we were looking for,we consider a second set

ofparam etersnotfarfrom the previousones: one needseitherhighervaluesofq orlower

regim esfor�,in afactoroftheorderof2to5.Therefore,weforcealittlebittheparam eters

and considerasecond case.Instead of� xingallthevaluesin m eV ,alltheratesand energies

aregiven in unitsofq having in m ind thata possible valueforthisscale could be 0:2m eV

or0:3m eV . Apartfrom this,we m aintain the ratios� 1 = � �2 = � = 5q and  = 0:1q,

while we m ust change the ratio between � and q in orderto really be in a di� erent case.

Figure4 showsg
(2)

R ;R
and g

(2)

R ;L
forthisnew setofparam etersin a rangeof�and P thatcan

bereasonably expected to beachievable[26].Apartfrom getting a structurericherthan the

onein � gure3,them ain advantageisa signi� cantly largervalueofg
(2)

R ;L
.Now theem ission

e� ciency ofRL pairscan beconsidered assatisfactory ascom pared totheem ission ofsingle

photons.

Apartfrom the im provem entthat� gure 4 representswith respectto � gure 3,a general

trend can be drawn for both cases. For increasing � and decreasing P, g
(2)

R ;L
increases

m onotonously while g
(2)

R ;R
tends to zero, a value only accessible in the quantum regim e.

In the whole range ofparam eters,g
(2)

R ;L
isalwaysgreaterthan 1. R and L photonscan be
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distinguish from each othersothat,asin thecaseofclassical� elds[27,28],G
(2)

R ;L
� G

(1)

R
G
(1)

L
.

Onthecontrary,whenthetwophotonshavethesam epolarization,theyareindistinguishable

introducing the term � 1 in the parenthesis ofEq. (6). This reduces G
(2)

R ;R
and produces

the quantum e� ect ofhaving values lower than 1 for g
(2)

R ;R
,i.e. quantum sub-Poissonian

distributionsforthe num berofphotons[10,27,28]. The continuouspum ping producesan

em ission ofpairsdi� erentto theusualsequentialtwo-photon cascadein which theem ission

ofthesecond photon isonly possibleaftertheem ission ofthe� rstphoton[28].

In ordertorealizethesigni� canceofourresultsforacontinuouspum pingofaQD within

a cavity,one m ust pointoutthatavailable experim entalresults forpulsed excitation ofa

QD withoutany cavity and collinearpolarization detection (�= 0)[4]giveg and g(2) in the

(m uch sm aller)rangebetween 0.01 and 0.1.

Our understanding ofthe results in � gures 3 and 4 allows us to analyze the second

aspect we m entioned in the introduction: the polarization entanglem ent visibility V in a

experim entwith di� erentlinearpolarizationsatthetwobeam sproduced byanon-polarizing

beam splitter. In orderto obtain a large visibility in Eq. (8),one needs a sm allvalue of

G
(2)

R ;R
. This isprecisely the quantum regim e with g

(2)

R ;R
< 1 occurring forlow P and large

� asobserved in ourresultsforV shown in � gures5 and 6. Once again,the visibility for

the second setofparam eters,shown in � gure 6,raisesup to valuescloserto 1 than those

corresponding to thecurrentsam plescaseshown in � gure5.

Let us try to understand the reason why our system seem s to be less e� cient than

expected concerning to the em ission ofa photon RL pair(except forthe regim e with low

P and large � in � gure 6). The actualsituation isnotwelldescribed by a sim ple picture

considering thatem ission ofone ofthese RL pairsissigni� cantly im proved by the double

resonance condition � 1 = � �2. Figure 1 showsthat,in ourbasis,apartfrom the ground

state there are two typesofsubsets with eithertwo orfourstates,forinstance the lowest

subsetwith fourstatescontainsjB 00i,jX + 01i,jX � 10iand jG11i. Inside one subset,

there arenottransitionscontributing to thecorrelation functionsG (1) and G (2).Therefore

theprocessesoccurring insideeach subsetarenotasim portantasthesim plepicturewould

im ply.On thecontrary,them ain physicsbehind photon em ission iscom ingfrom transitions

am ong di� erentsubsetsasdepicted in � gure1.

Finally,wem uststressthatwehaverepeated ouranalysisforQD’swith di� erentcharac-

teristics,in particularfortwocases:i)when thetwoexcitonsX + and X � arenotdegenerate
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and ii)when thereisnotperfect(butcloseto)doubleresonance� 1 6= � �2.W ehavefound

quantitativechanges,butin allthecases,theresultsshown hererem ain qualitatively valid.

Onecan concludethat,in spiteofnotbeingase� cientasexpected forem ittingRL pairs

ofphotons,the system showsa ratherrich and com plex behaviorincluding both quantum

and classicalregim es.Ourresultssuggestthat,even though currently availablesam plesare

notin the best regim e,they are close enough to expect that one can achieve a regim e of

e� cientem ission ofphoton pairs.In thequantum regim e,a post-selection procedurewould

allow toperform atwo beam sexperim entwith di� erentlinearpolarizationsin which alarge

polarization entanglem entvisibility could beachieved.
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FIG .1:(Coloron line)Ladderoflevels(black continuouslines)fora four-state Q D coupled to a

cavity m odewith the two possible(R;L)circularpolarizations.Statesarelabeled asdescribed in

the text with G nR nL (nR ;nL = 0;1;2;:::). Double (purple)continuous lines depictthe coupling

qi;J,dashed (red) lines the pum ping with rate P ,dotted (blue) lines the leaky m odes em ission

with rate  and dash-dotted (blue)linesthe em ission ofcavity m odeswith rate �. Pum ping and

em ission linesin the upperpartofthe diagram are notplotted in orderto sim plify the� gure.
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FIG .2: Spectrum (in arbitrary units)ofthe em ission ofcavity photonsfor!C = 1000,q = 0:1,

� 1 = � � 2 = 0:5, = 0:01,� = 0:1 and P = 0:05 and P = 10:0 (in dashed line) with allthe

m agnitudesin m eV.!X = !C + � 1 and !B = !C + � 2 labelthe frequenciesforrecom bination of

the exciton and biexciton respectively (see text).
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FIG .3: (Color on line) Second order coherence functions g
(2)

R ;R
and g

(2)

R ;L
describing the photon

pairem ission e� ciency (/ G (2))com pared with the single photon em ission probability (/ G (1)).

q= 0:1m eV,� 1 = � � 2 = 0:5m eV and  = 0:01m eV.Theline whereg
(2)

R ;R
= 1 islabeled.
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FIG .4: (Color on line) Second order coherence functions g
(2)

R ;R
and g
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R ;L
describing the photon

pairem ission e� ciency (/ G (2))com pared with the single photon em ission probability (/ G (1)).

� 1 = � � 2 = 5, = 0:1 in unitsofq.Theline whereg
(2)
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= 1 islabeled.

12



0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5

1

2

3

4

5
 

 

0.30

0.35

0.40

0.45

0.50

0.55

0.60

0.65

0.70

0.75

0.80

κ (meV)

P
 (

m
ev

)

FIG .5: (Color on line) Polarization entanglem ent visibility V for a pair of photons with two

di� erentlinearpolarizations.q= 0:1m eV,�1 = � � 2 = 0:5m eV, = 0:01m eV.
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FIG .6: (Color on line) Polarization entanglem ent visibility V for a pair of photons with two

di� erentlinearpolarizations.�1 = � � 2 = 5, = 0:1 in unitsofq.
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