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Thethird-orderpolarization em itted from groupsofindividuallocalized excitonictransitionsafter

pulsed opticalexcitation ism easured.W e observe the evolution ofthe nonlinearresponse from the

caseofa freepolarization decay fora singletransition,tothatofaphoton echo form any transitions.

The echo isshown to arise from the m utualrephasing ofthe em ission from individualtransitions.

Nonlinearopticalspectroscopy isa powerfultechnique

when investigating the electronic structure and dynam -

ics of m atter. Speci� cally, the third-order nonlinear-

ity probed in four-wave m ixing (FW M ),spectralhole-

burning, and pum p-probe experim ents can be used to

determ ine hom ogeneousline-shapesofinhom ogeneously

broadened transitions. This was � rst em ployed for nu-

clearspin transitionsexcited by radio-frequencies,which

show spin echoes [1]. The availability ofultrafast laser

pulsesallowed the echo technique to be extended to op-

ticalfrequencies [2, 3]. M ore recent experim ents have

seen the e� ectofinhom ogeneousbroadening be circum -

vented by m easuring on individualsystem s,such assin-

gleatom sin traps,singlem oleculeson surfaces,orsingle

localized exciton statesin sem iconductorquantum dots.

This is currently only possible in the opticalfrequency

range in which highly sensitive detectors are available.

In such experim ents,the m easurem ent tim e has to be

m uch longerthan the dephasing tim e in orderto collect

asu� cientnum berofphotons.Duringthistim e, uctua-

tionsin theenvironm entlead toslow spectraldi� usion of

thefrequency oftheinvestigated transitions(e.g.by the

Stark e� ect),resulting in an inhom ogeneousbroadening

in the m easurem entdue to the tim e-ensem ble [4]. As a

result,the typicalline-width ofsem iconductorquantum

dotsatlow tem peraturesm easured in single-dotphoto-

lum inescence is 10-1000�eV [5,6,7,8],while the ho-

m ogeneousline-width determ ined in photon echo experi-

m entsisabout1�eV [9,10,11]and can begiven by the

naturalline-width,i.e. the radiative decay rate. FW M

spectroscopyon individualexciton transitionscan distin-

guish between these two broadening m echanism s. How-

ever,untilnow FW M on single exciton states was only

perform ed using continuous wave excitation with non-

degeneratefrequencies[12,13].Therefore,theform ation

ofthephoton echofrom theinterferenceoftheFW M po-

larizationsofindividualtransitionshas,up to now,not

been observed.

In this work,we present transient four-wave m ixing

m easurem ents on individual, localized excitons. Us-

ing a m ultichannelheterodyne detection,the frequency-

resolved third-order polarization is m easured in am pli-

tudeand phase,so thatboth thetim eand thespectrally

resolved third-orderpolarization can beretrieved.Anal-

ogousto theintroduction ofpulsed nuclearm agneticres-

onance spectroscopy to replace scanning techniques,the

detection sensitivity isincreased signi� cantly by them ul-

tichanneldetection. This enables us to investigate the

evolution ofthe nonlinear response from the case ofa

free polarization decay to that ofa photon echo as the

num berofindividualtransitionsin an inhom ogeneously

broadened ensem ble isincreased.

The size ofthe investigated excitonic states is m uch

sm allerthan thewavelength oftheresonantlight.There-

fore,theem itted polarization ofan individualstateises-

sentially isotropic (apartfrom polarization e� ects),ren-

dering the com m only used directionalselection of the

four-wavem ixingsignaluseless.Todiscrim inatethefour-

wave m ixing signalin such a case,we have to use the

phase coherence ofthe signalrelative to the excitation

pulses, which is determ ined by the form of the third-

order polarization P (3) / E �
1E 2E 2,with the excitation

electric � eldsE1;2.In orderto be sensitive to the phase

ofthe em itted FW M � eld,we detect it via its interfer-

encewith a reference� eld Er.Such a detection principle

wasused to m easure pum p-probe and four-wavem ixing

in waveguides[14,15]and in planarInAs quantum dot

ensem bles[10].In theseinvestigationsoflargeensem bles

ofexcitonicstates(N > 105),theFW M wasem itted asa

photon echo [9]of� 100fsduration given by the inverse

inhom ogeneous broadening ofthe transition energies in

theexcited ensem ble.Conversely,when probing individ-

ualtransitions,the signalofeach transition isexpected

to be em itted asa free polarization decay,with a decay

tim e given by the intrinsic dephasing tim e ofthe transi-

tion,which can bem any ordersofm agnitudelongerthan

theensem blephoton echo.In ordertoe� ciently m easure

a signalofsuch rich spectralcom plexity,a m ultichannel

detection is needed. W e em ploy a m ultichannelhetero-

dyne schem e using spectrally resolved detection with a

charge-coupled device(CCD),and retrievethe signalby

spectralinterferom etry [16]. This schem e providesa si-
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m ultaneous m easurem ent ofallspectralcom ponents of

thesignalin both am plitudeand phase,allowing thede-

term ination ofthe signalin both frequency-and tim e-

dom ain by Fourier-transform .

A schem atic overview of the experim ental setup is

given in Fig.1.W estartwith opticalexcitation pulsesof

0.2ps duration at76M Hz repetition rate from a m ode-

locked Ti:sapphirelaserwith a centerfrequency !0.Two

pulsetrains1,2 arecreated by abeam -splitter,frequency

shifted with acousto-opticalm odulators(AO M s)by the

radiofrequencies
1=2�= 79M Hzand 
 2=2�= 80M Hz,

and recom bined into the sam e spatialm ode,with a rel-

ative delay tim e �, positive for pulse 1 leading. A

frequency-unshifted reference pulse train is recom bined

with thepulsetrains1,2in such away astopassthrough

thesam eopticsbutin asightlydi� erentdirection.In this

m anner,passive phase stability between the excitation

and thereferencebeam sisachieved overthewholeopti-

calpath.The pulsesare focussed onto the sam ple using

a m icroscopeobjectiveofa num ericalapertureNA= 0.85

m ounted in a helium bath cryostat.The FW M signalis

collected by thesam eobjective,and directed into a m ix-

ing AO M ,in such a way thatthe di� racted beam ofthe

signaloverlapswith the reference beam re ected by the

sam pleand viceversa.Them ixed beam sa,b (seeFig.1)

are spectrally resolved and detected by a liquid nitro-

gen cooled silicon CCD,m easuring their spectrally and

tim e-resolved intensitiesIa;b(!;t). In this notation,the

variable! describestheopticalfrequencies,with aresolu-

tion given by thespectrom eter(� 3G Hz),whilethetim e

variable t describes the low-frequency dynam ics,which

contains the m odulation due to the frequency shifts by

the AO M s [20]. The m ixing AO M down-shifts the sig-

nal� eld Es in frequency by 
d when de ected into the

reference � eld Er ,while the reference is frequency up-

shifted by 
d when de ected into thesignal.In thisway,

the interference frequency ofsignaland reference � elds

in the beam s a,b is shifted by 
d. The de ection e� -

ciency isadjusted to50% ,sothatthedetected intensities

aregiven by 2Ia;b(!;t)= jE rj
2 + jE sj

2 � 2<(E rE
�
se

i
 d t).

Since we detectIa;b(!;t)tem porally integrated overthe

exposure tim e T of the CCD (which is typically 50-

1000m s), only the interference close to zero frequency

(
 < 1=T) is detected. To recover the interference

term ,we subtract the two detected intensities,yielding

Id(!)= Ia � Ib = 2
RT

0
<(E rE

�
se

i
 d t)dt.

Having m easured the interference intensity Id(!),we

deduce the signal� eld in am plitude and phase by spec-

tral interferom etry [16], using the fact that the refer-

ence � eld isadjusted to precede the signal� eld in tim e:

F (� (t)F �1 (Id(!))) = E �
r(!)E s(!)e

i
 d t with the Heav-

iside function � (t),and the Fourier-transform operator

F . The tim e-range ofthe resulting tim e-resolved signal

� eld ofthis technique is lim ited by the spectralresolu-

tion to about 100ps, which is m uch sm aller than the

repetition period. The reference � eld am plitude can be

Ω1

ω1 = ω0+ Ω1

Ω2 ω2 = ω0+ Ω2

sample
τ

Spectro
-meter

ωr = ω0
Ωd

CCD

ω0

L1

L2

IbIa

FIG .1: Schem eoftheexperim entalsetup.Boxes:Acousto-

opticalm odulators ofthe indicated frequency. L1: High nu-

m ericalaperture (0.85) m icroscope objective. Spectrom eter:

Im aging spectrom eterof15�eV resolution.

determ ined by blocking the signalbeam and m easuring

Ia;b = jE rj
2 in thiscase.The referencephasecan be de-

term ined by nonlinearpulsecharacterization techniques,

or can be calculated from the chirp introduced by the

opticalcom ponentsin the setup.K nowing the reference

� eld Er(!), the signal� eld Es(!) can be determ ined.

The choice of
d selects the detected interference. For


d = 
1;2,the re ected excitation pulses 1,2 are m ea-

sured,while for
d = 2
2 � 
1,the em itted FW M � eld

/ E �
1E 2E 2 ism easured.Higher-ordernon-linearities,like

six-wavem ixing,can be detected analogously.

The investigated sam ple [17] consists of an M BE{

grown AlAs/G aAs/AlAs single quantum well with a

thickness increasing from approxim ately 4nm to 10nm

over a total lateral size of 200m m . The growth was

interrupted for 120s at each interface,allowing for the

form ation oflarge m onolayerislandson the growth sur-

face.Thesam plewasantire ection coated,and washeld

in a helium cryostatata tem perature ofT= 5K .Excit-

ing non-resonantly at1.96eV,focussed to thedi� raction

lim it, the confocally detected photolum inescence (PL)

is shown in Fig.2a. In order to select individualstates

within theopticalresolution oftheexperim ent(0.5�m ),

weadjusted thefractionalm onolayerthicknessoftheQ W

tobeabout-0.2M L [18],yieldingvery few localized exci-

ton statesin thelargestm onolayer(M L)thickness.This

wasdone by m onitoring the PL spectrum while m oving

theexcitation spotalong theQ W thicknessgradient.In-

dividualem ission linesarevisiblein the low-energy part

ofthespectrum ,correspondingtoindividuallocalized ex-

citons. Due to the di� usion ofthe excited carriersprior

to recom bination,the spatialresolution ofthe PL spec-

trum is notsigni� cantly im proved by the confocalexci-

tation,and is essentially determ ined by the di� raction

lim ited intensity resolution of0:61�=NA in the em ission

im aging.Thesam eregion wasinvestigated by theFW M

technique.Thelaserpulsespectrum shown in Fig.2a ex-
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FIG .2: a)Confocally excited / detected PL spectrum ofa

(0:5�m )
2
area ofa AlAs/G aAsQ W with a thicknessofabout

20.8M L (6nm ). The spectrum ofthe excitation pulses used

in the FW M experim entofb)and Fig.3 is shown as dotted

line.b)Spectrally resolved FW M intensity at� = 1ps.

cited only the excitonslocalized in the lowerm onolayer

in order to avoid large excited exciton densities. The

m easured spectrally resolved FW M at� = 1psisgiven

in Fig.2b. Itconsistsofseveralsharp resonancesof20-

30�eV FW HM .The FW M intensity is proportionalto

the third power of the excitation intensity, which im -

proves the spatial resolution to 0:36�=NA � 320nm .

O nly at the higher energy side ofthe PL em ission are

FW M resonances ofsigni� cant strength observed. The

FW M intensitiesofthe resonancesarenotclearly corre-

lated to thePL intensities.Thiscan beunderstood con-

sidering thepropertiesoftheresonancesdeterm ining the

respective signalstrength.The FW M intensity isdeter-

m ined only by the fourth powerofthe opticaltransition

dipole m om ent� ofthe resonance.The PL intensity in-

stead is determ ined by the radiative rate,proportional

to �2,and also by the relaxation dynam ics ofexcitons

into the localized state. Additionally,in the PL we use

non-resonantexcitation,forwhich charged exciton em is-

sion [19],having a binding energy ofabout4m eV,could

be present,explaining the lower energy peaks (e.g. at

1.628eV)in the PL.

The tem poralsequence ofthe experim ent,consisting

of the arrivalof pulse 1, pulse 2, and the subsequent

em ission ofthe FW M intensity can be m easured in the

experim entby choosing
d equalto 
1,
2,or2
2� 
1,

respectively,and is shown in Fig.3. Pulse 1 arrives at

t= � 20ps,and createsa � rst-orderpolarization thatos-

cillatesattheresonancefrequenciesofthesystem .Upon

thearrivalofpulse2att= 0,thispolarization interferes

with pulse2and createsadensity thatoscillateswith the
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FIG .3: Tim e-resolved FW M intensity from a group ofex-

citon states localized within an (0:5�m )
2
area. Excitation

pulses 1,2 (dashed line) and tim e-resolved FW M intensity

(solid line) for a delay tim e of� = 20ps are shown. Exci-

tation energieswere1.0 (1.9) fJ forpulse1(2),corresponding

to an intensity perpulse of0.4(0.75)�J/cm
2
atthequantum

well.

frequency 
2 � 
1. The polarization thatiscreated by

pulse 2 and that is proportionalto this density is the

third-orderpolarization.Ithasthe frequency 2
2 � 
1,

and isthesourceoftheself-di� racted FW M .TheFW M

is thus expected to start at t = 0,in agreem ent with

the experim entalobservation. Since severalresonances

offrequencies!k are em itting,theirsuperposition leads

to a strong tem poralbeating in thesignal.G enerally,we

can expressthe em itted FW M � eld E(3) for� > 0 fora

setofN two-levelsystem sas:

E
(3)(t;�)=

N
X

k= 1

�
4

kE 1(!k)E
2

2(!k)e
i!k (t��)� k (t+ �): (1)

with the dipole m om ents of the transitions �k and

theappropriately norm alized excitation � eld am plitudes

E 1;2(!)ofpulse1,2 atthefrequency !.Hereweassum e
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FIG .4: M easured relativephaseevolution oftheFW M �eld

of4 individualtransitionsofan ensem ble.Thecorresponding

FW M spectrum is shown in the m iddle row ofFig.5. The

phase noise ofabout0.3 rad isnotreadily discernible due to

the large phase scale.
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FIG .5: FW M intensity for � = 20ps,spectrally resolved

(left)and tim e-resolved (right),forexciton stateensem blesof

di�erent size. The estim ated fractionalenhancem ent by the

superradiance atthe photon echo tim e t= 20psisindicated.

thatthepulsespectralwidth ism uch largerthan thede-

phasing ratesk ofthe transitions.Att= �,the FW M

� elds from alltwo-levelsystem s are predicted to be in

phase,and thereforeto interfere constructively.Thisre-

sultsin a signalam plitude N tim eslargerthan theindi-

vidualFW M am plitudesofa singletransition.Forother

tim es,the phases are,in general,random ly distributed

dueto thedistribution ofthetransition frequencies,and

the enhancem entisreduced to �
p
N . In the lim itofa

large num ber ofsystem s in the ensem ble,the signalat

t= � isthusfarlargerthan atothertim es,and iscalled

a photon echo.Untilnow,thesignalaway from theecho

tim e,in therandom interferencetim e,wasnotobserved.

Here,wecan see(Fig.3)theform ation ofthephoton echo

by the constructive interference at t= 20ps. Since we

m easure the phase and am plitude ofthe signal,we can

determ ine the phase evolution for each resonance sepa-

rately by applying a spectral� lter.Theresultofsuch an

analysisfor4transitionsofan ensem bleisshown in Fig.4

(the corresponding spectrally resolved FW M isgiven in

the m iddle row ofFig.5). In the m easured phase evolu-

tion,therephasingoftheFW M � eldsfrom theindividual

transitionsatthe photon echo tim e t= 20psisdirectly

observed.

Furtherm ore,the fact that we can determ ine,in the

spectraldom ain, the num ber of states contributing to

the tim e-dom ain FW M signalallowsus,by appropriate

selection ofregionsofthe sam ple,to controlthe size of

the state ensem ble probed in the FW M .By system ati-

cally increasing the num ber ofparticipating transitions

from oneto m any,wecan thereforefollow theform ation

ofthe photon echo with increasing ensem ble sizes. This

evolution isshown in Fig.5 forensem blesofabout1,4,

and 10 transitions. W ith increasing ensem ble size N ,

the intensity enhancem entin the photon echo increases

roughly / N ,as expected from eqn.(1). The peaks o�

the photon echo tim e are due to subsidiary constructive

interferences ofsubgroups ofstates,and are prom inent

due to the sm allnum berofparticipating states.

In conclusion,we have m easured the transient third-

orderpolarization ofindividualquantum states in both

am plitudeand phase.Theform ation ofthephoton echo

with increasingensem blesizewasexperim entally dem on-

strated and thesignalwasshown to vary from a freepo-

larization decay for the single em itter to a photon echo

in theensem blelim it;wehavethusdem onstrated exper-

im entally the m icroscopic origin ofthe photon echo in

transientfour-wavem ixing in a solid state system .
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