
ar
X

iv
:c

on
d-

m
at

/0
50

57
28

v2
  [

co
nd

-m
at

.m
es

-h
al

l]
  2

4 
N

ov
 2

00
5

Statistics ofexcitons in quantum dots and the resulting m icrocavity em ission spectra
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A theoreticalinvestigation is presented ofthe statistics ofexcitons in quantum dots (Q D s) of

di�erentsizes. A form alism is developed to build the exciton creation operator in a dot from the

single exciton wavefunction and it is shown how this operator evolves from purely ferm ionic, in

case ofa sm allQ D ,to purely bosonic,in case oflarge Q D s. Nonlinearopticalem ission spectra of

sem iconductorm icrocavitiescontainingsingleQ D sarefound toexhibitapeculiarm ultipletstructure

which reducesto M ollow tripletand Rabidoubletin ferm ionic and bosonic lim its,respectively.
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Sem iconductor quantum dots (Q Ds)1 are a leading
technology for the investigation ofthe quantum realm .
They o�er exciting possibilities for quantum com puta-
tion and are im portant candidates for the next genera-
tion oflight em itters. In m ost cases,the best control
ofthe statesofthe con�ned carriersin Q Dsisobtained
through coupling to light2.Thislight-m atterinteraction
can be considerably enhanced by including the dot in
a m icrocavity,with pillars3,photonic crystals4 and m i-
crodisks5 being the currently favoured realizations.Ref-
erences[3,4,5]describe the �rstreports,in each ofthese
structures,ofvacuum �eld Rabisplitting,whereby one
excitation istransferred back and forth between thelight
and them atter�elds.Thiscontrastswith theweak cou-
pling regim e previously studied,6,7 where only quantita-
tiveperturbationsofthe dynam icsoccur,such asreduc-
tions in the lifetim es ofthe dot excitations (Purcellef-
fect).In thecaseofstrong coupling,however,thecoher-
entexchange ofenergy m ergesthe lightand m atterex-
citationsinto a new entity.Thisiscom m only referred to
as an exciton-polariton in sem iconductorphysics,8 with
an im portantexam plebeing thetwo-dim ensionalpolari-
tonsin planarm icrocavities,�rstobserved by W eisbuch
etal.9 In cavity quantum electrodynam ics (cQ ED),the
equivalent concept is the dressed state ofatom s by the
quantised electrom agnetic�eld.

In Q Ds,opticalinterband excitationscreate electron-
hole pairs or excitons,con�ned by a three-dim ensional
potentialwhich m akes their energy spectrum discrete.
Ifthispotentialism uch strongerthan the bulk exciton
binding energy,and ifthe sizeofthe dotissm allerthan
the corresponding exciton Bohrradius,the Coulom b in-
teraction between electronsand holescan be considered
asa perturbation. Forthe lowestexciton states,this is
the ferm ionic lim it where the Pauliexclusion principle
dom inates.In the opposite lim it,ifthe con�ning poten-
tialisweakorthesizeofthedotism uch greaterthan the
exciton Bohrradius,the exciton isquantized asa whole
particle. In this case,the bosonic nature ofexcitons is

expected to prevailover ferm ionic nature ofindividual
electrons and holes. An im portant question for the de-
scription ofem ission from Q Ds em bedded into cavities
in the strong coupling regim e iswhetherthe dotexcita-
tionscoupled to lightbehavelikeferm ionsorlikebosons.
Here we addressthe question ofwhich statistics (Bose-
Einstein, Ferm i-Dirac or a variation thereof) best de-
scribesexcitonsin Q Ds.Thisisa question which isvery
topicalin view ofthe recentexperim entalachievem ents,
and which has elicited substantialtheoreticalworks in
the past, in connection with the possibility of exciton
Bosecondensation.
In this paperwe derive the exciton creation operator

in a Q D which allowsthecalculation ofnonlinearoptical
spectra ofQ Dsin m icrocavities. The m odelwe develop
takesinto accountthesaturation ofthetransition dueto
Pauliexclusion alone and doesnotattem ptto solve the
com plex m anybody problem which ariseswhen Coulom b
interactions between excitons are included. Hence the
m odelism ostaccuratein describing thedeparturefrom
idealbosonic behaviour in large dots rather than near
the ferm ionic lim it in sm alldots. W e analyze the dot
size e�ect on the statistics ofexcitonsand dem onstrate
the transition from the ferm ionic to bosonic regim e. To
m otivate this, we begin by sum m arizing how the cou-
pling oflightm odeswith ferm ionicand bosonicm aterial
excitationsdi�er.
The Rabi doublet, with splitting am plitude 2�hg as

shown on Fig.1(a),is wellaccounted for theoretically
by the coupling with strength �hg oftwo quantized oscil-
latorsa and bboth obeying Bosealgebra,

[a;ay]= 1; (1)

and equivalently for b.W eshalldescribethiswellknown
and elem entary case in detailasitprovidesthe founda-
tion for m ost ofwhat follows. Neglecting o�-resonant
term slikeayby,the ham iltonian reads10

H = �h!(aya+ b
y
b)+ �hg(aby + a

y
b): (2)

W e assum ed degenerate energies�h! forthe two oscilla-
tors,which willnot a�ect our qualitative results,while
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sim plifying considerably the analyticalexpressions.O ne
oscillator,say a,describesthelight�eld whiletheother,
b,describes a bosonic m atter �eld. The analysis of(2)
can be m ade directly in the bare state basisji;jiwith i

excitationsin them atter�eld and jin thephotonic�eld,
i,j 2 N . The value ofthis approach is that the ex-
citation,loss and dephasing processes generally pertain
to the bare particles. For instance m atter excitations
areusually created by an externalsource(pum ping)and
lightexcitationscan belostby transm ission through the
cavity m irror.Thisphysicsisbestexpressed in the bare
statesbasis.
O n the other hand (2)assum es a straightforward ex-

pression in thebasisofso-called dressed states which di-
agonalisesthe Ham iltonian to read:

H = (�h! � �hg)pyp+ (�h! + �hg)qyq (3)

where py and qy create a coherentsuperposition ofbare
states,respectively in and outofphase:

p = (a+ b)=
p
2; q= (a� b)=

p
2: (4)

Forclarity we shallnote jji;jiithe dressed states,i.e.,
the eigenstates of (3) with i dressed particles of en-
ergy �h! � �hg and j ofenergy �h! + �hg. The m anifold
ofstates with n excitations thus reads,in the dressed
statesbasis:

H n = fjji;jii; i;j2 N with i+ j= ng (5)

Itsenergy diagram appearson theleftofFig.1 form an-
ifolds with zero (vacuum ), one, two and seven excita-
tions. W hen an excitation escapes the system while in
m anifold H n,a transition is m ade to the neighbouring
m anifold H n� 1 and theenergy di�erenceiscarried away,
eitherby the leaking outofa cavity photon,orthrough
exciton em ission intoaradiativem odeotherthan thatof
thecavity,ora non-radiativeprocess.Thedetailed anal-
ysis ofsuch processes requires a dynam icalstudy, but
as the cavity m ode radiation spectra can be com puted
with theknowledgeofonly theenergy leveldiagram s,we
shallkeep ouranalysisto thislevelforthepresentwork.
Theim portantfeatureofthisdissipation isthat,though
such processesinvolve a or b (rather than p orq),they
neverthelessstillresultin rem oving oneexcitation outof
one ofthe oscillators.Hence only transitionsfrom jji;jii

to jji� 1;jiiorjji;j� 1iiare allowed,bringing away,re-
spectively,�h! + �hg and �h! � �hg ofenergy,accounting for
the so-called Rabidoublet (provided the initialiand j

arenonzeroin which caseonly onetransition isallowed).
From the algebraic point ofview,this ofcourse follows
straightforwardly from (4)and orthogonality ofthebasis
states. Physically itcom esfrom the factthat,asin the
classicalcase,the coupled system acts as two indepen-
dentoscillatorsvibrating with frequencies! � g. In the
caseofvacuum �eld Rabisplitting,a singleexcitation is
shared between the two �elds,and so the m anifold H 1

is connected to the single line ofthe vacuum m anifold.
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FIG .1: (Color online) Energy diagram s ofthe two lim iting

casesofdressed bosons(left)and ferm ions(right).In the�rst

case the nth m anifold has constant energy splitting of2�hg

between allstates and couples to the (n � 1)th m anifold by

rem ovalofaquantum ofexcitation with energy �h!� �hg which

leadsto theRabidoublet,Fig.(a),with splitting 2�hg.In the

second case,each m anifold istwo-fold with a splitting which

increaseslike a square root. Allfourtransitions are allowed,

leading to the M ollow triplet,Fig.(b),for high values ofn

when the two m iddle transitions are close in energy. The

distancefrom thecentralpeak goeslike2�hg
p
n and theratio

of peaks is 1 : 2. The two lowest m anifolds (in blue) are

the sam e in both cases,m aking vacuum �eld Rabisplitting

insensitive to the statistics.
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In this case there is obviously no possibility beyond a
doublet.
Di�erent physics occurs when the excitations ofthe

m aterialare described by ferm ionic ratherthan bosonic
statistics.In thecaseofcavity Q ED them aterialisusu-
ally a beam ofatom s passing through the cavity, and
a single excitation is the independent responses ofthe
atom s to the light �eld excitation. The sim plest sit-
uation is that ofa dilute atom ic beam where a single
atom (driven at resonance so that it appears as a two-
levelssystem )iscoupled to a Fock state oflightwith a
largenum berofphotons.Thiscaseisdescribed theoret-
ically by theJaynes-Cum m ingsm odel11,in which a (the
radiation �eld) rem ains a Bose operator but b becom es
a ferm ionicoperatorwhich describestwo-levelssystem s,
by ! �+ with :

�+ =

�
0 1
0 0

�

: (6)

Then the atom m ust be in either the ground or the
excited state,allowing forthe m anifolds

H n = fj0;ni;j1;n � 1ig (7)

provided thatn � 1.Theassociated energydiagram sap-
pearon therightofFig.1,with two statesin each m an-
ifold (in our conventions j0;ni refers to the bare states
with atom in ground stateand n photons,whilej1;n � 1i
hasatom in excited stateand n� 1photons).Fortheres-
onantcondition,wherethetwo-levelstransition m atches
thecavity photon energy,thedressed statesforthism an-
ifold are split by an energy

p
n�hg. In the generalcase,

allfour transitions between the states in m anifolds H n

and H n� 1 arepossible,which resultsin a quadruplet.It
ishard to resolve thisquadruplet,butithasbeen done
in Fouriertransform oftim e resolved experim ents12. It
is sim pler to considerphotolum inescence directly under
continuousexcitation athigh intensity (wheretheuctu-
ationsofparticlesnum berhavelittlee�ect).In thiscase,
with n � 1,thetwo interm ediateenergiesarealm ostde-
generate and a triplet is obtained with its centralpeak
being abouttwice as high asthe two satellites. This is
the M ollow tripletofresonanceuorescence13.
Thuswearefaced with twolim itingcases,oneisapure

bosonic lim itwith equally spaced dressed statesresulting
in the linearRabidoublet,the otherthe pure ferm ionic
lim it with pairs ofdressed states ofincreasing splitting
within a m anifold but decreasing energy di�erence be-
tween two successive m anifolds,giving rise to the M ol-
low triplet. In m any ofthe strong coupling experim ents
conducted so far,and in allthereportsconcerning sem i-
conductor Q Ds,only one single excitation is exchanged
coherently,so thatthe statesaredressed by thevacuum
ofthe electrom agnetic �eld,resulting in the Rabidou-
blet. However,at this levelofexcitation,there is com -
pleteagreem entbetween thebosonicand ferm ionicm od-
els,with both providingagood description oftheexperi-
m entalobservations.Theprospectofstrongerpum ping,

with m ore than one excitation shared between the two
�elds,m akes it im portant to understand whether a re-
alisticsem iconductorQ D willcorrespond to the bosonic
orferm ioniccase,orsom ethinginterm ediatebetween the
two.
W e review and discuss som e ofthe m ore signi�cant

achievem ents in this �eld in section II. In section III
we lay down a generalform alism for building the exci-
ton creation operator.In section IV we study two lim it-
ing caseswhich resem ble Bose and Ferm istatistics. W e
show how in thegeneralcasethelum inescencebehaviour
interpolatesbetween these two lim itswhich we have al-
ready discussed,and calculate the second order coher-
ence of the em itted light. In section V we draw the
experim entalconsequences ofthe various statistics and
discusshow the spectra obtained allow a qualitativeun-
derstanding ofhow excitations distribute them selves in
the excitonic �eld. In the �nalsection we conclude and
discuss briey ongoing work to re�ne the m odelling of
the excitonicwavefunction.

II. EX C IT O N S A S Q U A SI-PA R T IC LES

The genericopticalexcitation in an intrinsic sem icon-
ductor is the electron-hole pair. In bulk, the two op-
positely charged particlescan be strongly correlated by
theCoulom b interaction and bound ashydrogenicstates
(W annier-M ott exciton). Although �nding binding en-
ergies and wavefunctions for the single exciton case is
a di�cult problem in various geom etries,14,15,16 as far
as the vacuum coupling lim it is concerned,the exciton
�eld operatorwhich linksthetwo m anifoldsH 1 and vac-
uum alwaysassum esthesim pleform �+ regardlessofthe
details ofthe exciton. As a particle constituted oftwo
ferm ions,the exciton iscom m only regarded asa boson,
from consideration ofthe angular m om entum addition
rules and the spin-statistics theorem . For a single par-
ticle,this isan exactstatem ent,albeita trivialone. It
ishowevergenerally agreed to hold atsm alldensities17.
In this case the Rabidoublet is obtained,as observed
experim entally3,4,5.
Athigherexcitation power,theproblem assum escon-

siderable com plexity aswellasfundam entalim portance
for physical applications. Already at the next higher
excitation| with onem oreelectron,holeorelectron-hole
pairadded to the �rstexciton| the situation o�ersrich
and various phenom ena both in weak18,19 and strong20

coupling,owing to the underlying com plexity ofthe ex-
citonic states. In this work we shallbe concerned with
resonantopticalpum ping,sothatexcitationsarecreated
in pairsand the system alwaysrem ainselectrically neu-
tral. W e shalldescribe as an exciton any state ofan
electron-holepair,whetheritisan atom -like 1s state or
has both particles independently quantised,15 and in a
m ore generalsense we shallalso use the term for any
com bination of particles which takes part in the exci-
tonic phase.Indeed the excitonic phase with m ore than
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onepairrequiresatthem ostaccuratelevela description
in term sofan excitonic com plex,e.g.,in term ofbiexci-
tons/bipolaritonsforstrongcouplingoftwoelectronsand
two holeswith light20.Thiscom esfrom theCoulom b in-
teraction which linksallchargecarrierstogetherand,in
a m ostfundam entalway,also from the antisym m etry of
thewavefunction which dem andsasign changewhenever
twoidenticalferm ions(electronsorholes)areswapped in
thesystem .Howeverin som econ�gurations,especiallyin
planarcavities,a widely accepted hypothesisofbosonic
behaviorofexcitonsand thederived polaritonshasbeen
investigated for e�ects such as the exciton boser21,po-
lariton am pli�er22,23,24 and polariton lasers25,26.Thein-
ternalstructure ofthe exciton which gives rise to both
deviationsfrom theBose-statisticsand interactionsofthe
electron-holepairsisthen expressed asan e�ectiverepul-
sive force in a bosonised Ham iltonian (due to Coulom b
interaction and Paulie�ect in the form ofphase-space
�lling orexchangeinteraction27,28).
This bosonic approach for excitons m et early oppo-

sition in favour ofan analysis in the electron-hole ba-
sis29,30,31. Com bescot and co-workers investigated the
possibility ofbosonisation ofexcitons32,33,34,35 and con-
cluded against it. They point out its internal incon-
sistency, as the sam e interaction binds the underlying
ferm ions, and therefore de�nes the exciton, while also
being responsible for exciton-exciton scattering;this is
inconsistentwith theindistinguishability oftheparticles.
These authorsintroduce the \proteon" asthe paradigm
for Bose-like com posite particle and propose a form al-
ism (\com m utation technics") which essentially relies
on evaluating quantum correlators in the ferm ion basis
with operators linked through the single exciton wave-
function. The im portance ofFerm istatisticsofthe un-
derlying constituentshasalso been pointed outby Rom -
boutsand co-workersin connection to atom ic and exci-
toniccondensates36,37.In both casesthecom posite\bo-
son" creation operatorreads

B
y =

X

k

�k�
y

k
&
y

� k
(8)

in term of�k,&k the ferm ion operators

f�k;�
y

k0g = �k;k0; f�k;�k0g= 0 (9)

(sam e for &k),respectively for an electron and hole (or
proton in the atom ic case37)ofm om entum k. Thisop-
eratorcreates excitons with the center-of-m assm om en-
tum K = 0 in a system with translationalinvariance.It
wasappreciated long ago17 thattheoperatorsB y and B
areno-longerexactbosonicoperators,butinstead satisfy,

[B ;B y]= 1� D ; (10)

whereD isanonzerooperator,though with sm allm atrix
elem entsatlow exciton densities.
O urapproach isbased on ade�nition sim ilartoEq.(8)

forthe exciton operator.Instead ofanalysing the devia-
tionsin thecom m utation relationship (10)wederivethe

m atrix elem ents ofthe operator B y. The direct anal-
ysis ofthese m atrix elem ents allows us to trace depar-
tures from Bose-statisticsand to investigate the transi-
tionsbetween bosonic and ferm ionic behavioursofexci-
tonsin Q Ds.W eshallcom pareourresultswith thoseof
Refs.[32,33,34,35,36,37].Forconvenience,wewillreferto
thesetwo setsofpublicationsthrough thenam esoftheir
�rstauthors,keeping in m ind thatthey areco-authored
papers,aslisted in the references.

III. FO R M A LISM

W e consider a Q D,which localises the excitation in
realspace. Thus our m ain departure from Com bescot
and Rom boutsisthatourexciton creation operator,X y,
isexpressed in realspaceand withoutthezero center-of-
m assm om entum restriction,

X
y =

X

ne;nh

Cne;nh
�
y
ne
&
y
nh

(11)

where�ne
and &nh

areferm ion creation operators,cf.(9),
foran electron and a hole in state

�
�’ene

�
and

�
�’hnh

�
,re-

spectively:

�
y
ne
j0i=

�
�’

e
ne

�
; &

y
nh
j0i=

�
�’

h
nh

�
; (12)

with j0i denoting both the electron and hole vacuum
�elds. W e carry outthe analysisin realspace with the
setofbasiswavefunctions

’
e
ne
(re)= hrej’

e
ne
i and ’

h
nh
(rh)= hrhj’

h
nh
i (13)

with re and rh the positions ofthe electron and hole,
respectively.Subscriptsne and nh arem ulti-indicesenu-
m erating allquantum num bers ofelectrons and holes.
Thespeci�csofthethree-dim ensionalcon�nem entm an-
ifestsitselfin thediscretecharacterofne and nh com po-
nents.
W erestrictourconsiderationsto thedirectband sem i-

conductorwith non-degeneratevalenceband.Such a sit-
uation can be experim entally achieved in Q Ds form ed
in conventionalIII-V orII-VIsem iconductors,wherethe
light-hole levels lie far,in energy,heavy-hole ones due
to the e�ects ofstrain and size quantization along the
growth axis2. Therefore,only electron-heavy hole exci-
tons need to be considered. M oreover,we willneglect
the spin degree offreedom ofthe electron-hole pairand
assum e allcarriers to be spin polarized. This can be
realized by pum ping thesystem with lightofde�nitecir-
cularpolarization,asspin-lattice relaxation isknown to
be very ine�cientin Q Ds.
The(single)exciton wavefunction j’iresultsfrom the

application ofX y on the vacuum . In realspace coordi-
nates:

hre;rhj’i= ’(re;rh)=
X

ne;nh

Cne;nh
’
e
ne
(re)’

h
nh
(rh):

(14)
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Atthisstagewedo notspecify thewavefunction (that
is,thecoe�cientsC ne;nh

),which dependson variousfac-
torssuch asthedotgeom etry,electron and holee�ective
m assesand dielectricconstant.Rather,weconsiderthen
excitonsstatewhich resultsfrom successiveexcitation of
the system through X y:

j	 ni= (X y)n j0i; (15)

W elaterdiscussin m oredetailswhatapproxim ationsare
beingm adehere.Fornow weproceed bynorm alisingthis
wavefunction

jni=
1

N n

j	 ni (16)

where,by de�nition ofthe norm alization constant

N n =
p
h	 nj	 ni: (17)

Thecreation operatorX y can now beobtained explic-
itly. W e call�n the non-zero m atrix elem entwhich lies
below the diagonalin the excitonsrepresentation:

�n = hnjX yjn � 1i; (18)

which,by com paring Eqs.(15{18)turnsoutto be

�n =
N n

N n� 1

: (19)

W e now undertake to link �n with the coe�-
cients Cne;nh

,which assum e a speci�c form only when
thesystem itselfhasbeen characterised.Thegeneralre-
lationship ism ore easily obtained in the realspace than
with the operator representation (11). Indeed the non-
norm alized n-excitons wavefunction assum es the sim ple
form ofa Slaterdeterm inant

	 n(re1;:::;ren ;rh1;:::;rhn )= det
1� i;j� n

[’(rei;rhj)];

(20)

explicitly ensuring the antisym m etry of 	 n upon ex-
change oftwo identicalferm ions (holes and electrons),
asresultsfrom the anticom m utation rule (9)in the nth
powerofoperatorX y,cf.(11).

Thedeterm inantcanbecom puted explicitly,byexpan-
sion ofitsm inorswhich resultsin the recurrentrelation

N 2
n =

1

n

nX

m = 1

(� 1)m + 1
�m N

2
n� m

m � 1Y

j= 0

(n � j)2; (21)

with N 0 = 1 and �m the irreducible m -excitonsoverlap
integrals,1 � m � n:

�m =

Z  
m � 1Y

i= 1

’
�(rei;rhi)’(rei;rhi+ 1

)

!

’
�(rem ;rhm )’(rem ;rh1)dre1 :::drem drh1 :::drhm (22)

Thedeterm inantcan also besolved by directcom binato-
rialevaluation,counting allcom binations which can be
factored outasproductsof�m . The resultexpressed in
thisway reads:

N 2
n =

p(n)X

�= 1

Cn(�)
NY

m = 1

�
�� (m )
m (23)

wherep(n)isthepartition function ofn (num berofways
to writen asa sum ofpositiveintegers,i.e.,asan integer
partition ofn)and ��(i)isthenum beroftim esthati2
N appearsin the �th partition ofn.The coe�cientsC n

read:

Cn(�)� n!(� 1)n+
P

n

m = 1
�� (m )

Y

fnig

�
n �

P i� 1

j= 1
nj

ni

�
(ni� 1)!

��(i)!

where the product is taken over the integers ni which
enterin the �th partition ofn,i.e.,n =

P

i
ni.

The procedure to calculate the m atrix elem ents of
the creation operatorisasfollows: O ne startsfrom the
envelope function ’(re;rh) for a single exciton. Then
one calculatesalloverlap integrals�m asgiven by (22),
for 1 � m � n where n is the highest m anifold to be
accessed. Then the norm s can be com puted,the m ore
practicalway being recursively with (21). Finally the
m atrix elem ents�n areobtained asthesuccessivenorm s
ratio,cf.(18). O nce �n are known the em ission spectra
can be calculated with ease. W e note here thatthe nu-
m ericalcom putation ofthe �m and �n values needs to
be carried outwith greatcare. The cancellation ofthe
large num bers ofterm s involved in Eq.(21) requires a
very high-precision evaluation of�m .

Although derived from the form ulation in real
space (20),the recurrentrelation (21),or its analytical
solution (23),isa property offerm ion pairs,so itapplies
to theferm ionicoperatorsin (8)aswell.Thecoreofthe
m athem aticalresultscontained in these two expressions
has in fact been obtained by Com bescot32 through di-
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rectevaluation with theoperatoralgebrainvolved in B y.
The only di�erence with her approach and ours is that
hercorresponding quantity �m (which shenotes�m )ap-
pearsasa seriesin the (reciprocalspace)wavefunction

�m =
X

k

j�kj
2m (24)

asopposed to the overlap integral(22).
W ith suchasim pleexpressionas(24),Com bescotetal.

havebeen abletoobtainapproxim ateanalyticalform sfor
1s statesofexcitonsin both 3D and 2D.The sum over
reciprocalspace is approxim ated as an integralin the
continuum lim it,and since �k depends on k = jkjonly,
thisbecom es

P

k
j�kj

2m !
R
Vkj�kj

2m dk with Vk = 4�k2

or2�k,respectively,yielding32

�m = z
m � 116

(8m � 5)!!

(8m � 2)!!
in 3D; (25)

�m =
2ym � 1

3m � 1
in 2D; (26)

with zand ydim ensionlessparam etersinvolvingtheratio
ofBohrradiusaB to thesizeofthesystem .In Ref.[32],
thiscontinuousapproxim ation isused even when thesys-
tem sizebecom esso sm allthatthequantization becom es
noticeable,as a result ofwhich a negative norm is ob-
tained even for a wellde�ned wavefunction. However,
the authors interpret incorrectly this negative norm as
theresultofan unphysicalexciton wavefunction and thus
the breakdown ofthe bosonic picture. To dem onstrate
this,we havecom puted num erically the valuesof�m by
directsum m ation ofEq.(24)and used them to evaluate
norm alization constantsN n.Som eresultsofthecom pu-
tation are shown in Fig.2. The insetshowsthe depen-
dence ofN 1 � �1 vs.the ratio ofcrystalsize L to 3D
exciton BohrradiusaB . The continuousapproxim ation
Eq.(25)gives �1 = 1,shown by the dashed line in the
inset. The solid line displays the value of�1 com puted
exactly with (24):itapproaches1 when L=aB ! 1 but
departsstrongly from 1 asthesizeofthesystem reduces,
sincetherealwavefunction changesasthesystem shrinks
aboutit.Atthevery leastthisneedsto betaken intoac-
countby correcting thenorm alization constantof�k,as
otherwiseunphysicalresultm ay arise.Them ain partof
the �gure showsthe two-excitonsnorm alization N 2 cal-
culated by both m ethods.W e�nd thatforallL=aB ,the
exactN 2 neverbecom esnegativein clearconstrastwith
thebehaviorobtained with theapproxim ated value(25).
Henceitisnotpossibleto usetheappearanceofa nega-
tivenorm asa criterion forbosonicbreakdown.

IV . LIM IT IN G C A SES

W e shallnotattem ptin thispaperto go through the
lenghtyand com plicatedtaskofthenum ericalcalculation
oftheexciton creation operatorm atrix elem entsfora re-
alistic Q D.Rather,we considerhere a m odelwavefunc-
tion which can be integrated analytically and illustrates
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FIG .2: Norm alization constant N 2 vs.ratio ofcrystalsize

L to 3D exciton Bohr radius aB . D ashed line shows the re-

sultusing theapproxim ated expression (25)for�m and solid

line using the exact evaluation of the sum on the m esh in

reciprocalspace. The negative value ofthe norm used as a

criterion forboson wavefunction breakdown in Ref.[32]isan

artifact ofthis approxim ation. W ith the genuine wavefunc-

tion,ourprocedureyieldsanon-arbitrary waytoconsiderhow

the wavefunction vanishing norm a�ects the bosonic charac-

ter ofthe excitation. Inset displays N 1 vs.L=aB com puted

on m esh (solid)and according to Eq.(25)(dashes).

som e expected typicalbehaviours. Before this,we com -
m ent briey on the lim iting cases ofBose-Einstein and
Ferm i-Dirac statisticsand how they can be recovered in
the generalsetting ofthissection.
This willbe m ade m ost clear through consideration

ofthe explicit case oftwo excitons (n = 2). Then the
wavefunction reads

	 2(re1;re2;rh1;rh2)= ’(re1;rh1)’(re2;rh2)

� ’(re1;rh2)’(re2;rh1) (27)

with itsnorm alization constant(17)readily obtained as

N 2
2 =

Z

j	 2(re1;re2;rh1;rh2)j
2
dre1 :::drh2 = 2� 2�2

(28)

where�2,thetwo-excitonsoverlap integral,readsexplic-
itly

�2 =

Z

’(re1;rh1)’(re2;rh2)

’(re1;rh2)’(re2;rh1)dre1 :::drh2: (29)

Thisintegralisthesignatureofthecom positenatureof
theexciton.Them inussign in (28)resultsfrom thePauli
principle:two ferm ions(electronsand holes)cannotoc-
cupy the sam e state. Assum ing ’(re;rh)isnorm alised,
N 1 = 1,so according to (19),

�2 =
p
2� 2�2: (30)
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Since0 � �2 � 1 thisissm allerthan orequalto
p
2,the

corresponding m atrix elem ent ofa true boson creation
operator.Thisresulthasatransparentphysicalm eaning:
sincetwo identicalferm ionsfrom two excitonscannotbe
in the sam e quantum state,itis\harder" to create two
realexcitons,whereunderlying structureisprobed,than
two idealbosons. W e note that ifL is the Q D lateral
dim ension,�2 � (aB =L)2 � 1 when L � aB . Thus in
largeQ Dstheoverlap ofexcitonicwavefunctionsissm all,
so �2 �

p
2 and the bosonic lim it isrecovered. O n the

other hand,in a sm allQ D,where Coulom b interaction
isunim portantcom pared to the dotpotentialcon�ning
the carriers,the electron and hole can be regarded as
quantized separately:

’(re;rh)= ’
e(re)’

h(rh) (31)

In this case all�m = 1 and subsequently all�m = 0
at the exception of�1 = 1. This is the ferm ionic lim it
whereX y m apsto the Paulim atrix �+ ,cf.(6).
W e now turn to the generalcase of arbitrary sized

Q Ds, interpolating between the (sm all) ferm ionic and
(large) bosonic lim its. W e assum e a G aussian form for
the wavefunction which allows to evaluate analytically
alltherequired quantities.Asnum ericalaccuracy isnot
the chiefgoalofthis work we further assum e in-plane
coordinatesx and y to be uncorrelated to easethe com -
putations.Thewavefunction reads:

’(re;rh)= Cexp(� er
2
e � hr

2
h � ehre � rh) (32)

properly norm alized with

C =

p
4eh � 2

eh

�
(33)

provided thateh 2 [� 2
p
eh;0]with e,h � 0. The

 param etersallow to interpolatebetween the largeand
sm alldotlim itswithin the sam e wavefunction. To con-
nect these param eterse,h and eh to physicalquan-
tities,(32) is regarded as a trialwavefunction which is
to m inim izethe ham iltonian H Q D con�ning theelectron
and hole in a quadratic potentialwhere they interact
through Coulom b interaction15:

H Q D =
X

i= e;h

�
p2i

2m i

+
1

2
m i!

2
r
2
i

�

�
e2

�jre � rhj
(34)

Here pi the m om entum operator for the electron and
hole,i= e,h,respectively,m e,m h theelectron and hole
m asses,! thefrequency which characterisesthestrength
ofthe con�ning potential,e the charge ofthe electron
and � the background dielectric constant screening the
Coulom b interaction. This ham iltonian de�nes the two
length scalesofourproblem ,the2D BohrradiusaB and
the dotsizeL:

aB =
��h2

2�e2
(35a)

L =

s

�h

�!
(35b)
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FIG .3: Ratio of param eters � eh and  (with  = e =

h) as a function ofL=aB . For large dots where L � aB ,

� eh= � 2 which corresponds to the bosonic lim it where

the electron and hole are strongly correlated. For shallow

dots where L � aB , � eh= � 0 with electron and hole

quantized separately. The transition is shown as the result

ofa variationalprocedure,with an abrupt transition when

the dotsize becom escom parable to the BohrRadius.

where � = m em h=(m e + m h)isthe reduced m assofthe
electron-hole pair. To sim plify the following discussion
we assum e that m e = m h,resulting in e = h = .
The trial wavefunction (32) separates as ’(re;rh) =
C�(R )�(r)where r= re � rh isthe radius-vectorofrel-
ative m otion and R = (re + rh)=2 isthe center-of-m ass
position:

�(R ) =

p
2(2 + eh)

p
�

exp
�
� R

2[2 + eh]
�
(36a)

�(r) =

p
2 � eh
p
2�

exp

�

� r
2

�
2 � eh

4

��

(36b)

Eq.(36a)isan eigenstateofthecenter-of-m assenergy
operatorand equating its param eters with those ofthe
exact solution yields the relationship 2 + eh = 2=L2.
Thisconstrain allowsto m inim ise (36b)with respectto
a single param eter,a = � eh=2+ 1=(2L2),which even-
tually am ountsto m inim ise4aB=a2 + aB a

2=L4 � 2
p
�=a.

Doingsowehaveobtained theratio� eh= asafunction
ofL=aB displayed on Fig.3.Thetransition from bosonic
toferm ionicregim eisseen to occursharply when thedot
size becom escom m ensurable with the Bohrradius. For
largedots,i.e.,forlargevaluesofL=aB,the ratio iswell
approxim ated by the expression

� eh= = 2� (aB =L)
2 (37)

so thatin thelim itaB =L ! 0,Eq.(32)reads’(re;rh)/
exp(� (

p
ere �

p
hrh)2) with vanishing norm alization

constant.Thism im icsa freeexciton in an in�nitequan-
tum well. It corresponds to the bosonic case. O n the
other hand, if L is sm all com pared to the Bohr ra-
dius, with eh ! 0, the lim it (31) is recovered with
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’ / exp(� er
2
e)exp(� hr

2
h). This corresponds to the

ferm ioniccase.
O ne can readily check that (32) gives, in the case

eh ! � 2
p
eh, an exciton binding energy which is

sm allerby only 20% than thatcalculated with a hydro-
genic wavefunction,which shows that the G aussian ap-
proxim ation should betolerableforqualitativeand sem i-
quantitative results. M oreover,its form corresponds to
the generalshape ofa trialwavefunction foran exciton
in an arbitrary Q D,38 with the only di�erence that we
taketheG aussian expression instead ofa Bohrexponen-
tialfor the wavefunction ofthe relative m otion ofthe
electron and hole. This com prom ise to num ericalaccu-
racy allows on the other hand to obtain analyticalex-
pressions for allthe key param eters,starting with the
overlap integrals(22)which takea sim ple form in term s
ofm ultivariateG aussians:

�m = C2m
Z

exp(� x
T
Ax)dx

Z

exp(� y
T
Ay)dy (38)

where

x
T = (xe1;xe2;:::;xem ;xh1;xh2;:::;xhm ) (39a)

y
T = (ye1;ye2;:::;yem ;yh1;yh2;:::;yhm ) (39b)

arethe2m dim ensionalvectorswhich encapsulateallthe
degreesoffreedom ofthe m excitons-com plex,and A is
a positive de�nite sym m etric m atrix which equates(22)
and (38),i.e.,which satis�es

x
T
Ax = 2e

mX

i= 1

x
2
i + 2h

2mX

i= m + 1

x
2
i + ehxm xm + 1

+ eh

mX

i= 1

xixm + i+ eh

m � 1X

i= 1

xixm + i+ 1 (40)

and likewisefory (to sim plify notation wehavenotwrit-
ten an index m on x,y and A,butthesenaturally scale
with �m ).The identity for2m -fold G aussian integrals

Z

exp(� x
T
Ax)dx =

�m

p
detA

(41)

allows us to obtain an analyticalexpression for �m ,al-
though a cum bersom e one. The determ inantofthe m a-
trix A reads

detA = eh
2m

mX

k= 0

m � kX

l= 0

(� 1)bm =2c+ kA m (k;l)

�
eh

eh
2

� k

:

(42)

Hereweintroduced a quantity

A m (k;l)= A 0
m (k;l)

+
mX

i= 1

�
A 0
m � i(k;l� i)� A0m � i� 1(k;l� i)

�
(43)

and

A 0
m (k;l)=

p(l)X

�= 1

(
P

i
�l�(i))!

Q

i
�l�(i)!

�

�
m � l

P

i
�l�(i)

��
m � l�

P

i
�l�(i)

k�
P

i
�l�(i)

�

(44)

with k 2]0;m ],l2 [0;m ]and p(l)and ��(i)already in-
troduced as the partition function ofland the num ber
ofoccurenceofiin its�th partition.Forthe casek = 0
the �nite size ofthe m atrix im pliesa specialrule which
readsA m (0;l)= 4�m ;l�m � 2;0. Togetherwith (33),(41)
and (42),expression(38)providesthe�m in theG aussian
approxim ation. O ne can see the considerable com plex-
ity oftheexpressionsdespitethesim plicity ofthem odel
wavefunction. O nce again,even a num ericaltreatm ent
m eets with di�culties owing to m anipulations ofseries
oflargequantitieswhich sum to sm allvalues.W ehad to
turn to exactalgebraiccom putationsto obtain �n coef-
�cientsfree from num ericalartifacts. Before we present
the num ericalresults, we once again turn to the lim -
iting case ofa large Q D (L � aB ) where the bosonic
behaviour m ay be expected,putting again for sim plic-
ity e = h = . W hen Eq.(37) holds,rather lengthy
algebraicm anipulationsyield

�m �
(2aB =L)2(m � 1)

m 2
: (45)

Thisapproxim ation isvalid forsm allvaluesofaB =L and
form � L=aB. In com putationsof�n with n � L=aB,
the denom inatorin Eq.(45)playsa m inorroleand

�n =
p
n
p
1� 2(n � 1)(aB =L)2: (46)

Thus in the sm all-n lim it the m atrix elem ents of the
exciton creation operator are close to that of bosons
and the corrections arise proportionally to the param -
etern(aB =L)2.
Fig.4 showsthebehaviourof�n fordi�erentvaluesof

eh interpolatingfrom thebosoniccase(eh = � 2
p
eh)

to the ferm ionic case (eh = 0). The crossover from
bosonic to ferm ionic lim it can be clearly seen: for eh
closeto � 2

p
eh,thecurvebehaveslike

p
n,thedevia-

tionsfrom thisexactbosonic resultbecom ing m orepro-
nounced with increasing n. For eh close to � 2

p
eh,

the curve initially behaveslike
p
n,the deviationsfrom

thisexactbosonicresultbecom ingm orepronounced with
increasing n.The curve isultim ately decreasing beyond
a num berofexcitationswhich issm allerthe greaterthe
departureofeh from � 2

p
eh.Aftertheinitialrise,as

the overlap between electron and hole wavefunctions is
sm alland bosonic behaviour is found,the decrease fol-
lowsasthedensity becom esso largethatPauliexclusion
becom essigni�cant.Then excitonscannotbeconsidered
as structure-less particles,and ferm ionic characteristics
em erge. W ith eh going to 0,thisbehaviourisreplaced
by a m onatonically decreasing�n,which m eansthatitis
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FIG .4: (a) M atrix elem ents �n ofthe exciton creation op-

erator X
y
calculated for n � 15 for various trial wave-

functions. The top curve shows the lim it of true bosons

where �n =
p
n and the bottom curve the lim it of true

ferm ions where �n = �n;1. Interm ediate cases are obtained

forvaluesofeh from � 1:95
p
eh down to� 0:2

p
eh,inter-

polating between theboson and ferm ion lim it.(b)M agni�ed

region close to the ferm ion lim it.Valuesdisplayed are every-

where given in unitsof
p
eh.

\harderand harder"to add excitonsin thesam estatein
the Q D;the ferm ionic nature ofexcitonsbecom esm ore
and m oreim portant.
An im portant quantity for single m ode particles,es-

pecially in connection to their coherent features,is the
(norm alised)second ordercorrelatorg2 which in ourcase
reads

g2(t;�)=
hX y(t)X y(t+ �)X (t+ �)X (t)i

ĥ�(t)iĥ�(t+ �)i
(47)

where �̂ isthe exciton num beroperatorwhich satis�es

�̂jni= njni (48)

with jnithebareexciton statewith n electron-holepairs,
cf.(15{16). At our energy diagram level,we can only
com pute zero-delay � = 0 correlations and there is no
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FIG .5: Second order correlator g2(0) ofthe excitonic �eld

for Fock states jni given by Eqs. (15{16) as a function

ofeh=
p
eh which interpolatesbetween theferm ionic(� 0:5,

� 1 and � 1:5) and bosonic (� 1:9,� 1:95,� 1:99) lim its. Up-

perline correspondsto pure bosons(eh = � 2
p
eh).W ith

increasing ferm ionic character the antibunching is very pro-

nounced at high intensities. Close to the ferm ionic lim it,g2
isalwaysvery sm alland vanishesquickly.

dynam icsso t! 1 . Eq.(47)reduces to g2(0)a quan-
tity,which isoneofgreatphysicaland experim entalrel-
evance. It willbe su�cient for our description to con-
sider Fock states of excitons only, although an exten-
sion to other quantum states is straightforward. The
m atrix representation in the basis of states jni reads
X y2X 2 = (�2i� 1�

2
i�i;j)0� i;j with �i = 0 ifi< 1,so that

fora Fock state with n excitons,

g2(0)=
�2n� 1�

2
n

n2
(49)

Note thatregardlessofthe m odel,g2(0)= 0 forn = 1.
G eneralresultsaredisplayed on Fig.5.They correspond
to the exciton �eld which isthe one ofm ostinterestto
us, and could be probed in a two-photons correlation
experim ent with the light em itted directly by the exci-
ton. W e com pare the result to the pure bosonic case
where �n =

p
n and therefore g2(0) = (n � 1)=n so

that g2 ! 1 with increasing num ber ofparticles which
expressesthe sim ilarity ofan intense Fock state with a
coherent state (especially regarding their uctuations).
In ourcase,however,the underlying ferm ionic structure
resultsin an antibunching ofexcitons,i.e.,the probabil-
ity of�nding two excitonsatthesam etim eislowered at
high exciton densities.Close to the ferm ionic lim it,this
antibunching is very pronounced and itis very unlikely
to havem orethan oneexciton in thesystem .
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V . C O U P LIN G T O A SIN G LE R A D IA T IO N

M O D E O F A M IC R O C AV IT Y

W e now present the em ission spectra ofthe coupled
cavity-dotsystem when the exciton �eld isdescribed by
the creation operator X y. The procedure is straight-
forward in principleand isa directextension ofthecon-
ceptsdiscussed atlength in theintroduction.Theham il-
tonian assum es the sam e form as previously, but now
with X aswede�ned itforthe m atter-�eld b:

H = �h!(aya+ �̂)+ �hg(aX y + a
y
X ); (50)

As(50)conservesthetotalnum berofexcitations� = n+
m ,itcan be decoupled by decom position ofthe identity
as

1 =
1X

�= 0

m in(N ;�)X

n= 0

jn;� � nih� � n;nj: (51)

where N is the sm aller index n for which �n becom es
zero.In theG aussian wavefunction approxim ation with-
out interaction, no �n ever becom es exactly zero, in
which case N ! 1 and the upper lim it in the second
sum ofEq.(51)is�.

Inserting (51)twicein (50)yieldsH =
L 1

�= 0
H � with

H � = �h!� +

�hg[�n
p
� � n + 1�n;m + 1 + h:c:]1� n;m � m in(N ;�) (52)

in the basisofbarephoton-exciton states:

H � = fj0;�i;j1;� � 1i;:::;

jm in(N ;�);� � m in(N ;�)ig: (53)

If�n doesnotvanish,the basishas� + 1 statesin this
m anifold with laststate j�;0ihaving allphotonstrans-
ferred in the excitonic �eld. In the case where �n van-
ishes,the excitonic �eld saturatesand the further exci-
tationsareconstrained to rem ain in the photonic�eld.

Following thenom enclaturelaid down in theintroduc-
tion,we write the dressed state jj�;�iiforthe �th eigen-
state of the m anifold with � = n + m excitations (n
excitons+ m photons)and c�;�n = hn;� � njj�;�iiitsde-
com position on barestatesofthism anifold,i.e.,

jj�;�ii=
m in(N ;�)X

n= 0

c
�;�
n jn;� � ni (54)

W ecom putetheem ission spectra corresponding to tran-
sitionsbetween m ultiplets,with m atrix elem entsIend =
jhh�0;� � 1jjajj�;�iij2 for em ission ofa photon from the
cavity and Ilat = jhh�0;� � 1jjX jj�;�iij2 fordirectexciton

em ission into a non-cavity m ode.Then

Iend =

�
�
�
�
�
�

m in(N ;�� 1)X

n= 0

(c�
0
;�� 1

n )�c�;�n

p
� � n

�
�
�
�
�
�

2

; (55)

Ilat =

�
�
�
�
�
�

m in(N ;�)X

n= 1

(c�
0
;�� 1

n� 1 )�c�;�n �n

�
�
�
�
�
�

2

: (56)

In cavity Q ED term inology,Iend and Ilat correspond to
end{em ission and lateral{em ission photo{detection re-
spectively,while in lum inescence ofa m icrocavity,one
observesthelinearcom bination ofthetwo contributions
sim ultaneously.Ilat reectsm ostthebehaviouroftheex-
citonic�eld.Toseparatethetwo,onecan m akeuseofthe
scattering geom etry;in a pillar structure,for instance,
thecavity photon em ission ispredom inantly through the
end m irrors,so Ilat could be detected on the edgeofthe
structure. These m easurem ents display the m ost inter-
esting featuresand wefocuson them .
Fig.6 showsthe calculated em ission spectra Ilat ofa

Q D em bedded in a cavity. Allthe spectra are broad-
ened by convolution with a Lorentzian of width  =
0:2g. Figs. (a), (b) and (c) are, respectively, the re-
sults close to the bosonic lim it (eh = � 1:99

p
eh),

in between (eh = �
p
eh) and close to the ferm ionic

lim it (eh = � 0:05
p
eh). Each curve is labelled with

the num berofexcitationsin the m anifold,reecting the
intensity ofthe pum ping �eld. Fig.6(a) shows a pro-
nounced Rabidoublet in the case n = 1 (vacuum �eld
Rabisplitting)in accordancewith thegeneraltheory set
out in the introduction. Higher m anifolds revealnon-
bosonicbehaviour,with a reduced Rabisplitting doublet
when n = 2,and theonsetofa m ultipletstructurewhen
n = 5,wheresm allpeaksappearatE � �h(! � 2g).The
increase ofdot con�nem ent in the case eh = �

p
eh

in Fig.6(b), m akes deviations from bosonic behaviour
m ore pronounced,so even for n = 2 a m ultiplet struc-
ture is observable. For higher m anifold num bers,m ore
linesappear,and adecreaseofthesplitting ofthecentral
Rabidoubletoccurs.Furtherstrengthening the con�ne-
m ent to eh = � 0:05

p
eh m akes the m anifestations

offerm ionic behaviour very clear;for n = 2,a quadru-
pletstructureisseen,with the centraltwo peaksalm ost
m erged.Thesituation issim ilarto theM ollow tripletof
theexactferm ioniclim it,even m oreso foran increaseof
m anifold num berfrom n = 2 to n = 10,where the sepa-
ration ofthesidepeaksgrowsand thecentralonesm erge
further. Itcan be seen from Fig.6 thatthe decrease of
theQ D sizeand thecorresponding changeoftheexciton
quantisation regim e(with eh ranging from � 2

p
eh to

0)ism anifestin theem ission spectraasatransition from
a Rabidoubletto a M ollow triplet. The increase ofthe
excitation power(at�xed Q D size)leadsqualitatively to
the sam e e�ect;ferm ionic behaviourbecom esm ore pro-
nounced with the increase ofthe excitation power and
decreaseoftheQ D size.
Having dem onstrated how ourm odelinterpolatesbe-
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FIG .6: (Color online) Spectra for various intensities ofthe

light �eld at speci�c values ofeh: (a) close to the bosonic

lim itwith eh = � 1:9
p
eh forn = 1 (solid red),2 (dashed

blue) and 7 (dotted black) featuring a broadened and red-

shifted Rabidoubletasthe intensity increases and the onset

ofam ultipletstructure,(b)interm ediatecase:eh = �
p
eh

forn = 2 (solid black)and 10 (dashed blue)dem onstrating a

com plicated m ultipletstructureand (c)closeto theferm ionic

case with eh = � 0:05
p
eh for n = 2 (solid black) and 10

(dashed blue) featuring quadruplet structure going towards

M ollow tripletathigh intensities.

tween Ferm iand Bose statistics,we now investigate in
further detailthe interm ediate regim e,by following the
evolution of a single m anifold between the two lim its.
In Fig.7 the eigenvaluesare displayed forthe 7th m an-
ifold, also shown on Fig. 1 for bosons and ferm ions.
Eigenvalues are plotted as a function of eh running
from � 2

p
eh,which recoversthelefthand sideofFig.1,

to 0,which recovers the right hand side. O ther m ani-
foldsbehave in qualitatively the sam e way. In allcases,
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FIG .7: Energy diagram ofthe dressed excitons overthe in-

tervaleh 2 [� 2
p
eh;0]forthe7th m anifold.Theextrem al

valuesrecoverthediagram sofFig.1with n+ 1equally spaced

energy levels in nth dressed boson m anifold (far left) and

twofold energy diagram with squarerootsplitting fordressed

ferm ions (far right). The two outer boson energies connect

sm oothly to the two ferm ion energies while the n � 1 other

onedegenerateintoacentrallinewhich disappearsrightwhen

thesystem hitstheFerm ilim it(thispoint,eh = 0,isshown

by circle).

the n + 1 equally spaced energiesofthe dressed bosons
linktothetwoenergiesofthedressed ferm ionsasfollows:
the upper energy ��h! + ��hg ofthe Bose lim it links to
theupperenergy ��h!+

p
��hg oftheFerm ilim it,and the

sym m etric behaviour occurs with the lower lim it,link-
ing ��h! � ��hg with ��h! �

p
��hg.M oreinterestingly,the

interm ediate energiesdegeneratefrom the equalspacing
oftheBoselim ittowards��h! neartheFerm ilim it,with
adiscontinuitywhen �2 becom eszeroand onlytwoeigen-
energiesrem ain.Physically,thisdiscontinuity arisesbe-
cause for any eh 6= 0,form ally,an in�nite num ber of
excitations can be �tted in the Q D,i.e. �n never be-
com es exactly zero,see Fig.4. W ith eh approaching
zero these m odescouple to lightm ore and m oreweakly,
thustheenergiesofthedressed statesbecom eclosetothe
bareenergy ��h!.W hen eh = 0 the ferm ionic regim eis
recovered and only two dressed eigenstateswith energies
��h! �

p
��hg survive.

Although the eigenvalue structure ofthe dressed ex-
citons in the generalcase is sim ple and uniform ,as is
seen in Fig.7,them ultipletstructureswhich arisesfrom
it is, as has been seen in the spectra previously in-
vestigated,rich and varied. In the generalcase where
� 2

p
eh < eh < 0,two adjacentm anifoldscontain re-

spectivelyn+ 1and n levels,transitionsbetween anypair
ofwhich are possible.O ne m ay expectn(n + 1)linesin
theem ission spectra with a rangeofintensitiesand posi-
tions. The phenom enologicalbroadening we have intro-
duced leadsto the decrease ofthe num berofresolvable
lines. In allcases the n = 1 to n = 0 transition pro-
videsonly two lines,with constantenergiesthroughout,



12

FIG .8: Transition from Ferm ito Bose lim its asobserved in

the opticalem ission spectra. (a) Superpositions of spectra

for eh = � 2
p
eh in front ofthe �gure to eh = 0 at the

back, recovering respectively the Rabidoublet and M ollow

triplet.In theinterm ediateregion,intricateand rich patterns

ofpeaksappear,split,m erge,ordisappear.(b)Sam edata as

in (a),butasa density ploton logarithm ic scale,to discrim -

inate the peaks,theirpositions and splitting aswellastheir

relative intensities. Allspectra are norm alized to m axim um

intensity equalto 1.

because with only one exciton present the question of
bosonic or ferm ionic behaviour is irrelevant. To access
the consequencesofexciton statistics,one m ust,unsur-
prisingly,reach higherm anifolds.

In Fig.8 weshow theevolution ofthespectra between
the boson and ferm ion lim its. They two panelsare dif-
ferentprojectionsofthesam edata,nam ely them ultiplet
structureasa function ofeh 2 [� 2

p
eh;0]forn = 12.

The Rabidoubletisseen to evolveinto a M ollow triplet
going through a com plex and intertwined set ofpeaks
whose splitting and relative heightsvary with the value
ofeh considered.The spectrum obtained istherefore a
directprobeoftheunderlyingexcitonquantum statistics.

As a �nalcom m ent,we note that ifEq.(46) was to
hold foralln,itwould yield,apartfrom a renorm aliza-
tion by

p
N ,the Dicke m odel39,which hasbeen widely

used todescribevariousstronglight-m attercouplingphe-
nom ena40,41. In our m odelit is recovered when �m =
1=N (m � 1),a casethatwe haveinvestigated in Ref.[42].
At the heart of Dicke m odellies the creation oper-

ator J+ for an excitation of the \m atter �eld" which
distributesthe excitation throughoutthe assem bly ofN
identicaltwo-levelssystem sdescribed by ferm ion opera-
tors�i,so thatby in Eq.(2)m apsto J+ with

J+ =
NX

i= 1

�
y

i (57)

O ne checks readily that J+ and J� = J
y

+ thus de-
�ned obey an angular m om entum algebra with m agni-
tude N (N + 1)(and m axim um z projection ofJz equal
to N ). In this case the Rabi doublet arises in the
lim it where the totalnum ber of excitations � (shared
between the light and the m atter �eld) is m uch less
than the num ber ofatom s,� � N ,in which case the
usualcom m utation relation [J� ;J+ ] = � 2Jz becom es
[J� =

p
N ;J+ =

p
N ]� 1,which is the com m utation for a

bosonic�eld.Thiscom esfrom the expression ofa Dicke
statewith � excitationsshared by N atom sgiven asthe
angularm om entum statej� N =2+ �i.Thereforethean-
nihilation/creation operators J� ,J+ for one excitation
shared by N atom sappearin thislim itlikerenorm alised
boseoperators

p
N a,

p
N ay,resulting in a Rabidoublet

ofsplitting 2�hg
p
N . Such a situation corresponds,e.g.,

toan arrayofsm allQ Dsinsideam icrocavitysuch thatin
each dotelectron and holearequantized separately,while
ourm odeldescribesasingleQ D which can accom m odate
severalexcitons.Thecorrespondingem ission spectra are
close to those obtained here below the saturation lim it
� � N , while the nonlinear regim e N � 1, � � 1
haspeculiarbehaviour,featuringnon-lorentzian em ission
lineshapesand a non-trivialm ultipletstructure,likethe
\Dickefork".42

V I. C O N C LU SIO N S A N D P R O SP EC T S

The spectrum oflight em itted by quantum dot exci-
tons in leaky m odes ofa m icrocavity| which could be
typically lateralem ission| isa signatureofthequantum
statisticsofexcitons.A m ultipletstructurehasbeen the-
oretically predicted with variousfeatureswhich can help
identify theexciton �eld statistics.W eprovided thefor-
m alism to obtain the spectra expected fora generaldot
in variousgeom etriesbased on theform ofthesingleexci-
ton wavefunction.W einvestigated a genericcaseanalyt-
ically through a G aussian approxim ation. The richness
and speci�city ofthe resulting spectra providesa m eans
to determ ine,through the peak splittings and strength
ratios,the param etereh thatm easureshow close exci-
tonsaretoidealferm ionsorbosons.Although heavy nu-
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m ericalcom putationsarerequiredforrealisticstructures,
physicalsense m otivatesthatin sm alldotsa Ferm i-like
behaviourofexcitationswith separately quantised elec-
tronsandholesisexpected,whilein largerdotsbehaviour
should converge towards the Bose lim it. These trends
should beobservablein thenonlinearregim e(wherem ore
than one exciton interactsata single tim e with the ra-
diation m ode): depending on whether Rabisplitting is
found,orifa M ollow tripletora m orecom plicated m ul-
tipletstructurearises,onewillbeabletocharacterizethe
underlying structureofthe exciton �eld.
W e haveleftthe discussion ofthe interaction between

excitons out ofthe scope ofthe present paper consid-
ering the e�ects which arise solely from Pauliexclusion
principle.Thee�ectofinteractions,through screeningof
Coulom b potentialby the electron-hole pairs,has been
discussed in Refs. [37,43]. These papers dem onstrate
thattheinteractionswillm akeferm ionicbehaviourm ore
pronounced,since presenceofotherexcitonsscreensthe
Coulom b interaction which binds electron and hole and
leads to the increase ofthe Bohr radius. The question
whether interactionswillpredom inate overPauliexclu-
sion lies beyond the scope ofthis paper and we post-

pone it for a future work. O ur prelim inary estim ations
show thateven atm oderateexcitonicdensitythee�ectof
screening issm alland doesnotlead to strong qualitative
deviations.44

To sum m arise, we have studied the e�ect of Pauli
exclusion on the opticalem ission spectra ofm icrocavi-
tieswith em bedded Q Dsin the strong coupling regim e.
W e derived generalexpressions for the exciton creation
operator which allow system atic com putation of the
light-m atter coupling. The crossover between bosonic
behaviour| observed in large Q Ds as Rabidoublet| to
theferm ionicbehaviour| observed in sm allQ DsasM ol-
low triplet| hasbeen dem onstrated.
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