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W e report on a com plex nontrivialbehavior ofthe opticalanisotropy ofquantum dots that is

induced by a m agnetic �eld in the plane ofthe sam ple.W e �nd thatthe opticalaxiseitherrotates

in theoppositedirection tothatofthem agnetic�eld orrem ains�xed toagiven crystallinedirection.

A theoreticalanalysis based on the exciton pseudospin Ham iltonian unam biguously dem onstrates

thatthese e�ectsare induced by isotropic and anisotropic contributionsto the heavy-hole Zeem an

term ,respectively. The latter is shown to be com pensated by a built-in uniaxialanisotropy in a

m agnetic �eld B C = 0:4 T,resulting in an opticalresponse typicalforsym m etric quantum dots.

PACS num bers:78.67.H c,78.55.Et,71.70.-d

Selfassem bled sem iconductorquantum dots(Q Ds)at-

tractm uch fundam entaland practicalresearch interest.

E.g.,Q D opticalpropertiesareexploited in low-threshold

lasers, while Q Ds are also proposed as optically con-

trolled qubits[1,2].An im portant,and frequently som e-

whatneglected aspectofQ Dsistherelationship between

theirsym m etry and theiropticalproperties.W erecently

showed thatextrem e anisotropy ofQ Dscan lead to e� -

cientopticalpolarization conversion [3].

Selfassem bled Q Dsgrown by m olecularbeam epitaxy

generally possess a well-de� ned (z) axis along the [001]

growth direction which serves as the spin quantization

axis. It thus m akessense to assum e the dots have D 2d

point-group sym m etry,and todescribeofthein uenceof

an externalm agnetic � eld using an isotropic transverse

heavy-hole g-factorg?hh in the plane ofthe sam ple (xy).

M any actualQ Ds,however,exhibit an elongated shape

in theplaneand asim ilarstrain pro� le,theirsym m etryis

reduced to C2v orbelow.In thiscasethein-planeheavy

holeg-factorisno longerisotropic[4].M oreover,even in

zero� eld thedegeneracy oftheradiativedoubletislifted

dueto theanisotropicexchangesplitting [5,6,7].Any of

these issueswillgiverise to opticalanisotropy,resulting

in thelinearpolarization ofthephotolum inescence(PL).

In this m anuscript,we discuss the opticalanisotropy

ofQ Ds in the presence ofa m agnetic � eld. Classically,

thepolarization axisofthelum inescenceofa given sam -

pleshould becollinearwith thedirection ofthem agnetic

� eld.Thisso-called Voigte� ect,im pliesthatwhen rotat-

ing the sam ple overan angle � while keeping the direc-

tion ofthe m agnetic � eld � xed,one observesa constant

polarization (in direction and am plitude) for the lum i-

nescence.M athem atically one can expressthisbehavior

as following a zeroth order sphericalharm onic depen-

dence on �. This situation changes drastically for low

dim ensionalheterostructuresbecauseofthecom plicated

valence band structure. K usrayev et al. [8]observed

�Electronic address:astakhov@ physik.uni-wuerzburg.de

a second sphericalharm onic com ponent(i.e.,�-periodic

oscillationsundersam plerotation)in thepolarization of

em ission from narrow quantum wells(Q W s).Thisresult

wasexplained in term sofa large in-plane anisotropy of

the heavy-hole g-factorgxx
hh

= � g
yy

hh
.Subsequently,this

interpretation wassubstantiated usingam icroscopicthe-

ory [9,10].

Here,wereporttheobservation ofafourth harm onicin

them agneto-opticalanisotropy (i.e.�=2-periodicoscilla-

tionsin the polarization ofthe em itted lightundersam -

ple rotation) from CdSe/ZnSe selfassem bled Q Ds. W e

dem onstrate thatthise� ectisquite general.An im por-

tantconsequenceisthatthepolarization axishardly fol-

lowsthem agnetic� eld direction,thustheclassicalVoigt

e� ectisnotobserved forQ D em ission associated with the

heavy-holeexciton.M oreover,in contrasttoearlierstud-

iesofin-plane m agneto-opticalanisotropies,weconsider

the contributions ofthe electron-hole exchange interac-

tion,which havebeen ignored forQ W s[8,9]and arezero

for charged Q Ds [4]. An anisotropic exchange splitting

m ay lead to the occurrence ofa com pensating m agnetic

� eld BC . W hen the externally applied � eld equalsBC ,

theam plitudeofthesecond harm oniccrosseszero,result-

ingin ahighly sym m etricalopticalresponseofextrem ely

anisotropic Q Ds. ForourQ Dswe � nd BC � 0:4 T.In-

triguingly,atthiscondition thepolarization axisrotates

away from the m agnetic� eld direction.

In orderto m easure anisotropy we used the detection

schem e presented in Fig.1a. The direction ofthe in-

planem agnetic� eld is� xed,whilethesam pleisrotated

overan angle�.Thedegreeoflinearpolarization isnow

de� ned as�(�)= (I � I+ 90�)=(I + I+ 90�).Herethe

angle  corresponds to the orientation ofthe detection

fram ewith respectto them agnetic� eld and I isthein-

tensity ofthePL polarized alongthedirection .W ithin

an approxim ation ofweak m agnetic� elds,a sam plethat

hasC2v pointsym m etry in generalm ay haveonly three

sphericalharm onic com ponents [8]linking the polariza-

tion oftheem ission tothesam plerotation angle�.Thus,

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0601270v1
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FIG . 1: (Color online) (a) Schem atic layout of the angle-

resolved experim entswhere� istherotation angleofthesam -

ple.Thedetection fram e� isrotated by an angle (equalto

0� or45�)with respectto the m agnetic �eld B . (b)-(d)D if-

ferentscenariosform agneto-opticalanisotropy (shown in the

sam ple fram e). (b) The polarization axis follows the m ag-

netic �eld and � = ’,leading to a zeroth harm onic in the

anglescan.(c)Thepolarization axisis�xed at� = const(’),

resulting in a second harm onic in the angle scan. (d) The

polarization axis rotates away from the m agnetic �eld with

� = � ’,leading to a fourth harm onic in the angle scan.

onehasfor = 0� and  = 45�

�0(�)= a0 + a2 cos2� + a4 cos4�

�45(�)= a2 sin2� + a4 sin4�; (1)

with a0,a2 and a4 the am plitudesofthe zeroth,second

and fourth harm onic,respectively. � is m easured with

respectto the [110]crystallineaxis.

For an analysis ofthe variousorientation e� ects it is

m oreconvenientto turn from thedetection fram eto the

sam ple fram e. Now the sam ple orientation is � xed and

the m agnetic � eld rotates by the sam e angle � but in

opposite direction (Figs.1b-d). The orientation ofthe

m agnetic � eld in the spin Ham iltonian, which we dis-

cussbelow,can beincorporated m oreconveniently using

a basis along the [100],[010]and [001]crystalline axes.

Therefore we introduce the angle ’ between the m ag-

netic � eld direction and the [100]axis,as’ � � � 45�.

W ethen considertheorientation ofthepolarization axis

described by an angle� in the sam e[100]basis.

W earenow in aposition todiscusssom elim iting cases

ofEq.(1). W hen the zeroth order sphericalharm onic

dom inates,ja0j� ja2j;ja4j,the polarization axisofthe

em ission coincides with the m agnetic � eld direction for

any orientation ofthe sam ple,�(’)= ’ (Fig.1b).Fora

dom inantly second harm onic response,ja2j� ja0j;ja4j,

thepolarizationaxisis� xed toadistinctsam pledirection

and doesnotdepend on them agnetic� eld orientation.In

ourexperim ents,the � xed polarization axisis[110]and

�(’)= � 45� (Fig.1c).The m ostinteresting behavioris
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FIG . 2: (Color online) (a) PL em ission spectrum of the

CdSe/ZnSeQ D sam ple.(b)3D plotofthelinearpolarization

�45(�;B ) as function ofthe rotation angle � and m agnetic

inductance B . Light(red)and dark (blue)areas correspond

to positive and negative valuesof�45(�;B ),respectively.(c)

Am plitudes ofthe zeroth (a0),second (a2) and fourth (a4)

sphericalharm onicsvsB .Thesym bolsareexperim entaldata

and the solid lines result from calculations. The arrows in

panels(b)and (c)indicate the com pensating �eld B C where

the linearpolarization is�=2-periodic (a2 = 0).

observed forthe fourth harm onic ja4j� ja0j;ja2j,when

the polarization �(�) in the detection fram e changes

twice as fast as any polarization linked to the sam ple

fram e. This im plies that the polarization axis turns

in opposite direction to that ofthe m agnetic � eld,and

�(’)= � ’ (Fig.1d).In otherwords,itiscollinearwith

them agnetic� eld when B k[100];[010]and perpendicu-

larto the m agnetic� eld when B k[110];[110].

W e studied the m agneto-opticalanisotropy of CdSe

Q Ds in a ZnSe host. The sam ples were fabricated on

(001)G aAssubstratesusingm olecularbeam epitaxyand

self-assem bly afterdepositing onem onolayerofCdSeon

a 50 nm thick ZnSelayer.TheQ Dswerethen capped by

25 nm ofZnSe.Foropticalexcitation at2.76 eV weused

astilbenedye-laserpum ped by theUV-linesofan Ar-ion

laser. A typicalPL spectrum is shown in Fig.2a. For

detection ofthe linear polarization we applied a stan-

dard technique using a photo-elastic m odulator and a

two-channelphoton counter [3]. The angle scans were

perform edwith thesam plesm ounted on arotatingholder

controlled by a stepping m otorwith an accuracy better

than 1�. M agnetic � elds up to 4 T were applied in the

sam ple plane (Voigt geom etry), opticalexcitation was

done using a depolarized laserbeam . The degree oflin-

earpolarization ofthe lum inescence ofthe Q Dswasde-

term ined at2.68 eV ata tem peratureT = 1:6 K .

The result ofangle scans of�45 for various m agnetic

� eld strengthsisshown in Fig.2b.In zerom agnetic� eld

the linear polarization is �-periodic (see also Fig.3a).

This dem onstrates the low (C2v) sym m etry ofthe Q Ds
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FIG . 3: (Color online) Angle scans of the linear polariza-

tion ofthelum inescence.Thesym bolsareexperim entaldata,

solid linesrepresentcalculationsbased on theHam iltonian of

Eq.(7). (a) Built-in linear polarization (B = 0 T).(b) A

highly sym m etricalopticalresponse (i.e. �=2-periodic) ap-

pears at a com pensating �eld B c � 0:4 T.(c)Angle scan in

a m agnetic �eld B = 1 T exeeding B C .(d)Anglescan in the

saturation regim e,B = 4 T.Thedetection fram e� in (a)-(c)

is rotated by an angle  = 45�;in (d)  = 0�. The arrows

indicatethepointswheretheorientation ofthem agnetic�eld

alignswith high-sym m etry directionsin the sam ple fram e.

(thedotsareelongated in theplane)resulting in a � nite

valueofa2 in Eq.(1).O necan regard thism easurem ent

asre ecting the’built-in’linearpolarization ofthearray

ofdots. For high m agnetic � elds a2 changes sign and

an additionalfourth harm onic signalappears (see also

Fig.3c). Atan interm ediate m agnetic � eld BC � 0:4 T

the second harm onic crosseszero,while the fourth har-

m onic rem ains � nite (see also Fig.3b). The resulting

�=2-periodic opticalresponse correspondsto the higher

(D 2d)sym m etry expected for sym m etric (i.e.,notelon-

gated)Q Ds.Thisobservation clearly dem onstratesthat

the in-plane opticalanisotropy ofQ Ds can be com pen-

sated byin-planeZeem anterm s.W ealso� nd thattheze-

roth harm onicsignalisweak.Thisisclearly seen e.g.for

the�0 anglescan in Fig.3d which wastaken forB = 4T,

wherethe � eld-induced alignm entissaturated.

W e now m odelour observations using a pseudospin

form alism [9, 11]. W e denote by j+ Spi and j� Spi

the wavefunctionsofan electron (p = el)orheavy-hole

(p = hh) with pseudospin projection � S along the z

direction.W ede� nea pseudospin Ham iltonian in m atrix

form foreach band,asfollows

H p =
�p

2
(�x cos�p + �y sin�p); (2)

where �x and �y are the Paulim atrices. ThisHam ilto-

nian haseigenfunctions	 �1
p / j+ Spi� ei�pj� Spi.The

opticalm atrix elem entsfora transition between electron

and heavy-hole bands are h� 1

2
elĵPj� 3

2
hhi = � e� [7],

where P̂ is the dipole m om entum operator. W e de� ne

e� = (ex � iey)=
p
2 with ex k [100]and ey k [010]are

unitvectors.W ethus� nd fortheopticalm atrixelem ents

forthe fourpossibleopticaltransitions

h	
�

el
ĵP j	

�

hh
i/ � e+ + ��e

i(�h h �� el)e� : (3)

Thesem atrix elem entsthuspredicta linearpolarization

with an axisthatisrotated overan angle� = 1

2
(�hh� �el)

from [100]when � = � � (�;� = � 1),and rotated over

� = 1

2
(�hh � �el)+ 90� when � = �.

Foran electron in an externalm agnetic� eld B ,wecan

writethe Zeem an Ham iltonian as

H el=
1

2
g
?

el�B (�xB cos’ + �yB sin’); (4)

where g?
el
isthe electron g-factor,yielding directly �el =

’. For D 2d sym m etry,the interaction ofholes with an

in-planem agnetic� eld B can be described by [12]

H hh = q1 g0�B
�
J
3

xB cos’ + J
3

yB sin’
�
; (5)

whereq1 isa constant.Itsu� cesto notethatthepartof

m atricesJ3x and J
3
y,related to theangularm om entum of

heavy holes,behave as 3

4
�x and � 3

4
�y,respectively [7].

O ncom paringtheresultingHam iltonianwith Eq.(2)this

im plies�hh = � ’ fortheeigenstate,yielding [cf.Eq.(3)

and the textthereafter]a rotation overan angle� = � ’

or� = � ’ + 90� forthepolarization ofthelum inescence.

In accordancewith Fig.1d thiscorrespondstothefourth

sphericalharm onic.

The second harm onic m ay appearforstructureswith

C2v sym m etry orbelow.In thiscasethereisa correction

to the m agneticinteraction,given by [12]

H 0

hh = q2 g0�B
�
J
3

xB sin’ + J
3

yB cos’
�
; (6)

where q2 isC2v invariant.From thiscorection one � nds

�hh = ’ � 90�,leading to a rotation ofthe lum inescence

polarization over � = � 45�,which im plies (Fig.1c) a

responsefollowing a second sphericalharm onic.

Foraquantitativeanalysisam oredetailed approach is

required which we provide below. The essentialexperi-

m entaldataaresum m arized in Fig.2c,whereweplotthe

am plitudesofthesphericalharm onic,i.e.thecoe� cients

a0,a2 and a4,extracted from the� tsoftheexperim ental

data on �(�)using Eq.(1)vs m agnetic� eld (sym bols).

In Q Ds,the electron-hole exchange interaction is sig-

ni� cant and a corresponding term Hex m ust be taken

into account [13],resulting in an exchange splitting �0
between the jLz = � 1i and jLz = � 2i exciton states,

where Lz isthe projection ofthe angularm om entum of

theexciton.M oreover,H ex leadsto a (sm aller)splitting

�2 < �0 ofthe nonradiative exciton states. W hen the

sym m etry is lowered to C2v, an additionalanisotropic

exchangeterm H 0

ex [7,14]appearsand resultsin an ad-

ditionalsplitting �1 oftheradiativedoublet.



4

In the basis ofthe exciton states �1;2 = jLz = � 1i

and �3;4 = jLz = � 2i,the � nalspin Ham iltonian H =

H el+ H hh + H 0

hh + H ex + H 0

ex isgiven by the following

m atrix [7,14]

H =
1

2

0

B
@

�0 � i�1 �el �hh

i�1 �0 ��hh ��el
��
el

�hh � �0 �2

��hh �el �2 � �0

1

C
A : (7)

Here,�el = �B g
?

el
B + and �hh = �B

�
gi
hh
B + + iga

hh
B �

�

arein-planeZeem an term s,gihh =
3

2
g0q1 and g

a
hh =

3

2
g0q2

are the isotropic and anisotropic contributions to the

heavy-holeg-factor.B � = B e�i’ are e� ective m agnetic

� elds. Analyticalsolutions for the energy eigenvalues

E j and the norm alized eigenfunctions 	 j = � Vnj�n of

Ham iltonian (7)can be found in the high m agnetic� eld

lim it(j�hhj;j�elj� j�0j;j�1j;j�2j),asfollows

E 1;4 = � j�elj� j�hhj; E 2;3 = � j�elj� j�hhj;

V =
1

2

0

B
B
@

1 1 1 1

e2i� � e2i� � e2i� e2i�

� e�i� el e�i� el � e�i� el e�i� el

� ei�h h � ei�h h ei�h h ei�h h

1

C
C
A
; (8)

where ei�el = �el=j�elj, e
i�h h = ��

hh
=j�hhj and e2i� =

ei(�h h �� el) havethesam em eaning asin Eq.(3).Eqs.(8)

clearly show the sam etrendsexpected from the qualita-

tive analysis presented above [Eqs.(2-6)]. For a given

� nite m agnetic � eld,solutionsforEj and 	 j can easily

be calculated num erically.

Using thesolutionsto Ham iltonian (7)wem ay obtain

theintensity and polarization ofthelum inescence.Since

only the �1;2 = jLz = � 1iexcitonsare optically active,

theopticalm atrix elem entin an arbitrary direction e for

eigenfunction 	 j can be written as:M j(e)= � V1je+ +

V2je� [14]. W e then can calculate the intensity ofthe

lum inescence linearly polarized along an axisrotated by

an angle � with respect to the [100]crystalline axis as

Ij;(�) = jM j(ejj�)j
2.

The polarization ofthe PL from an ensem ble ofQ Ds

m ustbeaveraged overthetherm alpopulation ofexciton

states,and can in the sam plefram ebe expressed as

�
0

(�) = K

P

j
Pj

�
Ij;(�)� Ij;(�+ 90�)

�

P

j
Pj

�
Ij;(�)+ Ij;(�+ 90�)

�; (9)

where Pj / e�E j=kB T is the Boltzm ann factor. K is a

scaling factorwhich correctsforspin relaxation,and ba-

sically determ inesthesaturation levelofthepolarization

athigh m agnetic� elds.

Using thisapproach,wehavecalculated thelinearpo-

larizations �0
(100)

and �0
(110)

in the sam ple fram e using

Eq.(9). From this,we found the polarizations�0(�)=

�0
(110)

cos2� + �0
(100)

sin2� and �45(�) = �0
(110)

sin2� �

�0
(100)

cos2�.W ewereabletoreproduceallexperim ental

datausingauniquesetofparam etersforgiven excitation

powerand excitation energy.Thecalculationsweredone

taking a bath tem perature T = 1:6 K and a coe� cient

K = 0:04.From thebest� tswefound exchangeenergies

�0 = 2:9 m eV,�2 = 0:1 m eV,�1 = 0:2 m eV and g-factors

g?e = 1:1,gihh = � 0:5,gahh = 0:6 .

An exem plary result ofthe calculations are the solid

linesin Fig.3,which follow the experim entaldata very

closely. Fora large num berofsim ilar� ts we have eval-

uated the harm onic am plitudes (a0, a2 and a4) using

Fouriertransform ation.Theresultsasafunction ofm ag-

netic� eld areplotted assolid linesFig.2c.From thisplot

we � nd a com pensating � eld BC of0.42 T,which coin-

cides within the detection error with the experim ental

value. W e observe thatasa generaltrend the isotropic

hole g-factorgihh is responsible for the fourth harm onic

and theanisotropicg-factorga
hh

isessentialforthesecond

harm onic. The latter was reported previously for m ag-

netic Q W s[8]and our� ndingsfollow the generaltrend

ofprevioustheoreticalapproaches[9].W econcludethat

thevery good agreem entwith experim entprovestheva-

lidity ofourapproach.

Sum m arizing,we have observed anom alous behavior

ofthe in-plane m agneto-optic anisotropy in CdSe/ZnSe

Q Ds,in thatthe second and fourth sphericalharm onics

ofthe response dom inate overthe classicalzeroth order

response.W eshow theexistenceofacom pensatingm ag-

netic� eld,leadingtoasym m etryenhancem entofQ D op-

ticalresponse. Allofthese � ndingscould be excellently

m odeled using a pseudospin Ham iltonian approach,and

provide direct evidence for the existence ofa preferred

crystalline axisforthe opticalresponse,and forthe im -

portanceoftheexchangeinteraction fortheopticalprop-

ertiesofselfassem bled Q Ds.Thephysicsresponsiblefor

our� ndingsisnotlim ited to Q Dsand can be applied to

otherheterostructuresofthe sam e sym m etry where the

heavy-holeexciton isthe ground state.

Thiswork wassupported by theDeutscheForschungs-

gem einschaft(SFB 410)and RFBR.

[1]D .Loss and D .P.D iVincenzo, Phys.Rev.A 57, 120

(1998).

[2]A.Shabaev etal.,Phys.Rev.B 68,R201305 (2003).

[3]G .V.Astakhov etal.,cond-m at/0509080,and accepted

forpublication in Phys.Rev.Lett.

[4]A.V.K oudiniov etal.,Phys.Rev.B 70,R241305 (2004).

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0509080


5

[5]D .G am m on etal.,Phys.Rev.Lett.76,3005 (1996).

[6]M .Bayeretal.,Phys.Rev.Lett.82,1748 (1999).

[7]E.L.Ivchenko, O pticalSpectroscopy of Sem iconductor

Nanostructures (Alpha Science International, Harrow,

UK ,2005).

[8]Yu.G .K usrayev etal.,Phys.Rev.Lett.82,3176 (1999).

[9]Y.G .Sem enov and S.M .Ryabchenko,Phys.Rev.B 68,

045322 (2003).

[10]A.V.K oudiniov etal.,cond-m at/0601204.

[11]I.A.M erkulov and K .V.K avokin, Phys.Rev.B 52,

1751 (1995).

[12]G .E.Pikusand F.G .Pikus,Solid StateCom m .89,319

(1994).

[13]M .Bayeretal.,Phys.Rev.B 65,195315 (2002).

[14]G .E.Pikusand F.G .Pikus,J.ofLum in.,54,279(1992).

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0601204

