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C ollective uorescence and decoherence ofa few nearly identicalquantum dots

Anna Sitek and Pawe lM achnikowski�

Institute ofPhysics, W roc law University ofTechnology, 50-370 W roc law, Poland

W e study the collective interaction ofexcitons in closely spaced arti�cialm olecules and arrays

ofnearly identicalquantum dots with the electrom agnetic m odes. W e discuss how collective u-

orescence builds up in the presence ofa sm allm ism atch ofthe transition energy. W e show that

a superradiant state ofa single exciton in a m olecule oftwo dots with realistic energy m ism atch

undergoesa two-rate decay.W e analyze also the stability ofsubdecoherentstatesfornon-identical

system s.

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

Con�nem ent of carriers in sem iconductor quantum

dots(Q Ds)leadsto spectrally isolated stateswhich m ay

be optically controlled at a high levelof coherence1,2.

A single Q D o�ers at m ost two degrees offreedom (a

biexciton)which m ay becoherently m anipulated by opti-

cal�eldsin variousways3,4,allowing oneto dem onstrate

the sim plest non-trivialquantum logicaloperations. In

order to overcom e this two-qubit lim itation one needs

to develop m anufacturing m ethods and controlschem es

forarraysoftwo and m ore Q Ds. Conditionalcontrolof

such system s,indispensable in both classicaland quan-

tum com putingschem es,requiresinteractionbetween the

Q Ds in the array5,6, which m ay be provided, e.g., by

dipole interaction between con�ned excitons6,7. There-

fore,m uch experim entale�ort has been devoted to the

investigation ofthe coupling between Q Ds and its sig-

naturesin the opticalresponseand correlation statistics

ofquantum dotm olecules(Q DM s)builtoftwo coupled

Q Ds8,9,10,11,12.Itturnsoutthatdephasing ofexcitonsin

Q DM sdi�ersconsiderablyfrom thatofindividualQ Ds13.

Even withoutinteraction,opticalpropertiesofQ DM s

and Q D arraysm ay be strongly m odi�ed due to collec-

tive coupling of su�ciently closely spaced Q Ds to the

electrom agnetic(EM )�eld.Thesecollectivee�ectshave

been extensively studied for atom ic system s14,15,16,17,18

where they m anifest them selves by superradiant em is-

sion,i.e.,an outburstofradiation from theexcited sam -

ple, m arkedly di�erent from any exponential decay19.

O n the other hand, the collective interaction leads

to the appearance of subradiant states for which the

probability am plitudesforphoton em ission interfere de-

structively, leading to decoupling from the EM reser-

voir and to in�nite lifetim e. It has been proposed

to use these states for noiseless encoding of quantum

inform ation20. For the analogous problem ofcoupling

to phonon m odes of a sem iconductor, \subdecoherent

states" ofQ D arrayshave been suggested as a possible

noiseless im plem entation21. Com pared to atom ic sam -

ples,Q Ds m ay be easier to arrange in a regular array

butthe perfectly identicaltransition energy characteris-

tic ofnaturalatom sisextrem ely hard to reach forthese

arti�cialsystem s.

The purpose ofthis paper is twofold. First,we deal

with the general, theoretical problem of the stability

of collective interaction, including noiseless encoding,

againstvariationsofthe transition energies.Second,we

look for clear m anifestations ofinteraction between the

Q Dsin the experim entally observable opticalproperties

oftheQ D arrays,dependingon thedi�erence(m ism atch)

ofthe transition energiesofindividualQ Ds.

Thus,westudy theinteraction between sm all,slightly

inhom ogeneousarraysofQ Dsand theirEM environm ent.

Thesystem evolution isdescribed within theW eisskopf{

W ignerapproach22. W e show how the coherentinterac-

tion isdestroyed by growing inhom ogeneity ofthe tran-

sition energiesin theregim ewherethelatteriscom para-

bleto decay rate.Asim portantexam ples,wediscussthe

buildup ofsuperradiantem ission from afew Q Dsand the

decay of \subdecoherent" states built on non-identical

Q Ds. W e show thatinteraction between dotsin a regu-

lararray m ay,to som eextent,stabilizethecoherence,in

contrastto random ly distributed atom ic system s,where

it leads to dephasing15. W e discuss also how the inter-

play ofthe transition energy m ism atch and interaction

strength determ ines the tim e evolution ofthe lum ines-

cence ofa m ore realistic Q DM .W e show thatthe decay

oflum inescencevariesfrom exponentialwith asingleQ D

rate (forweakly interacting dots),through nonexponen-

tial(forinteraction com pared toenergydi�erence),again

to exponentialwith doubled rate (when interaction en-

ergy prevails).

The paper is organized as follows. In Section II we

de�ne the m odelused to describe the system . Section

III describes the collective ourescence and stability of

quantum states in a m olecule built oftwo dots. Next,

in Section IV we extend the discussion to arraysoffour

dots.The �naldiscussion and conclusionsarecontained

in Section V.

II. T H E SY ST EM

W econsideran array ofQ Dslocated atpointsrl.W e

assum e that each dot m ay either be em pty or contain

one ground state exciton of�xed polarization with an

interband transition energy E l,hence can be described

asa two-levelsystem .The dotsinteractwith transverse

EM m odes with frequencies !k = ck, where k is the

wavenum berand cisthespeed oflight.W ewilldescribe

thesystem in the interaction picturewith respectto the

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0606647v2
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Ham iltonian H 0 = E
P

j
n̂j +

P

k;�
!kb

y

k;�
bk;� (~ = 1),

wherebk;�;b
y

k;�
arephoton creation and annihilation op-

erators(� labels polarizations),E is the average ofthe

energiesE j,and n̂j istheoccupation operatorforthejth

dot,n̂j = �
(j)

+ �
(j)

� ,where�
(j)

� = �
(j)
x � i�

(j)
y and �

(j)
x;y are

Paulim atricesacting on the jth two-levelsystem . The

Ham iltonian ofthe system is then H = H X + H I. The

�rstcom ponentdescribesthe excitons,

H X =
X

j

� jn̂j +
X

l6= j

Vlj�
(l)

+ �
(j)

� ; (1)

where � j = E j � E are the energy deviationsfrom the

averageand Vlj areF�orstercouplingsbetween theQ Ds
34,

Vlj =
1

4�"0"rr
3
lj

 

d
2
�
3jd � rljj

2

r2
lj

!

; rlj = rj � rl;

where d is the interband dipole m om ent (for sim plicity

equalforalldots),"0 isthe vacuum dielectric constant,

and "r isthe relative dielectric constantofthe sem icon-

ductor. For self-assem bled dots,typicalvalues for this

coupling range from �eV for the distance rlj of order

of100 nm to m eV forclosely stacked dotsseparated by

� 10 nm12,23,24. Another contribution to the coupling

m ay com e from the polariton e�ect (coupling to trans-

verse�eld)25.

The second term in the Ham iltonian accountsforthe

interaction with theEM m odesin thedipoleapproxim a-

tion and rotating waveapproxim ation (RW A)

H I =
X

l

�
(l)

�

X

k;�

gk�e
i(!k � E )b

y

k;�
+ H:c:; (2)

with gk� = id� ê�(k)
p
!k=(2"0"rv),where ê�(k)areunit

polarization vectors and v is the norm alization volum e

forEM m odes35.TheQ Dsareplaced atdistancesm uch

sm allerthan therelevantphoton wavelength so thatthe

spatialdependenceoftheEM �eld m ay beneglected (the

Dicke lim it). For wide-gap sem iconductors with E � 1

eV,zero-tem peratureapproxim ationm aybeused forany

reasonabletem perature.

In thepresentdiscussion,wedisregard thecoupling of

the carriers with phonons. Let us note that the quan-

tum con�nem entofexcitons leadsto a separation ofat

least a few m eV between the ground exciton state in-

volved in ouranalysisand the lowestexcited state in a

singledot.Therefore,norealphonon-induced transitions

m ay takeplacein a singledotaslongasthetem perature

is low enough. It has been shown that the com bina-

tion ofdipole interaction and phonon coupling m ay lead

tophonon-assisted Coulom b transferbetween thedots26,

which m ightberesponsiblefortheuni-directionaltrans-

ferobservedin theexperim ent12.However,theestim ated

rate reachesits m axim um of� 2 nsforthe energy sep-

aration ofa few m eV and decreases considerably away

from this point26. Therefore,we neglect this e�ect in

the presentconsiderations.Forextrem ely closely spaced

dots,with strongly overlapping carrier wave functions,

phonon-assisted tunneling27 processes m ight also take

place on tim e scales com parable to those characteristic

ofthe radiative decay. Sim ilar to the phonon-assisted

Coulom b transfer,such processeswould lead to therm al-

ization ofthe state ofa Q DM or Q D array which, in

general,m ight suppress the dynam ics described in the

following sections.

Another phonon e�ect on the exciton state is pure

dephasing28,29. In Q DM s,like in individualQ Ds,such

processesa�ectonly the �rstfew picosecondsofthe op-

ticalresponse ofa Q DM 13,while ourpresentdiscussion

isfocused on the radiative decay thatdevelopsatm uch

longertim es. Due to this separation oftim e scales,the

evolution related to the radiative processesm ay be dis-

cussed separately from thispure dephasing e�ect.Ifthe

system stateisprepared by an ultrafastpulse,theinitial

phonon dynam icsm ay resultin acertain reduction ofthe

coherenceofthe initialstate,aswe qualitatively discuss

in the following sections.

III. Q U A N T U M D O T M O LEC U LES (2 Q D S)

W e will start our discussion with quantum dot

m olecules com posed of two Q Ds. In the present sec-

tion,we will�rst discuss the decay ofsub-and super-

radiantsingleexciton statesin term softheform alquan-

tum �delity with respect to the unperturbed state and

in term softhe experim entally m easurableexciton occu-

pation. Then,we proceed to the decay ofthe biexciton

statewhich willbestudied again in term sof�delity and

in term softhem easurablephoton em ission rate.

A . Single-exciton states

The RW A Ham iltonian conservesthe num berofexci-

tations(excitonsplusphotons).Letus�rstconsiderthe

initialsubradiantstatej (0)i= (j01i� j10i)=
p
2,where

the two-digitketsdenote the occupationsofthe respec-

tivedots.Since there isonly oneexcitation in thisstate

itm ay,in general,evolveinto

j (t)i= c01(t)j01i+ c10(t)j10i+
X

k;�

c00k�(t)j00;k�i;

wherethelastketdenotesthestatewith no excitonsand

with one photon in the m ode (k;�). The Schr�odinger

equation leadsto the system ofequationsforthe coe�-

cients

i_c01 = �c 01 + V c10 +
X

k;�

g
�
k�c00k�e

i(E � !k )t; (3a)

i_c10 = � �c10 + V c01 +
X

k;�

g
�
k�c00k�e

i(E � !k )t;(3b)

i_c00k� = gk�(c01 + c10)e
� i(E � !k )t; (3c)
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FIG .1: (a) The �delity for a subradiant state for V = 0

and � = 0:8 �eV (solid),2 �eV (dashed) and 20 �eV (dot-

ted). (b) The �delity for V 6= 0,� = 2 �eV.Inset in (a)

shows the �delity ofa superradiant state for di�erent dots

without interaction (� = 4 �eV,solid) and for interacting

dots (� = 2:68 �eV,V = 2:97 �eV,dashed),com pared to

an exponentialdecay with the rates � and 2� (dotted and

dash-dotted,respectively).

where V � V12 and � � � 2 = � �1. Following the

standard W eisskopf{W ignerprocedure30 weform ally in-

tegrateEq.(3c)and substitutetoEq.(3a,b),which yields

_c01;10 = � i�c01 � iV c10

�

Z t

0

dsR (s)(c01(t� s)+ c10(t� s));

where R (s)=
P

k;�
jgk�j

2ei(E � !k )t isthe m em ory func-

tion ofthe photon reservoir. As the latter decays ex-

trem ely quickly com pared to thetim escalesoftheevolu-

tion ofc01;10 onecan perform theusualM arkov approxi-

m ation and neglectthes dependenceundertheintegral.

Using the factthat

Re

Z t

0

dsR (s)=
E 3jdj2

6�"0c
3
�
�

2
;

where � is the spontaneous decay rate (throughoutthe

paperwe set1=�= 1 ns),neglecting the im aginary part

(i.e.,assum ing that the Lam b shift and other radiative

corrections are included in the energies), and de�ning

c = (c10;c01)
T one gets

_c = Âc; Â = i�� z �

�

iV +
�

2

�

�x �
�

2
I; (4)

where �x;z are Paulim atrices and I is the unit m atrix.

The reduced density m atrix for the charge subsystem

m ay now beeasily constructed as�01;01 = jc01j
2,�10;10 =

jc10j
2,�01;10 = ��10;01 = c�01c10,�00;00 = 1� �01;01� �10;10,

with allthe otherelem entsequalto 0.

In orderto testthe stability ofthe ideally subradiant

statein thecaseofnon-identicaldotswedenoteby j (t)i

thepurestateevolving from j (0)iin theabsenceofthe

EM reservoir(� = 0)and de�nethe�delity oftheactual

state � by F =
p
h (t)j�j (t)i. In Fig.1(a) we show

the result for a few values of the energy di�erence �

in the lim it ofvanishing F�orster coupling between the

dots (i.e.,for su�ciently distant dots). It is clear that
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FIG .2:Theexciton occupation forsub-(a)and superradiant

(b)statesfor � = 1 m eV.The insetin (b)shows the values

ofthe occupation decay rates.

thestatem aintainsitssubradiant(stable)characteruntil

t� �=(2�)butthen itentersa superradiantphase and

the�delity rapidly decaysbelow thevaluecorresponding

to an exponential(uncorrelated) decay. Depending on

the value of�,a certain num ber ofoscillationsaround

this uncorrelated decay rate m ay be observed. In the

lim itoflarge� theseoscillationsbecom every fast,their

am plitudedecreases,and thedecaycloselyfollowsthatof

uncorrelated system s,asexpected forsystem swith large

energy di�erence and therefore interacting with disjoint

frequency rangesofthe photon reservoir.Itisclearthat

observing collective e�ectsforsuch non-interacting dots

requirestransition energiesidenticalup to several�eV.

IftheQ Dsarecloseenough,theF�orsterinteraction be-

com es e�ective. Since the sub-and superradiantstates

are eigenstatesofthe F�orsterHam iltonian separated by

an energy2V ,thetransition from theinitially subradiant

statetothesuperradiantstateissuppressed ifthem agni-

tudeoftheF�orstercouplingexceedstheenergydi�erence

�. This is shown in Fig. 1(b). It is clear that the de-

cay rate isreduced when V � � and the subradiance is

recovered for V � �. Note that,apart from the triv-

iallim iting cases,thedecay ism arkedly non-exponential

and itsm odulation yieldsinform ation on theorigin ofthe

energy levelsplitting in thesystem .Indeed,thedecay of

thesuperradiantstatej (0)i= (j01i+ j10i)=
p
2shown in

the insetto Fig.1(a)isclearly di�erentfortwo system s

with the sam e energy splitting, depending on whether

the splitting originates from the di�erence between the

dotsorfrom the interaction.

The signaturesofcollective interaction with the elec-

trom agnetic �eld m ay also be found in the evolution of

m easurablequantities.Asan exam ple,letusconsiderthe

averagenum berofexcitonsin the Q DM .In the present

stateoftheartofQ D m anufacturing,thedi�erencesbe-

tween thetransition energiesofthetwodotsareratherin

them eV than in the�eV rangediscussed in theprevious

case. Therefore,letusconsiderthe evolution ofexciton

occupationsfortheinitialstatesj (0)i= (j01i� j10i)=
p
2

for a Q DM with � = 1 m eV.The results are shown in

Fig.2. Ascan be seen,in thiscase the decay ofthe oc-

cupation showsno oscillations.ForV � �,both states

show sim ple exponentialdecay with the rate �. In the

opposite lim it, V � �, the subradiant state becom es
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stable while the superradiantstate decaysexponentially

with a twice larger rate. In the interm ediate range of

param eters,the decay isnotexponential.

Thesuperradiantstateisparticularlyrelevantforopti-

calexperim entssincesuch abrightcom bination ofsingle-

exciton statesisexcited by ultrafastopticalpulsesfrom

the ground state. Thus,the curvesplotted in Fig.2 di-

rectly correspond to thedecay ofpopulation afteran op-

ticalexcitation.36 Therefore,let us study this decay in

m oredetail.

The system evolution is governed by the m atrix Â

[Eq. (4)] which, for � � �, is nearly purely anti-

Herm itian. Therefore, its eigenvectors are nearly or-

thogonalto each other. Up to corrections oforder of

�=� � 1,they can be written in the form

u+ =

�
cos’

� sin’

�

; u� =

�
sin’

cos’

�

;

where

sin’ =
1
p
2

�

1�
�

p
� 2 + V 2

�1=2

:

The corresponding eigenvaluesare

�� = �
�

2
�
p
� �2 + (iV + �=2)2:

The solution ofEq.(4)forthe superradiantinitialcon-

dition is

c(t)= sin(’ + �=4)u� e
�� t+ cos(’ + �=4)u+ e

�+ t:

The num berofexcitonsthereforeevolvesas

n(t)= jc(t)j2 = sin2(’ + �=4)e2R e�� t

+ cos2(’ + �=4)e2R e�+ t:

Due to the alm ostperfectorthogonality ofthe eigenvec-

torsu� the interference term vanishes and the occupa-

tion decay isa com bination oftwo exponentialswith dif-

ferentrates,as shown in Fig.2(b). In the inset to this

�gure we show the valuesofthe two decay constantsas

a function ofV for� = 1 m eV.

If the initial sub- or superradiant state of a Q DM

is prepared by an ultrafast opticalpulse it willpartly

loose its coherence within a few picosecondsofthe sys-

tem evolution due to phonon-induced pure dephasing.

The detailed dynam ics ofthis dephasing process di�ers

from that of a single Q D and depends on the system

geom etry31. Nonetheless, its essentiale�ect is to per-

turb the superposition state towards a m ixture oftwo

states, each of which undergoes the usualexponential

decay.Therefore,one m ay expecta decrease ofthe am -

plitude ofthe oscillationsin Figs.1 and 3 and a shiftof

the decay curvesin Fig.2 towardsthe m onoexponential

decay with the usualdecay rate. For specialvalues of

the energy m ism atch,the results m ay also be m odi�ed

by the phonon-assisted Coulom b transfer26.

B . B iexciton state

Next,let us consider the case ofthe sam e two Q Ds,

butinitially excited to the j11istate. Thisstate can be

experim entally prepared in variousways3,4.The general

form ofthe stateisnow

j (t)i= c11(t)j11i

+
X

k;�

c01k�(t)j01k�i+
X

k;�

c10k�(t)j10k�i

+
X

k;�;q;�0

c00k�q�0(t)j00;k�q�
0
i;

and the am plitudesevolveaccording to the equations

i_c11 =
X

k;�

g
�
k� (c01k� + c10k�)e

i(E � !k )t; (5a)

i_c01k� = �c 01 + V c10 + gk�c11e
� i(E � !k )t (5b)

+
X

q;�0

g
�
q�0c00k�q�0e

i(E � !q)t;

i_c10k� = � �c10 + V c01 + gk�c11e
� i(E � !k )t (5c)

+
X

q;�0

g
�
q�0c00k�q�0e

i(E � !q)t;

i_c00k�q�0 = gq�0(c01k� + c10k�)e
� i(E � !q)t: (5d)

As previously,we form ally integrate Eq.(5d),insert it

into Eqs.(5b,5c),and usetheshortm em ory assum ption.

Thisyieldsthe equation forck� = (c10k�;c01k�)
T ,

ck� = � igk�

Z t

0

dse
Â (t� s)

c11(s)e
� i(E � !k )sb; (6)

whereb = (1;1)T and Â isde�ned in Eq.(4).Substitut-

ing thisin turn into Eq.(5a)we �nd

_c11 = �

Z t

0

dsR (s)bT eÂ sbc11(t� s):

Since the elem entsofÂ areoforderof�eV orm eV,the

m atrix exponent is slowly varying on the tim escales of

reservoir m em ory,as is c11(t),and both m ay be taken

ats= 0,which leadsto the decay equation in the usual

form _c11 = � �c11 or,for the corresponding elem ent of

the reduced density m atrix, _�11;11 = � 2��11;11.

The evolution equationsforthe otherelem entsofthe

density m atrix m ay be found by writing,for instance,

_�01;01 = 2Re
P

k;�
(c�
10k� _c10k�),substituting _c10k� from

Eq.(6),and using oncem oretheshortm em ory approxi-

m ation.Perform ingthisprocedureforalltheelem entsof

� in thesingle-exciton sector,onearrivesattheequations

_f11 = � 2�f11;

_f10 = � �(Rep+ f10 � f11)+ 2V Im p;

_f01 = � �(Rep+ f01 � f11)� 2V Im p;

_p = � 2i�p� �(p+
f01 + f10

2
� f11)

+ iV (f01 � f10);
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FIG . 3: Photon em ission rate for a superradiant state for
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The param etervaluesgiven in (b)are valid forboth �gures.

wherewedenoted flj = �lj;lj,l;j= 0;1,and p = �01;10.

The photon em ission rate  = � (2_f11 + _f01 + _f10)for

the initialstate j11iis plotted in Fig.3. In the case of

V = 0[Fig.3(a)]weseethatthephoton em ission losesits

superradiantbehaviorforgrowing energy m ism atch be-

tween thedots,tendingtotheusualexponentialdecayfor

large �. Like in the previouscase,rem oving the degen-

eracy between the sub-and superradiant single-exciton

statesbyincludingtheF�orstercouplingstabilizesthecol-

lectiveuorescence[thedotted linein Fig.3(b)coincides

with the � = 0 line in Fig. 3(a)].

IV . Q U A N T U M D O T A R R A Y S (4 Q D S)

In thissection,we study arraysoffourQ Dsin a very

special,regulararrangem ent.Theresulting sym m etry of

the F�orsterterm leadsto sym m etric eigenstatesand,as

weshow below,to the stabilization ofcollectivee�ects.

In general,theW eisskopf{W ignerequationslead tothe

Lindblad equation forthe evolution ofthe reduced den-

sity m atrix ofthe chargesubsystem

_� = � i[HX ;�]+ L[�]; (7)

with

L[�]= �

�

�� ��+ �
1

2
f�+ �� ;�g+

�

;

where �� =
P

j
�
(j)

� . W e now use Eq.(7)to study the

evolution offour Q Dsform ing a square array in the xy
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FIG .5: Photon em ission rate for a superradiant state of4

Q D sforV = 0 (a)and forV 6= 0 (b).

plane.The energy deviationsofindividualdotsare now

� i = �i�,where
P

i
�i = 0 and

P

i
�2i = 1,so that� is

them ean squarevariation ofthetransition energies.The

detailsofthe system evolution depend on the particular

choice of�i but the generalbehavior is only governed

by the interplay of� and V (unless som e particularly

sym m etric choice is m ade). W e arbitrarily �x �1 = 0,

�2 = � 0:8,�3 = 0:27,�4 = 0:54andusethem ean square

variation � as a param eter. The F�orster interaction is

param eterized by its m agnitude V ,with V12 = V23 =

V34 = V41 = V and V13 = V24 = 2� 3=2V (the dots are

num bered clock-wise).

First, let us choose the subradiant initial states

j a(0)i = (j1001i� j0101i+ j0110i� j1010i)=2 and

j b(0)i = (j1001i� j0011i+ j0110i� j1100i)=2,which

span the subspace oflogicalqubit states that m ay be

used for noiseless encoding ofquantum inform ation on

fourphysicalqubits20. O bviously,fornon-identicaldots

the phases in these superpositions willrotate and the

state willbe driven outofthe initialnoiselesssubspace

which leadsto a decrease of�delity,asshown in Fig.4.

O ut ofthe two states,only j b(0)i is a non-degenerate

eigenstate ofthe Fr�ohlich interaction for the square ar-

ray.Asa result,ascan be seen in Fig.4,only thisstate

isfully stabilized by the F�orsterinteraction forV � �

(the lines for V = 100 �eV in Fig. 4 are very close to

the asym ptotic case ofV ! 1 ). Since the other state

j a(0)i is never com pletely stable the entire \noiseless

subspace" oflogicalstates21 rem ains stable only for an

extrem ely hom ogeneousarray ofQ Ds.

Finally,letus study the photon em ission rate from a

superradiantstate offourexcited Q Ds,j (0)i= j1111i

(Fig.5).Now,a clearsuperradiantpeak ofphoton em is-

sion developsforidenticaldotsbutvanishesasthe dots

becom e di�erent. Again,interaction between the dots

in a regular array stabilizes the collective em ission. It

is interesting to note that the superradiant em ission is

close to idealalready for V � �,while the subradiant

states are stabilized only when the interaction exceeds

the energy di�erence by an orderofm agnitude.

It should be stressed that the stabilization e�ect re-

sults from the special, highly sym m etric arrangem ent

ofthe Q Ds. It should be contrasted with the dephas-

ing induced by analogous interactions in the random ly

distributed atom ic sam ples15. Likewise,in an irregular
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ensem ble ofQ Dsobtained by spontaneousself-assem bly

no stabilization e�ectshould be expected. However,re-

centprogressin the pre-patterned and strain-engineered

growth ofQ Ds32,33 showsgreatprom iseforthem anufac-

turing ofQ D arrayswith a desired geom etry.

V . C O N C LU SIO N S

W ehaveshown thatcollectiveinteraction ofcarriesin

Q Ds with their EM environm ent is extrem ely sensitive

to thehom ogeneity oftheQ D array.Already fortheen-

ergy m ism atch oforderof�eV thesub-and superradiant

behaviorofphysicalquantitiesisreplacedbytheiroscilla-

tion around theaverageexponentialdecay.Thus,observ-

ing collective uorescence e�ectsin an ensem ble ofnon-

interacting Q Dsseem shighly unlikely. Likewise,im ple-

m entingthenoiselessencodingschem esrequiresthelevel

ofhom ogeneity m uch beyond the reach ofthe present

technology.

The destructive e�ect of inhom ogeneity can be, to

som e extent, overcom e by excitation-transfer coupling

(F�orsterortunneling)between the dotsplaced in a reg-

ulararray.Thiscan stabilize the subradiance ofa state

of2 Q Dsand thesuperradiantem ission from 4 Q Dsbut

(for a square alignm ent) stillcannot assure stability of

the entirenoiselesssubspaceim plem ented on 4 Q Ds.

W hen the energy m ism atch between the dots is of

order ofm eV,like in the currently fabricated arti�cial

m oleculesoftwo Q Ds,theoscillationsdisappearand one

observes a decay ofthe excitation (exciton occupation

num ber) com posed oftwo exponentials. For such a re-

alistic energy m ism atch, the two decay rates for non-

interacting dots are practically equalto the free decay

rate�.However,with growing interaction strength they

approach 2� (superradiantcom ponent) and 0 (subradi-

ant). Thus,theirvaluescarry inform ation on the origin

oftheenergysplitting(interaction vs.energym ism atch).

�
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