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T he param etric oscillation threshold ofsem iconductor m icrocavities in the strong

coupling regim e
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The threshold oftriply resonant opticalparam etric oscillation in a sem iconductor m icrocavity

in the strong coupling regim e is investigated. Because ofthe third-order nature ofthe excitonic

nonlinearity, a variety of di�erent behaviours is observed thanks to the interplay of param etric

oscillation and opticalbistability e�ects.Thebehaviourofthesignalam plitudeand ofthequantum

uctuationsin approaching the threshold hasbeen characterized asa function ofthe pum p,signal

and idlerfrequencies.

PACS num bers: 42.65.Y j,71.36.+ c,

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

Triply resonant optical param etric oscillation

(O PO )1,2 has been recently observed3,4,5 in sem i-

conductorm icrocavitiesin thestrongcoupling regim e6,7,

and has attracted a good deal of attention from the

pointofview ofboth fundam entalphysics and possible

technological applications. The peculiar dispersion

relation of polaritons in the strong coupling regim e

allowsto sim ultaneously satisfy the resonance condition

for the pum p, signal and the idler m odes. Together

with the enorm ousvalue ofthe excitonic nonlinearities,

the possibility ofeasy phase m atching results in a low

threshold intensity,m akingthesesystem svery prom ising

candidatesforlow-powerO PO applications.

A com pletetheoreticaldescription oftheO PO dynam -

icsofsuch system sisnotonly very im portantin view of

the optim isation of the device operation, but also de-

servesa certain interestfrom thepointofview ofnonlin-

eardynam icsasm any interesting phenom ena can occur

dueto theinterplay ofopticalbistability and param etric

oscillation8,9,and to thenontrivialspatial�eld dynam ics

in the transverseplane10,11.

As shown by severaltheoreticalpapersthathave ap-

peared on thesubject,a rathercom plex phenom enology

isfound already atthe levelofthe three-m ode approxi-

m ation,wherethe classicalnonlinearopticalwaveequa-

tion is projected onto the three pum p,signaland idler

m odes9,12,13,14. Available experim entaldata appear to

con�rm this point: in particular, both continuous5,15

and discontinuous23 behaviours have been experim en-

tallyshown forthesignalintensityin theneighborhoodof

thethreshold point.Although som eanalogieshavebeen

drawn with what is known about �(2) O PO dynam ics

in standard passive m edia1,2,16,17,18,no com plete inves-

tigation hasappeared yetforthe case ofsem iconductor

m icrocavitiesin thestrong coupling regim e,neitherfrom

theexperim entalnorfrom thetheoreticalpointsofview.

The optical nonlinearity of the m icrocavity system

under investigation originates from collisionalexciton-

exciton interactions and is therefore of the �(3) type.

Thism eansthatitnotonly providesthe param etric in-

teraction necessary forthe param etricoscillation,butis

alsoresponsibleforsigni�cantm ean-�eld frequencyshifts

ofthem odes.Thism akesthenonlineardynam icsofthe

m ode am plitudesm uch richerthan in �(2) O PO s18. Pi-

oneering theoreticalwork in this direction has recently

appeared in Ref.9.

The purpose ofthe presentpaperisto provide a sys-

tem atic and quantitative study of the O PO threshold

in sem iconductor m icrocavities in the strong coupling

regim e.Depending on thepum p laserfrequency,and the

signal,pum p and idlerm odefrequencies,severalregim es

are to be distinguished,where the system behaviour is

radically di�erent.

The paper is organized as follows: our m odelofthe

m icrocavity isintroduced in Sec.II.O pticallim iting and

opticalbistabilityin thepum p onlysolution arediscussed

in Sec.IIIA.G eneralconceptsaboutthe stability ofthe

solution with respecttopum p-only and toparam etricin-

stabilitiesaregiven in Sec.IIIB.ThefollowingSecs.IIIC-

IIIG are devoted to characterizethe param etric thresh-

old asa function oftheincidentpum p angle,theinternal

and theincidentintensitiesand to�nd theoptim alchoice

to m inim ize the threshold intensity. Q uantitative esti-

m ations are provided in Sec.IIIH,where a com parison

is m ade with other realizations ofO PO s based on pas-

sive �(2) and �(3) m aterials. The kind ofbifurcation at

the onsetofthe O PO em ission isinvestigated in Sec.IV.

Depending on whetherthe pum p-only solution isin the

opticallim iterorin theopticalbistability regim es,para-

m etricem ission isshown to setin eitherin a continuous

orin adiscontinuousway.Thecloserelationship between

the nature ofthe instability pointand the behaviourof

thequantum uctuationsasthethreshold isapproached

ispointed outin Sec.IV D.Conclusionsare�nally drawn

in Sec.V.

II. P O LA R IT O N M O D EL

A sketch of the physicalsystem under investigation

is shown in Fig.1: a planar DBR (Distributed Bragg

Reector) sem iconductor m icrocavity containing a few

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0607719v2
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quantum wellsstrongly coupled to thecavity m ode.The

elem entary excitationsofthissystem consistofexciton-

polaritons,i.e.coherentsuperpositionsofcavity photons

and excitons. Polaritons com bine the very strong �(3)

opticalnonlinearity originating from exciton-exciton col-

lisionalinteractionsto thepeculiardispersion relation as

a function ofthe in-plane wavevector k that is shown

in Fig.1: these facts m ake them extrem ely wellsuited

fortriply-resonantopticalparam etric oscillatorapplica-

tions,asithasindeed been experim entally dem onstrated

in recentyears3,4,5.
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FIG .1: Upperpanel: sketch ofthe m icrocavity system and

ofthe param etric process underconsideration. Lower panel:

lower polariton (LP) and upper polariton (UP) dispersion

at linear regim e. The cavity photon dispersion is !C (k) =

!
0
C

p

1+ k2=k2z with ~!
0
C = 1:4 eV and kz = 20�m

� 1
. The

exciton dispersion is at and resonant with the k = 0 cav-

ity m ode !X = !
0
C . The exciton-photon Rabicoupling is

~
 R = 2:5 m eV.Thedotsindicatethesignal,pum p and idler

m odes,the arrows show the triply resonant param etric pro-

cessunderinvestigation.

A m ean-�eld description ofthe cavity-polariton �eld

dynam icscan bedeveloped in term sofa nonlinearwave

equation with a third-ordernonlinearity8,13. Under the

assum ption that the dynam ics takes place in the lower

polariton branch and thepopulation oftheupperpolari-

ton branch rem ainsnegligible,thetheoreticaldescription

can be sim pli�ed by restricting itto the lowerpolariton

only. For the sake ofsim plicity,we shallfocus our at-

tention on thecaseofa circularly polarized pum p beam .

Asthe circularpolarization ofthe polariton �eld ispre-

served bythenonlinearinteractionsand thelongitudinal-

transverse splitting19,20 is m uch sm aller than both the

linewidth  and thenonlinearinteraction energy,thecir-

cularpolarization isalm ostcom pletely transferred to the

signaland idlerbeam s.

Underthese assum ptions,the polariton dynam icscan

be written in term s ofa nonlinear wave equation for a

single-com ponentk-spacepolariton �eld  L P (k):

i
d

dt
 L P (k)=

�

�(k)� i
(k)

2

�

 L P (k)+ Fp(k)e
� i!pt

+
X

q1;q2

gk;q1;q2
 
�
L P (q1 + q2 � k) L P (q1) L P (q2):

(1)

The �eld  L P (k)ishere norm alized in such a way that

its square m odulus j L P (k)j
2 equals the num ber ofpo-

laritons with m om entum k per unit area. �(k) is the

dispersion relation ofthelowerpolariton and (k)isthe

m om entum -dependentlossrate.Throughoutthepresent

paper,the exciting laser �eld is taken as a m onochro-

m atic and continuous wave coherent �eld at !p with a

plane-wave spatialpro�le atkp and a circularpolariza-

tion.Thedriving am plitude Fp(k)can be related to the

incident power density Iinc by using the input-output

form alism 21,22,23:

Fp(k)= �k;kp
C (kp)

s

radIinc

N tr~!p
: (2)

rad isheretheradiativedecay rateofthecavity-photon

due to the �nite m irror transm ittivity; the param eter

N tr speci�es whether the cavity is a single-sided cavity

with a perfectly reecting back m irror (N tr = 1),or a

sym m etric cavity with equaltransm ission through both

the frontand back m irrors(N tr = 2).

The third-ordernonlinear interaction term takesinto

account exciton-exciton collisionalinteractions. As the

wavevectorsinvolved in the presentdiscussion are m uch

sm aller than the inverse excitonic radius, the exciton-

exciton couplingconstantin asinglequantum wellcan be

approxim ated by a m om entum -independent �g. IfN Q W

quantum wellsarepresentin the cavity,identically cou-

pled to the cavity m ode,the brightexcitonic excitation

isdelocalized overallofthem and thee�ectiveexcitonic

coupling constantisg = �g=N Q W . In the polaritonic ba-

sis,a non-trivialm om entum dependenceappearsvia the

Hop�eld coe�cientsX (k)and C (k)quantifying the ex-

citonicand cavity-photoniccom ponentsofthe lowerpo-

lariton:

gk;q1;q2
= gX

�(k)X �(q1 + q2 � k)X (q1)X (q2): (3)

Although no conclusive experim ental nor theoretical

analysis has been reported yet, the theoreticalpredic-

tion ~�g � 1:5� 10� 5 eV �m 2 based on the Born approx-

im ation24 appears to be in reasonable agreem ent with

availableexperim entaldata6,7.

In orderto focusourdiscussion ofthe basic O PO dy-

nam ics,weshallnotconsiderherethee�ectofthedisor-

der:in recenthigh quality III-V sam plesthee�ectofthe

disordercan in factbeweak enough foritto beneglected
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on the scaleofthe polaritonic linewidth.In thiscase,it

islegitim ate to approxim atethe m ode eigenfunctionsas

plane waves. O n the other hand,the disorder is m uch

stronger in II-VI sam ples,where it has been shown to

havedram atic consequenceson polariton BEC25.These

e�ectsarehighly non-trivialalreadyatequilibrium 26 and

are expected to becom e even m ore com plex because of

theinterplay with thenonlineardynam ics:thecom plete

analysisofthem goesfarbeyond thescopeofthepresent

paperand isleftto future work.

To conclude the section,itis interesting to note that

the applicability range ofthe wave equation (1) is not

lim ited to sem iconductor planar O PO s,but can be ex-

tended to describeothersetups,e.g.planarcavitiescon-

taining a slab ofpassive �(3) m aterial. In this case,no

excitonicresonanceexists,and thepolariton reducesto a

barecavity-photon.Asboth thecoupling to externalra-

diation and theopticalnonlinearity acton thesam epho-

tonicdegreeoffreedom ,onehassim ply tosetX = C = 1

and calculate the nonlinearcoupling constantusing the

nonlinearsusceptibility ofthe m edium underconsidera-

tion:

~g = C�
(3) (~!p)

2

�2
lin
d
: (4)

The num ericalfactor C oforder one takes into account

the detailsofthe geom etry underinvestigation.Typical

valuesof�(3) ofm aterialsspeci�cally designed fornon-

linearopticalapplicationsrange up to som ething ofthe

order of10� 9 esu27. For a �=2 cavity,these values cor-

respond to a nonlinearcoupling constantofthe orderof

~g � 5� 10� 9 eV �m 2,orders ofm agnitude lowerthan

the value ~�g � 1:5� 10� 5 eV �m 2 previously m entioned

for sem iconductor m icrocavities in the strong coupling

regim e.Thisexplainsthepresentinterestofsem iconduc-

torm icrocavitiesforlow-powernonlinearopticalapplica-

tions,aswellasforfundam entalstudiesofthe interplay

ofnonlineardynam icsand quantum uctuations28,29.

III. T H E PA R A M ET R IC T H R ESH O LD

A . T he pum p only solution

Am ong the di�erentk m odes,only the one atk = kp

containsa sourceterm in itsequation ofm otion (1).An

exactsolution ofthe fullset ofequations ofm otion (1)

can thereforebe found in the form

 L P (x;t)= P e
i(kpx� !pt); (5)

with the am plitude P �xed by the condition:

[�p � !p �
i

2
p + gjX (kp)j

4
jP j

2]P + Fp = 0: (6)

Here �p = �(kp) is the frequency of the pum p m ode

at linear regim e and p = (kp) the corresponding

linewidth; the e�ect of the third-order nonlinearity is

0 2 4 6 8
I
p
 [arb. units]
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3

pump-only bistability
point

FIG .2: Polariton density in the pum p m ode as a function

ofthe driving intensity Ip = jFpj
2
fora pum p wave vectorof

kp = 1:19�m
� 1
,which corresponds to �p = 1:39845eV. The

leftgraph isin the opticallim iterregim e (!p = �p),whereas

the right one is in the bistability regim e (!p = �p + 1:5p).

The red arrows show the jum p in polariton density for an

upward (rightarrow)and downward (leftarrow)ram p ofthe

laser intensity. The dotted part ofthe curve is dynam ically

unstable.Sam e cavity param etersasin Fig.1.

to renorm alize the pum p m ode frequency by a m ean-

�eld shiftproportionalto them odeexcitonicpopulation

nxp = jX (kp)j
2jP j2. This e�ect, absent in �(2) cavi-

ties,isresponsible forthe the qualitatively di�erentbe-

haviours30 that can be observed depending on the sign

ofthe detuning ofthe pum p frequency !p with respect

to the polariton energy �(kp).

Fig.2 shows the excitonic density in the pum p m ode

nxp asafunction ofthedrivingintensityIp = jFpj
2 which

is proportional(but not identical) to the incident laser

intensity Iinc [See Eq.(2)].W hen the pum p frequency is

below orcloseto resonance!p � �(kp)<
p
3(kp)=2,we

are in the so-called opticallim iter regim e,in which the

population nxp ofthe kp m ode m onotonically increases

asa function ofthe driving intensity Ip (leftpanel).

For blue-detuned pum p frequencies !p � �(kp) >
p
3(kp)=2,a positive feedback ofthe nonlinearity oc-

curs and hysteretic behaviour can be instead observed,

asshown in the rightpanelofFig.2 and experim entally

dem onstrated in Ref.31. For increasing laserintensity,

thepum p m odepopulation followsthelowerbranch until

itsendpointisreached,and then itjum psto the upper

branch as indicated by the arrow. Ifthe driving inten-

sity islaterram ped down,thesystem keepsfollowingthe

upperbranch untilitsendpoint,and only herethepum p

m ode population jum psback to the lowerbranch. Hys-

teretic behaviourisapparent,asthe upward and down-

ward jum p pointsdo notcoincide.

B . D ynam icalstability ofthe pum p-only state

Asusualin nonlineardynam icalsystem s,�nding a so-

lution isnotsu�cient,asonehasto verify itsdynam ical

stability. O pticalparam etric oscillation,as wellas the

instability of the centralbranch ofthe hysteresis loop

arein factdueto thesolution (6)becom ing dynam ically

unstable.
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As the planar cavity supports a continuum ofinde-

pendent m odes with di�erent in-plane wavevectors,dy-

nam icalstability ofthe pum p only solution (6) has to

be checked with respectto perturbationswith any wave

vectorks:

 L P (x;t)= P e
� i!pt+ ikpx + u(ks)e

� i[!p+ !(ks)]t+ iksx

+ v
�(ks)e

� i[!p� !
�
(ks)]t+ i(2kp� ks)x: (7)

Substituting this expression in Eq.(1) and keeping only

linearterm sin the uctuationsu and v,one getsto the

following eigenvalueproblem 32

L(ks)w(ks)= !(ks)w(ks) (8)

wherethetwo-com ponentvectorw(ks)= [u(ks);v(ks)]
T

and the 2x2 m atrix L(ks)is

L(ks)=

�
�s � !p + 2gjX sj

2jX pj
2jP j2 � i

s
2

gX �
sX iX

2
pP

2

� gXsX
�
iX

� 2
p P � 2 � �i+ !p � 2gjXij

2jX pj
2jP j2 � i

i
2

�

: (9)

The m atrix L(ks)couplesthe uctuationsin the ks and ki = 2kp � ks m odes,called in the following the signaland

the idlerm odes.Short-hand notationshavebeen hereintroduced to sim plify theexpressions:X s;i = X (ks;i)arethe

excitonic Hop�eld coe�cientsofthe signal/idlerm odes,� s;i = �(ks;i)are the signaland idlerm ode frequenciesand

s;i = (ks;i)arethecorresponding lossrates.Dynam icalstability isensured iftheim aginary partsofalleigenvalues

ofL(ks)arenegativeIm [!� (ks)]< 0 forallwavevectorsks.Thesecan be written as:

Im f!� (ks)g = �
s + i

4
� Im

( r

[(�si� !p)+ g(jX sj
2 + jX ij

2)nxp � i
s � i

4
]2 � g2 jX sj

2jX ij
2n2xp

)

; (10)

Notethatthepum p m odefrequency �p doesnotdirectly

appearin theexpression (10)oftheeigenvalues,butitis

only indirectly involved via the pum p-only solution (6),

which �xesnxp. The frequenciesofthe signaland idler

m odes are involved in (10) only via their average value

�si = [�s + �i]=2.

Two kindsofphysically distinctinstabilitiescan arise.

A single-m odeinstability ariseswhen theequation ofm o-

tion for the pum p m ode alone { neglecting allinterac-

tionswith otherm odes{ isdynam ically unstable. This

instability is found when L(ks) has an eigenvalue with

a positive im aginary part for ks = kp. As in this case

ki = ks = kp,thisinstability involvesthekp m ode only,

and for this reason it is called single-m ode. It is easy

to verify8 thatthepum p-only solution (6)issingle-m ode

unstable in the centralbranch of the bistability curve

(m arked with a dotted line in Fig.2b). At the turning

points ofthe bistability curve a stable and an unstable

solution m eet, so that the bifurcation is of the saddle

node type33.

O urinterestishoweverm ore focussed on instabilities

ofthe second kind,i.e. forks 6= kp: thisparam etric in-

stability signalstheonsetofparam etricoscillation with a

�niteintensity appearingin a pairofdistinctsignal/idler

m odes at ks;i. From the point of view of bifurcation

theory,theparam etricinstability profoundly di�ersfrom

the single-m ode one. As we shallsee in the following,

the pum p-only solution stillexistsbeyond the threshold

point,butitisno longerstable foran eigenvalue ofthe

linearstability m atrix L(k)hascrossed therealaxis:the

bifurcation isthen oftheHopftype33 and isaccom panied

by a spontaneousbreaking ofa signal/idlerU (1) phase

rotation sym m etry34.

C . A vailable range ofsignal/idler frequencies

In thepresentpaper,weshallnotaddresstheproblem

ofthe determ ination ofthe wavevectors ks;i which are

actually selected by theparam etricprocessabovethresh-

old.Thisisa very com plicateproblem and ispostponed

to a forthcom ing publication11.Here we shalllim itour-

selftoastudy ofthelowerthreshold forparam etricem is-

sion:theparam etricoscillationdynam icswillbeinitiated

as soon as the incident intensity exceeds the threshold

valueforsom epairofsignal/idlerm odes.

Foreach valueofpum p wavevectorkp,itisim portant

tocharacterizetherangeof�sithatcan beobtained when

thesignal/idlerwavevectorsks;i arespanned through all

di�erent polariton states: the search for the m inim um

value ofthe threshold hasin factto be restricted to the

region of�si valueswhich areactually available.

This point is addressed in Fig.3. In the left panel,

the behaviour ofthe detuning (�si � �p) as a function

ofks is shown for three di�erent values ofkp and the

yellow region in therightpanelsum m arizestheaccessible

detuningsasafunction ofkp.Forsm allkp,the�si vs.ks
curve hasa single m inim um atks = kp where �si = �p,

and then tends to a �nite lim it for large ks (�(k) has a

�nite lim itforlargek).Forlargervaluesofkp,negative

values�si� �p < 0 can be reached. The m inim um isin

factsplitin twoseparatem inim a9,sym m etrically located
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FIG .3: Left panel: plot of�si as a function ofks for �xed

values ofkp = 0 (fullblack),kp = 1:19�m
� 1

(dashed red),

kp = 1:4�m
� 1

(dotted blue). The verticallines show the

valueofthepum p wavevector.Rightpanel:band ofavailable

�si valuesasa function ofkp.Thehorizontalgreen lineshows

the optim aldetuning �
opt

si;p (see Sec.IIIF below),the vertical

linesindicatethekp valuescorresponding to thecurvesin the

leftpanel.Cavity param etersasin Fig.1,equaldam pingrates

s;p;i =  with ~ = 0:25 m eV.

around the pum p angle asrequired by the sym m etry of

�si under exchange ofthe signaland idler m odes. The

upperlim itoftheavailableband m onotonicallydecreases

asa function ofkp,due to the corresponding increaseof

�p.In particular,ittendsto 0 forlargevaluesofkp.

D . P um p intensity nxp at the param etric threshold

Asitoften happensin nonlinearopticalsystem s,itis

usefulto study the param etric threshold �rst in term s

ofthe internallight intensity in the cavity,in our case

theexcitonicpum p m odepopulation nxp.Connection to

the incidentintensity Iinc willbe then m ade in the next

subsection. Aswe are stillleftwith severalparam eters,

nam ely i=s,X
2
s and X 2

i,we are forced to restrictthe

discussion to som eillustrativeexam ples.Thequalitative

features are however quite robust with respect to their

variations.Letusbegin from the s = i = si case:as

theargum entofthesquarerootin eq.(10)ispurely real,

the calculationsarein thiscasethe sim plest.

The pum p m ode population nxp at the param etric

threshold is plotted in Fig.4 as a function of !p � �si
fortwo possible choicesofthe Hop�eld coe�cients. No

qualitative di�erences are visible,but only quantitative

ones. The m ain feature ofthese curves is the fact that

param etricoscillation can only takeplaceforsu�ciently

large valuesof!p � �si. The hatched regionsindeed in-

dicatewhereparam etricoscillation can nevertakeplace,

nom atterhow largethepopulation ofthepum p m odeis.

Rem arkably,the m inim um value ofthe threshold popu-

lation isreached justbefore the endpointofthe curves.

Sim ple physicalargum entscan be put forward to ex-

plain these features. In a �(3) param etric oscillator,the

nonlinearity not only provides the param etric coupling

0 1 2 3 4
(ω

p
-ε

si
)/γ

0

0.5

1

1.5

2

g 
n xp

/γ

FIG .4: Threshold excitonic density in the pum p m ode as

a function ofthe pum p laser detuning from the average sig-

nal/idler naturalfrequencies. The fullblack curve refers to

a sem iconductor m icrocavity for which the Hop�eld coe�-

cients are X s = X (0) and X i = X (2km agic). The dashed

red curve refers to the case ofa cavity containing a passive

nonlinearm aterialforwhich X j = 1.The curvesdo notcon-

tinue through the hatched region atthe lefthand side where

param etric oscillation can nevertake place.The dotted lines

represent the approxim ation (14). Cavity param eters as in

Fig.3.

between the signaland idler m odesvia the o�-diagonal

term sin them atrix (9),butisatthesam etim eresponsi-

bleforam ean-�eld blueshiftofthesignaland idlerm ode

frequenciesby2gjX s;ij
2 nxp.O ncethisshiftistaken into

account,theresonancecondition fortheparam etricpro-

cessisrenorm alized to

!p = �si+ g(jX sj
2 + jX ij

2)nxp: (11)

From (10),it is easy to see that the m inim um value of

the threshold

n
m in
xp =

si

2gjX sjjX ij
(12)

isindeed attained when thiscondition issatis�ed.Com -

bining (11)and (12)givesthe optim aldetuning

!p � �si = si
jX sj

2 + jX ij
2

2jX sX ij
; (13)

which correspondsto theposition ofthem inim um ofthe

curvesplotted in Fig.4.

O n theotherhand,forlargeand positivevaluesofthe

detuning !p � �si � si,the threshold growsin a linear

way asa function of!p � �si

nxp =
!p � �si

g(jX sj
2 + jX ij

2 + jX sX ij)
: (14)

Finally, for !p � �si < 0 the well-known inequality

(jX sj
2+ jX ij

2)2 > jX sj
2 jX ij

2 im pliesthat(10)can never
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FIG .5: Contour plot ofthe threshold laser intensity as a

function of the detunings. The decay rates for the pum p,

signal and idler m odes are taken equal to s;p;i =  and

the Hop�eld coe�cients X s = X (0), X p = X (km agic) and

X i = X (2km agic). The lowest contour line in the plot is

at 1:05Im in
inc ,where the m inim um ofthe threshold intensity

I
m in
inc isattained atthe pointindicated by a star? and isde-

�ned in Eq.(18) below. The di�erence between the contours

is 0:3I
m in
inc . The letters (A)-(E) indicate the regions ofqual-

itatively di�erent behaviours; the corresponding pum p-only

characteristiccurvesareshown in Fig.6.Thered-shaded area

indicatesthevaluesof�si� �p thatareavailableforthevalue

ofthe pum p angle kp = 1:4�m � 1,corresponding to the red

curve in Fig.3.

bezeroforanyvalueofnxp,sothatparam etricoscillation

can nevertake place in thiscase. The m ean �eld shifts

push in factthe signal/idlerm odesoutofresonancebe-

fore the param etric coupling can overcom ethe dam ping

ratesi.

E. Laser intensity at threshold

In the previoussection we have determ ined the value

ofthe pum p m ode population nxp at the threshold for

param etric oscillation. The value ofthe corresponding

laser intensity is then obtained by using (6). Care has

to be paid to the factthatsingle-m odeinstabilitiesm ay

m ake som e branchesofthe bistability loop dynam ically

unstableand thereforenotreachablein an actualexper-

im ent.Again,thisfeatureistypical9 ofa �(3) O PO and

isabsentin �(2) ones,wheretherelation between thein-

cident intensity and the pum p m ode population in the

pum p-only state isa linearone and no instability other

than the param etriconeispossible18.

Let us start from the p = s = i =  case. The

predictions for the value of the laser intensity at the

param etricthreshold aresum m arized in Fig.5,wherethe

contourplotofthethreshold laserintensity isshown asa

function ofthedetuning �si� �p between thesignal/idler

m odefrequenciesand thepum p m odefrequency,and the

detuning !p � �p ofthepum p laserfrom thepum p m ode

0 5 10
0

1

2

3

4

gn
xp

/γ

0 10 20 30 0 1 2 3
I
p
 [arb. units]

0 1 2 3 0 1 2

0.5 0.75

0.5

1

(A) (B) (C) (D) (E)

FIG . 6: Pum p-only characteristic curves for di�erent val-

ues of the detunings. Instabilities with respect to a para-

m etric oscillation process at a given �si are indicated as

red dashed, pum p-only instabilities are indicated as black

dotted. Arbitrary units for Ip are the sam e in all panels.

The labels ofthe plotscorrespond to the di�erentregionsin

Fig.5:(A)param etricoscillation in theopticallim iterregim e

(�si� �p = � 1:5;!p� �p = 0);;(B)bistability regim e:para-

m etric oscillation threshold above the pum p-only bistability

region (�si � �p = � 2;!p � �p = 0:9),the insetshowsthe

bistability region m orein detail;(C)bistability regim e:para-

m etric oscillation threshold at pum p-only bistability region

(�si � �p = � 0:6; !p � �p = 1:5);(D ) bistability regim e:

param etric oscillation threshold not reachable with upward

ram p in laser intensity (�si � �p = � 0:2; !p � �p = 1:5);

(E)bistability regim e:param etricoscillation threshold before

pum p-only instability point(�si� �p = 0:4;!p � �p = 1:5).

frequency. Throughout allthe present discussion, the

laser intensity is assum ed to be slowly but m onotoni-

cally increased from 0 untilthe param etric threshold is

reached.

Thelowerrightcornerofthis�gurecorrespondsto the

hatched region in Fig.4 whereparam etricoscillation can

nottake place because !p isnotsu�ciently largerthan

�si.

Theheavyhorizontallineat!p� �p =
p
3=2separates

theregionswherethepum p-onlysolution (6)respectively

showsopticallim iting (below theline)and opticalbista-

bility (above the line).In the opticallim iter case shown

in Fig.6A,the pum p m ode population nxp is a always

a single valued function ofthe pum p laser intensity Ip.

For a certain window in pum p intensity, the (initially

red-detuned) signal/idler frequency �si is brought into

resonance with the pum p energy !p by the m ean-�eld

shift, and the pum p-only state becom es unstable with

respectto param etricoscillation (red dashed line).Note

thatdi�erently from the case of�(2) O PO s18,param et-

ricoscillation with �(3) m edia hasan upperthreshold as

well: for too large pum p laserintensities,the blue-shift

ofthe signal/idlerfrequenciesbringsthem o� resonance

and param etricoscillation can no longertakeplace.

In the opticalbistability case, the interplay between

thepum p-only hysteresiswith theparam etricoscillation

leadstoavarietyofdi�erentbehaviours(regionsB-E).In

ordertofully understand theseissues,itisusefultoiden-

tify therelativeposition ofthepum p-only and thepara-

m etricinstability regionson the nxp vs.Ip curveswhich

are plotted in Fig.6. The di�erent regions indicated in

Fig.5 correspond in factto di�erentarrangem entsofthe
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two instability regions.

The sim plest scenario is shown in Fig.6B,where the

signal/idler frequency �si is very red-detuned from the

pum p m ode frequency �p. The pum p m ode population

needed to bring the signal/idler m odes on resonance is

then m uch higher than the one needed to go through

the pum p-only hysteresis loop. In this case,param et-

ric oscillation occurswellabovethe bistability region so

thatpum p-only bistability and param etricoscillation are

e�ectively decoupled.Thebehaviourofparam etricoscil-

lation iscom pletely analogousto theopticallim itercase.

For the param eters ofFig.6C,the pum p only insta-

bility still sets in before the param etric instability is

reached, but the state of the upper branch where the

system isexpected to go,isparam etrically unstable and

O PO can start. This m eans that the laser intensity

threshold for param etric oscillation coincides with the

turning pointofthe hysteresisloop and in particularno

longerdependson thesignal/idlerfrequency �si.Forthis

reason,thecontourlinesshown in region (C)ofFig.5are

straighthorizontallines.

Fig.6D showsa situation wheretheparam etricoscilla-

tion can notbe reached by an upward ram p ofthe laser

intensity. For increasing pum p laser intensity,the sys-

tem jum ps to the upper branch ofthe hysteresis loop

which isnow param etrically stablein theregion ofinter-

est,so thatparam etric oscillation doesnotstart. Phys-

ically,the jum ps shown by the pum p m ode population

at the switch-on point ofthe hysteresis loop is in fact

large enough to m ake the signal/idlerdetuning to jum p

directly from onesideto theotheroftheresonance.De-

pending on theexactposition oftheparam etricunstable

region along the hysteresiscurve,param etric oscillation

can possibly be obtained by ram ping the laserintensity

down along the upperbranch. Finally,Fig.6E describes

the case when param etric instability sets in before the

bistability saddlenodebifurcation isreached.

In Sec.IV weshallseethattheparam etricinstabilities

shown in Fig.6A-C lead to a stable O PO state. O n the

otherhand,thesituation ism orecom plex forthecaseof

Fig.6E,where it m ay happen thatno stable param etri-

cally oscillating state is available and the system even-

tually ends up in the upper branch of the pum p-only

hysteresisloop.

F. Q uest for the low est threshold

In order to m inim ize the param etric threshold inten-

sity,acarefulchoiceofthedetuningshastobeperform ed:

in this section,we willshow that the m ean-�eld shifts

ofthe frequency m odesm ake thisoptim ization problem

som ehow m orecom plex than a trivialquestion of\m agic

angle".

The optim alvalue ofthe detuning between pum p fre-

quency !p and signal/idlerfrequency �si isgiven by (13).

In orderto m inim ize the value ofthe incidentpum p in-

tensity at threshold,one has to sim ultaneously im pose

a resonancecondition between thepum p laserfrequency

and the renorm alized pum p m ode frequency:

!p = �p + gjX pj
2
nxp: (15)

The optim alpum p and signal/idlerm ode detuningsare

then im m ediately obtained by com bining thisresultwith

(12)and (13):

� opt
p = !p � �p =



2

jX pj
2

jX sX ij
: (16)

�
opt

si;p = �si� �p = �


2

jX sj
2 + jX ij

2 � jXpj
2

jX sX ij
: (17)

Thecorresponding valueofthethreshold intensity isob-

tained by sim ply substitutingintoEq.(6)and then using

Eq.(2). Forequalradiative and polaritonic decay rates

rad = ,oneobtains:

I
m in
inc =

N trN Q W

8C 2
pX

2
pX sX i

~
22!p

�g
; (18)

In Fig.5,the location ofthe m inim um isindicated by

a star ?: in the present s;p;i =  case,this point lies

in the region (A) where the behaviour ofthe system is

the sim plest.The pum p-only solution being ofthe opti-

callim itertype,no hysteresise�ectstake place norany

interplay between param etric em ission and bistability .

Rem arkably,both �
opt

si;p and � opt
p and have a weak de-

pendence on the Hop�eld coe�cients: for X s;p;i = 1,

they are equalto �
opt

si;p = � =2,�optp = =2,while they

are approxim ately �
opt

si;p = � 0:53,�optp = 0:52,for

the typicalvaluesfora sem iconductorm icrocavity used

in Fig.5. This result is a re�nem ent ofthe concept of

\m agic angle" at which perfect resonance � si;p = 0 is

satis�ed:asalready noted in Ref.9,sm all,but�nite de-

tunings� si;p and � p are usefulin a CW experim entto

com pensate the blue-shift ofthe signal/idler m odes for

increasing pum p m ode population.

The value (17)ofthe optim aldetuning can be trans-

lated in the wavevector space using the results of

sec.IIIC:the optim aldetuning isindicated in Fig.3b by

the horizontalline. Itiseasy to see thatthisvalue can

actually be achieved as soon as kp > 1:34�m � 1,which

correspondsforthecavityparam etersofFig.1toapum p

angle largerthan 10 degrees. This m inim um pum p an-

gle dependson the dam ping rate :fora sm aller,the

curves ofFig.3 are stretched in the y-direction so that

theoptim aldetuning can bealready obtained atsm aller

pum p angles.

The red-shaded area in Fig.5 indicates the values of

detuning � si;p thatareavailablefora pum p wavevector

equalto kp = 1:4�m � 1. Asthe pum p frequency !p can

bechosen atwill,no bound existin theverticaldirection

and this area is bound only in the horizontaldirection.

Forgiven valuesof!p and kp,the param etricoscillation

dynam ics is initiated when the incident pum p intensity

startsexceeding the m inim um value ofthe threshold on



8

the horizontalsegm entcontained in the red-shaded area

in Fig.5.

A crucialrole in the O PO operation is played by the

dam ping rate. From Eq.(18),one seesthatthe laserin-

tensity attheoptim alpointisproportionalto thesquare

ofthe dam ping. Furtherm ore,the value ofthe dam ping

a�ectstheextentofthered shaded area ofavailablefre-

quencies: for �xed pum p angle,the border ofthis area

m ovesto therightupon increasingthedam ping rateand

eventually no longer overlaps with the (A) and (C) re-

gionswhich arem ostfavourableforO PO operation (see

Sec.IV).

G . N ew features ofthe generals 6= i 6= p case
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FIG .7: The sam e asFig.5 for unequaldam ping rates p =

s = i=5.The lowestcontourlinein theplotisat1:05I
m in
inc ,

wherethem inim um ofthethreshold intensity I
m in
inc isattained

atthepointindicated by a star?.Thedi�erencebetween the

contoursis0:1I
m in
inc .

In currentexperim entalcon�gurations,e.g.forapum p

in the vicinity ofthe \m agic angle",the idler linewidth

isoften m uch largerthan the signaland pum p ones,i.e.

i � p ’ s. Although the generalform alism intro-

duced in the previous sections keeps holding its valid-

ity,som e ofthe physicalconclusionsofSec.IIIF have to

be m odi�ed. Because ofthe increased dam ping rate of

theidlerm odes,thepum p m odepopulation nxp required

by (10)forthe onsetofthe param etricoscillation corre-

spondstoablue-shiftofthepum p m odegjX pj
2nxp m uch

largerthan p. W ith the frequency choice suggested by

a naive application ofthe condition (15),the intensity

value (18)would correspond to the end-pointofthe up-

per branch ofthe bistability curve. Unfortunately,this

pointcan notbe reached by the sim ple upward ram p of

thepum p laserintensity considered in thepresentpaper,

so thata m ore com plete analysisisrequired which fully

takesinto accounthysteresise�ects.

The results are shown in Fig.7 for p = s = i=5.

Because ofthe high value ofthe pum p m ode blue shift

at the onset ofparam etric oscillation,the (D) and (E)

regions are shifted to large values of � p (not shown),

direct contact between the regions (A) and (C) is lost

and the gap is �lled by the (B) region. The optim al

choice ofthe detunings lies on the border between the

regions(B)and (C):param etricoscillation startson the

upperbranch ofthe pum p-only hysteresiscurve exactly

atthe landing pointofthe jum p from the lowerbranch.

Asone can see on Fig.7,the optim alvaluesofthe �
opt

p;si

and � opt
p detunings (m easured in units ofp) are here

largerthan in the previousp;s;i =  case.O n the other

hand,thethreshold intensity isincreased abovethenaive

prediction (18)by a m oderatefactoroftheorderoftwo.

H . Q uantitative discussion

In m any technologicalapplicationsofopticalparam et-

ricoscillators,avalueaslow aspossibleforthethreshold

intensity can be a key advantage. In thisrespect,sem i-

conductor m icrocavities in the strong coupling regim e

arevery prom ising system sthanksto theextrem ely high

value ofthe nonlinearcoupling constantg,m uch higher

than the one ofO PO sbased on passive �(3) m edia (see

discussion below Eq.(4)).

Using typicalvalues~ = 0:1� 0:5m eV forthedam p-

ing rates and N Q W = 3 for the num ber of quantum

wells inside the cavity, Eq.(18) yields a value in the

0:13� 3:2kW =cm2 rangefortheincidentlaserintensityat

theparam etricthreshold,avaluewhich isin rough agree-

m ent with experim entaldata ofRefs.3,4,5. G iven the

scaling relation (12),the threshold intensity ofpassive

�(3) O PO swith a com parablequality factorisordersof

m agnitudehigher.Unlessplanarcavitiesofm uch higher

quality factoraredeveloped to com pensateforthem uch

weakernonlinearity ofpassive m aterials,sem iconductor

m icrocavitiesin thestrong coupling regim eappearto be

m ostfavourable system sin view oflow-powerO PO ap-

plications.

In orderfor this com parison to be fairand com plete,

itisim portantto extend itto thecaseofO PO sbased on

passive�(2) m aterials16,17,18.In thiscase,no m ean-�eld

shift ofthe m ode frequencies occurs and the m inim um

value ofthe param etric threshold is attained under the

resonancecondition !p = �si and isequalto:

jP jm in = =(2g2); (19)

where the second-order nonlinear coupling constant for

a planarcavity ofthicknessd and �lled ofa m edium of
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lineardielectricconstant�lin is

~g2 = C�
(2)

s

(~!p)
3

�2
lin
d
: (20)

Atoptim alpum p detuning,thedrivingam plitudeequals

jFpj=  jP j=2,irrespective ofthe type ofnonlinearity.

Com bining thisresultwith eqns.(2),(4),(12),(19)and

(20),one �ndsthe ratio between the threshold laserin-

tensitiesof�(2) and �(3) O PO s:

I
(3)

m in

I
(2)

m in

=
2!p



[�(2)]2

�(3)
: (21)

Using a typicalvalue �(3) = 10� 9 esu for a large K err

nonlinearity,the value �(2) = 4� 10� 8 esu ofthe widely

used K TP crystal27,and =!p = 2� 10� 4 asin a typical

�=2 sem iconductorm icrocavity,the ratio (21)turnsout

to be around 0:016.

This argum ent concludes the veri�cation of the

widespread expectation thatforcom parablevaluesofthe

quality factor,the threshold intensity forparam etricos-

cillation is orders ofm agnitude lower in sem iconductor

m icrocavitiesin thestrongcouplingregim ethan in O PO s

based on passive�(2;3) m aterials.

IV . B IFU R C A T IO N T Y P E A N D N O N LIN EA R

SO LU T IO N A B O V E T H R ESH O LD

In the previous section, our attention has been fo-

cussed on the behaviour ofthe system below the para-

m etric threshold and we have characterized the value of

thethreshold intensity asafunction ofthedetunings.To

com pletethestudy,itisthen necessarytoinvestigatethe

nature ofthe threshold point and characterize whether

the onsetofparam etric oscillation takesplace in a con-

tinuous or discontinuous way. Both kind ofbehaviours

havebeen indeed observedin theexperim ents5,15,23.Cor-

respondingly,the theoreticalanalysisin the presentsec-

tion willshow thata variety ofdi�erenthysteresise�ects

can takeplacedepending on thekind ofbifurcation that

occursatthe threshold. Again,ourdiscussion here will

be based on the assum ption that ks;i are given quanti-

ties. A com plete discussion ofthe selection problem is

postponed to a forthcom ing publication11.

Tom aketheanalysisthesim plest,athree-m odeansatz

ofthe form :

 L P (k;t)= S �k;ks
e
� i!st+ P �k;kp

e
� i!pt+ I�k;ki

e
� i!it;

(22)

can be used9,12, the signal/idler frequencies and wave

vectorsbeingrelated by !i = 2!p� !s and ki = 2kp� ks.

Byprojectingthewaveequation (1)ontothethreesignal,

pum p,and idlerm odes,thefollowingequationsofm otion

arefound

i
d

dt
~P =

h

�p � i


2
� !p

i
~P + gX

2
p

h�

j~P j2 + 2j~Sj2 + 2j~Ij2
�
~P + 2~P � ~S ~I

i

+ ~Fp (23)

i
d

dt
~S =

h

�s � i


2
� !s

i
~S + gX

2
s

h�

2j~Pj2 + j~Sj2 + 2j~Ij2
�
~S + ~P 2~I�

i

(24)

i
d

dt
~I =

h

�i� i


2
� 2!p + !s

i
~I+ gX

2
i

h�

2j~P j2 + 2j~Sj2 + j~Ij2
�
~I+ ~P 2 ~S�

i

; (25)

where the following shorthand notations have been in-

troduced �p;s;i = �(kp;s;i)and X p;s;i = X (kp;s;i). Scaled

quantities ~S = X sS, ~P = X p P , ~I = X iI and ~Fp =

X p Fp havebeen also de�ned.Im posing the stationarity

ofthe solution and the condition that !s is purely real

gives a set of7 realequations (3 com plex ones,plus 1

realequation)which hasto besolved fora totalof8 real

quantities: the three am plitudes ~S;~P ;~I and the (com -

plex)param etricoscillation frequency !s.The extra de-

gree offreedom which is left undeterm ined corresponds

to the U (1)signal/idlerphase sym m etry which isspon-

taneously broken abovethe threshold34.

Fig.8showsthebehaviourofthepum p nxp = j~P j2 and

signalnxs = j~Sj2 m ode occupationsasa function ofthe

incidentpum p intensity Ip fordi�erentchoicesofpum p

laser !p � �p and signal/idler detuning �si � �p. These

plots exem plify the system behaviour in the m ost sig-

ni�cant am ong the regim es studied in Fig.6. Fulllines

indicate stable regions, dashed lines are the unstable

ones40. Correspondingly,a num ericalintegration ofthe

tim e-dependentequation ofm otion (23-25)hasbeen per-

form ed fora laserintensity which iscontinuously swept

up and down through the param etricthreshold.The re-

sulting tim e-dependenceofnxp and nxs isshown in Fig.9
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FIG .8: Pum p and signalintensity asa function ofthepum p

power in the di�erent regim es. Black heavy full (red thin

dashed)linesreferto the (un)stable solutions. s;p;i =  are

taken here,buttheresultsarequalitatively robusttoachange

ofthe ’s. Arbitrary unitsfor Ip are the sam e in allpanels.

(A) O pticallim iter regim e (!p � �p = 0;�si � �p = � 1:5);

(C) O pticalbistability regim e where param etric and pum p

only threshold coincide (!p � �p = 1:5;�si � �p = � 0:5);

(E1)O pticalbistability regim e where the param etric thresh-

old precedes the pum p only instability. The param etrically

oscillating solution has a very sm allstable part (!p � �p =

1:5;�si� �p = 0:4);(E2)Sam easE1,with a di�erentsetof

param eters such that param etric oscillation is here possible

fora widerangeofpum p intensities.(!p � �p = 3;�si� �p =

2).Theinsetshowsa m agni�cation ofthepum p population

in the O PO regim e.

forthe m ostsigni�cantcases.

A . R egion (A ):O pticallim iter

In the opticallim iter case ofFig.8A,both the pum p

and thesignalm odeoccupationsarecontinuousfunctions

ofthe pum p intensity. The transition is analogousto a

second-orderphasetransition:thesignalintensity iszero

below and atthe threshold and increasessm oothly asa

function ofthe pum p power. In the language ofnonlin-

eardynam ics,thiscorrespondstoaso-calledsupercritical

Hopfbifurcation33.The corresponding tim e evolution is

shown in the plotsin the leftcolum n ofFig.9:both nxp

and nxs havea sm ooth evolution in tim ewhich isim m e-

diatelyunderstood byfollowingthecurvesofFig.8A.The

kinkscorrespondtothepointswhereparam etricem ission

switcheson and o�.
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FIG .9: Tim e evolution ofthe pum p laser intensity (upper

panels),pum p intensity (centralpanels) and signalintensity

(lower panels) for the sam e detuning param eters as in the

panelsA,C and E2 ofFig.8.

It is interesting to com pare this behaviour with the

one ofthe �(2) O PO in the � 0� 1 < 1 regim e discussed

in Ref.18. As one can see in Figs.5 and 7,the optical

lim iterregim e correspondsto �si� �p < 0 and !p < �p.

In both cases,the Hopfbifurcation issupercritical,and

thepopulationsarecontinuousfunctionsofthepum p in-

tensity across the threshold. The behaviour wellabove

thethreshold ishowevercom pletely di�erent.In the�(3)

casethereisan upperthreshold aswell,sothatparam et-

ric oscillation disappearsfortoo large a pum p intensity

(not shown in the tim e-dependent plots). In the �(2)

case,the param etric oscillation takes place instead for

allvaluesofthe laserintensity above the threshold. As

shown in Ref.18,forvery high valuesofthe incidentin-

tensity itbecom eshoweverunstabletowardsself-pulsing

and chaoticbehaviour.

The behaviour of the system for the param eters of

Fig.6B iscom pletelyanalogoustotheopticallim itercase:

the pum p only bistability and the param etricoscillation

indeed takeplacein an independentway.In theO PO re-

gion,the behaviourofthe pum p and signalpopulations

asa function oftheincidentintensity isthereforeclosely

analogousto the oneshown in Fig.8A.

B . R egion (C ):O pticalbistability

The physics turns out to be m uch richer whenever

param etric oscillation and pum p-only bistability take

placein thesam erangeofintensities.In thecaseshown

in Fig.6C,the pum p-only solution losesstability at the

pum p-only saddlenodebifurcation.Astheupperbranch

ofthe pum p-only hysteresis loop is param etrically un-

stable, the param etric oscillation sets in. As shown

in Fig.8C,the solution connecting the lower and upper
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threshold for O PO can be a com plicate (m ultivalued)

function9: typically,there are two stable branches (in-

dicated with � and �),which notalwayscan be reached

in a continuousway by m eansofa sim ple upward ram p

of the pum p intensity. To determ ine which branch is

actually selected, the dynam ics of the system has to

be considered (centralcolum n ofFig.9). W e have nu-

m erically found thatthe system jum ps to the � branch

as soon as the pum p intensity exceeds the pum p-only

turning point. This � branch is then followed during

both theupward and thefollowing downward ram psun-

tilthesaddle-nodeinstability attheend ofthebranch is

reached.Atthispointthesystem hastojum p toanother

solution:ournum ericalsim ulationshaveshown thatthe

�-branch is dynam ically selected,where param etric os-

cillation stilltakesplacewith an even higheram plitude.

Finally,when thesaddle-nodeinstability attheend of�

branch isreached,thesystem hasno choicebutto jum p

backtothelowerbranch ofthepum p-onlysolution where

param etricem ission isno longerpresent.

Itisim portantto stressthatthisanalysisisbased on

a three-m ode approxim ation: although this is certainly

a valid description ofa three-m odecavity,itm ay benot

representative ofallthat can happen in a m any-m ode

system such asa planarm icrocavity,wherethe� branch

is often Eckhaus-unstable against changes in the signal

wavevector.O n the otherhand,the � branch turnsout

to begenerally m uch m orestable.A m orecom pletedis-

cussion oftheseissueswillbepresented in a forthcom ing

publication11.

C . R egions (E1,E2): O pticalbistability

In the E region,the param etric instability occursbe-

fore the pum p-only one,and the corresponding Hopfbi-

furcation isgenerally ofthesubcriticaltype33.Two sub-

casesareto be distinguished.

For �si & �p (Fig.8E1),although the instability is of

the param etrickind,no stableparam etrically oscillating

solution existsforany pum p intensity abovethe thresh-

old. The param etric threshold is in fact very close to

the pum p-only threshold,and only a very sm allpartof

the O PO solution isstable (circle in Fig.8).Asthissta-

bleregion correspondsto intensity valuesin between the

upperand lowerturning pointsofthe pum p-only bista-

bility loop,param etricoscillation can notbe reached by

any continuousintensity ram p,no m atteritsdirection.

For�si � �p (Fig.8E2),theparam etricthreshold isin-

stead su�ciently lowerthan thepum p-only oneforasta-

bleO PO statetoexistand tobereachablebym eansofan

upward intensity ram p:a stable param etrically oscillat-

ing solution exists in factfor laserintensities extending

from wellbelow to wellabove the param etric instabil-

ity threshold. However,as the bifurcation at the lower

threshold isofthesubcriticalHopftype,param etricoscil-

lation setsin in a discontinuousway foran upward ram p

in laserintensity. A tim e-dependent calculation is then

needed to ensure that the system actually jum ps from

thelowerbranch ofthepum p-only hysteresisloop to the

param etricallyem ittingsolution ratherthan totheupper

branch ofthepum p-only bistability loop.Theresultsare

shown in therightcolum n ofFig.9:theswitch-on ofthe

O PO em ission during theupward ram p isdiscontinuous,

aswellastheswitch-o�duringthedownwardram p.This

lattercorrespondsto asaddle-nodeinstability ata pum p

intensity slightly lower than the one ofthe subcritical

Hopfinstability. A new kind ofhysteresisloop isthere-

forepresent:param etricem ission givesin facta positive

feedbacktothepum p m odepopulation and twosolutions

(apum p-only oneand aparam etrically em itting one)are

possible in a range ofpum p intensity values. The m ain

di�erence with respect to the standard pum p-only hys-

teresisloop isthatthe higherturning pointishere ata

Hopfbifurcation ratherthan ata saddle-nodeone.

Rem arkably,thisphenom enology can be related to an

analogousone shown by a �(2) O PO in the � 0 � 1 > 1

regim e ofRef.18. Indeed,!p > �p and �si � �p in our

(E2)region.Thequalitativeshapeoftheparam etrically-

induced hysteresisloop isindeed sim ilar,with the m ain

di�erence ofthe hysteresis loop having a here a �nite

size also in the nxp vs. Ip plot and not only in the P

vs. Ip one. A qualitative analogy with the �(2) O PO

can be found in the (C)case aswell:in addition to the

topologicalsim ilarity, the pum p m ode population is a

very atfunction ofIp alongthe� branch,and thephase

ofthe pum p m ode am plitude P in the � branch di�ers

from the one in the lowerbranch ofthe bistability loop

in a way very sim ilar to the phase hysteresis shown in

the � 0� 1 < 1 caseofRef.18.

D . C onsiderations on quantum uctuations

Allthediscussion so farhasconsidered thepolaritonic

�eld as a classicalone,and therefore has neglected its

uctuations around the m ean-�eld value. Before con-

cluding,itisinteresting to shortly addressthebehaviour

ofthe quantum uctuations in the di�erent cases. The

uctuations around the pum p-only solution below the

threshold are m ostly determ ined by the nature of the

instability atthe threshold point,i.e. whether this is a

single-m odeoraparam etricone.Thephysicsoftheuc-

tuationsaround the three-m ode solution (22)above the

threshold is instead m ore com plex28,and here we shall

lim itourselvesto a few,very generalrem arks.

In regions (A) and (B),the onset ofparam etric os-

cillation closely resem bles a second-order phase transi-

tion:the signal,idlerand pum p m ode populationshave

a continuous dependence on the pum p laser intensity.

The overallbehaviour as a function ofthe pum p laser

intensity isqualitatively identicalto theonediscussed in

Ref.35 asa function ofthepum p laserfrequency:asthe

threshold pointisapproached from below,them agnitude

ofthequantum uctuationsofthesignaland idlerbeam

m onotonically growsand eventually becom esvery large
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in thevicinity ofthethreshold wherean eigenvalueofthe

stability m atrix (9)goesto zero.The uctuationsbeing

dueto param etriccreation ofsignal-idlerpolariton pairs,

thesignaland idlerbeam sshow signi�cantquantum cor-

relation36,37,38.Abovethethreshold,thesignaland idler

�elds have a �nite m ean-�eld am plitude which continu-

ouslystartsfrom zero.Q uantum uctuationsaround this

three-m odem ean-�eld solution havea m orecom plex be-

haviour: a quite generalfact is that the im portance of

theuctuationsism ostim portantcloseto thethreshold

point,and then quickly decreasesasone m ovesfarfrom

the threshold28.

In the (E) cases, the behaviour is alm ost the sam e

in the region below the threshold: the instability hav-

ing a param etric nature,the quantum uctuations (as

wellasthe quantum correlations)in the signaland idler

m odesgrow asthe threshold isapproached and becom e

strongestin theclosevicinity ofthethreshold point.O n

the otherhand the behaviourabove the threshold point

isdram atically di�erent:theonsetofthe param etricos-

cillation (provided itreally starts,asin case E2)isdis-

continuous,and a com pletely di�erent solution branch

is selected (Fig.9E2). Furtherm ore, the landing point

on the new branch is not necessarily in the vicinity of

theend-pointofthebranch,so uctuationsaregenerally

m oderate. Yet,theirm agnitude becom esagain large as

one approaches the end-point ofthe branch where one

eigenvalueofthestability m atrix around thethree-m ode

solution (22)tendsto zero.

In the(C)case,thebehaviourisvery di�erentalready

below threshold:astheinstability attheend-pointofthe

branch has a single-m ode nature,the quantum uctua-

tionsin thesignaland idlerm odesrem ain m oderatealso

in the vicinity ofthe threshold point,while the pum p

m ode onesgrow very large astypicalofopticalbistable

system s39.

V . C O N C LU SIO N S A N D O U T LO O K

In thispaperwehavegiven a system aticclassi�cation

ofthe behaviourofa triply resonantopticalparam etric

oscillator based on a sem iconductor m icrocavity in the

strong coupling regim e. Because ofthe �(3) nature of

thecollisionalexcitonicnonlinearity,theinterplay ofop-

ticalbistability and opticalparam etricoscillation m akes

thebehaviourofthesesystem sm uch richerthan theone

ofstandard O PO s based on passive �(2) nonlinear m a-

terials, and a variety ofdi�erent threshold behaviours

can be found already within a sim ple three-m ode the-

ory. In agreem ent with recent experim ents,depending

on the speci�c value ofthe detunings,either a contin-

uous switch-on or a discontinuous jum p can be found

for the behaviorofthe signalintensity at the param et-

ricthreshold.The di�erentbehaviourshavebeen classi-

�ed by m eansofthe generaltheory ofbifurcations,and

a sim ple relation between the nature ofthe instability

pointand the behaviourofthe quantum uctuationsat

the threshold pointhasbeen pointed out.

In orderto m inim ize the threshold incidentintensity,

a rigorousand quantitativere�nem entofthe\m agican-

gle" criterion is provided which takes into account the

m ean-�eld shiftofthem odesdueto interactions,aswell

as the possibility ofhysteresis e�ects in the pum p-only

dynam ics.A slightblue-detuning ofthe pum p laserand

acom parablered-detuningofthesignal/idlerm odeswith

respect to the pum p m ode frequency turns out to be

favourablein ordertocom pensateforthem ean-�eld shift

ofthe m ode frequencies.

G eneralization ofthetheory to them any-m odecaseis

under way. In order to take fully into account the in-

hom ogeneousspatialpro�le ofthe pum p laserspotand

thecom petition between param etricoscillation in di�er-

ent ks m odes,techniques m utuated from the theory of

pattern form ation in nonlinear dynam icalsystem s turn

outto be ofgreatutility.
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