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An optical source that produces single photon pulses on dem and has potential applications in
linear optics quantum com putation, provided that stringent requirem ents on indistinguishability
and collection e ciency of the generated photons are met. W e show that these are con icting
requirem ents for anham onic em itters that are incoherently pum ped via reservoirs. A s a m odel for
a ooherently pum ped single photon source, we consider cavity-assisted spin— jp Ram an transitions
In a sihgle charged quantum dot embedded in a m icrocavity. W e dem onstrate that using such a
source, arbitrarily high collection e ciency and indistinguishability of the generated photons can
be obtained sim ultaneously w ith Increased cavity coupling. W e analyze the role of errors that arise
from distinguishability ofthe single photon pulses in linear optics quantum gatesby relating the gate

delity to the strength ofthe tw o-photon interference dip in photon cross-correlation m easurem ents.

W e nd that perform ing controlled phase operations w ith error < 1% requires nano-cavities w ith

Purcell factors Fp

PACS numbers: 03.67Lx,42.50Dv, 4250A

I. NTRODUCTION

A signi cant fraction ofkey experim ents in the em erg—
Ing eld of quantum Mnfom ation science [1], such as
Bell's lnequality violations [1], quantum key distrdbution
[3, 4] and quantum teleportation [B] have been carried
out usihg single photon pulses and linear optical ele—
m ents such as polarizers and beam splitters. H owever,
i was generally assum ed that in the absence of photon—
photon interactions, the role of optics could not be ex—
tended beyond these rather lin ted applications. Re—
cently, Knill, La amme, and M ibum have shown the-
oretically that e cient linear optics quantum com puta-—
tion LOQC) can be in plem ented using on-dem and in—
distinguishable singlephoton pulses and high-e ciency
photon-counters [@]. This unexpected result has initi-
ated a num ber of experin entale orts ain ed at realizing
suitable singlephoton sources. Im pressive resultsdem on—
strating a relatively high degree of indistinguishability
and collection e ciency have been obtained using a sin-—
gl quantum dot embedded in a m icrocaviy [l]. Two—
photon interference has also been observed using a single
cold atom trapped in a high-Q Fabry-Perot cavity [E]. A
necessary but not su cient condition for obtaining indis-
tinguishable single photons on dem and is that the cavity—
em itter coherent coupling strength (g) exceedsthe square
root of the product of the cavity ( cav) and em itter ()
coherence decay rates. W hen the em itter is gpontaneous
em ission broadened and the cavity decay dom nates over
other rates, this requirem ent corresponds to the Purcell
regin e (g.2: cav > 1).

In this paper, we identify the necessary and su —
cient conditions for generation of single photon pulses

40 in the absence of dephasing, w thout necessitating the strong coupling lim it.
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FIG.1l: (@) Con guration assum ed in the analysis of two—

photon interference: Two independent identical single photon

sources excited by the sam e laser eld. (o) Input and output
elds of the beam splitter.

w ith an arbitrarily high collection e ciency and indistin—
guishability. W hile our results apply to all single-photon
sources based on two—Jevel em itters, our focus w illbe on
quantum dot based devices. First, we show that singlke
photon sources that rely on incoherent excitation of a
sihgle quantum dot (through a reservoir) cannot provide
high collection e ciency and indistinguishability, simn ul-
taneously. To achieve this goal, the only reservoir that
the em itter couples to has to be the radiation eld reser-
voirthat inducesthe cavity decay. W e show that a source
based on caviy-assisted soin— I Ram an transition sat-
is es this requirem ent and can be used to generate the
requisite single-photon pulses in the Purcellregin e. This
analysis is done 1n section [ where we calculate the de-
gree of nterference (ndistinguishability) of two photons
and the theoretical m aximum collection e ciency, as a
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function ofthe cavity coupling strength, laserpulsew idth,
and em itter dephasing rate for di erent single photon
sources.

Interference of two singlephoton pulses on a beam —
splitterplaysa centralrole in allprotocols for in plem ent—
Ing indeterm inistic tw oqubit gates, w hich are In tum key
elem ents of linear optics quantum com putation schem es
[6]. O bservability of two-photon interference e ects nat-
urally requiresthat the tw o sihgle-photonsarriving at the
tw o Input ports of the beam -splitter be indistinguishable
In tem s of their pulsew idth, bandw idth, polarization,
carrier frequency, and arrival tin e at the beam -splitter.
The rsttwo conditionsarem et oran ensem ble ofsingle—
photon pulses that are Fouriertransform lin ited: this
is the case if the source (single atom or quantum dot)
transition is broadened sokly by spontaneous em ission
process that generates the photons. W hik the radiative
lifetim e (ie. the sihgle-photon pulsew idth) ofthe em itter
doesnota ect the observability of interference, any other
m echanisn that allow s one to distinguish the two pho-
tonswill. A sin ple exam pl that is relevant for quantum
dot single photon sources is the uncertainty in photon
arrival (ie. em ission) tim e arising from the random exci-
tation ofthe excited state ofthe em itter transition: if for
exam ple this excited state is populated by spontaneous
phonon em ission occuring w ith a waiting tine of ,c1ax,
then the starting tin e of the photon generation process
w ill have a corresponding tim e uncertainty of relax -
W e refer to this uncertainty as tim e—jitter. Since the in—
form ation about the photon arrivaltim e isnow carried by
the phonon reservoir, the interference w illbe degraded.

E ven though the role of single-photon losson linear op—
tics quantum com putation has been analyzed K], there
has been to date no analysis of gate errors arising from
distinguishability of single photons. To thisend, we st
note that while various sources of distinguishability can
be elin inated, the Inherent Jjitter in photon em ission tin e
rem ains as an unavoidable source of distinguishability.
Hence, In section [0, we analyze the perform ance of
a linear-opticscontrolled phase gate in the presence of
tin e—Jitter and relate the gate delity to the degree of in—
distinguishability of the generated photons, asm easured
by a Hong-O u-M andel [U] type two-photon interference
experim ent.

II. MAXIMUM COLLECTION EFFICIENCY
AND INDISTINGUISHABILITY OF PHOTON S
GENERATED BY SINGLE PHOTON SOURCES

In this section we rst develop the general form alisn
for calculating a nom alized m easure oftw o-photon inter-
ference based on the profction operators of a two—Jevel
en itter. W e then com pare and contrast the case where
the em itter ispum ped via spontaneousam ission ofa pho—
ton or a phonon from an excited state, ie. an incoher-
ently pum ped single photon source, to the case where sin—
gk photon pulses are generated by cavity-assisted spin—

Ip Ram an scattering, ie. coherently pum ped single pho—
ton source.

P revious analysis of two-photon interference am ong
photons em itted from single em itters were carried out
for two-level system s driven by a ow laser eld [10,[11].
In contrast, we treat the pulsed excitation, and analyze
currently available single photon sources based on two
and three-levelan itters. W e note that extensive analysis
of tw o-photon interference phenom enon was carried out
for tw in photons generated by param etric down conver—
sion [9,114,113,114], and single photon wave-packets [L3],
w ithout considering the m icroscopic properties of the
em itter.

A . Calculation of the degree of tw o-photon
interference

W e considerthe experin entalcon guration depicted in
Figurelll@). T wo general independent identical tw o-level
ean itters are assum ed to be excited by the sam e laser.
W e assert no further assum ptions on two—Jlevel em itters;
they are considered to be light sources that exhibi: per-
fect photon antibunching. Single photons em itted from
the two-level em itters are coupled to di erent inputs of
a beam splitter which is equidistant from both sources.
In the ideal scenario w here the input channels are m ode—
m atched and the incom ing photons have identical spec—
traland spatialdistributions, tw o-photon interference re—
veals itself n lack of coincidence counts am ong the two
output channels. T his bunching behavior is a signature
of the bosonic nature of photons.

R ecent dem onstration of two-photon Interference us—
Ing a sihgle quantum dot single photon source relied on a
sin ilar schem e based on a M ichelson interferom eter [1].
In this experin ent, the interferom eter had a large path
length di erence between is two branches. Such a dif-
ference, In excess of single photon coherence length, pro—
vided the interference am ong photons subsequently em i—
ted from the sam e source. Two-photon interference in
this experin ent is quantitatively sin ilar to interference
obtained am ong photons em itted by two di erent identi-
cal sources.

Input-output relationships or single m ode photon an—
nihilation operators in the beam splitter Fig.d®)) are
de ned by the unitary operation

i

as (1) _ cos e sin a; (1) @)
a, () et sin cos a ()
a ('), &), & ('), and 44 (! ) represent single m ode

photon annihilation operatorsin channelsk; , k,, ks, and
k4 respectively. k1, k,, k3, and k,; have identicalam pli-
tudes and polarizations while satisfying the m om entum
conservation. W e w ill abbreviate the unitary operation
In the beam splitterasu® ;).

A ssum ing that u B ; ) is constant over the frequency
range of consideration, Eq. [l) can be Fourier trans—



fom ed to reveal
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a ), & ©, &s ), and &, (t) now represent tin e depen-
dent photon annihilation operators.
C oncidence events at the output of the beam splitter
are quanti ed by the crosscorrelation finction between
channels 3 and 4 which is given by
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In what ollow swe assum e idealm ode-m atched beam s In
nputs 1 and 2. Hence the bracket notation corresponds
to tin e expectations only.
Th Eq. [@), photon annihilation operators of channels
1 and 2 are due to the radiation eld of a general singke
two-level em itter. In the far eld, this eld annihilation
operator is given by the source- eld relationship as
A =2 @% t = )
where A (r) is a tim e-independent proportionality fac—
tor [L€]. This linear relationship allow s for substitution
of photon annihilation and creation operators by dipole
proection operators “ge and "oy respectively n Eq. [@).
U sing the assum ption that both of the em itters are in—
dependent and have identical expectation valies and co—

herence functions, we arrive at
2 .
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In this equation &) (t; ) represents the unnom alized
rst-order coherence flinction
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FIG . 2: Unnom alized coincidence detection rate, @éiiexp,
of an Incoherently pum ped quantum dot. Param eter values
are:  relax = 100 spon s deph = spon r each laser pulse is
a G aussian with pulsew idth 0:05= gpon and peak Rabi fre—

quency 35 spon -

T his is the expression of the unnom alized second order
coherence function in tem s of the dipole pro fction op—
erators that we w illuse in the rem aining of this section.

U nder pulsed excitation further considerationsneed to
be taken into acocount to nom alize this equation. Before
this discussion however, we note that under continuous
wave excitation, Eq. [) reveals the nom alized second
order coherence fuinction

0 ,1
@(1) (t' )
@) 1 ! c
)= @1 ————
g3, & ) 28 Mo (t)iﬁs A
1 2
=51 70 (10)

where ho (t)iss represents the steady state population
density of the excited state.

E xperim ental determm ination of the cross-correlation
function relies on ensem ble averaging coincidence detec—
tion events. Hanbury Brown and Twiss setup is fre—
quently used in these experin ents w here the experin en—
tally relevant cross-correlation fuinction

Z T

€)= Im €7 )dt; a1)

T! 1
is measured. The total detection tine T is long com —
pared to the single photon pulsewidth (T ! 1 ) in these
experim ents.

In FigPweplotan exem plary calculation of@éi)_exp ()
for an incoherently pum ped, dephased quantum dot con—
sidering a serdes of 6 pulses. T his calculation is done by
the integration of €%, (; ) Eq. M), whik €5 ¢ )
is calculated using the optical B loch equations and the
quantum regression theorem . W e w ill detail these calcu—
Jations in the follow Ing subsections. In such calculations,



the area of the peak around 0 (O™ peak) gives the
unnom alized coincidence detection probability when two
photons are ncident in di erent inputs ofthe beam spli—
ter. This area should be nom alized by the area of the
other peaks: Absence of tw o-photon interference im plies
0% peak and other peaks to be identical, whereas in to—
taltw o-photon interference, 0% peak hasvanishing area.
T his nom alized m easure of tw o-photon interference is
R, R
_ = 0 - ;0

P3a = R K
o G4 € )atd

€2 ; )dtd

12)

In the num erator, integralin  is taken overthe 0% peak,
w hereas in the denom inator this integral is taken overthe
nt peak wheren = 1; 2;:u:.

W enow sin plify Eq. [[J) farther using the periodicity
wih respect to and t. First sinpli cation is due to
periodicity in  which is apparent in the periodicity of
the peaks other than 0% peak :n Fig.[d. The area of
these peaks is given by
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0
rn= 1; 2;::This isdue to the vanishing & (t; )
for absolute delay tin es lJarger than single photon coher—
ence tin e. H ence the nom alized coincidence probability
can also be represented as
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where N represents the number of pulses considered in
the calculation.

Eqg. [A) isthe nalresult ofthe sinpli cations and is
used in the rest of this section. It is in portant to note
that this equation enables us to obtain the nom alized
coincidence probability, p3s, by considering only a single
laser pulse. This greatly im proves the e ciency of the
sim ulations.

T here are tw o lim itations ofourm ethod ofcalculation.
F irstly, the optical B loch equation description does not
take into account laser broadening induced by am plitude
orphase uctuations. Secondly, in the case ofa quantum
dot, an upper lim it to Jaser broadening m ay arise due to
the biexciton splitting ( 35 m eV at cryogenic tem per—
atures) and Zeam an splitting ( 1 m eV for an applied

eld of 10 Tesla). O verall, these restrictions should put
alowerlmiof 1 102 sto the laser pulsew idth.
This lower Ilim it is always exceeded In our calculations.

FIG . 3: M odel of an incoherently pum ped single quantum
dot. D ashed line dem onstrates the generated single photons
via cavity leakage.

B . Single photon source based on an incoherently
pum ped quantum dot

Various dem onstrations of single photon sources based
on solid-state em itters have been reported in recent
years. Single quantum dots [L7, 11§, 119, 124, 121], sihgk
m olecules 22,123,124], and sihgke N vacancies 25,12¢]1were
used in these dem onstrations w here pulsed excitation of
a high energy state ollowed by a fast relaxation and
excited state recom bination proved to be a very conve—
nient m ethod to generate triggered single photons. This
m ethod of incoherent pum ping ensured the detection of
at m ost one photon per pulse, provided that the laser
had su ciently short pulses, and large pulse separations.

In the follow ing, we extensively consider the case
of quantum dots and analyze two-photon interference
am ong photons em itted from an nooherently pum ped
quantum dot. In such a threedevel scheme Fig.[Dd),
tin e—Jitter Induced by the fast relaxation ( re1ax) and de—
phasing In gi—~pi transition are the sources of non-ideal
tw o-photon Interference. W e investigate thesee ects rst
under continuous w ave, then under pulsed excitation.

1. Continuous wave excitation

U nder continuous wave excitation, € ¥ (; ) is calou—
lated by applying quantum regression theorem [L4]to the
optical B Ioch equation for h*¢4 (t)i, revealing

d@(l) (t; ) _

@ .y . 1
3 CANADY (16)

where = % + 4eph isthe totalcoherence decay rate
of pi—~pitransition. Here yepn denotesdephasing caused
by all reservoirs other than that ofthe radiation eld.
Follow ing the solution ofE q. [I8), using the nitialcon—
dition &™) (£;0) = h"ce ()iss, the nom alized coincidence
detection probability is cbtained by Eq. [I0) as

1
g () = 1 e?2 a7

Hence, for the continuous w ave excitation case, indistin—
guishability is solly determ ined by the total coherence
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FIG . 4: D ependence of indistinguishability and collection ef-
clency on the cavity-induced decay rate (E'pr + 1) spon) Of
a quantum dot. Param eter values are: spon = 10° s l,
relax = 10 s 1, deph = 0, excitation laser is a G aussian
beam w ith a pulsew idth of10 115, Peak laserR abifrequency
is changed between 131  10™ and 0:93 10 s *.

decay rate in ®i—pi transition. D ecay tin e of the nor-
m alized coincidence detection probability is 1=2 .

2. Pulsed excitation

A m ore detailed study ofB loch equations is necessary
for the case of pulsed excitation. T he Interaction Ham ik
tonian ofthe system depicted n Fig.[d is

A

I'f:'mt = Iir g (Apg gp) : 18)

T he m aster equation

h .
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is used to derive the optical B loch equations. As de-
scribbed previously, calculation ofps, follow s the solution
of the optical B loch equations and Eq. [[d) considering
a single laser pulse.

W e now study the dependence of indistinguishability,
(I p34),0n the cavity-induced decay rate (Fp + 1) spon)
and dephasing. In F ig.[, we plot the collection e ciency
and indistinguishability as a function of the Purcell fac—
tor, Fp, for a quantum dot with gen = 0. We as-
sume gpon = 10° s' and  yewmx = 10" s!. Peak
laser R abi frequency is changed between 11 10! and
0:93 10* s! in orderto achive -pulse excitation for
di erent Purcell factors. Collection e ciency is calcu—
latedby = Fp=Fp + 1), assum ing that photons em i-
ted to the cavity m ode are collected w ith 100% e ciency.

1.0

0.0 ~br—

0.1 1 10 100

ydeph (rspon)

FIG . 5: D gpendence of indistinguishability and collection ef-
CHICY on dephas:ng ( deph)- spon = 109 S 1/ Fp = 9!
relax = 10* s l, excitation laser is a G aussian beam

with a pulsew idth of 10 '' s. Peak laser Rabi frequency is

103 10" st achieving -pulse excitation.

T hisassum ption clearly constitutes an upper lim it forthe
actual collection e ciency for typicalm icrocavities [127].

F ig.[4 depicts one ofthem ain resulswe present in this
paper. D ue to the tin e—jitter induced by the relaxation
from thethird level, there isa tradeo betw een collection
e ciency and indistuingishability. For a P urcell factor of
100 we calculate a m axin um indistuingishability of44 %
w ith a collection e ciency of99 % .

T he dependence of indistinguishability on dephasing is
depicted in Fig.[H. A s expected, dephasing hasno e ect
on the collection e ciency. O n the other hand, indistin—
guishability vanishes or gepn >  spon - Since dephasing
ise ectively a non-referred quantum state m easurem ent,
i results in additional Jitter in photon em ission tim e.

To understand thise ect, we should recallthat dephas—
ing ofan opticaltransition is equivalent to a non-referred
quantum state m easurem ent that profcts the em iter
Into either its excited or ground state. Reclprocal de—
phasing rate déph then givesthe average tim e intervalbe—
tween these state profctions. In this case, photon em is—
sion is restricted to take place In between tw o subsequent
m easurem ent events, rst (second) ofwhich progcts the
em itter nto the excited (ground) state. W hile the band-
w idth of the em itted photon is then necessarily given by

deph due to energy-tin e uncertainty, its en ission (ie.
arrival) tim e w illbe random ly distributed w ithin séon .
Since the Inform ation about the random em ission tim es
ofany tw o photons is carried by the reservoirthat causes
the dephasing process, the photonsw illno longerbe com —
plktely indistinguishable.
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FIG . 6: Single photon source based on cavity-assisted spin—
ip Ram an transition in a single quantum dot. D ashed line
dem onstrates the generated single photons via cavity leakage.

C . Quantum dot single photon source based on a
cavity-assisted spin— ip R am an transition

Raman transition in a sihglk threelevel system
strongly coupled to a highQ caviy provides an alter—
native single photon generation scheme 2§,129,130]. In
contrast to the Inooherently pum ped source discussed In
subsection [IIE], this schem e realizes a coherently pum ped
sinhgle photon source that does not nvolve coupling to
reservoirs other than the one into which single photons
are em ited. It allow s or pulseshaping, and is suiable
for quantum state transfer 31]. In this part we discuss
the application of this schem e to quantum dots, and
dem onstrate that arbitrarily high collection e ciency
and indistinguishability can sin ultaneously be achieved
In this schem e.

A quantum dot doped with a single conduction-—
band electron constitutes a threedevel system In the -
con guration under constant m agnetic elds along x-—
direction Fig.[d) B4]. Lowest energy conduction and va—
Jence band states of such a quantum dot are represented
by my = 1=2iand fn, = 3=2i respectively due to
the strong z-axis con nem ent, typical of quantum dots.
Them agnetic eld resuls in the Zeam an splitting ofthe
soin up (nx = 1=21) and down (Iny = 1=21) evelsn
the conduction band. Considering an electron g-factor
of 2 and an applied eld of 10 Tesla which is available
from typical m agneto-optical cryostats, the splitting is
expected to be 1m eV .At cryogenic tam peratures, this
splitting ism uch largerthan otherbroadenings in consid—
eration, thus a threeJevel system in the -con guration
is obtained. W e em phasize that none of the experin en—
talm easurem ents carried out on selfassam bled quantum
dots yield any signatures of Auger recom bination pro—
cesses for trion (2 electron and one hole system ) orbiex—
citon transitions. In particular, lifetin e m easurem ents
carried out on biexcitons gave piexc exc=135, indi-
cating the absence of Auger enhancem ent of biexciton
decay [33].

W e assum e that an x-polarized laser pulse is applied
resonantly between levels n , = 1=2iand in , = 3=21 (or
n,= 3=2i)whik evelsmy = 1=2iand jn,= 3=21i

(or jn , = 3=2i) are strongly coupled via a resonant y—
polarized caviy m ode. Considering the num ber of cav—
iy photons to be lim ited to 0 and 1, the electronic en—
ergy level n . = 1=21i, can be represented by the levels
ny = 1=2;liand my = 1=2;01 corresponding to 1
and 0 caviy photon respectively. W e w ill abbreviate the
energy levels ny = 1=2i, mn, = 3=21, jn, = 1=2;11,
and my = 1=2;0ias ji, Ri, Bi, and #i respectively.

In such a threeJevelsystem , R am an transition induced
by the lJaserand caviy eldstogetherw ith the nite cav—
ity leakage rate, .av, enable the generation of a single
cavity photon per pulse. For large eld couplings, level
Bi can be totally bypassed resulting in ideal coherent
population transfer between levels jli and Pi. This sin—
gle photon source has therefore the potential to achieve
100% oollection e ciency togetherw ith idealtw o-photon
Interference. T his scheam e is to a large extent insensitive
to quantum dot size uctuations and m ay enable the use
of di erent quantum dots in sin ultaneous generation of
Indistinguishable photons, provided that the caviy res—
onances and the electron g-factors are identical. Varia—
tions in the electron g-factor between di erent quantum
dots would 1m it the photon indistinguishability due to
spectral m ism atch between the generated photons: W e
do not consider this potential lin itation in this paper.
In general, spontaneous am ission and dephasing in Pi-
i transition are the principal sources of non-ideal two—
photon interference and decreased collection e ciency
In this schem e. The ulin ate 1im it for photon indistin—
guishability due to Jitter in em ission tin e is given by spin
decoherence of the ground state.

Such a single photon source has been recently dem on-—
strated using single cold atom s trapped in a high-Q
Fabry-Perot cavity [34]. Due to the lm ited trapping
tin es, at most only 7 photons were em itted by a sin—
gl atom in this dem onstration. P ractical realizations
of this schem e also require a m eans to bring the system
from level #i to jli at the end of each singlke photon
generation event. In Ref. [34] this was achieved by a
recycling laser pulse. The applied recycling laser pulse
determ ines the end of the single-photon pulse and can in
principle 1im it the collection e ciency for system s w ith
long spontaneous em ission lifetim es. In the case of quan—
tum dots, recycling can be achieved by a sin ilar laser
pulse applied between levels #i and Bi. An alemative
recycling m echanisn can be the application of a Ram an

“pulse, generated by two detuned laser pulses satisfying
the Ram an resonance condition between levels #i and

4.

W e now discuss the num erical analysis of this system
w hich is describbed by the interaction H am iltonian

Hipe= ivg(Ps "3)+ 3 1 (Ms1 "13): (20)



W e use the m aster equation
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to derive the optical B loch equations. In the presence of
dephasing caused by reservoirs other than the radiation

eld ( gepn), we de ne the total coherence decay rate in
transitions from level Bias = % +  deph - Branching
of spontaneousem ission from level Pito levels jliand #i
is indicated by cos and sin? , respectively, as shown
in Fig.[@.

P )= hat+ )2 ©)1 is caloulated by apply—
Ing the quantum regression theorem to the opticalB loch
equations or 14, 24, and "3 . The ollow Ing set of dif-
ferential equations are then obtained

iF t ) = OH € )
d r L 4 r
d
d—@‘” €)= gH&) P& ); ©2)
d
JHE) = 1OF @)+ g ) HE):
The variables: Y (t; )= oy t+ )" OLF G ) =
hMg et )N i, and H (6 ) = h'sa €+ ) "4z ©)1 have

initial conditions @ Y (£;0) = h*y, (L, F ;0) = by, ©1,
and H (;0) = h"3, @©)i.

Follow ing the solutions of the optical B loch equations
and the set ofE gs. [27), nom alized coincidence detection
probability, pss, is calculated using Eq. [[3) as described
in section [[I2]. A ssum ing ideal detection of the photons
em itted to the cavity m ode, we calculate the collection
e ciency by the number of photons em itted from the
caviy
Z

h™y, )idt: (23)
0

O ur principal num erical results are depicted in Fig.[
where we consider a dephasing-free system , and ana-
Iyze the dependence of the collection e ciency and in—
distinguishability on the cavity coupling. In these cal-
culations we assum e a potential quantum dot cavity—
QED systam wih relatively small caviy decay rate of

cav = 10 gpon [B3]. Laser pulse is chosen to be G aus—
sian with a constant pulsew idth. The peak laser Rabi
frequency is increased w ith increased cavity coupling in
orderto reach the onset of saturation in the em itted num —
ber of photons. The large pulsew idth of 10 ensures the
operation In the regin e where collection e ciency and
Indistinguishability are independent of the pulsew idth.
A 11 other param eters are kept constant at their values
noted In the gure caption. W e choose both spontaneous
em ission channels to be equally present ( = =4).
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FIG . 7: D egpendence of indistinguishability and collection ef-
clency on cavity coupling. Param eter values are: spon = 1,
cav. = 10, gepn = 0, = =4, a Gaussian pulse wih

pulsew idth= 10, peak laserR abifrequency is changed between

0.75 and 2.8 . Inset: D egpendence of indistinguishability and

collection e ciency on <oy ora constant Fp 0£20. Param e~

tervaluesare: spon = 1, depn = 0, = =4,laserpulsew idth

0f 10= spon , peak laser Rabifrequency of 1.9 -2.1 .

In contrast to the incoherently pum ped single photon
source, F ig.[d show s that arbitrarily high indistinguisha—
bility and collection e ciency can sinultaneously be
achieved w ith better caviy coupling using this schem e.
For a caviy coupling that corresoonds to a Purcell fac—
tor of 40 Fp = 29°=( cav spon) = 40), our calcula—
tions reveal 99 $ indistinguishability togetherw ith 99 %
collection e ciency. This regin e of operation is read-
ily available in current state-ofthe-art experim ents w ith
atom s [34]. W hile such a Purcell factor has not been ob—
served for solid-state em itters in m icrocavity structures
to date, recent theoretical 37] and experin ental [35,138]
progress indicate that the aforem entioned values could
be wellw ithin reach.

A s expected, the dependence of on cavity coupling
is exactly given by 2Fp=(1 + 2Fp ). This is due to
the spontaneous em ission from level Bi to #i, nam ely

spon sin? = spon =2, which de nesthe relevant Purcell
factor. A s shown in the inset in Fig.[d, our calculations
considering di erent 5, values for a constant Purcell
factor revealed sim ilar collection e ciency and indistin—
guishablity values. Hence Purcell factor is the m ost In —
portant param eter In detem Ining the characteristics of
this single photon source.

A chieving the regin e of large indistinguishability and
collection e ciency togetherw ith am all laserpulsew idths
is also highly desirable fore cient quantum inform ation
processing applications. In this single photon source that
relies on cavity-assisted Ram an transition, lower lim its
forthe laserpulsew idth are in generalgiven by the inverse
cavity coupling constant (g ') and cavity decay rate
( .2.) Bd]. W e analyze the e ect ofthe laser pulsew idth

cav
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FIG . 8: D gpendence of indistinguishability and collection ef-
ciency on the G aussian laser pulsew idth. P aram eter values
are: spon = 1,g= 10, cav = 10 Er = 20), deph = 0,
= =4. Peak laser Rabi frequency is changed between 2.1
and 105 .

to indistinguishability and collection e ciency in Fig. 3.
In this gure we consider the potential quantum dot
cavity QED system analyzed in Fig.[q ( cay = 10 spon)
while assum ing a Purcell factor of 20 (= 10 gpon). AsS
In the previous cases, we change them axin um laserRabi
frequency fordi erent pulsew idth values in orderto reach
the onset of saturation . Forthis system , we conclude that
am ininum pulsew idth of 1= g0, issu clent to achieve

maxinum indistinguishability and collection e ciency.

T he two spontaneous em ission channels from level Bi
have com plem entary e ects on collection e ciency and
Indistinguishability. Spontaneous em ission from level Bi
to jli reduces indistinguishability while having no e ect
on collection e ciency. T his spontaneous em ission chan-—
nel, spon OF , e ectively representsa tin e—jitterm ech—
anisn for single photon generation. In contrast, sponta—
neous am ission from level Bito level i hasno e ect on
Indistinguishability while reducing collection e ciency.
These e ects are clearly dem onstrated in Fig.[d where
w e plot the dependence of collection e ciency and indis—
tinguishability on

Finally in Fig.[[d we analyze the dependence of in—
distiguishability and collection e ciency on dephasing of
transitions from level Bi. In contrast to the case of an
incoherently pum ped quantum dot (Fig.[d), there is a
an all but non—zero dependence of collection e ciency on
dephasing. For the param eters we chose, collection e —
ciencies 0£0.975 and 0.970 were calculated for dephasing
rates of 0 and 15 oy respectively.
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FIG . 9: D gpendence of indistinguishability and collection ef-
ciency on Param eter values are: gpon = 1, g = 10,
cav = 10 Ep = 20), gepn = 0, = =4. A Gaussian pulse

is assum ed with pulsew ddth=1 and peak Rabi frequency of
62 .
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FIG .10: D gpendence of indistinguishability and collection ef-
clency on the dephasing rate. Param eter valuesare: gpon =
1,g= 10, cav = 10 Fp = 20), = =4, a Gaussian laser
pulse is assum ed w ith pulsew idth= 1 and peak R abi frequency
of62 .

ITII. INDISTINGUISHABILITY AND
NONDETERM INISTIC LINEAR-OPTICS GATES

H aving determ ined the lim its and dependence of pho—
ton collection e ciency and indistinguishability on sys—
tem oon guration and caviy param eters, we tum to
the issue of photon distinguishability e ects on the per—
form ance of LOQC gates. Related question of depen-—
dence on photon loss [€, 139] and detection ine ciency
4(] have previously been analyzed. For sem iconductor
single photon sources, photon loss can be m Inin ized by
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Increasing collection e ciency, In principle, to nearuniy
valie. Therefore, close to ideal photon em ission can be
achieved w ith better caviy designs and coupling. How —
ever, as we have shown iIn previous sections, an incoher—
ently pum ped sem iconductor photon source su ers heav—
ily from em ission tim e—Jitter, especially for large values
ofP urcell factor, while a sem iconductor system based on
caviy-assisted spin— ijp Ram an transition show s prom ise
for near unity collection e ciency and indistinguishabil-
iy. To assess the caviy requirem ents for the latter sys—
tem , we analyze the reduction in gate delity arising from
photon em ission tim e—jitter in a linear optics controlled
phase gate, a key elem ent for m ost quantum gate con-
structions.

T his non-determ inistic gate operates as follow s: G iven
a two-m ode input state of the form

j mi= POi+ Pli+ JOi+ J1i ; (24)
where 33+ ¥+ §F+ jF = 1, the state at the two
output m odes transfom s into

J outi= POi+ Pli+ J0i+ el J1i ; @5)
with a certaln probability of success, pF. A realization
ofsuch a gate using all linear opticalelem ents, two helper
single photons on dem and, and two photon-num ber re—
soXing singlephoton detectors is depicted in Fig. [ r
the specialcase of = [141,142]. T his realization con-—
sists of tw o Input m odes for the incom ing quantum state
to be transform ed and two ancilla m odes w ith a singke
helper photon in each m ode. A fter four beam splitters
wih settings 1 = , = 3= 5474 and 4= 1763,
postselection is perform ed via photon-num ber m easure—
m ents on output m odes 3 and 4. Conditional to single-
photon detection in each of these m odes, the quantum
state in Eq. [24) is transform ed nto Eq. 23). The prob—
ability of success for this construction is 2=27, which is
slightly better then 1=16, the probability of success ofthe
origihal proposalusing only one helper photon w ith two
ancilla m odes [4].

T his isthe probability of success for idealsystem s com —
prising indistinguishable photons, and uniy e ciency

num ber resoling single photon detectors. W e now pro—
ceed to Investigate the e ects of photon distinguishabilk-
iy arising from physical constraints of the single photon
sources In consideration. In the presence of a tem poral
Jtter, , In the photon eam ission tin e, a single photon
state can be represented as

Z

Ji= dlfet &l ()Pi; @6)
where f (! ) is the spectrum of the photon wave-packet.
Forphotons from a quantum dot in a cavity, the function
f (!) is a Lorentzian yielding a double-sided exponential
dip In the Hong-O uM andel interference [@]. In the pres—
ence of relative tin e jitter, the visbility of interference
is obtained after ensem ble averaging over the tin e—jitter
in the range 0; o] yielding the relation

) @7

for a uniform distrbution. In order to analyze tin e—
Jttere ectson the delity ofthe quantum gate shown In

Fig.[[l, we introduce a tin e=jitter oOr the helper photon
In mode 4. For clarity, we keep the rem aining photons in
otherm odes ideal and indistinguishable. The sym m etry
of the gate ensures that each introduced tin e—Jitter adds
to the pow er dependence of the overall error.

Rewriting Eq. 28) as

Z

Ji=  arfm)n @ e )i ) Ppi; @8)
allow s us to represent the output state In tem s of the
ideal output state and the tin e—Jitter dependent part

3 ()i:

J outl= J outl

J ()i (29)

U sing the de nition of the gate delity for a particular
j outi

F— _ jh outj_outif ; (30)

7 oucd . -
h outJ out::'-h outJ outl

with Eq.PZ9 we obtain

PF 2Reh ouej ()il+ Dot 08
F et EEENC
J outl P:? 2Re h outj ()il+ h ( )] ()i

where PF = h outJ outl. G iven the particular realiza—
tion of this gate as depicted in F ig.[[dl, the overall gate
delity takes the form

b o wt avVi(o)+ oVi(o)
F=mm F— =

Tewd o dot diV (o) + V2 (o)

i (32)
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FIG . 12: Dependence of nonlinear sign gate delity F, on
nom alized tin e—jitter T he horizontal line indicates the
99% delity threshold. The vertical line indicates tolrable
tin e—Jitter threshold.

whereh 2 denotesensam ble averaging over tim e—jitter
In the range D; o] using an appropriate weight function
and V ( o) isthe degree of indistinguishability, or the cor-
responding visbility in a Hong-O u-M andel interference.
The coe cients c; and d; .n Eq. [BA) depend not only
on the gate properties such as the probability of success,
but also on the Iniial nput state through the coe cients
, ,and . Consequently, the gate delity becomes a
function of the properties of the initial input state.

A pbt orm hinum gate delity (corresponding to a
J1i Input state) found after extensive search over a set
of initial input states is shown i Fig.[[J as a function
of tim e—jitter nom alized to photon pulsew idth (o= ).
A s is evident from the graph, tin e—Jitter on the order of
03% is the lm ting case in order to achieve delity of
99% . For an incoherently pum ped quantum dot single
photon source as analyzed in section [IIB], the em ission
tin e~jitter is on the orderofl 10 ! s. Thus, for shglk
photon pulsew idth on the orderofl 10 ° s, this deliy
threshold cannot be satis ed. A sisalso clear from Fig.[,
this corresponds to a Purcell factor of order unity and
collection e ciency of about 50% . In a cavity-assisted
soin—- Ip Ram an transition, how ever, indistinguishability

10

and collection e ciency are both shown to increase in

F ig.[1 as the P urcell factor increases. T his, in tum, casts
a single constraint on the caviy quality factor, requiring
Fp 40, In order to achieve both indistinguishability
and collection e ciency required for gate operations for
LOQC .Thisthreshold for cavity quality factor isw ithin
the realistic values to date. W e em phasize that so far
there has been no calculation on the m axinum allowed
tin e—Jitter error or LOQ C schem e [@].

IV. CONCLUSIONS

W e analyzed the e ects of cavity coupling, sponta-—
neous am ission rate, dephasing, and laser pulsew idth on
Indistinguishability and collection e ciency for two dis-
tinct types of single photon sources based on two and
threeJevel em itters. W e showed that, In contrast to in—
coherently pum ped system s, a single photon source based
on cavity-assisted soin— Jp Ram an transition has the po—
tential to sin ultaneously achieve high levels of indistin-
guishability and collection e ciency. For this system,
In the absence of dephasing, 99 $ indistinguishability
and collection e ciency are achieved for a Purcell fac-
tor of 40. Our analysis revealed that strong coupling
regin e of cavity-QED (g > f ; cav9) is not a require—
m ent or optim um operation while, in the presence ofde-
phasing, the characteristics of the system is determ ined
by 9= cav depn rather than the Purcell factor. The de—
sired regin e of operation, ie. Purcell factor of 40 In the
absence of dephasing, is readily available for atom s In
high-©Q Fabry-Perot cavities. It is also w ithin the reach
for solid-state based single photon sources em bedded In
m icrocavity structures given current technology. W e also
analyzed the reduction in gate delity arisihg from pho—
ton em ission-tim e—jitter In a linear optics controlled sign
gate. W e found that the aforem entioned Purcell regin e
providesgate perform ancew ith error< 1% using the sin—
gl photon source based on caviy-assisted Ram an tran—
sition.
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