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Abstract. Mollow physics in the two-photon regime shows interesting features such as
path-controlled time-reordering of photon pairs without the need to delay them. Here, we
calculate analytically the two-photon correlations g(z)(’c), essential to discuss and study
such phenomena in the resonant-driven dressed-state regime. It is shown that there exists
upper and lower bounds of the g(z) (7)— function for certain spectrally-selected photon pairs.
Recent reported experiments agree with the presented theory and thereby it is shown that
the resonant-driven four-level system is an interesting source for steerable quantum light in
quantum cascade setups. We furthermore discuss the unlikeliness to observe antibunching for
the delay time 7 = 0 in the exciton-biexciton correlation functions in such experiments, since
antibunching stems from a coherent and in-phase superposition of different photon emission
events. Due to the occuring laser photon scattering, this coherent superposition state is easily
disturbed and leads to correlation functions of g(*) (0) = 1.

1. Introduction

Two-photon states are of particular interest to study non-linear phenomena in quantum optics
and lie at the heart of the pursuit to exploit nonlocal properties in quantum mechanics itself
[l 2, 3] 4]]. Two-photon states generated in an atomic cascade allowed the first experiments
to test Bell’s inequality [, (6} 7, [8]] and have paved the way to significant-loophole free tests in
other material platforms recently [9, [10]. Nowadays semiconductor based biexciton-cascade
processes generate on demand polarized-entangled photon pairs to a very high degree of
purity due to recent progresses in nanotechnology fabrication [14]]. They also
gave rise to test the indistinguishability of photons created in the spontaneous parametric
downconversion via Hong-Ou-Mandel type of experiments [[15] [16] (I, and semiconductor
growth techniques allow now high extraction efficiencies and close to perfect visibilities
20]. Furthermore, two-photon signatures reveal the true quantum character
of cavity quantum electrodynamics via anharmonic, second-rung features that scale non-
linearly with the photon number. Experimentally, higher-order rungs have been extracted
in superconducting circuit platforms 22]], atom cavity-QED systems and also
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in semiconductor nano-emitters clear signatures have been observed [25] 26]. Thus, two-
photon sources have a wide application domain and allow to test a broad range of quantum
behavior. It is therefore highly feasible to understand two-photon generation processes based
on incoherent and coherent driving on an analytical and fundamental level.

Recently, a proposal has drawn interest, which allows one to coherently generate photon
bundles in leap-frog processes 29]. The idea behind is to drive the emitter in
resonance with the N-photon transition but off-resonant with a single photon coherence
[30, 31]]. This way, single-photon processes are suppressed which tend to degrade two- or
N-photon coherences. Furthermore, the polarization degree of freedom can be used to probe
only emission processes without scattered photons from the driving laser field. This idea
has been experimentally realized recently with a semiconductor quantum dot .
Here, the biexciton is coherently driven in a two-photon process and via only one of the two
possible polarization transitions. In the strong driving regime, dressed state become visible
and allow for frequency-selected photon-photon correlation measurements [34]]. This way,
path-controlled time-reordering of photon pairs can be steered. As a measure whether there
is and there is no time-order, we use the correlation function and investigate whether the
function is symmetric under sign exchange g(®)(7) = g(®)(—1) or not. If the correlation
function is symmetric, the time-order of the emission sequence is erased. Such a vanishing
time-reordering is only possible, when the emitter is driven into a superposition state with
long coherence times.

Here, we give the theoretical background for the experiment and calculate
the correlation functions analytically. We discuss symmetries and also limits for given
measurement detection sequences and show, when and under which circumstances perfect
time-reordering can be reached, or when anti-correlation is inevitable and bunching will
always be the case. We also reveal, which values of the correlation functions values are
inaccessible for certain measurement sequences and provide therefore a toolbox to interpret
these kind of multi-photon processes with the correlation function data at hand.

The analysis below shows that the physics behind this experiment can still be described
with two-level physics, but with a two-photon substructure [3}, 33, 36, 37, 38]]. The article is
organized as follows: After this introduction, cf.[Il we continue in Sec. 2l with presenting the
model and discuss the Hamiltonian of the system. The chosen excitation frequency allows to
adiabatically eliminate the the exciton levels of the four-level system up to moderate driving
strengths. Without the excitonic degrees of freedom, the effective model is isomorph to a two-
level system, which can be solved in various ways. We solve it via a Laplace transformation
in contrast to most diagonalization approaches common in literature, e.g. [2]]. These solutions
are interpreted with respect to their two-photon substructure and used to calculate the photon-
photon correlation function in the bare state basis in Sec. Bl The results will be a very
asymmetric correlation function around T = 0 with antibunching to one side and bunching
to the other side. However, in the dressed state basis, derived in Sec. ], certain contributions
show a symmetric behavior. Sec. 3] is dedicated to the calculation of the correlation in the
dressed-state basis. Those are the main result of the paper and explain the experimental
data of Ref. in case of resonant two-photon excitation. To complete the discussion,
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Figure 1. (a) The energy schema of the setup. The biexciton state is driven via a continuous
two-photon, H —polarized excitation, while the exciton transitions are far detuned. (b) The
power spectrum S(®) of the full emission, including H— and V —polarized photons for two
excitation strengths. In the strong excitation limit (grey), triplets appear. (c) Differentiating the
spectrum in the strong excitation limit between H— (green,shaded) and V — emission (orange,
solid) events. Due to the ignored fine structure splitting Agss = 0 two peaks overlap.

intensity dependent experimental data are qualitatively compared to the theory in Sec. 6l The
symmetrization of the correlation is clearly seen, now supported additionally via the analytical
calculations, before we conclude in Sec. [7]

2. Model

The quantum dot is modelled as a four-level system consisting of a ground state |G), two
excitonic states |H),|V) and a biexcitonic state |B). The ground state energy g = 0 is set to
zero, cf. Fig. [l The two excitonic states may differ in their energies gy — @y = Apss due
to the fine structure splitting. This splitting is of great importance in experiments probing
photon polarization entanglement generated in a biexciton cascade. Here, we focus on a
driven experiment, where photon correlations in the Mollow regime are studied and the
fine structure splitting is of minor importance. So, we set it, out of convenience, to zero
for the following discussion: Agpgs = 0, i.e. Wy = Wy = wx. In contrast, the biexciton
shift is of particular interest, as only due to this shift it is possible to drive the biexciton
population without driving necessarily at the same time the excitonic transitions. The
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biexciton shift (Ap) can be attractive or repulsive and is defined as the difference between
the sum of the exciton energies and the bare biexciton resonance, rendering the biexciton
energy W = 0y + 0y + 2Ap = 2(wx + Ap). Here, the external laser field drives only
the horizontal polarization with frequency @; and amplitude )y, the full Hamiltonian reads
therefore (7 = 1) and o;; := [i)(j|:

H =wx (oun + oyv) +2(wx + Ap) o + Qu cos(wrt) (6Gu + Onc + ou + oup). (1)

To allow for an adiabatic elimination of the excitonic states in case of biexciton shift in the
regime Ag > (y, the laser frequency is chosen to be in a two-photon resonance with the
biexciton frequency, namely we set @, = @y /2 + @y /2 + Ap. This leads to the following
Hamiltonian, assuming @y = @y, and after the rotating-wave approximation and transforming
into the rotating frame of the laser frequency:

Hg =A(oun + ovy) +QrL(06H + OnG + O + Oug), ()

with A = —Ap and Q) = Qy /2, cf. Fig.[Ila). We assume a radiative decay of the electronic
system via photon emission into a Markovian continuum to yield the following master
equation:

p =—i[Hg,p]+Tx (Z[0oGu] + Z[ocv] + Z[opu] + Z[osv]) p, 3)

after assuming the biexciton decay to be double as fast as the exciton decay and using
the standard Lindblad form 2[J|p = 2JpJ" — {J7J,p}. Pure dephasing contributions are
neglected on this timescale [39] and are set in the master equation, out of convenience, to
zero. The following analytical calculations can be done with a finite pure dephasing,rendering
them however more lengthy. Since we focus here on the intensity dependent photon-photon
correlation in the low temperature limit 7 ~ 4K, where the dissipation in the system is mainly
governed by the radiative decay, the pure dephasing is assumed to be of minor importance
for the studied correlation function, which is supported also by the intensity-dependent
experimental data, in Sec. [6l

In Fig. Ikb) and (c), the power spectrum of the system is plotted: S(w) =
tli_)r‘r}o Jo (" (t)e(t + ) ye™ "7 with ¢(t) = 0i5(t) + 0g;(t) for i = H,V. For weak excitation,
only two emission peaks from the bare exciton and bare biexciton photons are visible,
cf. Fig. [[lb, black line), since the Mollow splitting is not large enough in comparison to
the radiative linewidth. If the driving strength increases, triplets appear around the bare
resonances (gray line) and around the laser frequency. To distinguish the contributions, a
polarization filter can be applied. The H—polarized photons show a very different dependence
on the driving strength than the V —polarized photons. In contrast to the latter, both peaks of
the H—polarized photons shift with the driving strength (green, shaded). However, only one
peak of the V—polarized photons shift (orange solid), and one peak stays independently on
the driving strength on the bare resonance.

In the following, the time dynamics of the density matrix is analytically solved. Using
the master equation, the following set of differential equations of motion can be derived with
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pij = (ilplJj):
pcG =2Ux (pun +pvv) —iQL (PG — PcH) » 4)
prG = — (I'x +iA) puc — QL (PG + P66 — PHH) » (5)
pun = —2Ux (pun — peB) — Q% (PGH — PHG + PBH — PHB) » (6)
PG = —2Ixppc —iQL (PHG — PBH) » (7
P = — (3Tx —iA) pprr — i (PHH — PBB — PBG) » 3)
P = —4Txppp — iQ (PHB — PBH) » )
pvy =—2Tx (pvv — pPsB) - (10)

Note, the V-exciton level is not driven by the external driving field, thus pyg and pyp and its
complex conjugates are no dynamical quantities. Now, we choose a particular quantum dot,
where the biexciton shift is much larger than the radiative decay constants, which is typically
the case A > I'y. Furthermore, we choose also a driving strength much weaker than the
biexciton binding energy, therefore A > ();. Therefore, we can eliminate the transition to the
H exciton, as the time scale is dominated by the detuning:

PHG = F): +LiA [P — PBG — PGG| ~ XL [prH — PBG = PG] an
PBH :b’légifm \pBB + PBG — PHH] = —TL [PBB + PBG — PHH] (12)

as we can safely assume A > 3I'x, as the biexciton energy is in the regime of meV, and the
radiative decay constant typically in the domain of ueV. If we apply these adiabatical solutions
into the corresponding equations, and again, ignore the dispersive shifts Q)7 /A < Iy, which
limits the validity of the following equations to medium driving strength, we yield:

. O?
P = —4I'xppp +2Im {XLPBG] , (13)
QZ
pcc =2Ix (puu + pyy) —2Im [XLPBG] : (14)
QZ
PBG =—2TXPBG—iTL (PBB — PGG) - (15)

Note, the excitonic densities are no longer a dynamical quantity, they just follow the
dissipative dynamics of the biexciton state. So, we can use pyg + pvy = X0 — PB — PG With
typically X(r = 0) = Xy = 1 and define () := 2%% as the effective two-photon Rabi frequency
and I' := 2I'x. We have denoted the sum of the initial occupations Xy to include later
consistently the solution for different initial conditions in terms of the quantum regression
theorem. The solution is easier to calculate for the inversion, i.e. the population difference
between biexciton and ground state D(t) := ppp(t) — pcc(t), and the linear independent
imaginary part of the polarization between both states B(r) := pps (1) — pcp(t). We yield
a closed set of equations of motion:

D(t) =—T[D(t) +Xo] —iQB(t) (16)
B(t) =—TB(t) —iQD(1). (17)
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Suprisingly, this set of equations is identical with a continuously driven two-level system, see
We conclude, that the two-photon driven biexciton system is in the adiabatic
limit isomorph to the two-level dynamics. However, the underlying structure of the four
levels is still present due to the conservation of angular momentum, as the biexciton cannot
be driven directly from the ground state but only via an intermediate excitonic state, i.e. Ogp
corresponds not to a electronic dipole operator. We apply the Laplace transform and rederive

the solution of the well-known Mollow problem, see In the time domain, the
inversion dynamics are given:

D(1) = (Do +ZoIT,) e T cos(Q) — (iBy+ Lol Q) e ' sin(Qu) — ZIT,, (18)

with T, = T/ (T? + O?) and Q, = Q/(I'> + O?). This equation fulfills the initial condition
D(t = 0) = Dy. The general equation of the polarisation dynamics reads:

B(t) = (Bo—iXoI'Qy) e cos(Qt) —i(XoIT,+Dg)e” sm(Qt) +iXoI'Y,, (19)

with B(r = 0) = By. Given these explicit solutions of the dynamics, all quantities can be
derived via integration. For example, the biexciton dynamics reads:

ps(t) =ppr(0)e " — iBOQeirt [Fn cos(Q) + Q) sin( Q) — Fnefrt} (20)

2
— Doge_r’ [I"n sin( Q) — Q) cos(Q) + Qne_r’] (21)
+ zO%e“ (O sinh(Tr) — Ty sin(Q)] 22)

The detailed calculation is given in[Appendix C| So, with the biexciton dynamics at hand, we
can derive the ground state dynamics easily due to the definion of D(7):

PGG (I) —pPBB (l) — Doe_rt COS(QI) + iBoe_rt sin(Qt) (23)

+ 300 [rn +e T (Qsin(Qr) — T, cos(Qz))} . (24)

For the measurements in the following, the V —exciton population is also of importance. If

the initial values of both excitonic states are equal, their dynamics agree in the adiabatic limit,

as the differential equations in spite of the driving are effectively the same, so one can use
puu(t) = pyy (t) in case of pyp(0) = pyy (0). Then, one can conveniently use

(%0~ poa(s) ~ pun(¥) = 5 (B +D(z) ~2pus(x)).  (@9)

l\.)l*-‘

pvv(T) =

again typically £ = 1 but not if the conditional probability in two-time-correlations is
calculated. However, if their initial values do not agree, one has to calculate the dynamics
explicitly via

pvv(l‘) :pvv(()) rt—i—l"e Ft/ dt'e It pBB(t/)- (26)
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Finally, the polarisation reads:

1

pua(t) =5B(1) + 3¢ (ps(0) + pas(0)) @7)

In the following, the exciton-biexciton photon correlations are calculated explicitly to
unravel the dependence on the two-photon driving strength () = 20% /A in comparison to the
radiative decay constant I' = 2I'y.

3. Biexciton-Exciton Photon-Photon Correlation

The measurement setup discriminates between the biexciton and exciton photon through the

different frequencies but with the same polarization, here V, the undriven transitions. The

generation of photons is in the far field proportional to the corresponding transition operator
T

¢;;(t) = 0y;(t) [2]. The corresponding intensity-intensity correlation reads:

im <C3Lj(t)CZl(t+f)C1k(t+f) (1))
e <ij ><Ckl eyt >

In the density matrix picture, and with the correspondlng transition operators, the correlations
function is given with

(1) =

(28)

Jim (e (1) (4 P)ey (1 + T)e (1)) = Jim Tr[p (0)0;(1)0u (1 + 7)o (1 4 ) (1)
= lim Tr[| /)il p (¢) |i)(j] 0w (7)o (7)] = Tr [1j)j| pii () O (7) 0w (7)] =
= pii(=) Tr [p# () [k)I| |1)(K|] = pii(so) (klp 7 (2) k) = pii(e=)p}{ (7). (29)

where p// = |j)(j| is the conditional density matrix after the first measurement finding the
state |i). So, to calculate the two-time correlation function, one needs the steady state value of
pii(eo) and the time-dynamics of p,f,f (7) with the initial condition of p,f,f (0) = |{k||j)|* Tobe
explicit, for the biexciton-exciton correlation, we have i = B, j =V, k = V,l = G. Therefore,
the observable can be expressed as:

g(2) (1) = lim (chy (Deyglt +D)egy (1 + Dy (1)) _ ps(=)pyy (7) _ Px‘//“//(f)
e = (egy (eyp(1)) ey (1egy (1)) pos(=)pyv (=) pyv (=)
(30)

So, we just need the steady state values, and the dynamics for the V —exciton state with the
initial conditions of pyy = 1. The exciton dynamics reads:
2

L or Q r
p“//“//(f) 2 ‘ |:1 teoro QZ + 2 (COSh(FT) * @COS(QT))} (31)

with the steady state pyy («0) = (Q2/2)?/(Q? +T?), approximately 1/4 in the strong driving
limit. The measured correlation, when the biexciton photon is detected first, reads:

vv
g (1) = SX ((3 = 2¢ 77 (1+ cosh(T't) + a1 + cos (Q7)]) . (32)
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Figure 2. Photon-photon correlations between exciton and biexciton photons for different
driving strengths Q) [ps~!] with T' = 0.002ps~! and A = 3.0ps~!. The numerical solution is
derived from the complete master equation. The analytical solutions are given in the text in
the adiabatic limt. For moderate driving strength the agreement is very good.

with o = I'2/O)?. In the long-time limit, the correlation always converges to 1, as it should
be. This can be seen, by taking into account, that cosh(I't) = [exp(I't) 4+ exp(—I'7)]/2.
Furthermore, the correlation starts always with

g (0) =4(1+a), (33)

which reaches 4 in the strong driving limit, i.e. @ — 0. The correlation cannot start with a
smaller value. For weaker driving, the initial correlation can be arbitrary high with & > 1. The
correlation function therefore always resides between 4 < géz‘QVG(O) < oo, This corresponds to
the physical intuition, that the probability to measure an exciton photon is dramatically higher
if a biexciton photon is detected. The opposite is the case, if the exciton photon is measured
first. This is the next case, we are now considering.

If the exciton photon is detected first, then the correlation has the following index set

i=YV,j= G,k = B,l =V with the observable of

0@ (o) — i $va ey (CF Deyplt 4 Ty (1)) _ prv(<)pff (7) _ pfs (2)
reer e <CVG cov (1 ><CBV cyp(1)) pes()pvv(e)  pps(=)
(34)
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For this sequence of detection events, the biexciton population dynamics needs to be
calculated with following initial conditions B(¢) = 0, p55(0) = 0 and D(t) = —1. The
solution is

fl"tQZ fl"tQZ

) -t 7] -

e

ps¥ (1) :m [cosh(T't) — cos(Q)]

(35)

with the steady state pSs (o) = (Q/2)%/(Q* +T?), and the corresponding normalized
correlation function reads:

gg,zéGB(r) =2¢7 17 [cosh(T't) —cos(Q7)] =1+ e 1T (e_“ — ZCOS(Q”E)> ) (36)
(2)

This correlation always starts with g;%-,(0) = 0, i.e. it takes always a finite time to detect

after an exciton a biexciton photon. The long time limit is g‘(,z();GB(oo) = 1. Furthermore,
the maximum of the correlation can be inferred from exp(—I't) &~ 1 and a driving amplitude

(2)

chosen such that cos(Q2t) = —1, then gy, 5(7) < 4. So, the exciton-biexciton correlations
oscillates between 0 < g(Gz&VB(’L') < 4.
In Fig. 2 the numerical and analytical solutions of the photon correlation function

(2)

between the detection of the biexciton and exciton and vice versa is plotted. Note, gy 5(T) =
gg}vc(_f)- The numerical solution (black, dashed line) is obtained by evaluation of the full
density matrix equation without any further approximation than necessary to obtain the master
equation in Eq. (). The analytical solutions of Eq. (32)) and (36) (orange, solid line) agrees
well in this driving limit: (); < A. Numerical evaluations show that the approximations for
the analytical solutions hold up to an acceptable mistake until (3; < A/3 for the exciton-
biexciton direction T < 0. For 7 > 0, the dynamics is for strong driving dominated by the
dissipative dynamics, as the driving suppresses any oscillations with the factor I’ /2. Since
the approximations hold perfectly in the weak driving limit, the solution for 7 > 0, namely for
the biexciton-exciton measurement sequence, holds numerically for every driving, as long as
the master equations stays valid.

The plot clearly shows, that a g(2) () —function of smaller than 1 always shows that an
exciton photon is detected first, and in contrast a g(z) (7)—value of larger than 4, refers to a
biexciton-exciton photon detection order. The driving strength steers a Rabi oscillation signal
between the exciton and biexciton detection for 7 < 1. The stronger the driving, the faster
the biexciton photon can be detected. But there is no driving strength, where (theoretically)
the g(2)(7)— function does not initially start with value of zero. Experimentally, the time
resolution may lead to finite values, but always to values smaller than 1, since the oscillations
maximum amplitude is stronger damped than the oscillations minimum rises (biexciton decay
versus exciton decay).

4. Dressed states

To enable a vanishing time-ordering, a spectral selection of the photons is necessary. Until
now, the calculations have not distinguished between an exciton photon in the strong and
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weak driving limit. Basically, three photons with slightly different frequencies can be emitted
from the exciton, as well as from the biexciton state. To unravel these three possibilities, it is
necessary to change the basis of the theoretical description into the dressed state coordinates.
In order to investigate the different spectral contributions and the dependence of the time-
ordering on the driving strength, we express the dressed states in terms of the bare states and
employ the solutions of the previous sections.

To address the dressed states individually, we find the Eigenstates of the Hamiltonian,
i.e. the Eigenstates of the coherent evolution only.

0O O 0 0
O, A O 0

Hr =A(|HYH |+ |V)V|) + Qu(|G)H| + |BYH|+h.a.) — OL . OL ol 6D
0 0 0O A

ordered in the basis {|G),|H),|B),|V)} and for the case of resonant two-photon driving of the
biexciton and a polarization-selective driving of the horizontal exciton level, without affecting
the vertical-polarized transitions. The diagonalization results in four Eigenvalues

0=0, e =A, 63=%<A+\/892+A2>, e4:%(A—\/802+A2>, (38)

with the corresponding Eigenvectors:

@) e3
= (@ G im). =)
@)

(16)+ 211 +18)). 0=

\/202—1—63 Q V2

Orthogonality and normalization can be proven via helpful relation between the eigenvalues,

cf. [xppendi D}

From the Eigenvalues it can be already seen, that the biexciton, the H—exciton and
the ground state form a superposition due to the coherent driving. The external laser field

=)= (1B) —1G)). (40)

creates coherences in between these states, which leads to three frequency-differentiated
biexciton-exciton transitions o1y,0_y,0py and also three exciton-ground state transitions
oy+,0y_,0yo. If the driving is weak, the frequencies do not appear as separate peaks for
they lie all within the radiative linewidth I'. But in the strong driving limit, Mollow physics
appear and become spectrally resolved in the spectrum.

There is a particularly interesting feature that becomes visible in the strong driving limit.
In contrast to the full exciton-biexciton correlation, where at least in one delay direction, a
g(z) —value smaller than 1 always occurs, it is possible to create a signal that never exhibits a
g(z) —value smaller than one. This is rendered possible via a decay in form of a superposition
and is a specific property of the strong driving limit, where the coherences are strongly
enhanced. Those superpositions do not differentiate between exciton and biexciton photons
anymore. In this case, the time-ordering in the cascade has been lifted. And it is not possible
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to judge via the g(z) —signal whether a biexciton or exciton photon has been measured first. In
the following, we calculate analytically the signal of the correlation functions, which exhibits
in the strong driving limit such a vanishing time-reordering. The observable reads:

(2) (7) =1i <C1v(t)C\T/+(t+T)C+v(t+7)cv+(t)> 1)

8yy4 1) = 1m
" <C1v(t)cv+(l)><czr/+(t)c+v(l»
The system undergoes the cascade either from |4+) — |V) — |+). This observable will be

calculated in the next section, and it will be shown that the O—state observable exhibits the
same dynamics with

(2) (chy () eho(t 4 T)coy (14 T)eyo (1)) G
ovvo(T) =lim =g\, (1)
e e <Cov t)eyo )(Cvo cov (1)) o

For the experimental signal, in Sec. [l another correlation function is of importance, i.e. a

(42)

cross-correlation between the dressed states:

(2) - (v (0)ejo(t+ T)egy (1 + D)y, (1))
“role) = = {chy ey (0)elo(Degy (1)

Due to intrinsic symmetric reasons in detail explained in this cross-correlation
stays the same whether first the O—state photon and the 4 —state photon is detected or the
other way round, expressed in a formula: gf‘),vo(’c) = g(()%,)v . (7). The —state photons are not
included in the experimental signal as those photons are too close to the frequency of the laser

photons and cannot easily be distinguished from elastic scattering events.

(43)

5. Photon-Photon correlation of selected dressed states

The detection sequence is again two-fold, either the |+) or the |V) photon is detected first.
The detection is polarized selective, and so the calculation is simplified due to a vanishing |H)
contribution. Using the same method as before, we need the correlation with following flip
operators for T > 0:

) im (o4v(t)ov+ (1 +t)osy(t +T)ov (1))
814 (7) 11%0o <G++(l‘)><6vv(l‘)>

Therefore, the observable can be expressed as:

(2) _P++()pyy (1)
8+ (7) _p++(oo)p::“//(°°)

This part of the correlation has not change in comparison to the previous calculation. This is

—=2¢ 17 (1 +cosh(T7) + a[l +cos(Q1)]).  (44)

due to the fact, that the conditional probablity of the V —exciton state is measured, and this
state does not change with the driving strength, for it is decoupled from the laser. However,
for T < 0, the correlation function reads:

0 (g PP pHE

Sv+4v\t) = pvv(e)pii(e)  pri(e)

(45)
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Figure 3. Photon-photon correlations between + biexciton and + exciton photon for different
driving strengths Q) [ps~!] with T = 0.002ps~! and A = 3.0ps~!. The numerical solution is
derived from the complete master equation. The analytical solutions are given in the text in
the adiabatic limt. For moderate driving strength the agreement is very good.

We need to express the dressed state basis in terms of the bare state to use the aforementioned
solution. Under the condition, that the horizontal-polarized photons are not detected, the
corresponding dressed state reads:

1

V2

Now, the density matrix dynamics needs to be expressed in terms of this superposition:

) (IG) +1B)). (46)

R (D] _ gy Or+(D)
V) v(®) =T | L S| = 1e (801 + 1861+ 681+ 1661 7

Due to the superposition, the calculation can be more tedious than before, if done separately.
However, it is more feasible to calculate the dynamics directly via a superpostion of the initial
conditions. After measuring a V —photon, the system is in the following mixture of states:
pT(0) = (|BXB| + |B)XG| +|G)B| +|G)G]|) /2. Therefore, the initial conditions read:
DYt = pi —pld =0 @)
B i=pi ~pig =0 ()

%5 =pgs PV + P +PéG =2 (49)



Correlations of cascaded photons: An analytical study in the two-photon Mollow regime 13

The correlation itself reads with its corresponding initial condition:

{04+ (D)) pr+(0) =i (g (%) +Psa (T) +2Re [py (7)])- (50)

Given all the initial conditions, the correlation can easily be computed, cf. and
reads:

(2) B I+a [ o f, 1 1 _ref, Qcos(Qr)
gv++v(’c)—1+271+2a{e (1 i) e T 6D

with ¢ := I'?/Q?. This formula constitutes the main result of this paper. In Fig.[3 the full
numerical solution without adiabatic approximation (solid, orange line) is compared with the
analytical formula (dashed, black line) given in Eq. @4) and (3I). The results agree and
confirm the analytical calculation up to driving strength () < A/3. For very strong driving,
fast oscillations appear below the adiabatic curve, see Fig. 3] (lower right panel). In this limit,
the fast oscillations between the exciton states lead even to values of below 1. However, the
initial value of the correlations functions is always larger than 1, as the analytical formula
shows:

2 1+o
g(vlw(()) =44 e (52)

So, for large driving compared to the decay constant, i.e. & — 0, the initial value approaches

(2)
8vi+v

not distinguishable anymore, since gg,zl 4v(0) = gf‘),v 4 (0) is valid. This is the specific
result of such a two-photon driving and frequency-polarization filtered detection setup. In

(0) — 4, showing exactly the time-reordering reversal. The detection schemes are

the low excitation regime o > 1, it can be seen that the minimum of the correlation function
is 2. Investigating the total maximum of the correlation by assuming cos(Q7) = —1, the
correlation in the adiabatic regime stays with the interval 2 < g‘(,zl +V(O) < 4. All these
properties can be seen in the Fig. 3| for the different driving strength.

The cross-correlation between the dressed states read:

b

@) (1) =1 {orv(t)ovo(t+ 7)o (1+T)ov (1)) _ pir(=)pyy(v) _ pyy (1)
ot e (o5 (1)) {ov (1)) Pt ()pyv () pyy(ee)

which we have already calculated. However, the inverted correlation cannot be expressed with

the derived results from before, see for details [Appendix E}
(2)

g (T) — lim <GVO(I)G-|—V(I + T)Gv+ (t + T)GOV(l» _ P_?_O_F(”L')
Vo4V 1—o0 <G++(ﬂ><0vVU)) pri(o0)

The solution differs just in one sign and reads:

ooy (1) =142 % [e”f(l—l—l )—e”<1+7"”05(m))} (54)

(53)

1+2a 21+ l+o
— 1 —2I't _n,—I7
=14 75 [e (1+2a) —2¢ (1+a+acos(m))}. (55)
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Figure 4. Photon-photon correlations between + and O-state photons for different driving
strengths Q7 [ps~!] with T = 0.002ps~! and A = 3.0ps~!. The numerical solution is derived
from the complete master equation. The analytical solutions are given in the text in the
adiabatic limt. For moderate driving strength the agreement is very good.

In contrast to the other dressed correlation in this section, this one starts always with O for
T < 0, cf. Fig. @ The antibunching feature is independent of the driving strength. The
bunching on the biexciton-exciton side T > 0 is however decreased for stronger driving and
the numerical and analytical solutions agree well.

With the symmetries at hand, we can now turn to the experimental data for different
intensities and compare the theoretical findings with the experiments.

6. Comparison with the experiment

In the experiment, the biexciton-exciton correlation is taken only partially. The contribution
from the |—)-state are difficult to distinguish from the laser photons and are therefore excluded
from the detection setup. So, the biexciton-exciton correlation reads in the experiment:

1
81(52)2(1') =1 <g£2\2\/+(f) "‘g(()%l)vo(f) —i—g&}vo(r) "‘g(()%/)w(f)) ) (56)

which are all possible detection events for this chosen frequency-window. We take advantage

(2)

of our definition: g (7) = p,ﬁ,ﬁ (7)/ p,ﬁ,ﬁ (00), i.e. the correlation describes the conditional



Correlations of cascaded photons: An analytical study in the two-photon Mollow regime 15

probability to measure the photon from state |k), after a photon is detected, which collapses
the state of the system to the state | j). Using this definition, we can write the biexciton-exciton
detection sequence as:

Vv
(1) = 555((”) =3+ ¢ 7 200 7 [1 +cos(Q1)]. (57)
vy

However, the exciton-biexciton direction is more complicated. All possible detection events
read:

1
gl(zz)g(f) =1 (g(v2+)+v(f) "‘g{/zgov(f) +g£,220\,(r) +g£/23+v(f)> , (58)

but we know, out of symmetry reasons that p; | (7) = p(7) and pyy" (7) = pP, (7).
Therefore, we can write:

@ _L(PII(D)  pe' (D)) _ org 206cos(Q1) g
gy (T) == + =l4+e " T———"—2e T, (59)
ex(7) =3 <p1i<oo> oo™ (=) I+20

so for T — 0, the conditional probability reads

(2) —1+1— 20 — _le 1 1
gex(0) =1+1- 11— 1+ 2a tir2a " (60)

Both detection sequences show bunching. In Fig. Bla), the bunching effect is shown
in the experimental data for the strong (green) and weak driving regime (orange). For
stronger excitation the detection around T = 0 symmetrizes, which signifies a superposition in
detection events rendering the detection order partially indistinguishable. However, in contrast

to the case of giz\;\, .(7) correlation function, the peak around T = 0 cannot be completely

symmetrical due to antibunching contribution from the cross-correlation, e.g. giz\zvo(r). The
analytical theory reproduces the effect well, cf. Fig.[5(b). Note, the theory is not convoluted
with the detector-response function, as the focus of this work is to provide general formulas
for the correlation functions and not to discuss detailed experimental data. In consequence,
the comparison to the experiment is only qualitatively without fitting the decay and excitation
constant properly.

Nevertheless, the theory reproduces the important fact, that antibunching is highly
unlikely in this dectection setup. For antibunching is created in a superposition state of
all occuring dressed state emission events, locked, phase-matched to the exciton-emisson.
The signal is not just a sum of the correlation functions but a constructive and destructive
interference between photon detections. Leading to the conclusion, that it is much harder in
this setup to render the antibunching visible out of the aforementioned reasons.

7. Conclusion

We have calculated analytically the two-time correlations of the exciton-biexciton cascade
in the adiabatic limit, where the detuning between the laser and the excitonic transition is
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Figure 5. Comparison between experiment (a) and theory (b) for two low (304 W) and strong
excitation (100uW) power and the exciton-biexciton photon-photon correlations without
|—) state contributions. The qualitative agreement is very good. Both plots show the
symmetrization of detection events for stronger excitation (green) in comparison to lower

excitation (orange). The experimental data is shown with a substracted background, in
particular for the lower excitation.

much larger than the driving amplitude. In this limit, we discussed the correlation of the
biexciton- exciton photons, which showed clearly a time-reordering. It is always possible to

distinguish the detection sequence by their gézv)vc(f) values around zero —1 /T < 1< 1/T,

i.e. @ (1)pyye > 1 the biexciton has been detected, then the exciton, and g)(le);(r) < 1 vice
versa. If the dressed states can spectrally be selected, it is possible to erase this time-ordering.
We showed this analytically by calculating the correlation function in the dressed state basis
gf‘),v (7). Furthermore, we showed with our calculations the limits of the correlation
functions in the idealized situation of an isolated four level system, and why it is difficult

to observe in such a system the antibunching effect.

The research leading to these results has received funding from the European Research
Council (ERC) under the European Union’s Seventh Framework ERC Grant Agreement No.
615613 and from the German Research Foundation (DFG) through SFB 787 via Projects No.
RE2974/4-1 and No. RE2974/12-1. A.C. gratefully acknowledges support from the SFB 910:
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“Control of self-organizing nonlinear systems.

Appendix A. Comparison to the two-level case

In this section, we show that the resonant two-photon driven four-level system obeys the well-
known two-level physics. The resonant Mollow problem is cast into the following master
equation:

p =~ i[O (|G)B| + BYGI).p] + T2 7[0cslp. (A1)

using the standard Lindblad form Z[J]p = 2JpJ" —{J'J,p} and denoting the parameter with
2 to distinguish them from the four-level case. Using the master equation, the follow set of
differential equations of motion is yield with p;; = (i[p|/):

pcc =2I2p8p + i (PB6 — Ps) = 2T2(X2,0 — P6G) + i (PG — PGB) » (A2)
P =—T2pBc — i (PBB — PGG) » (A.3)
Pee = —2T2pp — i (PG — PGB) » (A.4)

where we used again pgp + poc = Xp,0 with typically Xp(r = 0) = X9 = 1. We substract
the population dynamics from each other and also the polarization dynamics: D(r) :=
psa(t) — pcc(t) and the linear independent imaginary part of the polarization between both

states B(t) := ppc(t) — pgs(t):
B(I) = — szBG + rszB — iZQz (PBB — pGG) = —rzB(t) — iZQzD(I),
D(I) =— ZFZPBB — ZFZ(ZZ’O — pgg) —i20) (pBG — pGB) =-2I (D(l) + 22’0) — iZQzB(l).

This is exactly the same set of equation of motions as the adabiatic version of the two-photon
biexciton driving case. The difference is hidden in X5 o # X in the main text. The dynamics
of the exciton level play a role and allow different values. Furthermore, the transition operator
ogp does not correspond to a single-photon emission but in this case to a two-photon emission
process. However, the well-known solution of the Mollow problem apply to the four-level case
in the adiabatic limit, also, but it needs to be unraveled in terms of single-photon detection
events.

Appendix B. Laplace solution

In this section, the analytical solution of the inversion and transition amplitude dynamics
are derived. The problem is identical to the dynamics of a two-level system but with a
different dissipative dynamics underlying. For completeness, we derive the solution via
Lapace transformation. In text books, mainly a diagonalization technique is applied [2]].
We transform Eq. (I6) and (I7) the into the Laplace domain with X9 = pgc(0) + pss(0) +
pvv(0) + prr (0):

sD—D(0) = —TD—T= —i0B B.1)
N
sB—B(0) = — B —iOD. (B2)
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Let’s solve this, and abbreviate B(0) = By and D(0) = D,. We see that:

_ By D
B= —iQ) B.3
s+ UsHT (B-3)
We insert this solution into the equation for the inversion:
_ _ r By D
D—Dy=—-ID—-%y——iQ)| —= —iQ) B.4
g 0 05 ! <s+F : s+T) B4
— — r . BO 2 D
D =Do—TID —%y— —iQ) -0 B.5
> 0 0 T +T s+T B-5)
_ (s+7T) , 1 I s+T
D=Dy———"——-iOB)y——+— —X0————5——— B.6
L P N o Akt Y PN o EINIro VA A (T | o ) (5.6
and for the polarisation:
_ B QD Bo(s+T i(OD r 20iQ)
p=—0 12 _ O(Sz )2_1 g = (B)
s+ s+T  (s+1)2+Q (s+T)24+0%  s(s+T1)24+0Q
We use following Laplace transform identities:
Fls) = —— (1) = L Tsin(On) (B.8)
A PN Yo —0f '
z s+T —It
e fr— Q B.
f(s) CEN YRy —f(r) = e cos(Q) (B.9)
; 1 1 1 e T Qcos(Qt) + Tsin(Q)
——— t — _
f(s) s(s+T)2+02 — /() Q2+12 O 02 +12
, 1 s+T r 1 Qsin(Qr) —Tcos(Q)
_ . - B.1
16 =t U -mmte AN (.10
In the time domain, the inversion dynamics read
D(t) =Dge " cos(Q) — iBpe " sin(Q) (B.11)
— %ol [rn+e—“ (Qusin(Qr) — T, cos(Qz))] (B.12)
which fulfills: D(z = 0) = Dy with abbreviated normalized constants
Q r
arorin AN A o NN (513
The general equation of polarisation reads:
B(1) =By e T cos(Qut) —iDg e 1 sin(Qr) (B.14)
+ Xoil [Q — e T () co8(Q) + Ty sm(Qz))} . (B.15)

Given the initial conditions and the probability conservation, the dynamics of all other
quantities can be calculated from these two solutions.
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Appendix C. Explicit solution of the biexciton dynamics

To derive the solution for the biexciton dynamics, we need to use the transition dynamics
B(t) and integrate its equation of motion. As we know the equation of motion of the biexciton
density, we yield:

Q QO
Pee = —2Tpps + Qlm [pps] = —2I'ps + = [Pec — pos] = —2T'pes + —B(t). (C.1)

2i 2i
So we can write
pss(t) =pps(0)e 2" + %péB(t)' (C2)
with the inhomogeneous solution, that we need to calculate
phy =e 2! /0 [ dt;e*"2Im [ppg] = —ie "' /0 t dne®™ B(t)) (C.3)
= —i(By—X0ilQ),) e I'Re { /0 t dty eI Hi)n (C.4)
t _ | 2Tt
— (ZI'T, + Do) e MIm [ /0 drye T+ | 4 ol Oy (C.5)
The integrals are evaluated:
pha(t) = — i (Bo — iSoTOy) e X'Re [ gz‘ﬁz (i - 1)]
— (ZoIT, +Dy)e 2 'Im [ g;j?z (eT0r 1)} + zomnl%;m. (C6)
Using
Re |(T'— i) (¢! —¢™") | =Tcos(€u) + Qusin(Cr) — Te ™ (C.7)
Im [(F —iQ) (Y — e_rt)} =T'sin(Qr) — Qcos(Qr) + Qe 1, (C.8)
we yield for the inhomogeneous solution:
pha(t) = — iBe ™! [rn cos(QU) + Q2 sin(Qr) — rne—“} (C.9)
Do [rn sin(Qr) — Q0 cos(Q) + Qne*“] (C.10)
+Xoe 1 [Q, sinh(T7) — T, sin(Qxr)] . (C.11)

The complete solution is now given via:
Q
pus(t) =pap(0)e " +—iBy—e " [rn cos(Q) + Qsin(Qr) — rne*“] (C.12)
Q
~Doe [r,, sin(Qr) — Q) cos(Qx) + Q,,e—“} (C.13)

+20%e“ (O sinh(T7) — Ty sin(Q)] (C.14)

With the biexciton dynamics given, all other excitonic dynamics can be directly calculated,
using the relation given by the symmetries of the full set of equation of motion in Eq. (3).
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Appendix D. Convenient relations of the dressed state normalization factors

We define following normalization factors:

Q Q

_— = ————— and a3
\/2024—6% 1/2924-6%

e =5 (A VB L M), s

-

a) = (D.1)

with

<A V802 + A2> . (D.2)

1
2

For example:

esey :% (A?—80* — A?) = —20%. (D.3)
And,

ai +a =% (D.4)
AN+ @3N =0 (D.5)
A +a2A+ = % (D.6)

Just for convenience some more interesting algebraic relations:
% e3 €—3 eq :a% B
%ef@ — (D3)

With these algebraic relations, orthogonality and orthonormalization can easily be shown.

Appendix E. Dressed correlation calculation

Here, we calculate the dynamics of the --state photon, which depends on the following
population dynamics:

pii(7) = {01+ (7)]p+(0) %(pgﬂ)+p5$(r)+2Re[pG+;<r)}). (E.1)

We can safely use po (7) = pgz (t) =D (1), then

4p 1 (t) =2pg5 () —DT (1) +2Re [ply (7)] (E.2)
_ -0 - _ -0
— 2 <pr+ (0)6 o@e —BE)'_J'_T [] —D8_+Te Iz [] +28_+T€ Iz [])

— (DT +ZTT,) e Teos(Qt) + (iBf T+ 2 TTQ,) e M Tsin(Qr) + £ TIT,

B(7) n Psc (0 )+P53§L(O)efrr '

R
TRe | 2
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Now, we use the initial conditions given in the text: Dy "™ =0, Bj* =0, /" =2 and
paz (0) =1, and p/ls"(0) + pg7 (0) = 2. Then, we see that B(7) is purely imaginary with
these initial conditions. The solution reads:

4pT (1) =2e72" [1 — %QQ] +2¢ 171 =TT, cos(Q1)] + QQ), +2IT,,. (E.3)

The long-time limit is easily seen, and so can be the correlation normalized and the ++--
detection probability derived. The same calculation can be done for a cross correlation of the
dressed states. For example, p%°, (7) := (044(7))| po(o) differs to be calculation above only
in the inital conditions of p ;" (0) + pz5 (0) = —2. Therefore,

1
4p%®, (1) =2¢7217 {1 — EQQ,,] —2¢ TT[14TT,cos(Q1)] + QQ, +2IT,.  (E4)

with p9_0+ (0) = 0. To calculate the experimental signal, we need furthermore the correlation
functions, where the 0—state photon is measured.

Poo” (%) = {000 (7))p++(0) =% (Pgs' (1) +pdg (7) —2Re[pgy (1)]). (B

It differs only in the sign of the transition dynamics. However, due to the initial conditions
it turns out that pyy " (7) = p% (7). And, also pQ0(7) = p T (1), since the different sign in
the transition dynamics is changed due to the changed sign in the inital conditions. Given all
four combination of detection sequences, we can model the experimental signature, which is
a superposition of 4, 0—detection events.
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