arXiv:1309.2321v3 [physics.optics] 4 Mar 2014

Photon emission rate engineering using graphene nanodisc cavities

Anshuman Kumar,^1 Kin Hung Fung,^2 M. T. Homer Reid,^3 and Nicholas X. Fang^{1,∗}

1 Mechanical Engineering Department, Massachusetts Institute of Technology, Cambridge, MA - 02139, USA 2 Department of Applied Physics, The Hong Kong Polytechnic University, Hong Kong, China 3 Mathematics Department, Massachusetts Institute of Technology, Cambridge, MA - 02139, USA *nicfang@mit.edu

Abstract: In this work, we present a systematic study of the plasmon modes in a system of vertically stacked pair of graphene discs. Quasistatic approximation is used to model the eigenmodes of the system. Eigenresponse theory is employed to explain the spatial dependence of the coupling between the plasmon modes and a quantum emitter. These results show a good match between the semi-analytical calculation and full-wave simulations. Secondly, we have shown that it is possible to engineer the decay rates of a quantum emitter placed inside and near this cavity, using Fermi level tuning, via gate voltages and variation of emitter location and polarization. We highlighted that by coupling to the bright plasmon mode, the radiative efficiency of the emitter can be enhanced compared to the single graphene disc case, whereas the dark plasmon mode suppresses the radiative efficiency.

© 2019 Optical Society of America

OCIS codes: (240.6680) Surface plasmons; (250.5403) Plasmonics.

References and links

1. S. A. Maier, Plasmonics: Fundamentals and Applications (Springer, 2007).

2. E. Fort and S. Grésillon, “Surface enhanced fluorescence,” J. Phys. D: Appl. Phys. 41, 013001 (2008). 3. M. Liu, T.-W. Lee, S. K. Gray, P. Guyot-Sionnest, and M. Pelton, “Excitation of dark plasmons in metal nanoparticles by a localized emitter,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 102, 107401 (2009).

4. S. Lee, J. H. Ryu, K. Park, A. Lee, S.-Y. Lee, I.-C. Youn, C.-H. Ahn, S. M. Yoon, S.-J. Myung, D. H. Moon, X. Chen, K. Choi, I. C. Kwon, and K. Kim, “Polymeric nanoparticle-based activatable near-infrared nanosensor for protease determination in vivo,” Nano Lett. 9, 4412–4416 (2009). PMID: 19842672.

5. R. R. Chance, A. H. Miller, A. Prock, and R. Silbey, “Fluorescence and energy transfer near interfaces: The complete and quantitative description of the Eu+3/mirror systems,” J. Chem. Phys. 63, 1589–1595 (1975).

6. S. Noda, M. Fujita, and T. Asano, “Spontaneous-emission control by photonic crystals and nanocavities,” Nature Photon. 1, 449–458 (1975).

7. J. B. Khurgin and A. Boltasseva, “Reflecting upon the losses in plasmonics and metamaterials,” MRS Bull. 37, 768–779 (2012).

8. A. K. Geim and K. S. Novoselov, “The rise of graphene,” Nature Mat. 6, 183–191 (2007). 9. M. Jablan, H. Buljan, and M. Soljačić, “Plasmonics in graphene at infrared frequencies,” Phys. Rev. B 80, 245435 (2009).

10. T. Ando and T. Nakanishi, “Impurity scattering in carbon nanotubes – absence of back scattering –,” J. Phys. Soc.

Jpn 67, 1704–1713 (1998).

11. K. S. Novoselov, A. K. Geim, S. V. Morozov, D. Jiang, Y. Zhang, S. V. Dubonos, I. V. Grigorieva, and A. A.

Firsov, “Electric field effect in atomically thin carbon films,” Science 306, 666–669 (2004).

12. F. H. L. Koppens, D. E. Chang, and F. J. Garcia de Abajo, “Graphene plasmonics: A platform for strong lightmatter interactions,” Nano Lett. 11, 3370–3377 (2011).

13. H. Yan, F. Xia, Z. Li, and P. Avouris, “Plasmonics of coupled graphene micro-structures,” New J. Phys. 14, 125001 (2012).

14. L. A. Falkovsky and A. A. Varlamov, “Space-time dispersion of graphene conductivity,” Eur. Phys. J. B 56, 281–284 (2007).

15. M. Jablan, M. Soljacic, and H. Buljan, “Plasmons in graphene: Fundamental properties and potential applications,” Proceedings of the IEEE 101, 1689–1704 (2013).

16. C. R. Dean, A. F. Young, I. Meric, C. Lee, L. Wang, S. Sorgenfrei, K. Watanabe, T. Taniguchi, P. Kim, K. L.

Shepard, and J. Hone, “Boron nitride substrates for high-quality graphene electronic,” Nature Nanotech. 5, 722– 726 (2010).

17. K. Bolotin, K. Sikes, Z. Jiang, M. Klima, G. Fudenberg, J. Hone, P. Kim, and H. Stormer, “Ultrahigh electron mobility in suspended graphene,” Solid State Commun. 146, 351 – 355 (2008).

18. H. Reid, SCUFF-EM suite version 0.95, http://homerreid.com/scuff-em.

19. M. T. H. Reid and S. G. Johnson, “Efficient computation of power, force, and torque in bem scattering calculations,”(2013), http://arxiv.org/abs/1307.2966.

20. A. Vakil and N. Engheta, “Transformation optics using graphene,” Science 332, 1291–1294 (2011). 21. L. Novotny and B. Hecht, Principles of Nano-Optics (Cambridge University, 2006). 22. A. N. Grigorenko, M. Polini, and K. S. Novoselov, “Graphene plasmonics,” Nature Photon. 6, 749–758 (2012). 23. T. Hümmer, F. J. García-Vidal, L. Martín-Moreno, and D. Zueco, “Weak and strong coupling regimes in plasmonic qed,” Phys. Rev. B 87, 115419 (2013).

24. E. Waks and D. Sridharan, “Cavity qed treatment of interactions between a metal nanoparticle and a dipole emitter,” Phys. Rev. A 82, 043845 (2010).

25. J.-M. Gérard, “Solid-state cavity-quantum electrodynamics with self-assembled quantum dots,” in “Single Quantum Dots,” , vol. 90 of Topics in Applied Physics (Springer Berlin Heidelberg, 2003), pp. 269–314.

26. A. L. Fetter, “Magnetoplasmons in a two-dimensional electron fluid: Disk geometry,” Phys. Rev. B 33, 5221– 5227 (1986).

27. W. Wang, S. P. Apell, and J. M. Kinaret, “Edge magnetoplasmons and the optical excitations in graphene disks,” Phys. Rev. B 86, 125450 (2012).

28. J. I. Gersten, “Disk plasma oscillations,” J. Chem. Phys. 77, 6285–6288 (1982).

29. K. H. Fung, A. Kumar, and N. X. Fang, “Electron-photon scattering mediated by localized plasmons: A quantitative analysis by eigen-response theory,” Phys. Rev. B 89, 045408 (2014).

30. C. Vandenbem, D. Brayer, L. S. Froufe-Pérez, and R. Carminati, “Controlling the quantum yield of a dipole emitter with coupled plasmonic modes,” Phys. Rev. B 81, 085444 (2010).

31. M. K. Schmidt, S. Mackowski, and J. Aizpurua, “Control of single emitter radiation by polarization- and positiondependent activation of dark antenna modes,” Opt. Lett. 37, 1017–1019 (2012).

1. Introduction

Technological advances in the field of nanofabrication have provided a powerful tool to tailor light-matter interaction. Metallic nanoparticles support surface plasmon resonances where collective oscillations of electron and photons can result in a localization of electromagnetic fields into subwavelength scales [1]. Apart from localizing the incident plane waves, these plasmon modes strongly modify spontaneous emission properties of quantum emitters [2], such as quantum dots, placed close to them. In particular, radiative decay rates of such fluorescent particles can be tuned, depending on whether the emitter couples to a radiative or non-radiative plasmon mode [3]. This approach of tunable fluorescence quenching and enhancement finds its uses in applications such as molecular imaging [4]. A number of geometries have been explored for such decay rate engineering, for instance metallic planar surface [5], photonic crystals [6] and various collections of metal nanoparticles [3]. In particular, collections of nanoparticles, such as dimers provide an additional parameter, namely, separation and orientation of the individual particles with respect to each other to tune the local electromagnetic density of states. In certain dimer systems with inversion symmetry, symmetric or antisymmetric dipole modes can be excited, even using a plane wave, in accordance with the plasmon hybridization model. The antisymmetric or dark mode has a cancellation of the two induced electric dipole moments hence suppresses far field radiation. The converse is true for the symmetric or bright mode where the electric dipole moments add up constructively.

Fig. 1. Geometry for studying decay rate engineering: A) In this geometry, the emitter can excite only one of the two modes, depending on its location and polarization B) In this geometry, the emitter can excite both the dark as well as the bright modes. Hence it is suited to studying comparatively, the effect of these modes on the the decay rate of the quantum emitter. The numerical values of the disc separation D and the radius R, which were used for the BEM simulation are shown here.

Metals, as plasmonic materials, however suffer from a number of drawbacks, such as high losses [7] and limited tunability of electronic carrier concentration. In recent years, graphene [8] has emerged as a very efficient plasmonic material in the far infrared and terahertz range [9]. Because of its unique bandstructure, electrons in graphene behave as Dirac fermions. A consequence of this is that backscattering of electrons from impurities is forbidden [10], which results in graphene plasmons being much less lossy in the far infrared compared to metals in the visible range. In addition to chemical doping, the carrier density or equivalently, the Fermi level in graphene can be tuned via electrostatic gating [11]. Thus graphene is an excellent candidate for tuning light-matter interaction in this wavelength range.

In this work, we discuss how decay rate can be engineered via plasmon modes in a dimer of vertically stacked graphene nanodiscs. Plasmons in a single Graphene disc have been shown to provide very high total decay rate enhancements [12]. A dimer system of nanodiscs, while still having these advantages, provides a route to engineer radiative decay rates via excitation of dark and bright modes. Such bright dipolar modes have recently been experimentally observed in the case of graphene micro-disc dimers [13].

We will firstly solve for the eigenmodes of the systems using a quasistatic approximation. Secondly, a general recipe using the eigenresponse theory will be provided which can be used to model the spatial and polarization dependence of the local density of states. Some of these results for the lowest dipolar mode will be compared with full-wave boundary element simulations.

Finally we use the example of the lowest dipolar mode to show that the fluorescence quantum yield can be tuned by modifying the Fermi level of the graphene nanodiscs and the possibility of obtaining vacuum Rabi splitting in the cavity.

2. Methods

In this section, we briefly mention the various analytical and numerical techniques that were employed to arrive at the results in this paper.

2.1. Modeling electrodynamic response of graphene The graphene response is modeled using local random phase approximation (Local RPA). At a temperature T, the two dimensional conductivity of graphene is given by [14]:

σ_{RPA}(ω) =

2e^2kT πh̄^2 i ω + i/τ ln | | |2cosh ( μ 2kT )| | + e^2 4h̄ [ H(ω/2,T ) + 4iω π ∫ ∞ 0 dζ H(ζ ,T ) − H(ω/2,T)

ω^2 − 4ζ^2 ] (1) where H(ω,T ) = sinh(h̄ω/kT )/[cosh(μ/kT ) + cosh(h̄ω/kT )].

The first term in Eq. (1) represents intraband contribution and the remaining terms are contributions of the interband transitions to the total graphene conductivity. Here τ is the electron relaxation time. The relaxation time typically has contributions from 1) scattering from impurities in infinite graphene, 2) coupling to acoustic and optical phonons (h̄ω_{OPh} = 0.2 eV) in graphene and phonon modes of polar substrates and 3) edge scattering in the case of finite nanostructures, such as the one discussed in the present paper( [15] and references therein). In literature, relaxation times as high as 1000 fs have been reported [16, 17]. For frequencies larger than the optical phonon frequency of graphene, τ ∼ 50 fs [9]. For the results of this paper, we use the conservative lower end of this range. For all the results concerning excitation of the disc modes via local emitters, we use τ = 50 fs and T = 300 K. For the plane-wave excitation result, a larger τ of 100 fs is used since for smaller values, the extinction peak for the dark mode is too broad to be separated out from the background, dominated by the bright mode. However, both these values we used for τ are on the very conservative side of the range of experimentally measured values.

2.2. Simulation of graphene plasmon modes All the simulations of this paper were performed using a Boundary Element Method (BEM) code, SCUFF-EM suite [18], a free, open-source software implementation of the boundaryelement method that implements specialized algorithms for efficient computation of scattered and absorbed power in scattering problems [19]. For simulations we consider a very small thickness “effective graphene” [20]. This now becomes a 3D structure, whose conductivity is given by dividing the 2D conductivity by the thickness of the effective graphene. This allows us to define a permittivity for effective graphene using Maxwells Equations:

ε(ω) = 1 + iσ^{2D}(ω) ωε_0Δ . (2)

where Δ is the thickness of the effective graphene. Convergence tests were performed with Δ as a parameter and a value of Δ = 0.25 nm was chosen as the appropriate thickness for the specific range of frequencies and lengthscales of our problem.

2.3. Calculation of decay rates

In the second half of the paper, we will discuss the decay rates of emitters placed close to or inside the nanodisc cavity. An ideal dipole emitter can get rid of its energy through two pathways: 1) radiatively into free space propagating modes or 2) non-radiatively into material absorption. The decay rate into the plasmon mode is mostly dominated by absorption. We calculate these decay rates as follows. The total decay rate is calculated using the scattered electric field at the location of the emitter [21]:

Γ_{tot} Γ_0

= 1 + 6πε_0 |μ̂|^2k^3

ℑ{μ̂^∗ · E_s(x_0)}. (3) where Γ_0 is the decay rate of the emitter, if it were in free space.

The radiative decay rate is given by Γ_{rad}/Γ_0 = P_{rad}/P_0 = 1+P_{sca}/P_0, where P_{rad} is the power radiated to the far field, P_{sca} is the total scattered power and P_0 is the power radiated by the emitter when placed in free-space. The non-radiative decay rate, which is the dominant contribution from the decay into the plasmon mode is given by Γ_{abs}/Γ_0 = P_{abs}/P_0 ≈ Γ_{plasmon}/Γ_0, where P_{abs} is the power absorbed in the graphene nanostructure.

Vacuum Rabi splitting calculation: The most common way for describing atom-cavity interaction quantum mechanically is through the Jaynes-Cummings Model (JCM) Hamiltonian. The JCM Hamiltonian, in the rotating wave approximation (RWA) is given by:

H = h̄ω_0σ^+σ^− + h̄ω ( a^†a + 1 2 ) + h̄g 2 (a^†σ + aσ^+) (4)

where ω_0 is resonant frequency of the quantum emitter and ω is the frequency of the plasmon mode. σ^+ (σ^−) are the atomic raising (lowering) operators and a^† (a) are the creation (annihilation) operators for a cavity photon.

For the present problem we use an open quantum system approach, in order to incorporate absorption and radiative decay. Thus the evolution of the density matrix is given by [23]: dρ dt = − i h̄ [H,ρ] − κ 2 (a^†aρ − 2aρa^† + ρa^†a) − Γ^′ 2 (σ^+σ^−ρ − 2σ^−ρσ^+ + ρσ^+σ^−) (5)

where κ is the rate of decay of the plasmon mode. κ contains both the radiation as well and absorption mechanisms for broadening the plasmon resonance [24]. However, it is usually dominated by absorption. Γ^′ is the decay rate of the quantum emitter into free space modes, modified by geometrical effects. However, in this paper we assume the Γ^′ to be equal to Γ_0, the spontaneous emission rate in free space, in accordance with Wigner-Weisskopf theory.

The system density operator evolves according to Eq. (5). In the single excitation manifold, only the states {|g⟩ ⨂ |1⟩, |e⟩ ⨂ |0⟩, |g⟩ ⨂ |0⟩} need to be retained. Here |g⟩ and |e⟩ are the ground and excited states of the atom and |0⟩ and |1⟩ denote the number of photons in the cavity mode. It can then be shown [25] that for Rabi oscillations to exist, on resonance (Δ = 0), one needs the condition |g/(κ − Γ^′)| > 1/2.

In the JCM, the coupling strength g is determined by the details of the cavity field mode and the atomic dipole matrix element. For our purpose, we determine g classically, using the limit of a low finesse cavity. In this limit, g satisfies the following equation:

Γ_{tot} = Γ_0 + g^2(κ − Γ^′) 4Δ^2 + (κ − Γ^′)^2 (6) where Δ is the detuning between the resonant frequency of the plasmon mode and that of the quantum emitter. For the present work, the typical spontaneous emission rate of the emitter is much smaller than the cavity line-width. Thus, Eq. (6) suggests that on resonance, Γ_{tot} /κ = (g/κ)^2. Hence the g factor can be determined. This expression also points out that Rabi oscillations should exist when Γ_{tot} /κ > 1/4.

3. Results and discussion

3.1. Calculation of the eigen-modes in the quasistatic limit

Firstly, we discuss the mathematical formulation of the eigenvalue equation in terms of an electrostatic potential. This is essentially a solution of the Laplace equation for the disc geometry.

This section is divided into two subsections. In the first subsection, we repeat the derivation for the case of single disc, which had been worked out by Fetter[26] in 1986. In the second subsection, we formulate the eigenvalue problem for the case of a stack of two discs.

In the second section, we discuss a numerical framework to solve the eigenvalue equations we obtained in the previous section. In the third section, we summarize the results of the calculation, by providing details of the eigen-mode plots and a comparison to full wave boundary element simulations.

3.1.1. Mathematical framework for a stacked dimer of discs The general strategy is to solve the Poisson equation for the electrostatic potential Φ(r), with the surface charge boundary condition due to the graphene discs. The surface charge density itself can be related to the electrostatic potential via the continuity equation and the surface conductivity of graphene. This leads to an eigenvalue equation with Φ on both sides. Subsequently, numerical techniques are used to solve this eigenvalue problem to get the resonant frequencies as well as the potential profile. This potential can then be used to calculate various other quantities of interest such as surface polarization and surface current density.

The calculation for the single disc case, was carried out in the Fetter’s paper[26] on magnetoplasmons in disk geometries of 2DEG. For the sake of comparison the notation from a recent paper[27] on edge plasmons in a single graphene disc, has been used here.

It should also be noted that for a single disc in the quasistatic regime, closed form solution is possible[28]. However, we use a numerical approach here which can be easily extended to stacks consisting of arbitrary number of discs, where closed form solution becomes very cumbersome.

The geometry consists of two identical discs each of radius R, stacked vertically with a separation D in between (see Fig. 1). The location of the discs in our chosen coordinate system is z = ±D/2. The approach that will be presented here can easily incorporate the case where the two discs are non-identical. However, for the sake of clarity for our specific case, we will only consider identical discs for now.

First note that because of circular symmetry, the potential can be expressed as Φ(r) = Φ(r,z)e^{iLϕ} , in cylindrical coordinates.

We follow a two step procedure to get to the eigenvalue equation:

• Express the surface potential Φ(r,z = ±D/2) in terms of the surface charge density σ_b, using the Laplace equation and the normal electric field boundary condition

• Express surface charge density σ_b in terms of the surface potential Φ(r,z = ±D/2), using the continuity equation and the current-field relation

Expressing Φ in terms of σ_b: The Poisson equation in this case is given by:

∇^2Φ(r,z) = − σ_bΘ(R − r) ε_0

(δ (z − D/2) + δ (z + D/2)) (7)

where σ_b is the surface charge density (and not the surface conductivity, which is represented by σ).

One way of solving such problems is to write the general form of the solution in the regions on either side of the the boundaries and then match the boundary conditions. We will use this approach.

Thus we write the solution for the Laplace equation for z ≠ 0 and then use the boundary condition for the normal electric field. To be specific, these equations are given below:

∇^2 [ Φ(r,z)e^{ıLϕ} ] = 0 (8) ε_u ∂ Φ(r,z) ∂ z | | |_{( D2 )+} − ε^m ∂ Φ(r,z) ∂ z | | |_{( D2 )−} = − σ_{b,u}Θ(R − r) ε_0 (9)

ε_m ∂ Φ(r,z) ∂ z | | |_{(− D2 )+} − ε^d ∂ Φ(r,z) ∂ z | | |_{(− D2 )−} = − σ_{b,l}Θ(R − r) ε_0

(10)

where ε_m is the relative permittivity of the medium in between the discs. Note that the e^{iLϕ} dependence was suppressed in the boundary condition equation. (Note that there is another boundary condition which is the continuity of the potential across z = ±D/2.)

Now let us express Φ in terms of its Hankel transform component:

Φ(r,z)e^{ıLϕ} = ∫ ∞ 0 d p pΦ̄(p,z)J_L(pr)e^{ıLϕ} (11)

where the Hankel transform is only taken in the radial coordinate of the cylindrical system.

Now we substitute Eq. (11) into Eq. (8). After some manipulation and using Bessel’s differential equation, we obtain the following simplified form: ∫ ∞ 0 d p p [( ∂^2 ∂ z^2

− p^2 ) Φ̄(p,z) ] J_L(pr)e^{ıLϕ} = 0 (12)

For z ≠ ±D/2, Eq. (8) holds for the potential Φ(r) in real coordinates. Equivalently, for z ≠ ±D/2, Eq. (12) holds for the Hankel transformed potential. We can write down the form of the solution in the three different regions as follows:

Φ̄(p,z) =

A_u e^{−p(z−D/2)}, if z ≥ D/2 A^+_m e^{p(z−D/2)} + A^−_m e^{−p(z+D/2)}, if |z| ≤ D/2 A_d e^{p(z+D/2)}, if z ≤ D/2

(13)

There are four unknowns A_u, A^+_m, A^−_m , A_d. We also have four equations, two for the continuity of the potential across the discs and the other two for the normal electric field boundary condition.

It is quite straightforward to solve for the general case of different relative permittivities. In the following, we choose ε_u = ε_m = ε_d = ε for simplicity. Solving the above linear system of equations, we get the solution for the Hankel-transformed potential on the discs:

Φ̄_u(p)

Φ̄_d(p) = 1 2p ε_0ε

1 e^{−pD} e^{−pD} 1 σ̄_{b,u}(p)

σ̄_{b,d}(p)

(14)

Now we go to real space, by taking the inverse Hankel transform on each side of the above equation. For brevity, we denote the Hankel transform operator as Ĥ(p;r^′) = ∫ ∞ 0 dr r^′J_L(pr^′) and its inverse operator as Ĥ^{−1}(r; p) = ∫ ∞ 0 d p pJ_L(pr). With this notation, we can express the real space solution as:

Φ^u(r) Φ_d(r) = 1 ε_0ε ∫ R 0 dr^′ r^′K^o_L (r,r^′) ∫ R 0 dr^′ r^′K^i_L(r,r^′) ∫ R 0 dr^′ r^′K^i_L(r,r^′) ∫ R 0 dr^′ r^′K^o_L (r,r^′) σ^{b,u}(r^′) σ_{b,d}(r^′)

(15)

with K^o_L (r,r^′) =^1_2 ∫ ∞ 0 d pJ_L(pr)J_L(pr^′) being the kernel for on-site term and K^i_L(r,r^′) = 1 2 ∫ ∞ 0 d p e^{−pD}J_L(pr)J_L(pr^′) for the interaction term.

Expressing σ_b in terms of Φ: There are two equations that we need to express σ_b in terms of Φ. One is the continuity equation for surface current density and the other is the relation between surface current density and the electric field. These equations are given below:

∇_{||} · J_s + ∂ σ_b ∂t = 0 (16)

J_s = σ(ω)E_{||} (17)

Now using the relation E_{||} = −∇_{||}(Φ(r,z = 0)e^{ıLϕ} ), we arrive at the relation:

σ^{b,u}(r^′) σ_{b,d}(r^′) = − σ(ω) ıω Θ(R − r^′)∇^′ 2 || − δ (r^′ − R)^∂_{∂ r′} 0

0 Θ(R − r^′)∇^{′2}_{||} − δ (r^′ − R)^∂_{∂ r′}

Φ^u(r^′) Φ_d (r^′) (18) Thus, combining Eq. (15) and Eq. (18), we arrive at the final eigenvalue equation for the stacked discs case:

Φ^u(r) Φ_d(r) = σ(ω) ıωε_0ε [∫_R 0 dr^′ r^′K^o_L (r,r^′) ∫ R 0 dr^′ r^′K^i_L(r,r^′) ∫ R 0 dr^′ r^′K^i_L(r,r^′) ∫ R 0 dr^′ r^′K^o_L (r,r^′) ] · [ −Θ(R − r^′)∇^{′2}_{||} + δ (r^′ − R)^∂_{∂ r′} 0 0 −Θ(R − r^′)∇^{′2}_{||} + δ (r^′ − R)^∂_{∂ r′} ] Φ^u(r^′) Φ_d(r^′) (19)

As the last step, we move to normalized coordinates x → r/R and express the final equation in operator form:

ϕ^u(x) ϕ_d(x) = η Î uu_L (x;x′) Î ud_L (x;x′)

Î^{du}_L (x;x^′) Î^{dd}_L (x;x^′) ϕ^u(x^′) ϕ_d(x^′)

(20)

where η = σ(ω)/ıωε_0εR. The reader is reminded that here Î^{uu}_L (x;x^′) and Î^{dd}_L (x;x^′) are associated with the on-site term for the upper and lower disc respectively, whereas the offdiagonal terms represent the interaction between the two discs. In terms of normalized coordinates, Φ(r,z = ±D/2) → ϕ_{u,d}(x)e^{ıLϕ} . Eq. (20) is an eigenvalue problem in the parameter η = σ(ω)/(iωε_0εR), which can be related to the resonant frequencies of the modes. Note that in the normalized coordinates, the exponential term in the off-diagonal kernel depends on the ratio D/R instead of just D.

The solution to Eq. (20), will give us the resonant frequencies and the mode-profiles of the plasmons in stacked dimer of graphene discs.

It should be noted that this kind of approach is easily extensible to more than two discs or discs with different radii or surface conductivities.

We solve the eigenvalue problems for the single disc and the stacked dimer of discs case using the standard method of polynomial expansion. The results for the eigen-frequencies are shown in Fig. 2.

3.1.2. Comparison with full wave simulation

We compared the resonant frequencies obtained using the quasi-static solution to those obtained using a full-wave boundary element simulation (BEM). For this comparison we only choose the L = 1, n = 1 mode since that is the mode that we will be concerned with in the rest of the

Fig. 2. A) Resonant frequencies of the modes calculated using the quasistatic solution Normalized resonant frequencies of the modes of different symmetry, where ω^2_R = e^2E_F /(2πh̄^2ε_0εR). For each L, only the lowest two modes are shown. The dashed line is only a guide to the eye. B) Comparison of the resonant frequencies calculated using quasistatic approximation versus the full wave boundary element simulation Resonant frequencies of the L = 1, n = 1 modes as a function of Fermi level E_F . Squares represent the BEM calculation and lines represent the quasistatic result. Note that in BEM we chose finite absorption whereas in the quasistatic approach we used a lossless graphene conductivity.

paper, when talking about photon emission rate engineering. It should also be noted that for the simulations, we use a realistic absorption in the graphene conductivity. The comparison is presented in Fig.2. Figure 2 suggests that there is a good overall match between the resonant frequencies found from the BEM and the quasistatic result. The resonant frequencies in the simulation were obtained from the LDOS spectrum.

Two features in Fig. 2 are worth highlighting. Firstly, the resonant frequencies of both the modes increase with E_F . This is due to the fact that increasing E_F results in an increase in the carrier density, which in turn causes an increase in the restoring force. This explanation is similar to how the plasma frequency in noble metals increases with carrier concentration. Secondly, the frequency splitting ω_B − ω_D increases with E_F . This is due to the fact that at higher E_F , the plasmon modes of individual discs are more leaky. This results in the interaction between the two discs being even stronger, resulting in a larger splitting.

3.2. Eigen-response theoretic framework and calculation of overlap

To understand dependence of the spatial and polarization dependence of the LDOS, we resort to an eigen-response theory [29]. In the present case of a system with a symmetric and an antisymmetric mode, the polarization density can be expressed as: |P⟩ = ∞ ∑_{L=0}^αA,L^{|P}A,L^{⟩ ⟨P}A,L^{|E}exc^{⟩ + α}S,L^{|P}S,L^{⟩⟨P}S,L^{|E}exc^{⟩ (21)}

where α_{A,L} and α_{S,L} are the eigen-polarizabilities of the antisymmetric and symmetric modes and P_{A,L} and P_{S,L} are the eigenmodes.

The excitability of the modes is related to the overlap terms, which are the inner products of the mode profile and the excitation.

Relation between overlap and LDOS: The spatial dependence of the LDOS is contained in the overlap term, since the eigen-polarizability is usually only frequency dependent. In general the projected LDOS in Eq. (3) can be written as:

Γ_{tot} /Γ_0 = 1 + 6πk ∑ i | |⟨μ(r_0) | |Ĝ(r,r_0) | |i⟩ | |^2 ℑ[α_i(ω)] (22) where |i⟩ is a quantity proportional to the surface polarization, for each mode. In the following section we present the calculation of the surface polarization, which will help us calculate these overlap terms.

Calculation of surface polarization: From our quasistatic approach, we determined the surface potential on both the discs. Using the surface potential, it is straightforward to obtain the surface polarization. The surface polarization P_s can be related to the potential on the discs in the following way. In the absence of magnetization, the surface current J_s can be related to P_s as follows: J_s =

∂ P_s ∂t = −ıωP_s (23)

J_s can also related to the electrostatic potential using the relation:

J_s = [σ(ω)Θ(R − r)]E_{||} = −[σ(ω)Θ(R − r)]∇_{||}Φ (24)

Thus we have the relation between P_s and Φ:

P_s = [ σ(ω)Θ(R − r) ıω ] ∇_{||}Φ (25)

The potential Φ obtained by solving the eigenvalue equation as mentioned in an earlier note, can be plugged in Eq. (25) to calculate P_s and subsequently the overlap terms.

We will consider the source dipole generating a field which excite various infinitesimal dipoles on the disc surface. For this purpose, we will need the Green’s tensor which is defined as[21]:

Ĝ(r,r_0) = k 4π ( A(k|r − r_0|) + B(k|r − r_0|)

|r − r_0⟩⟨r − r_0| |r − r_0|^2 ) (26)

In order to keep the mathematical framework completely general, we consider the geometry shown in Fig. 1. For this geometry, r_0 = X_dx̂ +Y_dŷ + Z_dẑ and the location of the infinitesimal dipoles r = xx̂ + yŷ + zẑ.

The overlap terms for the case of a single disc are shown in Fig. 3.

3.3. Decay rate engineering

Single graphene nanodiscs, have been shown to provide very high Purcell factors [12]. Such high enhancement factors are possible due to the very small plasmon mode volume, which is a general characteristic of graphene films and nanostructures in the far infrared and terahertz range [22]. Using a vertical nanodisc dimer cavity, should provide an additional degree of freedom for engineering the decay rates. For instance, other than applying gate voltage or changing the radius of the discs, there is now an additional parameter, which is the separation of the discs, that can be used to tune the resonances [30].

The dark dipolar plasmon mode only weakly couples to plane waves hence its excitation using plane wave is not very efficient. However, if we use local emitters, such as quantum dots, it is indeed possible to excite the dark mode very efficiently [30]. The coupling of quantum emitters to such plasmon modes is reflected in the modification of the decay rates of the former. Depending on the nature of the plasmon mode, radiative decay of an emitter can be suppressed (quenching) or enhanced. In the case of graphene nanodisc dimer cavities, one can easily modify the radiative or non-radiative processes, by using gate voltage or disc separation to tune the dark or the bright mode to be resonant to the quantum dot. In this context, location and polarization of the emitter is another variable [31], which will be discussed in this work.

We consider two situations (Fig. 1) for studying the coupling between the emitter and the plasmon modes. Firstly, we study the case when the emitter placed inside the cavity. If the

Fig. 3. Semi-analytically calculated overlap terms for a Single Disc: The emitter is located at a vertical distance of 15nm above the disc and moves along Y_d = 0. The colors correspond to different polarizations of the emitter: x̂(–), ŷ(–) and ẑ(–)

emitters are located at the inversion plane then it allows us to excite either the dark or bright plasmon mode, depending on the emitter polarization and position. We will use the eigenresponse theory to calculate the overlap terms as a function of the position and polarization of the emitter. We will also present a comparison with LDOS for the lowest dipolar mode calculated via BEM simulation and show that the shape of the LDOS spectrum can be well explained by the calculated overlap terms. Secondly, we place the emitter outside the cavity, resulting in it being able to excite both the modes, for the same location and orientation of the emitter’s dipole moment vector. This enables us to directly compare the bright and dark modes, in terms of their efficiency in suppressing or enhancing the decay pathways and quantum efficiency of the emitter, under similar excitation conditions. To avoid repetition, in this section we will only present simulation results for the radiative decay rates.

3.3.1. Case A: Emitters inside the stacked disc cavity

In principle, one can calculate the decay rates for all emitter positions inside the cavity. A randomly oriented emitter should then couple to both the dark as well as a bright mode. However, if the quantum dots are placed inside the cavity, on the inversion symmetry plane parallel to the plane of the disks, then depending of the alignment of the dipole matrix element, the quantum dot will only be able to couple to either the dark or bright mode, but not both. Hence in order to understand the physics of the problem, this is a convenient choice of emitter location.

Position and polarization dependence of the LDOS: Having worked out the matrix elements for the case of the single disc, we now move on to consider the cases of the dimer of discs. Because of mirror symmetry we can predict that there are even and odd modes. In literature, these are often called the bright and dark modes respectively. If we label the upper disc by U and the lower disc by L, then the following relations hold:

Fig. 4. Semi-analytically calculated overlap terms for the disc dimer bright mode: The emitter is located on the inversion plane parallel to the discs and moves along Y_d = 0. The colors correspond to different polarizations of the emitter: x̂(–) and ŷ(–). The ẑ-polarization has a zero overlap at these resonances.

• Bright mode: dp_U = dp_L, z_U = −z_L = d/2

• Dark mode: dp_U = −dp_L, z_U = −z_L = d/2

Now to calculate the total overlap for the two modes, we add the contributions from the two discs, taking into account the appropriate sign changes as mentioned in the relations given above:

Bright Mode: Since the sign of the infinitesimal dipole moment does not change, we only need to consider the sign change in the z coordinate of the two discs. This results in the total sum of the overlap term for the z = ±d/2 giving a zero for the z−polarization of the emitter. The other two terms for the x and y polarizations survive and are basically twice of the corresponding value for the single disc case.

Dark Mode: In this case, the sign of the infinitesimal dipole moment does change, and so does the sign change in the z coordinate of the two discs. This results in the total sum of the overlap term for the z = ±d/2 giving a zero for the x− and y−polarizations of the emitter. The only nonzero term is the one for the z−polarizations and is just twice of the corresponding value for the single disc case.

The overlap terms are calculated by evaluating integrals of the form ∫ dp^∗_{mode} · E_{exc}, as discussed earlier. The calculated overlap terms are presented in Fig. 4 for the bright mode and Fig. 5 for the dark mode.

To verify our approach, we perform BEM simulations for a dimer of graphene discs, each 100 nm in diameter and separated vertically by 30 nm. The frequency range for the simulation is chosen to highlight the contribution of the lowest dipolar mode. The semi-analytical calculations using the eigen-response theory gives the dips in the LDOS spectrum( Fig. 4 for the

Fig. 5. Semi-analytically calculated overlap terms for the disc dimer dark mode: The emitter is located on the inversion plane parallel to the discs and moves along Y_d = 0. The color (–) corresponds to the ẑ-polarization of the emitter. The x̂ and ŷ-polarizations produce zero overlap at these resonances.

Fig. 6. Total decay rate as a function of emitter position and polarization: Using BEM, we calculate the total decay rate of an emitter placed at (X_d, 0, 0), at the bright (left) and dark (right) mode frequencies for (L = 1, n = 1) mode. (E_F = 0.5 eV and τ = 0.05 ps)

bright mode, Fig. 5 for the dark mode ) at the correct positions, consistent with the results of the BEM simulations (Fig. 6). Note that there are additional features seen in the simulation results. For instance, for the dark mode, there is an LDOS feature for the x and y-polarized emitters. Similarly for the bright mode, there is a contribution from the z-polarized emitter. This effect is due contributions from neighbouring resonances. in fact this effect can be easily taken in to account in the eigen-response theory, if we include losses in the eigen-polarizabilities. These calculations will be published elsewhere. In the next section, we point out how radiative decay rates can be engineered using these dark and bright modes.

((a)) ((b))

Fig. 7. a) Simulated (BEM) Spectrum of Decay Rates An example spectrum of the two decay rates into the radiative (Γ_{RAD}/Γ_0) and plasmon (≈ Γ_{NR}/Γ_0) modes. The dipole moment of the emitter is aligned in the x-direction and it is located at X_d = 0 nm and Z_d = 30 nm, fixed such that the emitter is located 15 nm above the closest disc. b) Comparison of Radiative Efficiency: The quantum emitter positioned at X_d = 0 nm at a vertical distance of 15 nm above the cavity. Depending on it’s resonant frequency, it can couple to both the dark as well as bright modes. It can be seen here that the dark mode suppresses radiative emission, whereas the bright mode enhances it, compared to the single disc case. (τ = 0.05 ps)

3.3.2. Case B: Emitters outside the stacked disc cavity In order to compare quantitatively, the effect of the dark and bright modes on the quantum emitter decay rate, we now study a geometry in which the emitter can excite both modes. Any location of the emitter other than the inversion plane is a valid choice. However, for simplicity, we chose to consider the emitter located outside the cavity as shown in Fig. 1. This might also be a convenient scheme, in as far as experimental realization is concerned. We can study all three orientations of the emitter dipole moment as done in the previous section. However, since in this section our main aim is to highlight the engineering of radiative decay rates, we will consider only one one polarization of the emitter, namely the x-polarization. To gain some qualitative insight into the excitability of the modes, we analytically calculate the overlap terms. Based on this calculation (not shown), we find that for an emitter close to the center X_d = 0 nm, both the modes are excitable, with highest probability.

Radiative decay rate engineering: We then performed simulations to calculate the radiative, non-radiative and total decay rates, when the quantum emitter, located at (X_d,0,Z_d ) couples to either of the modes at their respective resonant frequencies. An example spectrum, for X_d = 0 nm is shown in Fig. 7(a). In this case, the total decay rate enhancement, which is close to the non-radiative part, is almost the same for the two modes. This is consistent with our analytical calculation of the overlap terms which show that at X_d = 0 nm both the modes are equally excitable. However, there is a difference between the radiative decay rate enhancement. This situation results because of partial cancellation of the induced moments on two discs, for the dark mode.

Further, we demonstrate the tunability of the radiative efficiency as a function of carrier concentration. Our calculations in Fig. 7(b) show that the contrast in radiative efficiency increases with increasing E_F . The dark mode becomes less, and the bright mode, more radiative, as the carrier concentration increases. As mentioned before, this is because at higher carrier concentrations, the modes of the two discs can interact more strongly.

We also study the dependence of the radiative efficiency, as a function of position X_d of the emitter, in Fig. 8(a). Clearly, the bright mode has a higher radiative efficiency compared to the

((a)) ((b))

Fig. 8. a) Simulated (BEM) Radiative efficiency as a function of emitter position and polarization: An x-polarized emitter is located at (X_d, 0, Z_d). Z_d is fixed such that the emitter is located 15 nm above the closest disc. The bright mode is found to enhance radiative decay rate, but the dark mode does not. b) Vacuum Rabi splitting versus Fermi level: Normalized vacuum Rabi splitting for the dark and bright modes when an x-polarized emitter is located at (0, 0, Z_d) outside the cavity. Z_d is fixed such that the emitter is located 15 nm above the closest disc. The dashed line represents g/κ = 1/2 below which splitting will not be observed. (κ ≈10 meV).

dark mode, for various locations of the emitter. We find that the radiative efficiency drops from a maximum at X_d = 0 nm to a local minimum, as the emitter approaches a certain horizontal distance ( X_d = 40 nm in the specific case of Fig. 8(a)) and then rises again. This behaviour can be qualitatively explained by looking at the overlap term (not shown), which predicts that the mode excitability being maximum at X_d = 0 nm, drops to zero at a certain X_d to subsequently rise again. Similar pattern in observed for the dark mode.

In the analysis provided here, one must note that the dominant decay pathway for the emitter in this geometry is still non-radiative. Hence the overall quantum efficiency when the emitter couples to either the dark or the bright mode, is rather small for both cases.

Strong coupling regime: Strong coupling regime in a system composed of a single graphene disc and a quantum emitter was predicted in [12]. Here we briefly mention that the same can be obtained in the dimer system as well. However, so far we have not carried out a complete study in this direction.

In our classical electrodynamic simulations carried out for the graphene nanodisc cavity, we obtain Γ_{tot} ≈ Γ_{plasmon} > κ on resonance. This condition ensures the existence of coherent coupling between the plasmon and the emitter and the possibility of observing vacuum Rabi splitting [23].

Using the approach mentioned in the Methods section, we calculated g factors for different Fermi-level energies, ranging from 0.2 − 0.8 eV, for different positions of the emitter both inside and outside the cavity. Our calculations for the normalized Rabi splitting are shown in Fig. 8(b), for an example case of the emitter placed outside the cavity (same geometr y as considered earlier in this section). We find that for a range of values of the doping level, we do obtain g/κ > 1/2 and we predict Rabi splitting values g of up to 10 meV at room temperature. Here for calculating the absolute value of g, we have used Γ_0 ≈ 5 × 10^7s^{−1} [12]. We note that it should possible to increase the vacuum Rabi splitting by using higher quality graphene samples, so that τ is larger. Another important trend suggested by Fig. 8(b) is that the value of g/κ decreases with increasing E_F . This can be qualitatively understood as resulting from the increasing leakiness of the plasmon mode as the carrier concentration is increased. This results in a larger mode volume V , which is expected to cause a decrease in the decay rate Γ_{tot} . Since κ ∼ 1/τ is almost independent of Fermi Level E_F , therefore g/κ ≈ √ Γ_{tot} /κ decreases with increasing E_F .

4. Conclusion

We have performed a complete study of the plasmon modes of a vertically stacked dimer of graphene discs. The eigenmodes and resonant frequencies of the modes were calculated semianalytically using a quasistatic approximation. We showed a convincing match between full wave BEM simulations and the quasistatic approach. Secondly we explained the position and polarization dependence of the LDOS using the framework of eigen-response theory. In this case also, results were consistent with simulations.

Subsequently, we focused on the dark and bright plasmon modes formed out of dipolar modes of each constituent disc of vertically stacked graphene disc dimer cavity. Due to the different symmetry of these two modes, completely different behaviour is observed in the far field response as well as decay rates. We have shown that it is possible to engineer the decay rates of a quantum emitter placed inside and near this cavity, using Fermi level tuning, via gate voltages and variation of emitter location and polarization. We highlighted that by coupling to the bright plasmon mode, the radiative efficiency of the emitter can be enhanced compared to the single graphene disc case, whereas the dark plasmon mode suppresses the radiative efficiency. Such a system can offer new degrees of freedom for controlling radiative and non-radiative emission properties of quantum emitters.

Acknowledgments

A.K. and N.X.F. acknowledge the financial support by the NSF (grant CMMI-1120724) and AFOSR MURI (Award No. FA9550-12-1-0488). K.H.F. acknowledges financial support from Hong Kong RGC grant 509813. This work was performed in part at the Center for Nanoscale Systems (CNS), a member of the National Nanotechnology Infrastructure Network (NNIN), which is supported by the National Science Foundation under NSF award no. ECS-0335765. CNS is part of Harvard University. A.K. acknowledges Dr. Weihua Wang from the Technical University of Denmark for providing a calculation check for the single disc case.