arXiv:1710.06152v1 [quant-ph] 17 Oct 2017

Enhanced exciton transmission by quantum-jump-based feedback

Y. Q. Ji,^{1,2}, M. Qin^{1,3}, X. Q. Shao^{1,2}, and X. X. Yi^{1,2∗} 1Center for Quantum Sciences and School of Physics, Northeast Normal University, Changchun, 130024, People’s Republic of China 2Center for Advanced Optoelectronic Functional Materials Research, and Key Laboratory for UV Light-Emitting Materials and Technology of Ministry of Education, Northeast Normal University, Changchun 130024, People’s Republic of China 3School of Physics and Optoelectronic Technology, Dalian University of Technology, Dalian 116024, People’s Republic of China

With rotating-wave approximation (RWA), we show in this paper that exciton transmission in a onedimensional two-level molecule chain embedded in a cavity can be enhanced or suppressed by strong cavitychain couplings. This exciton transmission is closely related to the number of molecules and the distribution of molecular exciton energy. In addition, we propose a proposal to enhance the exciton transmission by quantumjump-based feedback. These results may find applications in experiments of exciton transmission in organic materials.

PACS numbers: 03.65.Yz, 05.60.Gg, 71.35.-y

I. INTRODUCTION

In organic materials, excitons act as the intermediates between light and charge [1–4]. Excitons usually suffer from relatively large propagation losses associated with decoherence during transmission. Therefore, how to make this transmission more efficient over long distances becomes an important issue in a variety of fields, such as photosynthesis and artificial devices. For photosynthesis, exciton is created with the absorption of a photon, and then it is transferred between the pigments of light-harvesting complexes until it arrives at the the photosynthetic reaction center [1–4]. For organic solar cells, Ref. [5] demonstrated that significantly enhanced exciton diffusion lengths can be realized in SubPc and the power conversion efficiency can be improved by optimizing the intermolecular separation.

Recently, many works focus on exciton transmission in a molecule chain [6–9], in particular the authors of Ref. [6] show that if the molecules are strongly coupled to a cavity mode, the exciton conductance can be enhanced by several orders of magnitude. Optical cavities with organic molecules have been extensively studied [10–15], as it provides us with a new method to study strong coupling effects. In several fields of physics, features caused by strong coupling has been observed. Light-matter interaction can enter into the strong coupling regime by exchanging photons faster than any competing dissipation processes. This is normally achieved by placing the material in a confined electromagnetic fields—cavity modes. The strongly interaction between molecule and a resonant cavity mode leads to the formation of two hybridized light-matter polaritons states, which are separated by the Rabi splitting [16–22].

However, most physical process will be destroyed by the influence of external environments. In order to avoid or decrease the influence of the external environment, many methods have been presented, such as structured environment [23, 24], decoherence free subspace [25, 26], quantum Zeno control [27],

∗E-mail: yixx@nenu.edu.cn

and dynamical control [28, 29]. It is well known that quantum feedback control is a promising method [30–35] to prolong coherence in quantum systems. For instance, one of the simplest systems involving the atom-cavity interaction is the coupling of a two-level atom inside a single-mode cavity, this system is dissipative and the coherence is fast lost, by the feedback control we can prolong the coherence and increase the steady-state entanglement [36, 37]. Based on the continuous monitoring, together with an appropriate choice for the feedback Hamiltonian, the entanglement generation can be well realized [38, 39].

Inspired by the result of previous studies [6–8, 30, 36–39], we investigate the influence of molecular number and molecular exciton energy distribution on the exciton conductance. We find that strong coupling could enhance or suppress exciton conductance depending on the molecular number when molecular exciton energy is identical to each other. Whereas when the molecular exciton energy is randomly distributed, the suppression effect of strong coupling will be affected. In addition, the enhancement of exciton transmission by a quantum-jump-based feedback scheme is also proposed and discussed in this paper.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows: in Section II, we introduce the basic model for exciton transmission. In Section III, we investigate influence of molecular number and molecular exciton energy distribution on exciton transmission without quantum-jump-based feedback. In Section IV, we propose a proposal to enhance the exciton transmission by quantum-jump-based feedback in strong coupling regime. In Section V, we conclude the results.

II. THE MODEL

The model [6] consists of a chain of M two-level molecules that are embedded in a cavity as shown in Fig. 1. The coupling strength between the molecules and the single mode cavity is g_m. The dipole-dipole coupling between the molecules are also considered. Such a system can be described by the fol-

FIG. 1: (color online). Schematic illustration for exciton transmission in one-dimensional chain of two-level molecules. The first molecule is pumped by the left reservoir and the pump rate is γ_p, and the exciton current can be measured on the last molecule on righthand side with decay rate γ_d . Conditioned on the measurement of the output of the leaky cavity, a Hamiltonian is applied to one of the molecules by a feedback.

lowing Hamiltonian,

H = ω_0a^†a + � m ω_mσ^+_mσ^−_m + � m g_m(a^†σ^−_m + σ^+_ma) + � m,n V_{mn}(σ^+_mσ^−_n + σ^+_n σ^−_m), (1)

where ω_0 and ω_m, are cavity mode energy and the m-th molecular exciton energy, respectively, a (a^†) corresponds to the annihilation (creation) operator of cavity mode (electric field ⃗E_c(⃗r_m)), σ^+_m and σ^−_m are Pauli operators on the m-th molecule, the coupling strength between cavity and the m-th molecule is g_m = −⃗d_m · ⃗E_c(⃗r_m). If the interaction is strong enough to overcome decoherence effects, two new eigenstates of the system will be formed, separated by what is known as the Rabi splitting energy. So the total coupling between the cavity and molecules can be further characterized by the collective Rabi frequency Ω = 2 � m |g_m|^2. Strong coupling discussed in this paper means Ω > |γ−κ|/2 with zero detuning ω_0 = ω_m as used in [40]. Dipole-dipole interaction (in the quasistatic limit) can be described by

V_{mn} =

⃗d_m · ⃗d_n − 3(⃗d_m · R̂_{mn})(⃗d_n · R̂_{mn})

4πϵ_0R^3_{mn}

, (2)

with R̂_{mn} = (⃗r_m − ⃗r_n)/R_{mn} and R_{mn} = |⃗r_m − ⃗r_n|. ⃗d_m is the dipole moment and ⃗r_{m(n)} is the position of the m(n)-th molecule.

In order to investigate exciton transmission, we first determine the steady state of the system when the first molecule is incoherently pumped. This system has only one driving term and the state of system is described by its density operator ρ. The master equation of the whole system can be expressed in the Lindblad form

ρ̇ = − i[H, ρ] + M� m=1 γ_d L_σ−_m [ρ] + M� m=1 γ_ϕ L_σ+_{mσ}−_m [ρ]

+ κL_a[ρ] + γ_pL_σ+_1 [ρ], (3)

where the terms L_s[ρ] ≡ sρs^† −^1_2 {s^† s, ρ} contain all incoherent process considered here. κ denotes the decay rate of the cavity, γ_d is the decay rate of the molecule including nonradiative and

FIG. 2: (color online). Exciton conductance as a function of Ω for full model at zero detuning which molecular number N = 5, N = 10, N = 40 and N = 60. Strong coupling shows the enhanced role for exciton conductance when the molecular number is large, while it shows suppression effect when the molecular number is relatively small.

radiative ones, and γ_ϕ is pure dephasing rate. The pumping rate γ_p is considered to be small such that the system stays in the linear regime. The exciton conductance can be calculated via [6]

σ_e = γ_dTr(HL_σ−_M [ρ_{ss}]) γ_p

. (4)

III. EXCITON TRANSMISSION WITHOUT QUANTUM-JUMP-BASED FEEDBACK

The Hamiltonian (1) is widely adopted to characterize one-dimensional chain of molecules. We consider the zeroexcitation and single-excitation subspace, and choose the molecule parameters as follows [41–43]: ω_0 = 2.11 eV, radiative decay rate γ_r = 1.32 · 10^{−6} eV, nonradiative decay rate γ_{nr} = 1.10 meV, and γ_d = γ_r + γ_{nr}, γ_ϕ = 26.3 meV accounts for pure dephasing. The cavity decay rate is given by κ = 0.1 eV. Dipole moment can be determined by the molecule parameters γ_r = ω^3_md^2/(3πϵ_0ℏc^3), giving d ≈ 36 D (Debye units,1 D = 3.33564 × 10^{−30} C · m). In addition, the strong dipole-dipole interaction leads to an additional small energy shift Δ for regular distribution, and the zero detuning corresponds to ω_0 = ω_m + Δ.

A. Influence of molecular number on exciton transmission

In Fig. 2, we show the exciton conduction σ_e as a function of the collective Rabi frequency Ω for different numbers of molecules, at zero cavity-molecule detuning ω_0 = ω_m. We observe that, for large number of molecules, σ_e increases with Ω, i.e. the coupling strength between the molecules and the cavity mode can enhance the transmission. When the number

FIG. 3: (color online). Exciton conductance as a function of Rabi frequency Ω at zero detuning which molecular number N = 10(a) and N = 60(b). The result is the same as that in ref [6] with N = 60, but it is different for N = 10. The solid orange curves is the full conductance. The dashed red line is the result in the weak coupling limit, i.e., Ω = 0. The dashed blue line is the exciton conductance without hopping i.e., the dipole-dipole interactions is turned off. The solid black curves is a simple sum over the dashed red line and dashed blue line.

of molecules is relatively small, σ_e decreases with Ω. This result is not exactly the same as that in Ref. [6]. We now explore the mechanism underlying this observation.

In this model, there are two channels for exciton transmission: one is that in the weak coupling limit (Ω = 0), in this case the exciton transmission only relies on the hopping rate between the molecules, and we will name this channel A for simplicity, the exciton conductance is σ^{WC}_e ; The other is that in the strong coupling limit, the conductance depends on the cavity-mediated contribution without hopping, we denotes this channel B and the exciton conductance is σ^{NH}_e in this limit. In short, the σ^{WC}_e (WC denotes weak coupling between the cavity and molecule) and σ^{NH}_e (NH denotes no hopping between the molecules) are the conductances in the weak coupling limit and without hopping, respectively. The whole exciton conductance is denoted by σ^{f ull}_e . Starting from Eq. (1), we calculate numerically the influence of molecular number on the exciton transmission. We find that strong coupling enhances or suppresses exciton conductance in this model. Fig. 3 shows the exciton conductance as a function of Ω at zero detuning ω_0 = ω_c. When N is large, such as N = 60, we recover the result obtained in Ref. [6], the exciton conductance (solid black curves) is a sum of dashed red line(σ^{WC}_e ) and dashed blue line(σ^{NH}_e ) and it approximately equals to solid orange curve (σ^{f ull}_e ) as shown in Fig. 3(a). However, the result is different to Ref. [6] if N is relatively small. From the Fig. 3(b), we can see that σ^{f ull}_e � σ^{WC}_e + σ^{NH}_e . In a nutshell, this is because exciton transmission takes the dominant channel, this does not mean that the other channel is completely absent. In the weak coupling limit, the dominant channel is A, and in the strong coupling limit, the dominant

FIG. 4: (color online). Schematic illustration. Two transmission channels A and B, the width of line (A and B) represents the size of transmission efficiency. In the case of strong coupling, channel B is the dominated transmission channel. Black arrow with “strong coupling” denotes the change of dominated channel from A to B when the coupling strength increases. (a)For N = 10, σ^{WC} > σ^{NH} , i.e., strong coupling suppresses the whole exciton conductance. (b)For N = 60, σ^{WC} < σ^{NH} , i.e., strong coupling enhances the whole exciton conductance.

channel is B. Thus, in the strong coupling limit, it will lead to min � σ^{NH}_e , σ^{WC}_e � < σ^{full}_e < max � σ^{NH}_e , σ^{WC}_e � and σ^{f ull}_e closer to σ^{NH}_e .

From Eq. (3), we know that, with fixed cavity-decay rate κ and pumping rate γ_p, more molecules leads to more decay through the incoherent processes described by terms with γ_d and γ_ϕ. Namely, for less molecules (e.g. N = 10), exciton transmission through channel A is more efficient than that through channel B, while for more molecules (e.g. N = 60), it is exactly the opposite, see Fig. 4. With fixed κ and γ_p, the efficiency through channel B is a constant. Meanwhile, the increasing of the coupling strength between the molecules and the cavity mode, i.e., the collective Rabi frequency Ω, would result in the change of dominant transmission channel from A to B. In other words, for any number of molecules, channel A dominates the exciton transmission in the weak coupling limit, while channel B does in the strong coupling limit. Thus, if the efficiency of channel B is greater than the efficiency of channel A, strong coupling enhances the whole exciton conductance σ^{f ull}_e . Otherwise, strong coupling suppresses σ^{f ull}_e . In Fig. 4, channel B (σ^{NH}_e ) denotes the channel which dominates in the strong coupling limit, where the exciton can efficiently bypass the chain of molecules. And in the weak coupling limit, exciton transmission through channel B (σ^{NH}_e ) can be ignored.

These discussions naturally raise a question: with the parameters we adopt for this model, when does the exciton transport through channel A as efficiently as that through channel B? Or when are the exciton conductance σ^{NH}_e = σ^{WC}_e ? In Fig. 5(a), we plot the exciton conductance σ^{NH}_e and σ^{WC}_e as a function of molecular number. It is observed that N = 19

FIG. 5: (color online). (a) The exciton conductance σ^{NH}_e and σ^{WC}_e as a function of molecular number. (b) σ^{NH}_e and σ^{WC}_e as a function of Ω when N = 19, σ^{NH}_e = σ^{WC}_e in strong coupling regime.

acts as the critical value at which σ^{NH}_e = σ^{WC}_e . In the case of less molecules, strong coupling suppresses the exciton conductance σ^{f ull}_e (see Fig. 5(a)) due to σ^{NH}_e < σ^{WC}_e . On the contrary, for more molecules σ^{NH}_e > σ^{WC}_e when the coupling is strong. In Fig. 5(b) we plot the exciton conductance as a function of Ω for N = 19. Strong coupling neither shows the enhanced or suppression effect due to σ^{NH}_e = σ^{WC}_e .

B. Influence of molecular exciton energy on exciton transmission

In this section, we analyse the influence of random distribution of the molecular exciton energy on the exciton transmission. For N = 10 in the weak coupling limit, the exciton transmission only depends on the dipole-dipole interaction of the molecules, the random distribution of molecular exciton energy suppresses exciton transmission. Therefore, the exciton conductance is far less than the case of equal exciton energy. The greater the variance q is, the larger the suppression, and the smaller the exciton conductance σ^{WC}_e . While in the strong coupling limit, channel B dominates the exciton transmission, in this case it main depends on cavity-mediated strength rather than the hopping rate of the molecules, the exciton transmission is enhanced greatly. From the other point of view, σ^{NH}_e and σ^{WC}_e determines whether strong coupling could enhance the exciton transmission or not. This means σ^{NH}_e > σ^{WC}_e ensures that strong coupling could enhance exciton transmission when ω_m is randomly distributed, otherwise strong coupling suppresses exciton transmission. This feature does not appear for more molecules(for example N = 60), since σ^{NH}_e > σ^{WC}_e always satisfies. As shown in Fig. 6, we plot the exciton conductance as a function of Ω when ω_m [ω_m ∼ N(p, q^2)] takes a normal distribution with the mean p and standard deviation q. The curves are given by an average over many numerical simulations. ω_m is the molecular exciton energy and the mean is p = 2.11 eV with standard deviation q. If the q is too small, it will not change σ^{WC}_e obviously. Hence, the mean p and standard deviation q are chosen as 2.11 eV and 0.211 eV, respectively, to obtain a apparent effect.

In addition, the Fig. 6 appears that randomness can increase the conductance, this is because when the exciton energy of each molecule is equal, it is resonant with the cavity. However, when we keep the first and the last molecular exciton energy constant and other ones normally distributed, the interaction between the molecules and the cavity is effectively suppressed, it leads the exciton to bypass the intermediate molecules and transport from the first molecular to the last one more effectively. Thus, the transmission efficiency can be enhanced greatly.

IV. ENHANCED EXCITON TRANSMISSION BY QUANTUM-JUMP-BASED FEEDBACK

In order to increase exciton transmission, we introduce a feedback scheme based on the continuous monitoring of quantum jumps together with the feedback Hamiltonian. As we will show the feedback can lead to an improvement of exciton transmission. Note that the feedback is conditioned on the measurement result and thus must act after the measurement. This can be done by introducing a description of the measurement scheme and feedback. The schematic diagram is shown in Fig. 1, the cavity dissipation, i.e. L_a[ρ], is measured by a photodetector D whose signal provides the input in the control Hamiltonian F.

In this kind of monitoring, the absence of signal predominates and the control is triggered only after a detection click, i.e. a quantum jump occurs. The unconditioned master equation for this model was derived by Wiseman in [30] and, for our system, it reads

ρ̇ = − i[H, ρ] + � m γ_d L_σ−_m [ρ] + � m γ_ϕL_σ+_{m σ}−_m [ρ]

+ κL_{U f b a}[ρ] + γ_pL_σ+_1 [ρ]. (5)

It is easily to explain jump feedback with L_{U f b a}[ρ] in Eq. (5): L_{U f b a}[ρ] = U_{f b}aρa^†U^†_{f b} −^1_2 {a^†a, ρ}. The unitary transformation U_{f b} = exp(−iFδt/ℏ), representing the finite amount of evolution imposed by the control Hamiltonian on the system, is chosen to be applied according to the detection result, which is described by the action of a in the first term of the superoperator L_a[ρ].

Starting from Eq. (5), we choose the local feedback U_{f b} = exp(−iλ̃σ^x_N ) with λ̃ = λπ and σ^x_N = σ^+_N + σ^−_N , which is simple and realizable in experiment [44], where the control acts on just one of the molecules. In the jump-based feedback, the corresponding exciton conductance is shown in Fig. 7(a) as a function of Ω and the feedback parameters. The feedback is acted on 1st, 30th, 50th, 60th molecule, respectively, only after a detection clicks. The exciton conductance is enhanced obviously when the control is applied on the last molecule in the strong coupling regime, i.e. the more closer to the end of the chain, the more conductance increases. However, the exciton conductance has no significant change in the weak coupling regime since it only depends on the dipole-dipole

FIG. 6: (color online). Exciton conductance as a function of Ω when the molecular exciton energy ω_m takes a random normal distribution, where the mean is p = 2.11 eV with standard deviation q. The curves are obtained by average over many numerical simulations. (a) and (b) shows the influence of the molecular exciton energy on the exciton transmission. N = 10 and N = 60 with standard deviation 0 and 0.211 eV, respectively.

interaction of molecules but not on the cavity-medium. In addition, we find that the exciton conductance depends on the feedback amplitude λ as shown in Fig. 7(b). Fig. 7(c) is the plot of exciton conductance versus driving amplitude, it shows that the maximum locates at λ = 0.5. In this case the maximum exciton conductance is about 0.036 eV, with appropriate choice of the feedback amplitude λ = 0.5 and N = 60 in the strong coupling regime. Nevertheless, exciton conductance is about 0.011 eV if the feedback is cut off.

In Eq. (5), the effects of detection efficiency has been neglected in the detection process, which is important for this system, given that feedback relies on the manipulation of the system based on information gained by the measurement result. It has two distinct situations when a jump occurs: firstly, the detector clicks and the feedback U_{f b} is applied on molecule; secondly, the detector fails to click and there is no control action. We can use detection efficiency η to describe this circumstance:

ρ̇ = − i[H, ρ] + � m γ_d L_σ−_m [ρ] + � m γ_ϕ L_σ+_{mσ}−_m [ρ]

+ κηL_{U f b a}[ρ] + κ(1 − η)L_a[ρ] + γ_p L_σ+_1 [ρ]. (6)

When the detector efficiency η is zero, no information is extracted from the measurement result and the master equation reduces to Eq. (3) where the feedback is cut off. Obviously, in the limit of perfect detection, Eq. (5) is recovered, and, for a local feedback, exciton transmission can be further enhanced even if the detector efficiency is not perfect. We have plotted the exciton conductance changes with detector efficiency η when N = 60 and Ω = 1 eV in Fig. 7(d), the maximum and minimum are consistent with the above analysis. In short, the feedback can enhance exciton transmission.

We have concluded that the feedback can enhance the exciton conductance with large number of molecules. As to the case with small number of molecules, we plot the exciton conductance σ^{f ull}_e as a function of Ω with and without the feedback for N = 10. The feedback increases σ^{NH}_e and leads to σ^{NH}_e > σ^{WC}_e in the strong coupling regime, as shown in Fig. 8(a). We also find that the suppression effect of strong coupling for small molecules is destroyed. In this case, strong coupling does not suppress σ^{f ull}_e , as shown is Fig. 8(b). Hence, the feedback can change suppression effect of strong coupling effectively when the molecular number is small.

V. CONCLUSION

In conclusion, we have investigated the influence of molecular number and molecular exciton energy distribution on the exciton transmission through strong coupling in systems composed of a one-dimensional chain of molecule inside a cavity under RWA. When the coupling is strong enough (weak enough), exciton transmission only depends on cavitymediated contribution (the hopping of molecules). Strong coupling can be beneficial or detrimental to exciton transmission depending on the molecular number, the transmission is also connected with whether molecular exciton energy is identical or randomly distributed. We have also discussed the effect of quantum-jump-based feedback and detector efficiency on the exciton transmission.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

This work is supported by National Natural Science Foundation of China (NSFC) under Grants No. 11534002, No.

FIG. 7: (color online). The exciton conductance as a function of Ω when the control acts on 1st, 30th, 50th, 60th molecule, respectively, for N=60 and λ = 0.5 is shown in (a). (b)For different λ, the exciton conductance changes with Ω. (c)The exciton conductance as a function of λ and reach maximum when N = 60, Ω = 1eV and λ = 0.5. (d)The exciton conductance as a function of detector efficiency η when N = 60, Ω = 1 eV and λ = 0.5.

FIG. 8: (color online). (a)σ^{NH}_e as a function of Ω when the molecular number N = 10 with feedback is cut off and turn on, respectively, feedback makes σ^{NH}_e > σ^{WC}_e in strong coupling regime. (b)σ^{f ull}_e as a function of Ω and the feedback can change suppression effect of strong coupling .

61475033 and Fundamental Research Funds for the Central Universities under Grants No. 2412016KJ004.

[1] F. Caruso, A. W. Chin, A. Datta, S. F. Huelga, and M. B. Plenio, Highly efficient energy excitation transfer in light-harvesting complexes: The fundamental role of noise-assisted transport, J. Chem. Phys. 131, 105106 (2009).

[2] G. D. Scholes, G. R. Fleming, A. Olaya-Castro, and R. van Grondelle, Lessons from nature about solar light harvesting, Nat. Chem. 3, 763 (2011).

[3] G. S. Engel, T. R. Calhoun, E. L. Read, T.-K. Ahn, T. Mancal, Y.-C. Cheng, R. E. Blankenship, and G. R. Fleming, Evidence for wavelike energy transfer through quantum coherence in photosynthetic systems, Nature(London) 446, 782 (2007).

[4] H. Lee, Y.-C. Cheng, and G. R. Fleming, Coherence dynamics in photosynthesis: protein protection of excitonic coherence, Science 316, 1462 (2007).

[5] S. M. Menke, W. A. Luhman, and R. J. Holmes, Tailored exciton diffusion in organic photovoltaic cells for enhanced power conversion efficiency, Nat. Mater. 12, 152 (2013).

[6] J. Feist and F. J. Garcia-Vidal, Extraordinary exciton conductance induced by strong coupling, Phys. Rev. Lett. 114, 196402 (2015).

[7] J. Schachenmayer, C. Genes, E. Tignone, and G. Pupillo, Cavity-enhanced transport of excitons, Phys. Rev. Lett. 114, 196403 (2015).

[8] C. G. Ballestero, J. Feist, E. Moreno, and F. J. Garcia-Vidal, Harvesting excitons through plasmonic strong coupling, Phys. Rev. B 92, 121402 (2015).

[9] D. Hagenmller, J. Schachenmayer, S. Schütz, C. Genes, and G. Pupillo, Cavity-enhanced transport of charge, arXiv preprint arXiv:1703.00803, (2017).

[10] D. G. Lidzey, D. D. C. Bradley, A. Armitage, S. Walker, and M. S. Skolnick, Photon-mediated hybridization of Frenkel excitons in organic semiconductor microcavities, Science 288, 5471 (2000).

[11] R. J. Holmes, and S. R. Forrest, Strong exciton-photon coupling and exciton hybridization in a thermally evaporated polycrystalline film of an organic small molecule, Phys. Rev. Lett. 93, 186404 (2004).

[12] J. R. Tischler, M. S. Bradley, V. Bulović, J. H. Song, and A.

Nurmikko, Strong coupling in a microcavity LED, Phys. Rev. Lett. 95, 036401 (2005).

[13] S. Kéna-Cohen, and S. R. Forrest, Room-temperature polariton lasing in an organic single-crystal microcavity, Nat. Photonics 4, 371 (2010).

[14] T. Schwartz, J. A. Hutchison, C. Genet, and T. W. Ebbesen, Reversible switching of ultrastrong light-molecule coupling, Phys. Rev. Lett. 106, 196405 (2011).

[15] J. A. Hutchison, T. Schwartz, C. Genet, E. Devaux, and T. W.

Ebbesen, Modifying chemical landscapes by coupling to vacuum fields, Angew. Chem. 124, 1624 (2012) [16] H.-K. Lo and H. F. Chau, Unconditional security of quantum key distribution over arbitrarily long distances, Science 283, 2050 (1999).

[17] T. G. Tiecke, J. D. Thompson, N. P. de Leon, L. R. Liu, V.

Vuletić, and M. D. Lukin, Nanophotonic quantum phase switch with a single atom, Nature(London) 508, 241 (2014).

[18] J. McKeever, A. Boca, A. D. Boozer, J. R. Buck, and H. J. Kimble, Experimental realization of a one-atom laser in the regime of strong coupling, Nature(London) 425, 268 (2003).

[19] T. Volz, A. Reinhard, M. Winger, A. Badolato, K. J. Hennessy, E. L. Hu, and A. Imamoglu, Ultrafast all-optical switching by single photons, Nat. Photonics 6, 605 (2012).

[20] A. Imamoglu, D. D. Awschalom, G. Burkard, D. P. DiVincenzo, D. Loss, M. Sherwin, and A. Small, Quantum information processing using quantum dot spins and cavity QED, Phys. Rev. Lett. 83, 4204 (1999).

[21] G. Khitrova, M. Gibbs, M. Kira, S.W. Koch, and A. Scherer, Vacuum Rabi splitting in semiconductors, Nat. Phys. 2, 81 (2006).

[22] D. E. Chang, V. Vuletic, and M. D. Lukin, Quantum nonlinear optics [mdash] photon by photon, Nat. Photonics 8, 685 (2014).

[23] B. Bellomo, R. Lo Franco, S. Maniscalco, and G. Compagno, Entanglement trapping in structured environments, Phys. Rev. A 78, 060302 (2008).

[24] Q. J. Tong, J. H. An, H. G. Luo, and C. H. Oh, Mechanism of entanglement preservation, Phys. Rev. A 81, 052330 (2010).

[25] P. Zanardi and M. Rasetti, Noiseless quantum codes, Phys. Rev.

Lett. 79, 3306 (1997).

[26] D. A. Lidar, I. L. Chuang, and K. B. Whaley, Decoherence-free subspaces for quantum computation, Phys. Rev. Lett. 81, 2594 (1998).

[27] F. Francica, F. Plastina, and S. Maniscalco, Quantum Zeno and anti-Zeno effects on quantum and classical correlations, Phys. Rev. A 82, 052118 (2010).

[28] G. Gordon and G. Kurizki, Preventing multipartite disentanglement by local modulations, Phys. Rev. Lett. 97, 110503 (2006).

[29] S. Maniscalco, F. Francica, R. L. Zaffino, N. Lo Gullo, and F.

Plastina, Protecting entanglement via the quantum Zeno effect, Phys. Rev. Lett. 100, 090503 (2008).

[30] H. M. Wiseman and G. J. Milburn, Quantum theory of optical feedback via homodyne detection, Phys. Rev. Lett. 70, 548 (1993).

[31] H. M. Wiseman and G. J. Milburn, Squeezing via feedback, Phys. Rev. A 49, 1350 (1994).

[32] X. Q. Shao, T. Y. Zheng, and S. Zhang, Engineering steady three-atom singlet states via quantum-jump-based feedback, Phys. Rev. A 85, 042308 (2012).

[33] A. R. R. Carvalho and J. J. Hope, Stabilizing entanglement by quantum-jump-based feedback, Phys. Rev. A 76, 010301 (2007).

[34] S. C. Hou, X. L. Huang, and X. X. Yi, Suppressing decoherence and improving entanglement by quantum-jump-based feedback control in two-level systems, Phys. Rev. A 82, 012336 (2010).

[35] R. N. Stevenson, J. J. Hope, and A. R. R. Carvalho, Engineering steady states using jump-based feedback for multipartite entanglement generation, Phys. Rev. A 84, 022332 (2011).

[36] S. Schneider and G. J. Milburn, Entanglement in the steady state of a collective-angular-momentum (Dicke) model, Phys. Rev. A 65, 042107 (2002).

[37] J. Wang, H. M. Wiseman, and G. J. Milburn, Dynamical creation of entanglement by homodyne-mediated feedback, Phys. Rev. A 71, 042309 (2005).

[38] J. G. Li, J. Zou, B. Shao, and J. F. Cai, Steady atomic entanglement with different quantum feedbacks, Phys. Rev. A 77, 012339 (2008).

[39] A. R. R. Carvalho, A. J. S. Reid, and J. J. Hope, Controlling entanglement by direct quantum feedback, Phys. Rev. A 78, 012334 (2008).

[40] V. Savona, L.C. Andreani, P. Schwendimann, and A. Quattropani, Quantum well excitons in semiconductor microcavities: Unified treatment of weak and strong coupling regimes, Solid State Commun. 93, 733 (1995).

[41] S. Valleau, S. K. Saikin, M.-H. Yung, and A. Aspuru Guzik, Exciton transport in thin-film cyanine dye J-aggregates, J. Chem. Phys. 137, 034109 (2012).

[42] T. Schwartz, J. A. Hutchison, J. Léonard, C. Genet, S. Haacke, and T. W. Ebbesen, Polariton dynamics under strong lightmolecule coupling, ChemPhysChem 14, 125 (2013).

[43] J. Moll, S. Daehne, J. R. Durrant, and D. A. Wiersma, Optical dynamics of excitons in J aggregates of a carbocyanine dye, J. Chem. Phys. 102, 6362 (1995).

[44] S. Nußmann, M. Hijlkema, B. Weber, F. Rohde, G. Rempe, and A. Kuhn, Submicron positioning of single atoms in a microcavity, Phys. Rev. Lett. 95, 173602 (2005).