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We observe dressed states and quantum interfeedfexds in a strongly driven three-level quantunt idolder
system. The effect of a strong coupling field oe diipole transition is measured by a weak prolid a the sec-
ond dipole transition using differential reflectioWhen the coupling energy is much larger than bla¢ghhomoge-
neous and inhomogeneous linewidths an Autler-Tovamdisting is observed. Striking differences aresatved
when the transitions resonant with the strong aadkufields are swapped, particularly when the daogptnergy
is nearly equal to the measured linewidth. Thisiltds attributed to quantum interference: a modestructive or
constructive interference is observed dependintherpump / probe geometry. The data demonstratecteer-
ence of both the bi-exciton and the exciton is a@ied in this solid-state system, even under sddhumina-
tion, which is crucial for prospects in quanturmimhation processing and non-linear optical devices.



Strong light-matter coupling of a two-level atonoguces a coherent evolution of the atomic stateulpep
tions, referred to as Rabi flopping. This coherecae be extended to a strongly driven three-let@hawhere
striking phenomena such as Autler-Townes splittindark states, and electromagnetic induced trasspgr
(EIT) can be observed [1]. At the heart of dramatffects such as EIT is quantum interference whelerence
of the driving field and the individual atomic satis crucial.

In recent years, several experiments have proveratbm-like properties of self-assembled quantuts do
(QDs). Significantly, the coherence of the groutates(|1>) to exciton (|2>) transition has beenaegl in neu-
tral [2-4] and negatively charged [5] QDs. Howewde coherent properties of a driven three-levatiéa QD
system are also highly relevant [6, 7]. The bi-exti(|3>) to |2> to |1> cascade in QDs is partitylateresting
due to the ability to generate entangled photorsd8i10] and construct a two-bit quantum gate [EYr solid-
state media, a significant issue is whether ordeghasing mechanisms are sufficiently suppressegufantum
interference effects to be manifest. In additiorspontaneous emission, coupling of the discretatyoa states
to a continuum of states with uncontrolled degreeBeedom can lead to detrimental dephasing. EXasnpf
deleterious coupling mechanisms include tunnellpfmnon interaction via spin-orbit coupling, hyeefinter-
action, and many-body interactions under intenggrdy fields. Here we perform resonant pump andprspec-
troscopy on a single QD ladder system. We obsémweltessed states of each QD transition and derataghat
coherence in this solid-state system is maintaimater intense driving fields. Furthermore, evideatenodest
guantum interference effects is elicited by swagpire pump and probe fields. In fact, the naturhefquantum
interference changes from destructive to constraatepending on the pump / probe geometry.

a)

13) — 1.000
<
T,

zxu‘?m
-

0.996

0.992

1.000

_|
‘3> I hQC g
QC 0.996 3
‘2Y> Y rraceees 1 th [ —-0 992 8
i L o
‘ 1.000
<) |3
0 0.996
5 "QP —v_P -
‘ Y> > R I hQC L , , 1 . 40.992
Q. —— 30 15 0 15 30
‘l> ¥ - I hQC Detuning (peV)

Figure 1: (a) Schematic representation of thesbell 4-level system. With purg polarization, a three level ladder sys-
tem is obtained (dashed box). (b) In the first eixpent, a strong driving fieldQc, is applied to | - |3> while a perturbat-
ive probe Qp, is scanned over |1> 2 WheniQc > hys, the dressed state picture is appropriate (rightitsde). (c) In the
second experimerf is applied to |1> - {2 andQp to |2> - |3>. (d) Transmission spectra@sis scanned over the |1> -
|2> transitions using three different linear paations. HerdiQc = 0 and the solid lines are Lorentzian fits to dia¢a.

The QD s-shell level schematic is shown in Figuae[Que to the electron-hole exchange interactios neu-
tral exciton exhibits a fine-structure with twodirly polarizedi, andr) transitions [12], energetically split for
the QD studied in this report by 2@V (Fig. 1d). Spontaneous emission leads to honemenlinewidthgiys,
andny,;. In this QD, the bi-exciton is red-shifted by 3r2V from the single exciton due to excitonic Coutom
interaction. We obtain a three-level ladder sysbgnthoosing to work in th&, basis (dashed area Fig. 1a). To
explore the coherence in the system, we applyangtcoupling field with energgQc resonant with either the
|2/> -|3> or |1> - &> transition and a weak probe field with enef@s resonant with the other transition (Fig.



1b, c). FomQc > hy, a perturbative description of the system usingrife golden rule fails and the dressed state
picture, which admixes the photon and exciton eitgns, is appropriate. In the dressed state picthe bare
states are split b§Q¢ (Fig. 1b and c). As the probe beam is detunedivelto the bare transition two Lorentzian
resonances are present: the Autler-Townes doulgt [
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Figure 2: (a) Photoluminescence spectra as a amdt applied voltage. The bi-exciton (9Xs redshifted from the single
exciton (X°) by 3.2 meV. For the resonant experiments, theSBak shift is used to detune the QD states reldtithe laser
energy. The data presented in Figs. 3, 4, and & wei&en with \j = -0.15 V. (b) For the experimental setup, two tueab
external cavity diode lasers are coupled into glsimode fiber and focused onto the QD sample a#issing through a po-
larizing beam splitter and half-waveplate. Diffeiahtransmission is measuraudsitu. To filter out the strong coupling field,
a single mode fiber is spatially positioned to edllonly the probe field after the reflection sigpasses through a transmis-
sion grating. The probe absorption signal is messwith an avalanche photodiode.

Our sample consists of self-assembled InAs / Gasssitym dots embedded in a charge-tunable hetecostru
ture. We can dictate the charge state of a singleb@dthe applied bias [14]. The sample used issdree as in
ref. 15. Using a confocal microscope, we first elesgrize a QD using photoluminescence (Fig. 2apribef
switching to resonant laser spectroscopy. For @i we find identical linear DC Stark shifts asumdtion of
applied bias over the extent of the voltage plateaboth the bi-exciton and exciton states (E18105 meV/V).
We can detect the differential forward scattergmai AR/R) outside of the cryostat [16] or backscattesigaal
(AT/T) in situ [17]. The single exciton transition is first chaterized in transmission (Fig. 1d). The QD exam-
ined here shows linewidths ranging from ~ 1.8 eV depending on the experimental measurement tive.
observe that fast measurement (time constant =) Yyieldsls the smallest linewidths and slow measurdr(tame
constant 0.2 s) yields the largest linewidths, consisteithuhe picture of inhomogeneous broadening due to
spectral fluctuations [1&upplementary InformatipnDirect lifetime {) measurements on many similar QDs
yield statistics exhibiting a ratio of 0.850.1 for 13,/T,; and typical values fokys,, and/y,; are 0.74 and 1.13
peV, respectively [19]In the transmission geometry, both the pump andeieams strike the detector and the
pump laser shot noise overwhelms the probe lageaki In fact, the noise equivalent power is % tiiles worse
for a strong driving field compared to a weak fi€l&]. Therefore, to perform the two-colour pumprébe ex-
periment we measure in reflection and filter o #trong driving field with greater than *1éxtinction ratio
(Fig. 2b). In this way we can measure the probeadiwgith high signal:noise. We note that differahtransmis-
sion measurements yield Lorentzian lineshapes vdiiferential reflection lineshapes have a dispersiompo-
nent. This is due to an interference effect: thghlyi coherent laser interacts with a cavity fornbetween the
sample surface and polished fibre tip [see reffdt6a study of this interference effect with a gkorcavity
length]. This interaction varies as a function bbfn energy, hence the lineshapes in Figs. 3 aare Slightly



asymmetric. We note that the absence of any asymmebvershoot in the lineshapes observed inrdnestnis-
sion geometry under strong excitation rules outpifesence of a Fano effect in the heterostruc0k Hence,
dephasing due to coherent coupling with nearbyigouin states is sufficiently suppressed in thisgam

Figure 3a shows results for driving th@32|3> transition on resonance wiflx and probing the |1> -2
transition withQp. As 72Qc is increased from 0, the single peak splits imo.tThis splitting is directly propor-
tional to the amplitude of the coupling field (d®wn in Fig. 4), consistent with the Autler-Towrsgditting. In
this experiment, a maximum coupling field powerl@0 pyW was used to generate a peak to peak energy split-
ting of 67 peV. Using the 4-level model described below, wal fihat the peak to peak splitting is equal to
0.712Qc rather than equal thQc for this experiment due to the fact that b@k andQp are detuned together
using the DC Stark shift, as opposed to the prptoty experiment of detuning on®,. We have therefore
achievediQc 0100 peV, which corresponds to a Rabi flopping period~d#.5 ps. Fig. 3¢ shows the result of
detuningQc¢ from resonance with 2 -|3> with 72Qc = 24.5peV. An anti-crossing is clearly observed here.
Again, the peak to peak splitting is not quite traslitional (3> + #1Qc%)? wherefidc is the coupling field de-
tuning energy, due to the fact that both the laaegdetuned simultaneously by the DC Stark shift.
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Figure 3: The effect of a coupling field on the Ipeaabsorption spectrum. (a) The coupling fieldesonant with the {2 -|3>
transition for a DC Stark shift of @eV. The peak to peak splitting increases with iasigg coupling field amplitude. Each
spectrum is offset for clarity. (b) A simulatiohtbe 4 level model using,, = 0.74peV, y,; = 1.13peV, 7Qp = 0.4peV, and
0= 0.03 as a function dfQ. Black (white) colouring corresponds to a signattcast of 0.007 (0) and the signal is convo-
luted with a 3ueV FWHM Lorentzian. (¢) The coupling fieldQc = 24.5ueV) is detuned relative to the/}2-|3> transition.

A simulation of this experiment with the same degihg values as in (b) is shown in (d).

We model the system in Fig. 1a with 4 quantum stgfe>, |2>, |2,>, and |3>. Two ac laser fields witfpo-
larization couple states |1> tg32and |2> to |3> at angular frequencies andw,, respectively. A master equa-
tion for the density matrix includes four decaymerwhich account for spontaneous emissiygs = 7y, = 0.74
peV andnyoi = Ay, = 1.13peV. We note that coupling from |3> to |1> is dipfdebidden fys; = 0). This is
crucial for observing quantum interference effénta ladder system. We take the steady-state tomitescribe
the experiment as the integration time (time contstal s) is longer than the relevant QD dynamics. &ke
perimental observables are the transmission amectiein signals, which are proportional to the symibility,



equivalently an off-diagonal component of the dgngiatrix [18]. The computed differential transniiss or
reflection signal is also dependent on a prefaagpwhich accounts for the oscillator strength, deeel spot size,
wavelength, and refractive index [21]. Furthermargis influenced by the experimental geometry and tspkec
fluctuations. Figures 3b and 3d show simulationstli@ probe field reflection signal as a functidni@Qc and
detuningdc. To account for spectral fluctuations, we conweltite calculated spectrum with a Lorentzian func-
tion corresponding to the experimentally measumelidth (FWHM). The prefactosg = 0.03 is determined
from the probe differential reflection signal wheRdc = 0 and2Qr= 0.4peV using a 31eV Lorentzian convolu-
tion. Using these parameters, the model reprodtimexperimental signal amplitude and energy #mdjt of
Fig. 3a and c.

Figure 4 shows that the peak to peak splittingdases linearly with the strength of the coupliredfi By
swapping the coupling and probe fields, we have abserved the dressed states of the stronglyrdiive- |2>
transition. Notably, the ratio of peak splitting filhe two pump / probe geometries is consistenh wiat ex-
pected from the direct lifetime measurements. Thesalts demonstrate an elegant method to mangtihat
transition energies of our solid-state nanostrctystically. This is increasingly important for dipptions. For
example a strong coupling field far from resonafaeStark effect) can be used to tune transition@D mole-
cules independently [22, 23], eliminate the finersture splitting of the single exciton for entagjphoton gen-
eration [24], and to fine-tune a transition resamearelative to a cavity-mode for cavity QED [25].
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Figure 4: The peak to peak splitting, from ~ 3 6@V, varies linearly with the coupling field amplite. The black squares
(red circles) represent the peak splitting obsevieen the dressed states of ther|43> (]1> -|2>) are probed. The straight
lines are fits to the data. For the fit of the wbrtles, the highest two intensity points are raken into account as they
showed anomalous features in the spectra. The giglights the data in the low saturation regiffike dashed line in the
inset corresponds to minimum linewidth observedmife. = 0.

While the linear dependence of the Autler-Towndgtsm persists to very large coupling field ampties
(7Qc >> hyy), in the weak field regimeiQc = 7y;) the peak splitting becomes obscured by the cosabhomo-
geneous and inhomogeneous contributions to thevidtle. The inset of Fig. 4 highlights the dataimnstregime.

At the smallest intensities no splitting can beestsed. However, the data show that the pump-preoengtry is
crucial: a minimum splitting of 3.6 (5.¢leV is distinguishable when the coupling field isarant with the up-
per (lower) transition. This difference in the twomp-probe geometries is obvious in the numericallations
shown in Fig. 5a and f. The parametersyfarys,, iQp, and Lorentzian broadening are the same as tredsed
for Fig. 3. In the case whef. is applied to the upper states and the coherefite dower states is probed (Fig.
5a), two peaks are distinguishable even when &¥lis smaller than the inhomogenously broadened It
(3 peV), a strong indication adestructivequantum interference. In the simulation of the agif@ pump / probe
geometry (Fig. 5f), there is zero probe absorptgignal wheriQc = 0 as the population resides in the ground
state, |1>. The signal then increaseB@sis increased until a maximum, ~ 10% of the maxinsigmal strength
in Fig. 5a, is reached before the line begins tii Bpto two peaks. In this simulation, two distingeaks do not
appear in the spectra until 0.7Qc ~ 5peV, a strong indication afonstructivequantum interference.

The remaining panels in Fig. 5 show the experimefutata points) and simulated (solid curves) evohut
from a single, flat-topped peak into two distineafis agiQc¢ is increased for both pump / probe geometries. The
experimental spectra show quantitative agreemettt thhie simulated spectra both in peak splitting anerall
amplitude. A direct experimental comparison of tilve pump / probe geometries can be made for the sam-
pling energiesiQc = 4.8ueV, in Figs. 5d and 5i. For this coupling energyo distinct peaks are observed when
the upper transition is strongly pumped and theslotransition probed. Conversely, only one flatpegp peak is



visible when the pump and probe lasers are swappedlis case, when the coupling energy is incréaséQc
= 7.8pueV the peak splitting can be resolved (Fig. 5h).
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Figure 5: A comparison of the peak splitting arghal contrast in the low saturation regime for tiie experimental ge-
ometries presented in Figs. 1b and 1c. The leftlltadumn (panels a — e) corresponds to stronglypingrthe upper transi-
tion and probing the lower transition; in the rigfand panels (f — i) the coupling and probe laaegsswapped. The simula-
tions shown in (a) and (f) highlight the differdrghavior: in (a) the peak splitting is distinguisteafor smaller values GfQ¢
than in (f). The grey scales have the dimensionle#s apAR/R. The experimental spectra in the low coupliog/@r regime
match that predicted by the numerical simulatione Btriking difference of the two experimental puhmgrobe geometries
can be made by comparing the data/f: = 4.8 peV and7zQp = 0.4peV in (d) and (i) and the predicted spectra (red
curves). The peak splitting is distinguishabledhwhereas a flat-top, non-Lorentzian lineshapeaéssured in (i). The model
quantitatively predicts both the lineshapes andadigmplitudes for each spectrum. The undershottdérspectrum at ~10
peV of (c) to (e) is due to a wavelength dependatetrierence effect in the reflectivity experiment.

We propose that the origin of the different behawiat low pump power is a manifestation of quantatar-
ference [1, 26]. In the first case, pumping the {1&> transition, there is an incomplete constructivierifer-
ence; in the other case, pumping the>|2 |3> transition, there is an incomplete destvecinterference. Such
effects in a ladder system are considered by Add@@}. The probe field experiences an absorptindg a dis-
persive resonance at each dressed state and thbswoeption spectrum can be constructed by sumthimgwo
absorptive and two dispersive contributions [26¢n8icantly, the prefactor of the two absorptiventributions
are always positive whereas the prefactor of the digpersive components can be positive or negatypend-
ing on the pump / probe geometry and dephasing.r@eantum interference takes place between theabwo
sorption channels: in this picture a negative (i dispersive component for zero probe detumagplts in
destructive (constructive) interference. For furtmsight, Agarwal analytically solves for the aljgtion at the
bare transition energy in the limit the®c >> 7y; andzQp << 7y;. In this regime, the quantum interference can be
characterized by the paramefef26]. For the ladder system, in the limit where tion-radiative dephasing rates
of levels [2> and |3> are zer@ = y»1 - Yao for strongly pumping the upper transition and pngbihe lower tran-
sition andB = -y, for strongly pumping the lower transition and gngpthe upper tranistion.

When the pump is resonant with the upper transiiodys, < Y.1, B is positive. This is the situation for the
QD studied here. A positiié signifies destructive quantum interference anddibpersive components are nega-
tive at the bare probe resonance. This situati@an#&éogous to the prototypical “lambda” system Jhie com-
monly used for EIT [1]. In an idealized limit whestate |3> is metastable (iyg; — 0), the dispersive contribu-
tions exactly cancel the absorptive componentsthagrobe absorption ompletelycancelled. As the coher-
ence of |[3> is hypothetically shortened (y£.approaches the valyg,), 3 approaches zero denoting that the in-
terference effect is lessened and the probe alisormappears. Conversely, fog, > V.1, B is negative which
signifies constructive quantum interference. Is éenario the dispersive components add to the@hae con-



tributions and the probe absorption is enhanceddéoo probe detuning. While the analytical solutisrvalid
within certain limitations, numerical simulationarcinclude the exact experimental and QD paramekgys 6
shows the result of numerical simulations for hjyetically varyingP. In Fig. 6a, probe absorption spectra are
displayed for three values b¥s,, (0.06, 0.74, and 2.20eV) using the same QD and experimental paramesers a
Fig. 5a, confirming the interpretation of ref. 26 this experiment. Conversely, when the pump aonbefields

are swapped3 is always negative and the dispersive componegtalaays positive at the bare state resonance.
This leads to constructive interference and is@gals to the “V” system. Hence, rather than obsegrai dip in

the probe absorption spectrum, only one flat-tagkpe expected, even if state |2> is very cohefnt effect is
simulated in Fig. 6b foby,; = 1.12, 0.13, and 6.58V.
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Figure 6: (a) The calculated effect of varyimg,, on the probe absorption spectrum when the uppmiefelatransition is
strongly pumped. The following parameters are usgd= 1.12peV, 7#Qp = 0.4peV, andiQc = 1.0peV. fiysyy is listed in
the legendAs #ys,y increases the quantum interference changes fratnudéve to constructive and the dip at zero probe
detuning disappears. (b) The probe absorption spacivhen the lower ladder transition is pumped. fdllewing parame-
ters are usediys,, = 0.74peV, 7Qp = 0.4peV, 1Qc = 1.0peV, andhy,, is listed in the legend. The dotted black linesvsh
the conditions for the QD parameters in our sample.

The spontaneous emission rates in the QD are deexinby the transition matrix element and the photo
density of states. Our QD sample is in free spheace there is a continuum of available photon moHew-
ever, by incorporating QDs into micro-cavities fhteoton modes become discrete and modification ekton-
taneous emission rate for different states in ab@Bomes feasible [27, 28]. This technology offedérect route
to controlf and thus modify both the visibility and nature (iconstructive or destructive) of quantum interfer
ence effects for the ladder system in a QD. Inctiveent conditions (dotted black lines in Fig. wgak destruc-
tive (constructive) interference effects are obsdrwhen strongly pumping the upper (lower) traositand
probing the lower (upper) transition. Notably, aftl@l decrease iry; is possible with current technology [27,
28]; this would allow for much stronger interfereneffects to be manifest in a QD ladder systemdseld
curves in Fig. 6).

In summary, we have observed the Autler-Townestsmiusing both possible pump / probe geometries i
QD ladder system. Furthermore, our results confirat modest quantum interference effects are ptésehis
system. In higher dimensional structures such amtgun wells, coherence and quantum interferenaesfin
three level ladder systems have also been obsg29e®0]. In these systems, the dephasing rates ag [29,
30], compared ~ fisdephasing rates in QDs. For the QD three levaldadystem, quantum interference be-
tween two absorption channels is clearly observgdhe effect has modest consequences owing telitely
smaller dephasing from state |3> compared to |2>tdispontaneous emission. This suggests thainstrifian-
tum interference phenomena are achievable in a QiDhwis embedded in a micro-cavity. In this casthlibe
strength and nature of the quantum interferencernedunable.
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