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Nondegenerate two-photon lasing in a single quantum dot
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We propose two-mode two-photon microlaser using a single semiconductor quantum dot grown
inside a two-mode microcavity. We explore both incoherent and coherent pumping at low temper-
atures to achieve suitable conditions for two-mode two-photon lasing. The two-mode two-photon
stimulated emission is strongly suppressed but the single-photon stimulated emission is enhanced by
exciton-phonon interactions. In coherently pumped quantum dot one can achieve large two-mode
two-photon lasing where single-photon lasing is almost absent. We also discuss generation of steady
state two-mode entangled state using two-photon resonant pumping.

I. INTRODUCTION

The quantum theory of maser was established in the
late 20th century [1, 2], in which gain medium has been
modelled as quantum emitters interacting with the quan-
tized cavity field. The single atom maser was experimen-
tally demonstrated using Rydberg atoms [3]. Since then,
following developments in quantum optics, single-atom
lasers have been realized using several other quantum
emitters coupled with different high-quality cavities, in-
cluding trapped ions [4], trapped single atom [5], super-
conducting qubits [6, 7], and quantum dots [8–10]. Scal-
able “on-chip” single emitter laser with ultra-low thresh-
old power could have wide application in modern quan-
tum technologies such as quantum information process-
ing, quantum computing, quantum metrology, and anal-
ysis of complex quantum network [11–13].
Semiconductor Quantum Dots (QDs) have emerged as

a potential candidate for generating “on-chip” quantum
light sources. Owing to recent developments, different
types of high finesse and low mode volume structures like
toroidal, micropillar, and photonic crystal cavities have
also been fabricated. The existing technology can also
grow a QD inside the microcavity at a desired location
[14–17]. Various single emitter microlasers using QD em-
bedded in a photonic crystal cavity [10, 18–21] and QD
coupled with coplanar microwave cavity have been re-
alized recently [9, 22, 23]. In solid-state semiconductor
systems, lattice vibrations are inevitable due to the finite
ambient temperature. Particularly, longitudinal acoustic
phonon interactions with the QD exciton states signif-
icantly modify the system dynamics. The interactions
between phonon modes and exciton lead to dephasing in
coupled dynamics of exciton-photon interaction as well as
off-resonant cavity mode feeding [24–28]. Henceforth, the
microlaser dynamics are significantly modified. Phonon-
assisted population inversion in QD using an incoherent
and coherent pump has also been observed.
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In the single-emitter single-photon laser, the lasing ac-
tion occurs due to the stimulated emission of a single-
photon in cavity mode. Similar to single-photon lasers, it
has been predicted that the stimulated two-photon emis-
sion could also be used for two-photon lasing when single-
photon emission is negligible in gain medium [29]. The
two-photon laser has been demonstrated by D. J. Gau-
thier et al. [30] using strongly driven two-level atoms as
the gain medium and probing by a weak field having fre-
quency resonant to one of the sidebands. Recently the
degenerate two-photon lasing in a single QD using an ef-
fective Hamiltonian approach has been proposed [31, 32].
The experimental realization of degenerate two-photon
maser has been achieved using Rydberg atoms passing
through cavity [33]. Further, the theory of a nondegen-
erate two-mode two-photon laser has also been proposed
for inverted atoms passing through the cavity [34]. It
has been predicted that in such a laser, one mode can
play a role in enhancing and reducing gain in the sec-
ond mode. Further, such laser can show entanglement
between a large number of photons in two modes [35].
We also notice there has been some experimental suc-
cess in the construction of a two-mode microlaser [36],
where two orthogonal polarized modes in a micropillar
cavity are coupled with exciton states having angular
momenta ±1. A strong correlation between two modes
and superthermal photon bunching has been predicted
in such two-mode laser [37]. Though some success has
been achieved for two-photon and two-mode lasers, the
nondegenerate two-photon laser has not yet been investi-
gated in the QD-cavity system. In this paper, we propose
a scheme for a nondegenerate two-photon laser using a
single QD embedded in a two-mode microcavity.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we intro-
duce the QD-cavity model system along with the polaron
master equation for both coherent and incoherent pump-
ing mechanisms. In Sec. III and IV, we analyze the
two-mode laser in terms of QD population, cavity field
parameters, and environment temperature for incoherent
and coherent pumping. By choosing the suitable param-
eter regime, Sec. V displays the continuous two-mode
entanglement in our system. Finally, Sec. VI is devoted
to conclusions.
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II. MODEL SYSTEM

In this work, we investigate the feasibility of two-mode
two-photon microlaser and entanglement generation in
the semiconductor cavity quantum electrodynamics sys-
tem. We consider a system composed of a single QD em-
bedded in a two-mode high-quality photonic microcavity.
In the neutral QD, the bound state of the electron-hole
pair produces discrete energy levels. The relevant en-
ergy levels of the QD consists of a biexciton state |u〉,
two single exciton states |x〉, |y〉, and a ground state
|g〉, respectively, as shown in Fig.1. The frequencies of
the excited states |u〉, |x〉 and |y〉 are denoted by ωu, ωx

and ωy, respectively. The energy difference between two
exciton states is denoted by fine-structure splitting δx=
ωx−ωy and biexciton binding energy is defined by ∆xx=
ωx+ωy−ωu. The QD energy levels form a diamond-like
structure due to optically forbidden transition between
two bright exciton states. It is clear from Fig.1 that

|u〉

|x〉 |y〉

η2/Ω2

η1/Ω1

g2

g1

ωx + ωy
∆xx

δx

|g〉

∆1

∆2

ω1

ω2

FIG. 1. The energy level diagram for QD-cavity model. Left
blue arrows indicating incoherent (coherent) pumping from
|g〉 → |u〉 with pumping rates η1 (Ω1) and η2 (Ω2). Right
green and red arrows indicating cavity coupling with |y〉 → |g〉
and |u〉 → |y〉 with coupling constant g1 and g2 and frequen-
cies ω1 and ω2. Here ∆xx and δx stand for the biexciton
binding energy and fine structure splitting energy between
two exciton states. The ∆1 and ∆2 are the effective detun-
ings for the first and second cavity modes.

two transition pathways exist between |u〉 and |g〉: one
path is described by |u〉 ↔ |x〉 ↔ |g〉 and another repre-
sented by |u〉 ↔ |y〉 ↔ |g〉. We choose the quantum path
|u〉 ↔ |x〉 ↔ |g〉, using H-polarized fields, to produce
population inversion in the system. Here we consider
incoherent pumping for |g〉 → |x〉 and |x〉 → |u〉 tran-
sition with pumping rate η1 and η2, respectively. The
cavity has two V-polarized non-degenerate modes with
frequencies ω1 and ω2. We consider transitions |y〉 → |g〉
and |u〉 → |y〉 are coupled with cavity modes with cou-
pling constant g1 and g2. The biexciton state may decay
to ground state through one of the two exciton states
by the emission of a horizontally (H) or vertically (V)
polarized photons [38].

A. Master equation for Incoherent Pumping

The Hamiltonian for the dot-cavity system in the ro-
tating frame with frequency ωy is written as

H = ~δxσxx − ~(∆xx − δx)σuu

−~δ1a
†
1a1 − ~(∆xx − δx + δ2)a

†
2a2

+~g1(σyga1 + σgya
†
1) + ~g2(σuya2 + σyua

†
2), (1)

where δ1 = ωy − ω1, δ2 = ωu − ωy − ω2 are cavity de-
tunings, and a1, a2 are field operators of the first and
second mode, respectively. The QD projection operators
are denoted by σij = |i〉〈j|. In the semiconductor QD-
cavity system, the interaction of the electrons with the
lattice modes of vibration, i.e., the longitudinal acoustic
phonons, plays an important role. Various phenomena
such as strong dephasing, off-resonant cavity feeding, and
the appearance of new features in Mollow triplets have
been observed due to the phonon interaction [39–41]. The
phonon interaction in QD-cavity dynamics can be incor-
porated into the system by including the following terms

Hph = ~

∑

k

ωkb
†
kbk +

∑

i=x,y,u

λikσii(bk + b†k), (2)

where λik are exciton phonon coupling constants

and bk(b
†
k) are annihilation(creation) operators for kth

phonon mode of frequency ωk. The second term in
Hph represents the interaction between excitons with the
phonon reservoir. The total Hamiltonian of the QD-
cavity system including exciton-phonon interaction be-
comes

HT = H +Hph. (3)

However, it should be borne in mind that including all or-
ders of exciton phonon interaction in the master equation
of QD-cavity system has been very challenging task. Al-
though many perturbative approaches have been consid-
ered in the literature by truncating higher-order phonon
interaction terms [39, 42, 43]. The most successful mas-
ter equation for the QD-cavity system utilize the po-
laron transformation where all orders of phonon inter-
action are taken into account [39–41]. The Hamiltonian

HT is transformed into H
′

using polaron transformation
H ′ = ePHT e−P where

P =
∑

i=x,y,u

λik

ωk
σii

(

b†k − bk

)

.

The transformed Hamiltonian H ′ contains system, bath,
and their interaction Hamiltonian asH ′ = Hs+Hb+Hsb,
where

Hs = ~δxσxx − ~(∆xx − δx)σuu − ~∆1a
†
1a1

−~(∆xx − δx +∆2)a
†
2a2 + 〈B〉Xg, (4)

Hb = ~

∑

k

ωkb
†
kbk, (5)

Hsb = ξgXg + ξuXu. (6)
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Here, we redefine the cavity detunings into effective de-
tunings ∆1 and ∆2 after including the polaron shifts
∑

k λ
2
ik/ωk. The system operators are defined by

Xg = ~ (g1σyga1 + g2σuya2) +H.c. (7)

Xu = i~ (g1σyga1 + g2σuya2) +H.c., (8)

and the phonon bath fluctuation operators are

ξg =
1

2
(B+ +B− − 2〈B〉) (9)

ξu =
1

2i
(B+ −B−) , (10)

where B+, B− are the phonon displacement operator.
The phonon displacement operators are defined by

B± = exp

[

±
∑

k

λk

ωk

(

bk − b†k

)

]

.

The phonon displacement operator averaged over all
closely spaced phonon modes at a temperature T obeys
the relation 〈B+〉 = 〈B−〉 = 〈B〉 where

〈B〉 = exp

[

−1

2

∫ ∞

0

dω
J(ω)

ω2
coth

(

~ω

2KbT

)]

. (11)

The phonon spectral density function J(ω) is given by
J(ω) = αpω

3 exp[−ω2/2ω2
b ] [44], where the parameters

αp and ωb are the electron-phonon coupling and cutoff
frequency, respectively. We have chosen model parame-
ters αp = 1.42× 10−3/g21 and ωb = 10g1, which gives us
the value of 〈B〉 = 1.0, 0.90, and 0.73 for T = 0K, 5K,
and 20K, respectively [45, 46].
Now, applying second order Born-Markov approxima-

tion, the master equation for reduced density matrix for
QD-cavity system ρs can be written as [39–41]

ρ̇s = − i

~
[Hs, ρs]− Lphρs −

κ1

2
L[a1]ρs −

κ2

2
L[a2]ρs

−
∑

i=x,y

(γ1
2
L[σgi] +

γ2
2
L[σiu]

)

ρs −
∑

i=x,y,u

γd
2
L[σii]ρs

−
(η1
2
L[σxg] +

η2
2
L[σux]

)

ρs, (12)

where we phenomenologically incorporate the photon
leakage from the cavity modes with rates κ1, κ2, and
spontaneous decay of exciton and biexciton states with
rates γ1, γ2. In addition, we also include the pure-
dephasing process with rate γd in the master equation
(12). This additional dephasing term incorporates the
broadening of the zero-phonon line (ZPL) in QDs [47, 48].
The last term in master equation (12) is responsible for
the incoherent pumping process with pumping rates η1
and η2. In the master equation, L stands for Lindblad
superoperator defined as L[O]ρs = O†Oρs − 2OρsO† +
ρsO†O. The term Lphρs represents the effect of phonon
bath on the system dynamics. The explicit form of Lphρs

in terms of previously defined system operators is written
as

Lphρs =
1

~2

∫ ∞

0

dτ
∑

j=g,u

Gj(τ)[Xj(t), Xj(t, τ)ρs(t)]+H.c.

(13)
where Xj(t, τ) = e−iHsτ/~Xj(t)e

iHsτ/~, with the po-
laron Green functions Gg(τ) = 〈B〉2{cosh[φ(τ)]− 1} and
Gu(τ) = 〈B〉2 sinh[φ(τ)]. The phonon Green’s functions
depend on phonon correlation function

φ(τ) =

∫ ∞

0

dω
J(ω)

ω2

[

coth

(

~ω

2KbT

)

cos(ωτ) − i sin(ωτ)

]

,

(14)
whereKb and T are Boltzmann constant and the temper-
ature of phonon bath, respectively. We integrate master
equation (12) numerically using Quantum Optics Tool-
box [49].

B. Master equation for Coherent Pumping

In this subsection, we derive master equation for QD-
cavity system considering coherent field for pumping. We
consider a horizontally polarised coherent field having
frequency ωp to the |g〉 ↔ |x〉 and |x〉 ↔ |u〉 transition
with Rabi frequency Ω1 and Ω2, respectively. The Hamil-
tonian of this system in a rotating frame with frequency
ωp can be written as

H = ~∆pσxx + ~(2∆p − δx −∆xx)σuu + ~(∆p − δx)σyy

+~(∆p − δx −∆1)a
†
1a1 + ~(∆p −∆xx −∆2)a

†
2a2

+~Ω1(σxg + σgx) + ~Ω2(σux + σxu) + ~g1(σyga1

+σgya
†
1) + ~g2(σuya2 + σyua

†
2) +Hph, (15)

where ∆p = ωx−ωp and all others parameters are same as
previous definitions. As mentioned earlier, we make the
previously defined polaron transformation. After using
polaron transformation, we get the system Hamiltonian
and other operators as follows:

Hs = ~∆pσxx + ~(2∆p − δx −∆xx)σuu + ~(∆p − δx)σyy

+~(∆p − δx −∆1)a
†
1a1 + ~(∆p −∆xx −∆2)a

†
2a2

+〈B〉Xg, (16)

Xg = ~ (Ω1σxg +Ω2σux + g1σyga1 + g2σuya2) +H.c(17)

Xu = i~ (Ω1σxg +Ω2σux + g1σyga1 + g2σuya2) +H.c.(18)

We use the defined system operators in the master equa-
tion (12) for coherently pumped QD by neglecting the
incoherent pumping terms present in the equation.

III. TWO-MODE LASING USING

INCOHERENT PUMPING

For incoherently pumped QD, we evolve the master
equation (12) numerically and then calculate various QD
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populations and cavity field parameters in the steady-
state condition. The results are shown in Fig.2-5 for
phonon bath temperature T=5K with other experimen-
tally compatible parameters. We consider biexciton bind-
ing energy ∆xx = 15g1 and fine structure splitting of ex-
citons δx = −g1. We explore the feasibility of achieving
population inversion in the biexciton state by applying
continuous incoherent pumping. Such incoherent pump-
ing has been experimentally achieved through continuous
excitation of wetting layer [50] and has been widely im-
plemented in single QD lasers.

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
∆

1
/g

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

Q
D

 P
op

ul
at

io
n

ρuu
ρxx
ρyy
ρgg

FIG. 2. The steady state populations in QD states |u〉(blue
short dash),|x〉(red solid),|y〉(black short dash dot), |g〉(green
long dash) for phonon bath temperature T=5K. Other param-
eters are cavity leakage κ1 = κ2 = 0.1g, cavity field couplings
g1 = g2 = g, spontaneous decay rates γ1 = γ2 = 0.01g, pure
dephasing rate γd = 0.01g, biexciton binding energy ∆xx =
15g, hyperfine energy gap between excitons δx = −g, detun-
ing of second cavity mode ∆2 = −5g and η1 = η2 = 0.5g.

In Figure 2, we demonstrate the variation of steady
state populations in various QD states with the detuning
∆1 from first cavity mode. We find the population in |u〉
state is larger than populations in other exciton states.
This high population in biexciton state is due to the large
detuning, |∆2| ≫ g2, which prevent population transfer
from |u〉 to |y〉. This situation is similar to the popula-
tion inversion in the regular lasing action. The efficient
two-photon lasing can be attained through two-photon
resonant transition from biexciton to the ground state.
We notice from Fig.2 that at two-photon resonant con-
dition ∆1 = −∆2, the population in |u〉 gets dip and the
population in |g〉 gets a peak due to maximum transfer
population |u〉 to |g〉. Generally, the two-photon process
is a weak nonlinear process; this can be enhanced by sup-
pressing the single-photon process. The single-photon
transitions are minimised by considering large exciton-
field detunings |∆2| ≫ g2. Therefore even at single pho-
ton resonance condition ∆1 = 0 for |y〉 → |g〉 transition,
single photon emission is not significant because of very
less population in |y〉 state. Under above conditions, the
probabilities of single-photon emission become very low.

The two-photon resonance condition ∆1 + ∆2 = 0 can
be simplified as ωu = ω1 + ω2, therefore cavity induced
decay of biexciton |u〉 to ground state |g〉 generates a pair
of non degenerate photons of frequencies ω1 and ω2. We
notice that the |y〉 state population increases monoton-
ically with a dip at two-photon resonance on increasing
∆1. In single-photon resonance condition, population in
|y〉 state can easily transfer to the |g〉 state which explain
the lowest population in |y〉 state at ∆1 = 0. On increas-
ing ∆1, the transition |y〉 → |g〉 becomes off-resonant
which leads to increasing population in |y〉 state. Fig.2
also exhibit the identical variation of populations in |x〉
and |g〉 states.

0

0.5

1

〈n
i〉

0.75

1

1.25

F
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∆1/g

0

1

2

3
g i(2

) (0
)

(a)
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FIG. 3. a) The average photon number of first and second
mode 〈n1〉(blue solid), 〈n2〉(red long dash), b) Fano factors
F1 (green short dash dot), F2 (orange short dash), and c)
Second order photon correlation function with zero time delay

g
(2)
1 (0) (violet two short dash dot), g

(2)
2 (0) (brown long dash

dot), g
(2)
12 (0)(magenta short dash two dot) as a function of first

cavity mode detuning ∆1 for temperature T=5K. All other
parameters are same as Fig.2.

The Fig.3 depicts the statistics of the generated pho-
tons as a function of the first cavity mode detuning. In
Fig.3(a), we show the average photon number 〈n1〉 =

〈a†1a1〉 and 〈n2〉 = 〈a†2a2〉. The average numbers of pho-
tons in both modes remain same having a peak at the
two-photon resonance. The identical nature of the curves
can be explained as photons are generated in biexciton-
exciton cascaded decay. Under two-photon resonance
condition, no individual photon emission occurs, but a
photon pair is emitted. Hence each photon goes to the
corresponding cavity mode with an equal probability.
The average number of photon peaks is consistent with
the sudden decay of the |u〉 population as shown in Fig.2.
We analyze the Fano factor of the cavity field by taking
the ratio between variance of photon number and the av-
erage photon number in each cavity mode. In terms of
the cavity mode operators, the Fano factor of the first
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and second cavity mode can be written as

F1 = (〈n2
1〉 − 〈n1〉2)/〈n1〉 (19)

F2 = (〈n2
2〉 − 〈n2〉2)/〈n2〉. (20)

Fig.3(b) shows that both F1 and F2 have a dip near two-
photon resonance. Otherwise, both have a constant value
near unity. This minimum value of Fano factors indicates
the suppression of noise in the cavity at two-photon reso-
nance conditions. Next we analyze the generated optical
field in terms of the second-order correlation function.
We follow the definition of second-order photon corre-
lation functions with zero time delay for the two-mode
cavity [51] which can be defined as

g
(2)
1 (0) = 〈a†21 a21〉/〈a†1a1〉2 (21)

g
(2)
2 (0) = 〈a†22 a22〉/〈a†2a2〉2 (22)

g
(2)
12 (0) = 〈a†1a†2a2a1〉/〈a†1a1〉〈a†2a2〉. (23)

Fig.3(c) shows that all the second-order correlations have
a minimum value at the two-photon resonance condition.

At two-photon resonance, g
(2)
i (0) is almost one which im-

plies that in each mode generated field is almost coherent

in nature. However, the cross-correlation g
(2)
12 (0) remains

more than one, indicating super-Poissonian nature.
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FIG. 4. The steady state populations in QD states |u〉(blue
short dash), |x〉(red solid), |y〉(black short dash dot), |g〉(green
long dash) vs incoherent pumping rate η for phonon bath
temperature T=5K. All other parameters are same as Fig.2
except ∆1 = 5g and η1 = η2 = η.

In Fig.4, we demonstrate the variation of steady-state
QD populations as a function of incoherent pumping rate.
The |u〉 state population increases with η and saturate
for a very high pumping rate. We notice from Fig.4 that
populations in |g〉 state and |x〉 state remain same. Fur-
ther, the populations are higher for low pumping rate,
and then become negligible on increasing pumping rate.
The population in the |y〉 state remains almost constant
after population inversion is achieved in system. Clearly,
for a very small pumping rate the population inversion
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FIG. 5. a) Average photon number for first and second mode
〈n1〉(blue solid), 〈n2〉(red long dash), b)Fano factors F1(green
short dash dot), F2(orange short dash ), c) Second order cor-

relations function with zero time delay g
(2)
1 (0)(violet two short

dash dot), g
(2)
2 (0)(brown long dash dot), g

(2)
12 (0)(magenta

short dash two dot) as a function of η for temperature T=5K.
All other parameters are same as Fig.(2) except ∆1 = 5g and
η1 = η2 = η.

occurs in the system. Further, the population inver-
sion grows and saturates for a high pumping rate. In
Fig.5, we have plotted previously defined cavity param-
eters by changing the pumping rate. The average pho-
ton number in both cavity modes increases and acquires
maximum on increasing pump rate and then decreases
for further higher pumping rate, resulting from a sin-
gle emitter self-quenching effect [52]. The Fano factor
of the cavity modes has the values smaller than one be-
fore inversion is achieved after that the vaules are larger
than one. The second-order correlations for cavity modes

g
(2)
1 (0) and g

(2)
2 (0) grow with incoherent pumping rate,

then values approach to two for high pumping rates as
shown in Fig.(5)(c). The generated field exhibit sub-

Poissonian photon statistics (g
(2)
i (0) < 1) for low pump-

ing rate and then become Poissonian (g
(2)
i (0) = 1) for

moderate pumping rate 0.5g < η < 1.0g. In the case
of higher pumping rate cavity field shows thermal pho-

ton statistics (g
(2)
i (0) = 2). This indicate on increasing

incoherent pump photon emission becomes uncorrelated.

The inter-modal correlation g
(2)
12 (0) has values larger than

one. Further, for low pumping rate, g
(2)
12 (0) first decreases

and attains a minimum value, when stimulated emission
becomes maximum, then again increases with increas-
ing pumping rate. This observation suggests that all the
correlation gets destroyed by increasing the pumping rate
after a specific limit.

Next, we derive laser rate equation using quantum
laser theory developed by Scully and Lamb [1, 53]. For
that we simplify Lphρs term in master equation under off
resonant condition |∆1| ≫ g1 and |∆2| ≫ g2 [54]. The
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simplified master equation takes the form,

ρ̇s = − i

~
[Heff , ρs]−

∑

i=x,y

(γ1
2
L[σgi] +

γ2
2
L[σiu]

)

ρs

− κ1

2
L[a1]ρs −

κ2

2
L[a2]ρs −

∑

i=x,y,u

γd
2
L[σii]ρs

−
(η1
2
L[σxg ] +

η2
2
L[σux]

)

ρs −
1

2
(Γ+

2 L[σyua
†
2]

+ Γ−
2 L[σuya2] + Γ+

1 L[σgya
†
1] + Γ−

1 L[σyga1]) (24)

− Γug

2
(σuga1a2ρs − 2σyga1ρsa2σuy + ρsσuga1a2)

− Γgu

2
(σgua

†
1a

†
2ρs − 2σyua

†
2ρsa

†
1σgy + ρsσgua

†
1a

†
2)

where the effective Hamiltonian

Heff = Hs + ~(δ+2 σuua2a
†
2 + δ−2 σyya

†
2a2 + δ+1 σyya1a

†
1

+ δ−1 σgga
†
1a1) + ~Ω12(σuga1a2 + σgua

†
1a

†
2), (25)

and various additional detunings, effective coupling,
phonon-induced rates

δ±i = g2i 〈B〉2Im
[
∫ ∞

0

dτ(eφ(τ) − 1)e±i∆iτ

]

Γ±
i = 2g2i 〈B〉2Re

[
∫ ∞

0

dτ(eφ(τ) − 1)e±i∆iτ

]

Ω12 = − i

2
g1g2〈B〉2 [β1 − β∗

2 ]

Γug = g1g2〈B〉2 [β1 + β∗
2 ]

Γgu = g1g2〈B〉2 [β∗
1 + β2]

β1 =

∫ ∞

0

dτ(e−φ(τ) − 1)e−i∆1τ

β2 =

∫ ∞

0

dτ(e−φ(τ) − 1)ei∆2τ . (26)

The two-photon laser rate equation is given by

Ṗn,m = −αn,mPn,m +G11
n−1,m−1Pn−1,m−1

+G10
n−1,mPn−1,m +G01

n,m−1Pn,m−1

+A11
n+1,m+1Pn+1,m+1 +A10

n+1,mPn+1,m

+A01
n,m+1Pn,m+1 + κ1(n+ 1)Pn+1,m

− κ1nPn,m + κ2(m+ 1)Pn,m+1 − κ2mPn,m, (27)

where Pn,m =
∑

i〈i, n,m|ρs|i, n,m〉, and other
terms on the right hand side αn,mPn,m =
∑

i αi,n,m〈i, n,m|ρs|i, n,m〉, Gαβ
n,mPn,m =

∑

iG
αβ
i,n,m〈i,m, n|ρs|i,m, n〉, Aαβ

m,nPn,m =
∑

iA
αβ
i,n,m〈i,m, n|ρs|i,m, n〉 with i = g, x, y, u and

α, β = 0, 1. We mention that there could be some more
terms in Eq.(27) corresponding to three photon and
four photon emissions etc. However their contributions
remain negligible under two-photon resonance. In
Eq.(27), the stimulated single-photon emission rates in
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FIG. 6. First mode single-photon emission rate(red solid),
Second mode single-photon emission rate(green dash) and
two-photon stimulated emission rate(blue dash dot) using
∆1 = 5g1, η1 = η2 = η for a)T=5K and b) T=20K with
all other parameters same as Fig.2.

first mode, second mode and two-photon emission rate
when one photon is emitted in each mode, are given by
∑

n,m G10
n,mPn,m,

∑

n,mG
(01)
n,mPn,m and

∑

n,m G11
n,mPn,m,

respectively. Similarly, single-photon absorption from
first mode, second mode and two-photon absorption
rates are given by

∑

n,m A10
n,mPn,m,

∑

n,m A01
n,mPn,m and

∑

n,m A11
n,mPn,m. We evaluate these rates numerically.

We define the net single photon emission rate in the
first mode by taking the difference between single
photon emission rate and single photon absorption rate
∑

n,m(G10
n,m − A10)Pn,m, the net single photon emission

rate in second mode as
∑

n,m(G01
n,m − A01

n,m)Pn,m.
Similarly, the net emission rate of two-photon when
one photon is emitted in each mode is defined as
∑

n,m(G11
n,m −A11

n,m)Pn,m.

We plot net single-photon emission rates in first mode,
second mode and net two-photon emission rate in Fig.6 at
different temperatures. In Fig.6(a), the stimulated two-
photon emission rate dominates over single-photon emis-
sion rates in both modes and achieves maximum value
for low pumping rate (η ≈ g) at phonon bath tempera-
ture T=5K. However, on increasing incoherent pump the
correlation in photon emission decreases as a result two-
photon emission decreases and the single-photon emis-
sion in each mode start dominating. The single-photon
emission rate of the second mode is higher than the first
mode for a higher pumping rate. The higher two-photon
emission rate at low pump indicates that the system
acts like a two-photon gain medium. In Fig.6(b), we
plot net emission rates at higher phonon bath temper-
ature T=20K. The correlated two-photon emission de-
creases significantly and the independent single-photon
emission rates in both modes increase. This effect oc-
curs due to the phonon-mediated process at higher tem-
peratures. The two-photon process becomes negligible
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at a higher temperature, and the single-photon process
gets enhanced due to phonon induced dephasing in the
system. Comparing these two-photon and single-photon
emissions, we conclude that the system show higher two-
photon gain for low pump (η ≈ g) at low temperatures.

IV. TWO-MODE TWO-PHOTON LASING

USING COHERENT PUMPING

In this scheme, a coherent laser field resonantly excites
the |g〉 → |x〉 transition. Therefore biexciton to exciton
transition should be highly detuned due to the high biex-
citon binding energy. In this scenario, a very efficient
way of biexciton generation is possible with the phonon-
assisted transitions [55]. Previously, similar scheme has
been demonstrated for high fidelity generation of biexci-
ton state in QD [56]. We solve the master equation (12)
using Eqs.16, 17, 18 numerically to get the steady-state
populations in different QD states and various cavity field
parameters for coherent pumping. In Fig.7, we show the
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FIG. 7. The steady state populations in the verious quan-
tum dot energy states |u〉(blue short dash), |x〉(red solid),
|y〉(black short dash dot), |g〉(green long dash) with first cav-
ity mode detuning ∆1 for phonon bath temperature T=5K.
Other parameters are same as Fig.(2) except ∆p = 0 and
Ω1 = Ω2 = 2g.

variation of the population in different QD states with de-
tuning ∆1 for coherent pumping. The population in biex-
citon state remains higher than in any other QD-states
for typical values of system parameters, implying popu-
lation inversion in the system. We observe that the biex-
citon state population has two minima separated by 2Ω1,
when two-photon resonance condition is satisfied. This
new feature can be explained using dressed state picture.
On applying a resonant strong coherent field between
the |g〉 and |x〉, the dressed states |±〉 = 1√

2
(|x〉 ± |g〉)

are formed separated by 2Ω1 in frequencies. Fig.8 dis-
plays the equivalent dressed state picture of the system
in the presence of strong coherent pumping. The two
dips in the population of biexciton state |u〉 correspond
to the transitions between bare state |u〉 to dressed states

|u〉

|x〉

|g〉

|−〉

|+〉

|y〉

ωp

2Ω1

FIG. 8. The strong optical field coupled with the |g〉 ↔ |x〉
transition produces dressed states |±〉 with energy separa-
tion 2Ω1. Then these dressed states make a phonon-assisted
pumping to the biexciton state denoted by black dotted lines.
Now we can get two different values of ∆1 satisfying two-
photon resonance condition denoted by red and blue dotted
lines.

|+〉 and |−〉 through two-photon transitions in cavity
modes, respectively. Therefore the two-photon emission
occurs at two different values of the first mode detuning
∆1 = −∆2 ± Ω1. The populations of |g〉 and |x〉 remain
almost same and have maxima for these two values of
∆1 due to the population transfer from |u〉 ↔ |±〉. The
population in state |y〉 remains small with minimum at
two-photon resonances.
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FIG. 9. The variation of a) average photon number 〈n1〉(blue
solid), 〈n2〉(red long dash), b) Fano factors F1(green short
dash dot), F2(orange short dash), and c) Second order corre-

lation g
(2)
1 (0)(violet two short dash dot), g

(2)
2 (0)(brown long

dash dot), g
(2)
12 (0)(magenta short dash two dot) with ∆1 for

temperature T=5K. All other parameters are same as Fig.(7).

The average photon numbers in the cavity modes have
two prominent peaks with a separation of 2Ω1 as shown
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in Fig.9(a). The peaks in the average number of photons
in cavity modes appear when two nondegenerate photons
are emitted into the cavity modes by two-photon tran-
sition |u〉 → |y〉 → |±〉. We also notice that the two
peaks in average photon number in each cavity mode are
not identical. Although the separation is nearly 2Ω1, the
peaks in average photon number are not symmetrically
placed around ∆1 = −∆2. Both peaks in the average
number of photons are a little bit shifted to the higher
frequency side due to the optical stark shifts in the QD
energy levels [57, 58]. The values of Fano-factor for both
cavity modes remain close to one and have minimum val-
ues when nondegenrate two-photon resonant conditions
are satisfied for ∆1 = −∆2 ± Ω1. The second order cor-

relations, for each cavity mode g
(2)
i (0) have values close

to one. Hence the generated photons in each mode fol-
low Poissonian statistics and indicate coherent field gen-

eration. Subsequently, intermodal correlation, g
(2)
12 (0),

exhibits values larger than two except when two-photon
resonant condition are satisfied where intermodal correla-
tion has minimum value of 2. Therefore, it is possible to
construct two-mode two-photon lasing in single QD when
two-photon resonant condition conditions are satisfied.

In the case of coherent pumping, we similarly found
the effective master equation,

ρ̇s = − i

~
[Heff , ρs]−

∑

i=x,y

(γ1
2
L[σgi] +

γ2
2
L[σiu]

)

ρs

− κ1

2
L[a1]ρs −

κ2

2
L[a2]ρs −

∑

i=x,y,u

γd
2
L[σii]ρs

− 1

2
(Γ+

2 L[σyua
†
2] + Γ−

2 L[σuya2]

+ Γ+
1 L[σgya

†
1] + Γ−

1 L[σyga1]) (28)

− Γug

2
(σuga1a2ρs − 2σyga1ρsa2σuy + ρsσuga1a2)

− Γgu

2
(σgua

†
1a

†
2ρs − 2σyua

†
2ρsa

†
1σgy + ρsσgua

†
1a

†
2)

− 1

2
(Γp+

2 L[σxu] + Γp−
2 L[σux] + Γp+

1 L[σgx] + Γp−
1 L[σxg])

−
Γp
ug

2
(σugρs − 2σxgρsσux + ρsσug)

−
Γp
gu

2
(σguρs − 2σxuρsσgx + ρsσgu)

where the effective Hamiltonian with coherent pumping

Heff = Hs + ~(δp+2 σuu + (δp−2 + δp+1 )σxx + δp−1 σgg

+ δ+2 σuua2a
†
2 + δ−2 σyya

†
2a2 + δ+1 σyya1a

†
1

+ δ−1 σgga
†
1a1) + ~Ω12(σuga1a2 + σgua

†
1a

†
2)

+ ~Ωp(σug + σgu), (29)

and new symbols are defined as

δp±2 = Ω2
2〈B〉2Im

[
∫ ∞

0

dτ(eφ(τ) − 1)e±i∆
′

pτ

]

δp±1 = Ω2
1〈B〉2Im

[
∫ ∞

0

dτ(eφ(τ) − 1)e±i∆pτ

]

Γp±
2 = 2Ω2

2〈B〉2Re

[
∫ ∞

0

dτ(eφ(τ) − 1)e±i∆
′

pτ

]

Γp±
1 = 2Ω2

1〈B〉2Re

[
∫ ∞

0

dτ(eφ(τ) − 1)e±i∆pτ

]

Ωp = − i

2
ω1ω2〈B〉2 [α1 − α∗

2]

Γp
ug = Ω1Ω2〈B〉2 [α1 + α∗

2] (30)

Γp
gu = Ω1Ω2〈B〉2 [α∗

1 + α2]

α1 =

∫ ∞

0

dτ(e−φ(τ) − 1)e−i∆pτ

α2 =

∫ ∞

0

dτ(e−φ(τ) − 1)ei∆
′

pτ ,∆
′

p = ωu − ωx − ωp.
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FIG. 10. First mode single-photon emission rate(red solid),
Second mode single-photon emission rate(green dash), two-
mode two-photon stimulated emission rate (blue dash dot)
using Ω1 = Ω2 = 2g1, for a)T=5K and b) T=20K with all
other parameters same as Fig.7.

Following method discussed in previous section we de-
rive laser rate equation (27) for coherently pumped QD.
Then we plot previously defined net emission rates as
a function of first-mode detuning for two different tem-
peratures in Fig.10. From Fig.10(a), we notice that
the net stimulated single photon emission rate in the
first and second modes show positive peaks when the
single-photon transition |y〉 → |±〉 becomes resonant.
These transition decrease population in |y〉 thus increas-
ing population inversion between |u〉 and |y〉, therefore
similar peaks are visible in net single-photon stimulated
emission in second mode. On the other hand, the two-
mode two-photon net emission rate displays negative dips
around single-photon resonance, which indicates strong
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two-mode two-photon absorption. Therefore no appre-
ciable change occurs in average number of photons in
cavity modes. This scenario changes drastically around
the two-photon resonance condition, where the two-mode
two-photon net emission rate dominates over the single-
photon emission rates. Under two-photon resonant con-
dition ∆1 ≈ −∆2 ± Ω1, the single-photon processes are
highly detuned and net single-photon stimulated emis-
sion in both modes become very small, but the two-mode
two-photon net stimulated emission has peaks. The dou-
ble peaks come from the dressed states created by the
coherent pumping. Further, for ∆1 ≈ −∆2 − Ω1, single-
photon net stimulated emission rates becomes almost
zero, therefore more suitable two-mode two-photon las-
ing conditions are achieved. In Fig.10(b), we plot net
stimulated emission rates for higher temperature T =
20K. This figure depicts that the two-mode two-photon
net emission rate gets suppressed, and the single-photon
net emission rates get enhanced. This outcome is due to
the domination of the phonon process at a higher tem-
perature, which inhibits correlated two-photon emission
in two-modes. In conclusion, the two-mode two-photon
lasing for coherent pumping is possible at low tempera-
tures.

V. GENERATION OF STEADY STATE

TWO-MODE ENTANGLED STATE

In this section, we consider two-photon resonant co-
herent pumping between |g〉 → |x〉 → |u〉 transition.
Therefore, we select exciton pump detuning such that
the two-photon resonant condition ωu = 2ωp, i.e., ∆p =
(∆xx + δx) /2 is satisfied.
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FIG. 11. Shows the variation of steady state populations in
quantum dot energy states |u〉(blue short dash), |x〉(red solid),
|y〉(black short dash dot), |g〉(green long dash) as a function
of ∆1 for same parameters as Fig.7 except ∆p = 7g.

In Fig.11, we show steady state populations in dif-
ferent energy states in QD. The populations in ground
state |g〉 and biexciton state |u〉 remain almost equal and

much larger than populations in |x〉 and |y〉. Further due
to spontaneous decay of biexciton state the population
in ground state |g〉 becomes larger than population in
biexciton state |u〉. Thus there is no population inver-
sion in the system. In the two-photon resonant pump-
ing, the population in exciton state |x〉 remains small
and the simultaneous absorption of two pump photons
leads to |g〉 ↔ |u〉 transition. The biexciton state |u〉
decays to ground state |g〉 through cavity modes via two-
mode two-photon resonant transition |u〉 → |y〉 → |g〉
when the two-photon resonance condition ∆1 + ∆2 = 0
is satisfied. The average photon numbers in cavity modes
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FIG. 12. Display the variation of a) average photon number
〈n1〉(blue solid), 〈n2〉(red long dash) b) Fano factors F1(green
short dash dot), F2(orange short dash ) c) second order core-

lations g
(2)
1 (0)(violet two short dash dot), g

(2)
2 (0)(brown long

dash dot) , g
(2)
12 (0)(magenta short dash two dot) as a function

of ∆1 for same parameters as Fig.9 except ∆p = 7g.

have peaks at two-photon resonance conditions ( shown
in Fig.12(a)). The Fano-factors show a value greater than
unity near the two-photon resonance, indicating that the
fields generated in both modes have higher noise than
coherent states. All the second-order correlations show
similar behaviour as previous case except small oscilla-
tions due to coherence.
Next, we discuss the steady state entanglement be-

tween the two non-degenerate cavity modes. We use
the Duan-Giedke-Cirac-Zoller (DGCZ) criterion [59, 60]
for the continuous variable entanglement. We define two
EPR like variables for the field in cavity modes such as

u = x1 + x2, v = p1 − p2, (31)

where xj , pj for jth cavity mode are written in terms of
the cavity operators

xj =
1√
2
(a†je

−iφj + aje
iφj ), (32)

pj =
i√
2
(a†je

−iφj − aje
iφj ), j = {1, 2}. (33)

According to the DGCZ criterion, two quantized modes
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FIG. 13. We have plotted sum of the variance of EPR like
variable pair with first mode single photon detuning ∆1 for
different bath temperatures. The Black dotted line indicates
the margin for entanglement phenomenon according to the
DGCZ criterion. All the parameters are the same as Fig.(11)
except φ1 = φ2 = −0.5 with coherent pumping Rabi frequen-
cies a)Ω1 = Ω2 = 0.5g and b)Ω1 = Ω2 = 2g.

of our cavity radiation are entangled if the quantum fluc-
tuations of the operators u and v satisfy the inequality

∆u2 +∆v2 = 〈(u − 〈u〉)2 + (v − 〈v〉)2〉 < 2. (34)

The left hand side of the inequality can be rewritten in
terms of experimentally measurable quantities

∆u2 +∆v2 = 2(1 + 〈a†1a1〉+ 〈a†2a2〉+ 〈a†1a†2〉e−i(φ1+φ2)

+ 〈a1a2〉ei(φ1+φ2) − 〈a†1〉〈a1〉 − 〈a†2〉〈a2〉
− 〈a†1〉〈a†2〉e−i(φ1+φ2) − 〈a1〉〈a2〉ei(φ1+φ2)).

(35)

The Fig.13 depicts the sum of the variance of two EPR
like variables ∆u2 + ∆v2 with ∆1 for different temper-
atures using typical values of system parameters. We
use pump strength smaller than cavity mode coupling
(Ω1 = Ω2 = 0.5g) in Fig.13(a) and larger than cavity
mode coupling (Ω1 = Ω2 = 2.0g) in Fig.13(b). According
to the DGCZ criterion, two cavity modes become entan-
gled if ∆u2 +∆v2 < 2, the critical value is shown by the
black dotted line. It is clear that for two-photon pump
strength smaller than cavity coupling (Ω1 = Ω2 < g) and
at low temperature (T < 10K) two-modes are entangled.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In conclusion, we have predicted the feasibility of two-
mode two-photon lasing in a single quantum dot em-
bedded in the two-mode microcavity system. We have
considered the effect of exciton-phonon interaction using
the polaron master equation formalism. For incoherently
pumped quantum dot stimulated two-mode two-photon
emission rate is dominating at low pump strength and at
temperature T = 5K. For coherently pumped quantum
dot one can achieve large two-mode two-photon stimu-
lated emission with negligible single-photon stimulated
emission, which provide better conditions for realization
of nondegenrate two-photon lasing in single quantum dot.
We have also predicted that using two-photon resonant
pump steady state two-mode entangled states can be
generated. The two-mode two-photon laser scheme may
have potential applications in scalable quantum photonic
technology in the field of quantum computation, quan-
tum information, and large quantum network. The two-
mode continuous-variable entanglement scheme can offer
an advantage in some situations in quantum information
science.
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