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We explore theoretically the generation of entangled two-photon pairs by Cooper pair recombina-
tion in a noncentrosymmetric [001]-quantum well superconductor, driven by a forward-biased p-n
junction with a superconducting layer which exhibits admixture Rashba and Dresselhaus spin-orbit
couplings. We show that the highest achievable purity of entangled photon pairs emerges within
scenarios involving pure singlet Cooper pairs, specifically, the conventional s-wave gap function. Our
results highlight the importance of minimizing the charge-carrier level concentration and balancing
the magnitudes of Rashba and Dresselhaus spin-orbit couplings to achieve entangled states with
enhanced purity, which can be realized by reducing the amplitudes of antisymmetric spin-orbit cou-
plings. In addition to purity concerns, to explore the distribution of two-photon states, we compare
their population across entangled pairs for potential superconducting pairings.

I. INTRODUCTION

Entanglement stands as a cornerstone in modern quan-
tum technologies due to its significant role in a spectrum
of applications, notably in quantum cryptography [1–6],
computing [7–11], communication [12–14] and metrol-
ogy [15–18]. Achieving reliable quantum entanglement
sources can make big advancement in classical sensing
tools like radars and lidars, which are using entangled
photons to enhance the detection capability of the sys-
tem over the classical limit [19–22]. The quest for robust
sources capable of producing entangled photon pairs has
become paramount for advancing these applications. In
this pursuit, the convergence of semiconductor and super-
conductor technologies has birthed an interdisciplinary
domain termed superconducting optoelectronics [23–25].
This field has witnessed significant strides with the cre-
ation of hybrid devices, including but not limited to, su-
perconducting light-emitting diodes, quantum dots [26–
28], and superconductor-based waveguide amplifiers [29–
31].

The complex interdependencies between superconduc-
tivity, semiconducting heterostructures, and associated
quantum effects form a rich foundation for further explo-
ration. This confluence opens avenues for advancing both
fundamental understanding and practical applications in
the realm of quantum information processing [32–34].
The emergence of Rashba and Dresselhaus spin-orbit cou-
plings (SOCs) in zinc-blende structures and quantum
wells stands as a distinctive feature that significantly
shapes the electronic properties of these systems [35, 36].
In noncentrosymmetric crystals like zinc-blende semicon-
ductors, the lack of inversion symmetry gives rise to the
Rashba SOC, an effect resulting from structural asymme-
try. The Rashba term induces a momentum-dependent

splitting of electronic bands, impacting charge carriers’
spin dynamics. In the presence of an asymmetric po-
tential gradient, such as that encountered at interfaces
or within quantum wells, the Dresselhaus SOC becomes
prominent. Originating from structural asymmetry per-
pendicular to the interface, the Dresselhaus term con-
tributes an additional layer to the spin-orbit interaction.
Both Rashba and Dresselhaus SOCs play a crucial role in
the manipulation and control of spin states, paving the
way for novel electronic and optoelectronic phenomena
in these materials [37–41].

The creation of a forward-biased p-n junction with a
superconducting layer (P-N-S) heterostructure is an in-
triguing path that has been suggested for the production
of entangled photons. At this point the proximity effect
may be able to induce superconductivity in the n-type
semiconductor [42]. Furthermore, the strategic integra-
tion of a quantum well structure within the semiconduc-
tor layers not only facilitates the production of entan-
gled photon pairs but also enables the generation of pure
polarization-entangled photons [43]. These design intri-
cacies exploit the Rashba and Dresselhaus SOCs, which
play a pivotal role in manipulating the parity of the su-
perconducting order parameter [44, 45].

Recent investigations have considered the mani-
festations of Cooper-pair-based two-photon gain in
semiconductor-superconductor structures. These stud-
ies have unveiled a broadband enhancement in ultra-
fast two-photon amplification, delineating a comprehen-
sive quantum-optical model encompassing both singly-
and fully-stimulated two-photon emission [30]. Moreover,
the exploitation of inherent angular momentum entan-
glement within the superconducting state has showcased
the generation of polarization-entangled photons through
Cooper-pair luminescence, circumventing the necessity

ar
X

iv
:2

40
1.

11
57

7v
2 

 [
qu

an
t-

ph
] 

 2
 A

ug
 2

02
4



2

for isolated emitters within semiconductors [43]. Fur-
ther explorations into the electroluminescence and pho-
tonic attributes of forward-biased p-n junctions in the
proximity of superconducting media have revealed no-
table enhancements in electroluminescence within spe-
cific frequency ranges in the presence of superconduc-
tivity [46]. The strategic coupling of superconducting
contacts with quantum dots has not only yielded inten-
sified luminescence at temperatures below superconduct-
ing critical temperature, Tc, but has also yielded higher
purity in photon entanglement, mitigating the adverse
effects of excitonic energy level splittings [47]. More-
over, investigations into the purity of generated photons
have extended to triplet superconductors by examining a
fixed spin-triplet pairing orientation, uncovering intrigu-
ing directional dependencies. Specifically, the induction
of triplet pairing via Rashba spin-orbit coupling has been
identified as a mechanism for generating pure entangled
photons when the photon polarization axis aligns par-
allelly with spin-triplet pairing orientation. Conversely,
induced triplet pairing within a singlet superconductor
has exhibited a degradation in state purity. Strikingly,
induced singlet pairing in a triplet superconductor has
shown an amplification in the production of entangled
pairs [42]. These findings underscore the intricate inter-
play between superconductivity, spin-orbit interactions,
and resultant entanglement properties within these het-
erostructures.

Here, we study the effect of combination of Rashba
and Dresselhaus SOCs and varying the relative ampli-
tude of singlet to triplet superconductivity on the en-
tanglement properties of the generated pairs of photons
during the process of Cooper pair recombination within
a semiconductor-superconductor heterostructure.

II. THEORETICAL MODEL

The system under investigation is a P-N-S heterostruc-
ture, a configuration expounded in the approach out-
lined in Ref. [42]. As depicted in Fig. 1, this composite
structure merges a superconductor with a semiconduct-
ing medium (p-n junction). Within this arrangement,
superconductivity manifests in the semiconducting re-
gion (n-type) through the infusion of Cooper pairs from
the superconducting contacts, facilitated by the proxim-
ity effect. The upper valence bands of a p-n junction of
the zinc-blende type semiconductor consist of heavy-hole
(HH) and light-hole (LH) bands, which are degenerated
at the zero crystal momentum. In a quantum well struc-
ture, as a result of crystal field, the degeneracy between
these bands is removed, and this separation plays a key
role in generating pure entangled photons through the
recombination of Cooper pairs with the LH band [43].

FIG. 1. The schematic geometry of a semiconductor-
superconductor heterostructure (P-N-S), where superconduc-
tivity is induced within the n-type semiconducting layer owing
to the proximity of the s-wave superconductor. Vectors p̂ and
dk symbolize the photon’s polarization axis, and the direction
of spin-triplet pairing, respectively, which have an angle ςk.

A. Model Hamiltonian

We start our investigation by considering the intrinsic
physics of a p-n junction, which are described by the
following Hamiltonian [42, 43]

H0 = Hph +Hv +Hc

=
∑
q,p

ωqa
†
q,paq,p +

∑
k,J

εkh
†
k,Jhk,J +

∑
k,j

ξkc
†
k,jck,j ,

(1)
where Hph, Hv, and Hc represent the Hamiltonian of
photons, valence (heavy-holes), and conduction elec-
trons, respectively. In this context, a†

q,p represents the
creation operator for a phonon with momentum q and
polarization p = ±1. Additionally, the operators c†

kj

(ckj) and h†
k,J (hk,J) create (annihilate) an electron and

a hole with momentum k, respectively, located in the
conduction and heavy-hole bands. The angular momen-
tum of electrons and holes is denoted by j = ±1/2, and
J = ±3/2, respectively.

The process of electron-hole recombination and the
generation of photons are described by the light-matter
interaction within the dipole approximation, which can
be expressed as:

Hint =
∑
k,q

∑
J=∓ 3

2 ;p=±1

Bk,qa
†
q,phq−k,−Jck,J+p + H.c.,

(2)
where, Bk,q denotes the scattering matrix elements
governing the process between the electron and hole
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states with absorbing/emitting photon with momentum
q. The summation over p and J fulfils the conserva-
tion of angular momentum during processes such as
electron-hole recombination or pair creation requires
that p = J + j.

B. Anisotropic Spin-Orbit Coupling

The effective Hamiltonian, describing the behavior of
conduction electrons due to surface-induced asymmetry,
is determined using an anisotropic spin-orbit coupled
single-band tight-binding model that considers interac-
tions between nearest neighbors. As a result, the expres-
sion for conduction electrons in a two-dimensional (2D)
square lattice structure, which lacks a center of inversion,
is defined by [48, 49]

Hc(ϑ) =
∑
k,jj′

[
ϵkσ̂0 + λgk(ϑ) · σ̂

]
jj′
c†

kjckj′ + H.c., (3)

Here, j = 1/2 (j = −1/2) refers to an electron state |↑⟩
(|↓⟩). The term ϵk = −µ− 2t(cos kx + cos ky) represents
the kinetic energy, with µ as the chemical potential and
t as the amplitude for first-neighbor hopping. Moreover,
σ̂0 denotes the 2×2 identity matrix, while σ̂i (i = x, y, z)
represents the ith component of the Pauli matrices in the
spin space. The antisymmetric vector

gk(ϑ) = α(ϑ)gR
k + β(ϑ)gD

k (4)

characterizes the strength of the spin-orbit coupling, λ,
combining the Rashba and Dresselhaus effects. The di-
mensionless coefficients α(ϑ) = cosϑ and β(ϑ) = sinϑ
indicate the magnitudes of the Rashba and Dresselhaus
SOCs, respectively. The parameter ϑ ∈ [0, π/2] mod-
ulates their relative contributions. In our model, the
Rashba and Dresselhaus g-vectors are given by,

gR
k = (sin ky,− sin kx); gD

k = (sin kx,− sin ky). (5)

In our calculations, we perform a projection of the con-
duction band Hamiltonian onto an effective pseudospin-
1/2 model through the transformation P±UH′

cUP±.
Here, P± projects the conduction band onto the helical
bands with ξ = ±1, while U diagonalizes the Hamilto-
nian of the conduction electrons. The energy dispersion
in the presence of SOC is defined by

εk,ξ(ϑ) = ϵk + ξλ
√

sin2kx + sin2ky + 2 sin 2ϑ sinkx sinky,

(6)
when ϑ = 0 (π/2), corresponding to the pure Rashba
(Dresselhaus) case, the energy dispersion simplifies to

εk,ξ(ϑ = 0, π/2) = ϵk + ξλ
√

sin2kx + sin2ky,

indicating a complete C4v point group symmetry of the
crystal lattice. We show the corresponding energy dis-
persion of these helical bands along the ΓKMΓ path in

FIG. 2. (a) Energy dispersion of helical bands along the
ΓKMΓ path for pure Rashba/Dresselhaus SOC. (b) Density
of states (DOS) for conduction electrons: The black curve de-
picts the pure Rashba (ϑ = 0) and pure Dresselhaus (ϑ = π/2)
cases, while the green curve represents equal contributions of
Rashba and Dresselhaus effects (ϑ = π/4). For a clearer il-
lustration, the black curve is shifted by 0.1. (c) and (d) rep-
resent the Fermi surface topology at ⟨n⟩ = 0.8 for ϑ = 0 and
ϑ = π/2, respectively. (e) and (f) Similar visualizations for a
filling of ⟨n⟩ = 1.2. (g) Schematic diagram of band structure
in a semiconducting quantum well indicating the gap (≥ 2Eg)
between electron states in the conduction band (CB) and their
particle-hole symmetric counterpart in the heavy-hole (HH)
states. The light-hole (LH) band is shown to complete the
picture according to a typical J = 3/2 system.

Fig. 2(a). However, the energy dispersion is expressed as

εk,ξ(ϑ = π/4) = ϵk + ξλ| sin kx + sin ky|

at ϑ = π/4, where Rashba and Dresselhaus SOCs
contribute equally. Under this condition, the Hamil-
tonian symmetry reduces to C2v, leading to helical
Fermi surfaces intersecting at ky = −kx. In Fig. 2(b),
the density of states (DOS) of the noncentrosym-
metric n-type semiconductor is presented for three
different scenarios: ϑ = 0 represents the pure Rashba
case, ϑ = π/4 corresponds to equal contributions of
Rashba-Dresselhaus, and ϑ = π/2 signifies the pure
Dresselhaus spin-orbit coupling. The Fermi surface (FS)
topology is depicted in Figs. 2(c) and 2(e) for pure
Rashba or pure Dresselhaus SOC at filling fractions
⟨n⟩ = 0.8 (hole-doping) and ⟨n⟩ = 1.2 (electron-doping),
respectively. Note: Half-filling with one electron per
state indicates ⟨n⟩ > 1 for electron doping and ⟨n⟩ < 1
for hole doping. A comparison with the DOS reveals the
occurrence of van Hove singularities (Lifshitz transitions)
at half-filling, leading to changes in the FS topology.
Lastly, Figs. 2(d) and 2(f) exhibit the FS texture for
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TABLE I. Structure factors (fk) of the singlet and triplet su-
perconducting pairings for the allowed irreducible representa-
tions of the C4v point group in the presence of antisymmetric
SOC.

ℓ Symmetry fk

0 s-wave 1
0 s∗-wave cos kx + cos ky

1 px (py)-wave sin kx (sin ky)
2 dxy-wave sin kx sin ky

2 dx2−y2 -wave cos kx − cos ky

3 fx(x2−y2)-wave sin kx(cos kx − cos ky)

the aforementioned filling levels in the presence of equal
contributions of Rashba and Dresselhaus SOCs. The
prominent consequence of the antisymmetric SOC is the
lifting of the two-fold spin degeneracy and the formation
of helical bands characterized by helicity ξ = ±1.

C. Superconducting state

Our objective is to investigate the impact of differ-
ent SOCs contributions at specified filling fractions and
various types of superconducting gap symmetries. This
exploration aims to assess the purity of the generated en-
tangled photons resulting from the breakdown of Cooper
pairs. The broken inversion symmetry within the crystal
structure results in the violation of parity. Consequently,
in the ground state of superconducting regime,

HSC =
∑
k,jj′

(
∆̂jj′(k)c†

k,jc
†
−k,j′ + H.c.

)
, (7)

both spin-singlet and spin-triplet pairings will simulta-
neously condense. It is widely acknowledged that within
the spin space, the superconducting gap function ∆̂(k)
can be represented by a 2× 2 matrix, formulated as fol-
lows:

∆̂(k) = ∆̂sing
k + ∆̂trip

k = i
[
ψkσ̂0 + dk · σ̂

]
σ̂y. (8)

In this expression, ψk and dk denote the momentum-
dependent spatial components of the spin-singlet and
spin-triplet constituents of the superconducting order pa-
rameters, respectively [50]. These components are char-
acterized as even and odd functions with respect to the
momentum k [51]. The projection of the superconduct-
ing gap function onto the helical bands gives rise to
∆k,ξ = ψk + ξ|dk|. The translational invariant structure
factors of the permissible irreducible representations of
the C4v point group within a square lattice can be found
in the Table I. We posit that in the triplet channel, elec-
trons are exclusively condensed in p-wave pairing, but we
also examine the f -wave pairing. Therefore, the poten-
tial scenarios for the superconducting ground state en-
compass s+ p, s∗ + p, dx2−y2 + p, and dxy + p, as well as,

s + f pairings. By introducing the dimensionless coeffi-
cient 0 < r < 1 to quantify the contribution of even and
odd parity pairings on the Fermi surface, the supercon-
ducting gap functions in the singlet and triplet channels
are expressed as

ψk = r∆0fk; dk = (1− r)∆0gk. (9)

It is widely recognized that the stability of triplet
superconductivity is contingent on dk||gk [50]. Here,
∆0 represents the magnitude of the superconducting
order parameter. The structure factor fk encapsulates
the orbital angular momentum of pairing within the
superconducting gap, as elucidated in Ref. [52].

D. Random phase approximation consideration

Given our focus on spin fluctuations as a potential
mechanism for electron pairing and superconductivity,
our investigation commences with an examination of spin
susceptibility. We will analyze its dependence on factors
such as next-nearest-neighbor hopping, spin-orbit cou-
pling, and doping. The Matsubara Green’s function for
a system of non-interacting electrons with antisymmetric
SOC (ASOC) is represented by

Ĝ0(k, iωn) = [(iωn − ϵk)1̂− λgk · σ̂]−1. (10)

Here, ωn = (2n+ 1)πT and 1̂ denote the fermionic Mat-
subara frequencies and a 2 × 2 identity matrix, respec-
tively. Performing a unitary transformation, the spin and
band space Matsubara Green’s functions are related to-
gether by

Ĝ0(k, iωn) = 1
2
∑

ξ=±1
[1̂ + ξĝk · σ̂]G0

ξ (k, iωn), (11)

where ĝk = gk/|gk|, and G0
ξ (k, iωn) = [iωn − εk,ξ]−1

shows the free electron Matsubara Green’s function in
band space. In order to study the spin fluctuations
and electron instabilities within the system, we opt for
the conventional random phase approximation (RPA)
methodology. Within the context of linear response the-
ory, the tensor of bare spin susceptibility, at the momen-
tum q and bosonic Matsubara frequencies ωm = 2mπT ,
is defined as[
χ̂(0)(q, iωm)

]σ3σ4

σ1σ2
=

− T

4N
∑
k,iνn

Ĝ0(k, iνn)Ĝ0(k + q, iωm + iνn).

(12)
Performing summation over the fermionic Matsubara
frequencies iνn and an analytical continuation iωm →
ω + i0+, the retarded bare susceptibility is given by the
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following Lindhard function[
χ̂

(0)
Ret(q, ω)

]σ3σ4

σ1σ2
=

1
4N

∑
k,iνn

Wkq,ξξ′

σ1σ2σ3σ4

nF (εk+q,ξ′)− nF (εk,ξ)
ω + εk,ξ − εk+q,ξ′ + i0+ ,

(13)
where nF (ε) = [1 + exp(ε/T )]−1 represents the Fermi-
Dirac distribution function of electrons at temperature
T . Moreover, the weight factor Wkq,ξξ′

σ1σ2σ3σ4
is defined by

Wkq,ξξ′

σ1σ2σ3σ4
= [1̂ + ξ ĝk · σ]σ1σ2

[1̂ + ξ′ĝk · σ]σ3σ4
. (14)

Subsequently, we incorporate the impact of the on-site
Hubbard interaction through perturbative renormaliza-
tion of the initial susceptibility. Within the RPA frame-
work, the components of the modified spin susceptibility
matrix are determined by the ensuing Dyson equation:[

χ̂Ret(q, ω)
]σ3σ4

σ1σ2
=
[
χ̂

(0)
Ret(q, ω)

]σ3σ4

σ1σ2

+
∑
{αi}

[
χ̂

(0)
Ret(q, ω)

]α1α2

σ1σ2
Ûα3α4

α1α2

[
χ̂

(0)
Ret(q, ω)

]σ3σ4

α3α4
,

(15)

where αi exhibits the spin indices related to the internal
lines in the Feynman diagrams. Additionally, Û repre-
sents the matrix of bare electron-electron interactions in
spin space. Its non-zero elements are Û↑↑

↓↓ = Û↓↓
↑↑ = −U ,

and Û↑↓
↓↑ = Û↓↑

↑↓ = +U . It is crucial to reiterate that in
the presence of ASOC, spin-flip scattering occurs. Con-
sequently, both the bubble (screening) and ladder (ex-
change) diagrams must be aggregated to derive the RPA
spin susceptibility.

With the spin susceptibilities acquired, we are now
poised to investigate the pairing of electrons and the sym-
metries inherent in the superconducting gap function. In
the Cooper pairs’ channel, we examine the interaction be-
tween a pair of electrons characterized by momenta and
spins (k, σ1) and (−k, σ2), which are scattered to the
states (k′, σ3), and (−k′, σ4), respectively. This process
can be modelled by the following Hamiltonian

HRPA
Int = 1

N

∑
kk′,{σi}

Γ̂k,k′

σ1σ2σ3σ4
c†

k′σ3
c†

−k′σ4
c−kσ2

ckσ1
,

(16)
where, Γ̂σ3σ4

σ1σ2
(k,k′) is the vertex function including the

contributions of longitudinal (screening) and transverse
(exchange) interactions. Separating the vertex function
into the singlet (momentum symmetric) and triplet (mo-
mentum antisymmetric) channels leads to

Γ̂Sing;k,k′

σ1σ2σ3σ4
=

1
2

[
Û + 3

2 Û χ̂(k− k′, 0)Û + 3
2 Û χ̂(k + k′, 0)Û

]
;

Γ̂Trip;k,k′

σ1σ2σ3σ4
= −1

2

[
Û χ̂(k− k′, 0)Û − Û χ̂(k + k′, 0)Û

]
.

(17)

It’s important to note that we solely focus on the static
form of the vertex function, specifically when the fre-
quency (ω) equals zero. Any frequency-dependent char-
acteristics are disregarded in our analysis. By exclusively
examining intraband Cooper pairings within the band
basis, we can employ the following transformation to de-
termine the effective pairing interaction between two elec-
trons situated on the Fermi surface

V
Sing/Trip

k,k′;ξξ′ =
∑
{σi}

Γ̂Sing/Trip;k,k′

σ1σ2σ3σ4
Λξ,∗

k′σ3
Λξ,∗

−k′σ4
Λξ′

−kσ2
Λξ′

kσ1
,

(18)
wherein Λξ

k,σ = ⟨k, σ|k, ξ⟩ connects the states |k, σ⟩, and
|k, ξ⟩ in spin and band bases, respectively. Using BCS
theory of superconductivity, the self-consistent equation
of the order parameter in both singlet and triplet chan-
nels are given by

∆k,ξ = − 1
N

∑
k,ξ′

V
Sing/Trip

k,k′;ξξ′

∆k′,ξ′

2Ek′,ξ′
tanh

(2Ek′,ξ′

2T

)
. (19)

Here, Ek,ξ =
√
ε2

k,ξ + ∆2
k,ξ represents the dispersion of

superconducting quasiparticles. Linearizing the quasi-
particle dispersion near the superconducting critical tem-
perature results in Ek,ξ = |εk,ξ|. Therefore, Eq. (19) is
converted to an eigenvalue problem as

λo∆k,ξ = − 1
(2π)2

∑
ξ′

∮
FS

dk′
||

vF
k′,ξ′

V
Sing/Trip

k,k′;ξξ′ ∆k′,ξ′ , (20)

with dk′
∥, and vF

k,ξ = |∇εk,ξ| show the differential of mo-
mentum tangent to the Fermi surface and the Fermi ve-
locity, respectively. In Eq. (20), the largest value of λo

indicates the dominant superconducting order in singlet
and triplet channels and determine its nodal structure.

E. Two-photon density matrix

We aim to learn more about the process of two-photon
generation resulting from pair recombination. To achieve
this goal, we need to calculate the two-photon density
matrix using second-order time-dependent perturbation
theory. This calculation will be performed considering
the various symmetries associated with the supercon-
ducting scenarios within the system. The elements of
the two-photon density matrix are expressed as:

ρ
p1p2
p3p4

(q1,q2;ϑ) = ⟨Ψt(ϑ)|a†
q1,p1

a†
q2,p2

aq1,p3
aq2,p4

|Ψt(ϑ)⟩.
(21)

Energy conservation dictates that ωq1
+ωq2

= 2Eg, where
2Eg represents the minimum band gap between an elec-
tron state with dispersion εk,ξ and its counterpart hole
state of energy −εk,ξ; refer to the schematic plot in
Fig. 2(g).

By utilizing Wick’s theorem, the expectation values
of ρp1p2

p3p4
(q1,q2;ϑ) provide insights into the contributions
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arising from the recombination of Cooper pairs in the
generation of two entangled photons. In addition,

|Ψt(ϑ)⟩ =
∫ t

−∞
dt1

∫ t1

−∞
dt2Hint(t1)Hint(t2)|Ψ0⟩, (22)

depicts the state of the second-order system at time
t in the interaction picture, in which Hint(t) =
eiH0tHinte

−iH0t, where Hint(t) denotes the interacting
potential at time t. Furthermore,

|Ψ0⟩ = |0⟩|FS⟩|BCS⟩

represents the system’s initial state, with |0⟩, |FS⟩, and
|BCS⟩ indicating the vacuum state of photons, the Fermi
sea of the heavy hole band, and the BCS wave-function
of the superconducting electrons in the conduction band,
respectively.

Using Eqs. (21) and (22), performing the time inte-
grals, and summing over the internal degrees of freedom,
we obtain the ϑ-resolved emission rate, given by:

ϱ̄ϑ(q1,q2) = 1
2N

∑
k,ξ

ζk,ξ,ϑ
q1,q2

(ψk,dk)Mk,ξ(ψk,dk), (23)

in which the weight factor ζk,ξ,ϑ
q1,q2

(ψk,dk) encapsulates
the rate of photon pair generation resulting from the re-
combination of Cooper pairs, accounting for the specific
contributions of Rashba and Dresselhaus SOCs, which is
given by

ζk,ξ,ϑ
q1,q2

(ψk,dk)=π|Bk,q1
|2|Bk,q2

|2
∣∣∣∆k,ξ

Ek,ξ

∣∣∣2[nF (−Ek,ξ)]2×[(
[nF (Ek,ξ)]2

(Ek,ξ − ωq1
+ εk,ξ)2 +

[1− nF (Ek,ξ)]2

(Ek,ξ + ωq1
− εk,ξ)2

+
2nF (Ek,ξ)[1− nF (Ek,ξ)]

(Ek,ξ − ωq1
+ εk,ξ)(Ek,ξ + ωq1

− εk,ξ)

+
[nF (Ek,ξ)]2

(Ek,ξ − ωq1
+ εk,ξ)(Ek,ξ − ωq2

+ εk,ξ)

+
nF (Ek,ξ)[1− nF (Ek,ξ)]

(Ek,ξ + ωq1
− εk,ξ)(Ek,ξ − ωq2

+ εk,ξ)

+
nF (Ek,ξ)[1− nF (Ek,ξ)]

(Ek,ξ − ωq1
+ εk,ξ)(Ek,ξ + ωq2

− εk,ξ)

+
[1− nF (Ek,ξ)]2

(Ek,ξ + ωq1
− εk,ξ)(Ek,ξ + ωq2

− εk,ξ)

)

+ (q1 ←→ q2)
]
δ(ωq1

+ ωq2
− 2εk,ξ).

(24)

In the limit of λ → 0, Eq. (23) converges to the
expression reported in Ref. [42]. The basis for the
two-photon density matrix is describes by the circu-
lar right- or left-handed polarization and is given by

FIG. 3. The phase diagram of superconducting order pa-
rameter for (a) singlet, and (b) triplet channels with respect
to electron filling ⟨n⟩, and relative amplitude of Rashba and
Dresselhaus SOCs at U = 0.8t. See Ref. [53] for more discus-
sion.

(|LL⟩, |LR⟩, |RL⟩, |RR⟩). Under this basis, the matrix
Mk,ξ(ψk,dk) is defined as:

Mk,ξ(ψk,dk) =


Υk,ξ 0 0 0

0 ηk,ξ ηk,ξ 0
0 ηk,ξ ηk,ξ 0
0 0 0 Υk,ξ

 , (25)

where

ηk,ξ = A2
k,ξ + B2

k,ξ cos2ςk; Υk,ξ = 2B2
k,ξ sin2ςk

with the fractions of pairings in singlet Ak,ξ = ψk/||∆̂k||,
and triplet channels Bk,ξ = ξ|dk|/||∆̂k||. Here

||∆̂k|| =
[∏

ξ

∆k,ξ

] 1
2 =

√
ψ2

k + |dk,ξ|2,

and ςk = arccos(p̂ · dk/|dk|) represents the angle
between dk and the polarization axis of photons
p̂ = (x̂ cosϕ + ŷ sinϕ) sin θ + ẑ cos θ. The fractions of
pairings satisfy the property A2

k,ξ + B2
k,ξ = 1.

Excluding the contribution of the weight factor
ζk,ξ,ϑ

q1,q2
(ψk,dk), the purity of the two-photon states is ob-

tained by

Γ = 1
2N

∑
k,ξ

Tr[Mk,ξ(ψk,dk)]2.

= 1
2N

∑
k,ξ

[
B4

k,ξ sin4ςk + 2
(
A2

k,ξ + B2
k,ξ cos2ςk

)2]
.

(26)
Here, it is important to note that since we have not con-
sidered the influence of Rashba and Dresselhaus contribu-
tions on the structure of the superconducting gap func-
tion, the matrix Mk,ξ(ψk,dk) remains ϑ-independent.
However, the emission rate matrix ϱ̄ϑ is obviously ϑ-
dependent.
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FIG. 4. The purity of photon pairs, Γ, for various combina-
tions of superconducting gap functions, considering different
amplitudes of singlet and triplet channels for θ = 0. Notably,
r = 0 and r = 1 represent instances of pure triplet and singlet
pairings, respectively.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

We initially study the impact of changes in the con-
centration of charge carriers and the relative amplitude
of Rashba/Dresselhaus spin-orbit couplings on the struc-
ture of the superconducting gap within weak coupling
theory. Fig. 3 illustrates the superconducting phase dia-
grams derived from Eq. (20) concerning the charge car-
rier filling and the relative amplitudes of antisymmetric
Rashba/Dresselhaus SOCs, in both singlet and triplet
channels. In Fig. 3(a), the superconducting gap tex-
ture in the singlet channel is presented. It is apparent
that over large regions of filling and relative contribu-
tions of Rashba and Dresselhaus SOCs, s-wave pairing
predominates over other singlet pairings. Only in a very
narrow region far from half-filling the other singlet pair-
ings of higher orbital angular momenta appear. Fig. 3(b)
displays the momentum dependence of the triplet com-
ponent of Cooper pairing. It reveals that except for
a small area around half-filling and equal contributions
of Rashba/Dresselhaus SOCs, where f -wave pairing is
stable, the triplet pairing exhibits a p-wave texture in
other regions. It should be noted that Dresselhaus spin-
orbit coupling arises as a bulk effect due to bulk inver-
sion asymmetry (BIA), typically exhibiting a cubic mo-
mentum dependence in bulk materials. However, during
crystal growth processes involving dimensional confine-
ment, this cubic momentum dependence can transform
into special linear dependencies. Consequently, for cer-
tain materials oriented along specific crystal growth di-
rections, the amplitude of Dresselhaus SOC remains con-
stant. In contrast, Rashba SOC stems from structural
inversion asymmetry (SIA) and can be induced and ma-
nipulated using external electric fields or gate voltages.
Hence, the relative amplitudes of Rashba and Dressel-
haus SOCs are adjustable via external electric field mod-
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ty
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FIG. 5. The purity of generated entangled photon pairs, Γ,
with respect to the amplitudes of singlet and triplet pairings
for the various gap functions. Each curve reports at different
values θ, by setting ϕ = 0.

ulation. These distinctions highlight the different origins
and controllability of Rashba and Dresselhaus SOCs, un-
derscoring their potential for manipulation in electronic
and spintronic devices.

Our investigation now focuses on assessing the purity
of the polarization state of the two photons, consider-
ing various scenarios dictated by the interplay of distinct
physical parameters involved in the process. For a spe-
cific scenario where the photon’s polarization axis is z-
direction (θ = 0), the purity of the two-photon state, Γ,
is depicted in Fig. 4, concerning the diverse admixture of
singlet and triplet pairings across various superconduct-
ing gap functions. When r = 1, representing pure triplet
p-wave pairing, the purity reaches its minimum value. In-
triguingly, the addition of singlet pairing alongside dom-
inant triplet Cooper pairs leads to a reduction in purity.
However, around r = 0.5, where singlet and triplet com-
ponents of the gap function are of comparable magni-
tudes, purity begins to increase. At r = 1, where the
superconducting gap function demonstrates a pure sin-
glet texture, the purities achieve their maximum values.
Notably, conventional singlet s-wave pairing exhibits the
highest achievable purity. Consequently, conventional s-
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FIG. 6. Variation in the purity of entangled photons concern-
ing the parameter r across different values of the azimuthal
angle ϕ, at θ = π/2. This scenario corresponds to the polar-
ization axis of photons lying in the xy-plane. Note that the
curves corresponding to ϕ = 0 and ϕ = π/2 exhibit identical
patterns, as do those for ϕ = π/6 and ϕ = π/3.

wave superconductors emerge as the most suitable can-
didates for generating entangled photons via Cooper pair
recombination. Fig. 5 showcases the purity of polarized
photons concerning the parameter r for various θ by con-
sidering ϕ = 0. For the case of θ = π/2, where the polar-
ization vector lies in the xy-plane, entangled photon pu-
rity maximizes across different superconducting pairing
symmetries. Specifically, for pure triplet p-wave pairing
(r = 0), maximum purity is attained when both p̂ and
dk vectors lie in the same plane. Furthermore, Fig. 6 ex-
hibits the purity versus the singlet/triplet pairing ratio
for various values of the azimuthal angle ϕ at θ = π/2.
Notably, for ϕ = π/4, the purity of generated entangled
photons reaches its peak. Additionally, owing to the in-
trinsic C4v point group symmetry, complementary angles
yield identical results.

To assess the impact of the angle ςk on the purity be-
haviour of generated entangled photons, Figs. 7 and 8
depict the behaviour of entangled photon purity concern-
ing changes of θ and ϕ angles across various combinations
of singlet/triplet pairings. It’s noticeable that the purity
for pure singlet pairing remains constant regardless of
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FIG. 7. The impact of variations in the polar angle θ on the
purity of entangled photon pairs. The figure presents diverse
contributions of singlet and triplet pairings, specifically at ϕ =
0, displaying various ratios of singlet and triplet amplitudes.

these angles. These graphs affirm that the highest purity
is achievable only in the case of s-wave pairing. Moreover,
within the singlet channel, the s- and dxy-wave pairings
exhibit the maximum and minimum values of purity, re-
spectively. The C4v symmetry of the crystalline lattice
dictates that the purity pattern remains unchanged un-
der a ϕ = π/4 rotation around the z axis.

So far, we have only explored the impact of the super-
conducting gap texture on the purity of the generated
entangled photons. To investigate the effect of the band
structure on the purity of the photons, we conducted cal-
culations involving the purity of the entangled photons
with respect to filling and relative amplitudes of SOCs.
Fig. 9 exhibits the purity of generated entangled pho-
tons with respect to the filling and relative strengths of
Rashba/Dresselhaus SOCs based on the superconduct-
ing phase diagram depicted in Fig. 3. It is observed that
for every specific value of r and θ, the highest purity is
achieved around half-filling, where equal contributions of
Rashba-Dresselhaus SOCs prevail. In this region, the sin-
glet and triplet channels of the superconducting ground
state have s- and f -wave couplings, respectively. These
results are entirely consistent with our findings and sup-
port our conclusion that singlet-dominant pairings ex-
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FIG. 8. Demonstrating the impact of variations in the az-
imuthal angle ϕ on the purity of entangled photon pairs. The
figure showcases diverse contributions of singlet and triplet
pairings, specifically at θ = π/2, where the p̂-vector resides
in the xy-plane, presenting various ratios of singlet and triplet
amplitudes.

hibit greater purity compared to triplet-dominant super-
conductivity. Furthermore, it’s observed that higher val-
ues of θ correspond to higher purity of generated entan-
gled photons.

Now, we are exploring how various textures of the su-
perconducting ground state in noncentrosymmetric sys-
tems impact the purity of entangled photons. This in-
vestigation involves analyzing the matrix elements of the
ϑ-resolved emission rate. We present the emission rate
ϱ̄ϑ(q1,q2), in Fig. 10, for various superconducting gap
function textures across different singlet-triplet admix-
ture ratios r. The resulting two-photon states exhibit
correlations that could lead to the generation of entan-
gled states such as |Ψph⟩ = (|LR⟩ ± |RL⟩)/

√
2. There-

fore, for the production of entangled two-photon states,
the focus should be on attaining higher purity in gen-
erating |LR⟩ and |RL⟩ states. Fig. 10 reveals that in
the case of pure singlet pairing (r = 1), only |LR⟩ and
|RL⟩ two-photon states are produced. However, inducing
triplet pairing due to the presence of spin-orbit coupling
results in the generation of |LL⟩ and |RR⟩ states, which
do not lead to entangled pairs. Given that Rashba and/or
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FIG. 9. Purity of generated entangled photons regarding
the concentration of charge carriers and relative amplitudes
of Rashba/Dresselhaus SOCs at ϕ = 0. The left and right
columns represent the singlet (r = 0.6), and triplet (r = 0.4)
dominant pairings.

Dresselhaus SOCs, triplet Cooper pairs exist alongside
singlet pairs leading to reduced purity in entangled two-
photon states. To achieve higher purity, it is crucial to
control the strength of antisymmetric SOC to decrease
the amplitude of odd parity spin-triplet superconductiv-
ity. Furthermore, we find that within the parity-mixed
superconducting states, the scenario with s+f -wave pair-
ings exhibits the most significant occurrence of |LR⟩ and
|RL⟩ states. This configuration is more predisposed to
generate entangled two-photon pairs.

Fig. 11 shows the influence of charge carrier filling, on
the amplitudes of the different matrix elements of the
ϑ-resolved emission rate for ϑ = π/4 and r = 0.5. This
result demonstrates that in the vicinity of half-filling, the
amplitudes of |LR⟩ and |RL⟩ states reach their maxi-
mum values, indicating a heightened propensity for en-
tanglement. Conversely, the populations of |RR⟩ and
|LL⟩ states are minimized under similar conditions. This
intriguing observation not only underscores the enhanced
likelihood of entanglement but also suggests a significant
role played by the electronic structure near half-filling in
promoting entangled states. Such insights pave the way
for further exploration into the underlying mechanisms
governing the emergence and dynamics of entanglement
in noncentrosymmetric systems.

IV. SUMMARY

We have conducted an exploration into the gener-
ation of entangled two-photon states through Cooper
pair recombination within a P-N-S heterostructure. The
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FIG. 10. Density matrix of polarized two-photon states gen-
erated through the recombination of Cooper pairs for θ = π/2,
and ϕ = 0. The left, middle, and right panels illustrate the
outcomes for pure singlet (r = 1), an equal mix of singlet and
triplet (r = 0.5), and pure triplet (r = 0) pairings, respec-
tively. Within each column, the rows correspond to different
gap functions: s + p, s∗ + p, dx2−y2 + p, dxy + p, and s + f .

semiconductor components utilized in our investigation
adopted a zinc-blend crystal structure, embodying a
combination of Rashba and Dresselhaus antisymmetric
SOCs. Our research encompassed an analysis of vari-
ous types of superconducting gap functions, considering
diverse ratios between singlet and triplet pairings. Ad-
ditionally, we scrutinized the influence of alterations in
the contribution of Rashba/Dresselhaus SOCs alongside
electron filling levels on both the purity and prevalence of
distinct pairs of polarized two-photon states. Given the
inevitable presence of spin-triplet Cooper pairs in struc-
tures and compounds featuring antisymmetric spin-orbit
coupling, we consider examining the ramifications of al-
tering the angle between the spin-triplet pairing orienta-

tion, and the polarization axis of photons.
In accordance with the previous results, our calcula-

tions reinforce the notion that pure singlet pairings yield
the highest purity levels compared to both mixed and
pure triplet pairings. Additionally, within the singlet gap
functions, we observed that the s- and dxy-wave pairings
exhibit the highest and lowest purity levels, respectively.
In noncentrosymmetric crystals featuring antisym-
metric spin-orbit coupling, the induced spin-triplet
pairing tends to diminish the population of entangled
two-photon states. Our findings further revealed that
in superconducting ground states with mixed-parity
pairings, the purity amplitude of entangled two-photon
states reaches its peak at (θ, ϕ) = (π/2, π/4). Finally,
our analysis concludes that in the vicinity of half-filling,
particularly when the Rashba and Dresselhaus spin-orbit
couplings exhibit identical amplitudes, the supercon-
ducting gap structure manifests as a combination of
s + f -wave pairings. Remarkably, under these condi-
tions, both the purity and population of the generated
entangled two-photon pairs reach their peak values. This
notable correlation underscores the critical role played
by the electronic configuration near half-filling, coupled
with the specific symmetry properties of the spin-orbit
couplings, in facilitating the emergence of maximally
entangled states. These findings offer valuable insights
into the intricate interplay between electronic structure,
superconducting pairing mechanisms, and the generation
of entanglement in noncentrosymmetric systems, thereby
advancing our understanding of quantum phenomena in
condensed matter physics.
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