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High-purity single-photon generation based on cavity QED
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We propose a scheme for generating a high-purity single photon on the basis of cavity quantum
electrodynamics (QED). This scheme employs a four-level system including two excited states, two
ground states, and two driving lasers; this structure allows the suppression of the re-excitation
process due to the atomic decay, which is known to significantly degrade the single-photon purity in
state-of-the-art photon sources using a three-level system. Our analysis shows that the re-excitation
probability arbitrarily approaches zero without sacrificing the photon generation probability when
increasing the power of the driving laser between the excited states. This advantage is achievable
by using current cavity-QED technologies. Our scheme can contribute to developing distributed
quantum computation or quantum communication with high accuracy.

Single-photon sources based on cavity quantum elec-
trodynamics (QED) are of paramount importance for
quantum information processing that ranges from quan-
tum computation [I], 2] and quantum communication [3|
[4]. Notably, photon sources using a A-type three-level
atom have the advantage of controlling the temporal
mode of an emitted photon, have been well studied for
their performance [5H9], and have been demonstrated in
several practical applications [I0HIT].

In photonic quantum information science, various pro-
tocols harness quantum interference of photons, where
photon sources should preferably generate high-purity
single photons. In the three-level photon generation
scheme, however, the atomic spontaneous decay and fol-
lowing re-excitation reduce the purity of photons. In fact,
several recent experiments have reported that the re-
excitation significantly deteriorates the Hong-Ou-Mandel
interference visibility [14} [I5] 18]. Although choosing an
appropriate initial state or truncating the generation pro-
cess has been proposed to tackle this problem [IT], 5],
these strategies have limitations in improving the purity,
and especially the latter also sacrifices the total photon
generation probability.

Here we propose a scheme for generating a high-purity
single photon on the basis of cavity QED. This scheme
employs a four-level system including two excited states,
two ground states, and two driving lasers. Using an ad-
ditional energy level to suppress atomic decay has been
examined in some protocols [I9H22]. In our protocol,
this strategy is developed to generate a high-purity pho-
ton on the basis of cavity QED. To evaluate the per-
formance of our scheme, we analyze the four-level sys-
tem proposed here by using the effective operator formal-
ism [23], which shows that the re-excitation probability is
greatly inhibited in our scheme compared to in the previ-
ous three-level one. The distinct advantage of our scheme
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FIG. 1. Three-level system and a cavity for single-photon
generation

is that the photon generation probability is hardly sac-
rificed. Finally, we propose a realistic implementation of
our scheme using only optical transitions.

We first analyze a A-type three-level atom in a one-
sided cavity shown in Fig.[l|to compare our method with
the conventional one that uses this system. The A sys-
tem is formed by two metastable levels |u),|g), and one
excited level |e). The |u) — |e) transition is driven by
an external driving pulse of frequency wy with Rabi fre-
quency 2Q(t). The |g) — |e) transition is coupled to a
cavity mode of frequency w. with coupling strength g,
which is defined as a real number. The Hamiltonian in a
proper rotating frame is

A~

H =(wy +wqg —wg — We) Gy u + (We — wg — We)0e.e

e W

+ (Qt)6e.u +9é'64e +h.c),
where 6;; = [j){| (4, = u,e,g), ¢ (¢") is the annihi-
lation (creation) operator for the cavity mode, w; (I =
u,e,g) is a frequency for the energy of |I), and we set
h = 1. This Hamiltonian couples only three states
|u,n —1),le,n — 1),|g,n), where the number represents
the photon number of the cavity mode. When the system
is initially prepared in |u, 0), we can thus use a simplified
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Hamiltonian in the manifold {|u, 0), |e, 0),|g, 1)}

H =A_|e,0){e, 0]

+(Q0)fe.0)(w.0] + gle,0)(g, 1] +he) )
where we define A, = we — wy — we and assume
Wy + wqg = wg + w.. We describe the cavity decay
and atomic spontaneous decay with Lindblad operators:

x = V2Fex|g,0)(g, 1| corresponds to the cavity decay
where a photon is emitted into the desired external mode,
Lin = V2Kin|g,0){g, 1| corresponds to the cavity decay
including scattering into undesired modes and intracav-
ity losses, and L, = /27,|u,0){e, 0| corresponds to the
atomic decay from |e) to |u). We use an operator L, to
represent atomic decays from |e, 0) to levels outside the
manifold {|u,0),]e,0),]g,1)}. Those levels may include
lg) and other atomic levels except |u) and |e). With-
out loss of generality, we treat it as a decay to a single
level o) and assume that L, = /27,]0,0)({e,0]. We de-
fine 2k = 2(Kex + Kin) as the total cavity loss rate and
27 = 2(yy4 + 7o) as the total rate of spontaneous decay.

The master equation describes the time evolution of
this atom-cavity system as

where x = ex,in,u,0. The quantum jumps Lin and L,
lead to the failure of the photon generation, whereas the
quantum jump Ley leads to the success. The quantum
jump L, initializes the system and then the photon gen-
eration process re-starts. We call a process where the de-
cay L, does not occur a single excitation and a process
where the decay L, occurs even just once a re-excitation
process.

We assume that the intensity and time variation of the
driving pulse are small. This assumption, which has been
used in many previous works [8, [, [I'7, 24], enables us to
use the effective operator formalism [23]. This formalism
shows that a state in an excited subspace is pPexcited =
|wexcited><wexcited| with |wexcited> X ili|€7 O> + g|g7 1>7 and
describes the time evolution of ground states as a master
equation with effective Hamiltonian and Lindblad oper-
ators as follows [25]:

A (1) = (1) u,0) (1, O], (1)
Lex(m) (t) _kCX 1n)( )|g7 ><U’7 0|7 (5)
Eu(o) (t) :lu(o)( )|u(0>7 ><u70| (6>

By using the effective operators, we determine the fi-
nal state of the desired mode in the following way. We
classify the single-photon emission events using a label
s, which is a non-negative number: In the event with
s =10, no quantum jumps occur during 0 < t < ¢; and
a jump L occurs at t = t1, where ¢t; > 0 is arbitrary.
For s > O the event s refers to the case where a jump
L occurs at t = s, no quantum jumps occur during

s <t < t, and a jump ﬁgﬁ occurs at t = t;, where
ty > s is arbitrary. Those events and the complement
(no photon emission) are mutually exclusive and are also
distinguishable without looking at the desired mode in
principle because the occurrence and its time of a quan-
tum jump (LT, LT 1) can be recorded in the associ-

ated environment. Hence the final state of the desired
mode is given by a mixture of those events as
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where |0) is a vacuum state of the desired mode. Here
r(s) is the rate of quantum jump ﬁfff at t = s, which
is to be determined from the effective master equation.
The unnormalized state vector |¢s) (s > 0) represents
the state of the emitted single photon with no quantum
jumps during s < t except the jump Lex, on condition
that the atom-cavity system is in state |u,0) at time
t = s. These are pure states because the events involve
only quantum jumps LEff whose environment is the de-
sired mode. In fact, the state |1)s) is related to the time
evolution of the atom-cavity system as

g0l = [ aESwa @m0 (®)
S

where a(t) is the output field operator. Here |®4(¢))
is the state of the atom-cavity system at time ¢ with
no quantum jumps during s < ¢, on condition that it
is in state |u,0) at time ¢ = s. More precisely, the
normalized solution ps(t) of the effective master equa-
tion with ps(s) = |u,0)(u,0] is written in the form
Ps(t) = |Ps(1))(Ps(t)|+Ps; jumps (1) With ps; jumps(t) repre-
senting an unnormalized state after one or more quantum
jumps. The time dependence of state |®,(t)) is deter-
mined by solving

d[P(1)) . e e
i <HFf §Lﬁ'f )L (1) )@(»
(9)

with initial condition |®,(s)) = |u,0). The first and sec-
ond terms on the right-hand side of the Eq. respec-
tively correspond to the single-photon states emitted by
single and re-excitation processes.

The probability of the photon generation up to time
t for the single(re-) excitation process Pyj(e)(t) is calcu-
lated as

/du #)labo) [
(10)
. ex dt’ 2(rH () +~°H (2
neff+yeff[1 o= Jodt' 2(s°" () + <>>}
t [e'e)
Pult)= [t [ ase(ol0a)]e.) P
0 0
HEH t 147 off /7 eff /7
_ o Bex [y - fat 2T @)+ )] _ p
I |- rat

(11)
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FIG. 2. Four-level system and a cavity

where

eff ‘lU(O) (t)|2
t) = oL
’ A/u(o)( ) 2 )

y(E) = i) + e ()

We assume that we apply Q(t) for a sufficiently long time
so that the population of |u,0) finally becomes zero. In
this case, the photon generation probabilities of the single
excitation and total processes are given by

off |kex(iny (1)1
Iiex(m)( ) 2

R(t) = Rex(t) + RE(2),

2
Rex g

Py 5=t1_1>r£10Psi(t) = PR (12)
. Fex 9
Prota = lim (Pei(t) + Pre(t)) = o et (13)

The ratio of the photon produced by the re-excitation
process is Ry = 1 — Psi/Piotal = K7/ (9 + k7). Equa-
tions and agree with the universal upper bound
for photon generation in a A-type three-level system [5].

The quality of a single-photon source may be evaluated
by using several quantities. One is the efficiency Piota) of
producing a photon, which has already appeared in the
above derivation. To further evaluate the quality of the
temporal modes of the single photon, we assume that the
state of the emitted light is written by

@ = Ptotalés + (1 - Ptotal)‘0><0| (14)

and define single-photon purity Dg and single-photon fi-
delity Fs by

Ds = Ti(s)”), Fs = oldslbo) g

(toltbo)

This purity Dg relates to the Hong-Ou-Mandel interfer-
ence visibility [26]. Substituting Eq. gives these two
measures as [25]

ch
2— Rre .

Ds=1—R., Fs=1- (16)
Therefore, the performance depends only on the total
photon generation probability and the ratio of the re-
excitation process, rather than the driving pulse. The
above discussion indicates that the total photon gen-
eration probability needs to be improved and the re-
excitation process suppressed to improve the perfor-

mance of the single-photon source. Equations and

show that both goals can be achieved by increasing
g.

This improvement, however, requires an experimental
breakthrough, and thus other methods to improve the
performance need to be proposed. To suppress the re-
excitation, we propose a four-level system where we add
an excited level |es), shown in Fig. The |u) — |e2)
transition is driven by the driving pulse (¢) and |e2)—|e)
transition is driven by an additional laser of frequency
wo with Rabi frequency 2€)5, which is defined as a real
constant. We define 27,2 and 27, as the decay rates
from |es) to |o) and to |e), where we represent atomic
decay to levels other than |u), |e), and |es) by decay to a
single level |o). We assume that the decay |e) — |u) is
prohibited by a selection rule.

In the three-level system, the fact that the state vec-
tor of excited states is |[texcited) X iK|e,0) + g|g, 1) leads
to increasing g reducing the population of |e) during the
photon generation process and thus suppresses the re-
excitation process. In the four-level system, increasing
Qs, which can be easily controlled, will reduce the popu-
lation of |es) and thus lead to suppression.

To confirm this expectation, we now analyze the four-
level system in the same way we did the three-level one.
The Hamiltonian describing the four-level system in a
proper rotating frame is given as

H® =A_le,0)(e, 0] + A, |e2, 0) (e, 0
+ (Q(t)]ez, 0) (u, 0] + Qszle, 0){ea, 0| + h.c.) (17)
+ (glg, 1){e, 0] + h.c.)

where we define w,, as the frequency for the energy of
lea), Ae = We — Wy — W — w2, D¢y, = We, — Wy — W,
and assume w, + wqg + wy = wy + w.. Here we as-
sume v,2 = v, = 0 to compare the four-level system
with the three-level one. We will later discuss the case
with 72,7 > 0 and show that these decays will not be
an additional problem. Lindblad operators are given as
L& = Vhedlg.0)(9.1], LY = Vrinlg, 049,11, L =
V279, |u, 0){eq, 0|, and PP = v27,]0,0)(e,0]. When as-
suming the intensity and time variation of the driving
pulse Q(t) are small, we can use the effective opera-
tor formal%%n and ﬁn(%z)that a (s2t)ate in an exc(izt)ed sub-
Space is 'ﬁexcited = |1/Jexcited><wexcited‘ with |wexcited> x
(92 + k(70 +1iAc)]|e2, 0) — Qa(ikle, 0) + g|g, 1)). Thus, we
can decrease the population of |es) by setting A, = 0 and
increasing (29, suppressing the re-excitation process. We

demonstrate that the total photon generation probability
Pt(ft)al is consistent with Eq. whereas the ratio of the
re-excitation process is

Yul(9% + £70)? + K2AZ]

R —
K%+ E70) + vul(9® + K70)? + K2AE]

and Egs. hold by replacing Ree — R [25].
This ratio is minimized for A, = 0 and is made
to further approach zero by increasing 25 such that

Q2//7(g?/K + ) > 1. This result shows that Qy >
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FIG. 3. Photon generation probability and emission time
as a function of Q2. All detunings of the three- and four-
level systems are zero and vy, = 0.1g,7y = kin = 0.01g and
Kex = Kiny/1 4 ¢2/(kiny), which maximizes Py [5]. Dashed
lines show the result of the three-level system that includes
the minimum emission time when optimizing 2o and the cor-
responding photon generation probability. The optimal value
is Qo/g> = 0.070. Solid lines show the analytical result.

g%/ K+, means Rg) < Rye. Thus, even without increas-
ing g, increasing 2o suppresses the re-excitation process
while maintaining the total photon generation probabil-
ity.

We calculate the photon generation probability and an
emission time by numerically solving the master equation
(3), where we use a QuTiP 2 package [27]. In this cal-
culation, we assume the driving pulse that has a linear
shape, i.e., Q(t) = Qot. The symbols in Figs. (a) and
b) show the photon generation probability for the re-
excitation process and the total probability with the an-
alytical values represented by the solid lines. These sim-
ulations show that the smaller g is, the smaller the de-
viation between exact solutions and ones by the effective
operator formalism is. These numerical results demon-
strate that setting 2y small and increasing €5 such that

4

Q2/g > (9%/K + ) /g = 3.2 suppresses the re-excitation
process without diminishing the total photon generation
probability compared to the three-level system.

Figure c) shows an emission time by numerical cal-
culation. Here we define a photon emission time of the
four-level system #{2) as a time when the photon genera-
tion probability for the single excitation process becomes
0.99 of its maximum value, i.e. 0.99 x (1 — Rg))Pt(ft)al.
We can find that the photon emission time increases
when €25 increases. This behavior can be explained an-
alytically. We can find that the generation probability
up to time ¢ for the single excitation process is given
as Ps(iz) (t) =(1- Rg))Pt(ft)al(l - e‘AS)h(O’t)), where we
define h(m,72) = [[*dt[Q(t)]* [25]. This equation in-

dicates that for a given shape of Q(t), increasing )\g)
makes té?ﬁ small. We can derive the upper bound of )\g)

as )\;2) < 2R§§) /~u whose equality holds when
K2QZA,

A, = . 19
SRTETEREET )

This inequality thus shows a trade-off between the pho-
ton emission time and the ratio of the re-excitation pro-
cess. Note that the trade-off is also valid for the three-
level system. However, the numerical result shows that
increasing €y suppresses the delay of photon generation
with a slight sacrifice of Pt(ft)al.

So far, we have assumed 7,2 = 7. = 0, but there may
be non-negligible decay |es) — |o),|e2) — |e) in real
atoms. The former decay does not decrease the single-
photon purity and fidelity but the total photon genera-
tion probability, whereas the latter decay affects all of
them. However, we can neglect both decays in the limit
Q2 > /(Yu + Vo2 + V) (92/F + 7o) because our system
can decrease the population of |es) and suppress all de-
cays from |e2) by increasing 2o [25].

To realize our scheme, we need to use an atom that
satisfies two following requirements: The decay |e) — |u)
is prohibited by the selection rule. The large 25 can
be applied. For example, '"'YDb satisfies these regire-
ments by defining the states of interest as |u) = 3P, |F =
1/2,mp = —1/2),|e2) = 3Dy |F = 3/2,mp = 1/2),|e) =
3P, |F =3/2,mp = 3/2), and |g) = 1S,|F = 1/2,mp =
1/2). All optical transitions between these states and
the coupling with a cavity field have been realized exper-
imentally [28H30].

In conclusion, we have introduced a scheme for gen-
erating a high-purity photon on the basis of cavity
QED. This scheme can reduce the probability of the
re-excitation process close to zero, without sacrificing
the total photon generation probability, by increasing
the driving-laser power between the excited states. Our
scheme may increase the difficulty of experiments, but
we have proposed a specific implementation using "' Yb,
where all optical transitions and the coupling with a cav-
ity have been realized experimentally. Thus, our proposal
is implementable with the current cavity-QED technolo-
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Supplementary Material for “High-purity single-photon generation based on cavity
ED”

S1. EFFECTIVE OPERATOR FORMALISM

We will summarize the effective operator formalism proposed by Reiter and Sgrensen [23]. We consider an open
system that consists of two distinct subspaces: ground subspace and decaying excited subspace. We define Pyround and

Pi’excited as projection operators onto ground subspace and decaying excited subspace and decompose the Hamiltonian

H as follows:
ﬁ :pgroundﬁpground + pCXCith-Hpoxcitcd + chcitcdﬁpgmund + Pgroundﬁpcxcitcd
a 3 ? ’ (S1)
:ngound + Hexcited + V4 + V_.

We assume that H eround = 0 and the coupling of these two subspaces Vi are perturbative. We then approximate
t X L o
/ dt’ e~ =y~ GELV, (S2)
0
and find that a state in the excited subspace is given by

ﬁexcited = ﬁexcited,apexcited = FI}G]}[V—FﬁgroundV— (IA{I\_]I}I)Ta (SS)

where we define a non-Hermitian Hamiltonian as

I:INH - exc1ted Z L le (84)

and Pground = ]ngundﬁ]:’ground. Accordingly, the dynamics of a state in ground subspace is governed by

dA roun ¥ r N T
% _( V_ +pground + h. C Z LkpexcitedLL
’ . (85)
= — i[HCHa ﬁground] + Z [Lzﬁﬁground(Lzﬁ)T - 5{(L2H)TL%H; ﬁground}:l
k
with effective Hamiltonian and Lindblad operators

rreff _ 1 117
H —3V- [Hys + (Hy) Vs, (S6)
=L H Vs (S7)

We will now extend the original results to consider the case with time-dependent couplings Vi (t). By assuming
that the time variation of V, (¢) is small in the time scale set by HN_II{, we find

t R A R R
/0 dt’ e HNnt=y 4"y ~ GHLV, (1), (S8)

Accordingly, we straightforwardly extend the derivation in Reiter and Sgrensen [23], and the state in the excited
subspace is given by

ﬁexcited = pexcited/épexcited — HV+( ) groundv ( )(Hl\_H}I)T (Sg)
We also obtain the effective master equation as
dﬁ round 1 T T ~
g = ), o] + 3 [Le pwouna (LT ()T = S{ (L5 (0) L§" (1), pgmund}} (810)
with effective Hamiltonian and Lindblad operators
o 1.~ . s
H(t) = - §Vf(t)[HNé + (Hy) TV (1), (S11)
EST(t) =L gV (1), (512)

We apply this extended effective master equation to three- and four-level systems in the following.



Three-level system

We analyze the A-type three-level system as shown in Fig. 1 in the article. The Hamiltonian is given by Eq. (2) in

the article and is reproduced here
H = Hexcitea + Vi (t) + V_(2)
where
Hexcitea = Acle, 0)(e, 0] + g(le, 0)(g, 1] + [g, 1){e, 0]),
V+(t) = Q(t)|e,0)(w, 0], V_(t) = Q*()]u, 0){e,0].
Substituting into Egs. and ( gives

pexcited = ‘ wexcited> <wexcited | 5

Woseited) =52 T 0170, 0) (], 0) + glg, 1)),

g9°+ ”(’Y + ZAe)
From Egs. (S11}) and 7 we can find:
H (1) = —A|A(t )\2|u 0){u, 0],

ex(ln) t =V 2‘%6){ (in) A |g7 U 0‘7
u(o (t) = ,/2vu(oA (u, 0],

where we define
K

Al) = g% + k(v +1A)

Q(t).
To ease the following notation, we define the effective detuning and decay rates as follows:

A1) = — AJA()2,

Kex(in) 92
K2

eff . 2
v (0) (t) 25‘2 V 27u(o)A(t)’ = '7u(o)|A(t)|27

RE(E) =R (8) + /58, 1) = 25T (1) + 5T ().

eff 2
26xmgAt’ = A2,
K’ex(m 2‘ K )l{ () | ()|

(S13)

(S14)
(S15)

(S16)

(S17)
(S18)
(S19)

(S20)

(S21)
(S22)

(S23)
(S24)

We first derive the state of the atom-cavity system at time ¢ with no quantum jumps during s < ¢, on condition

that it is in state |u,0) at time ¢ = s. The time dependence of state |®4(t)) is determined by solving

dl(bg(t» (s} (S [S)
i = <Hff ZLHT )L (1) >|<I>s(t)>

with initial condition |®,(s)) = |u,0). We can find that

He(t) ZLef” £ LET() = [AF(8) — ik (8) +77())] ], 0)(u, O]

and

|<I)5(t)> e [rar (Hcff(t/)+,ycff(t/)+iAcff(t/))|u7 0>

mh(sa t)} |u, 0).

=exp {—
Equations (S18) and (S27) give the emitted single-photon state |1)s) = fooo dt s (t)at(1)]0) as

Ys(t) =0 if ¢ <s,

_ Te _ g D | —
5.(0) ~{a 0|0 0.0)) = Vi it e

K
9% + k(v +iA,)

h(s,t)| if t>s.

(S25)

(526)

(S27)

(S28)

(S29)
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Second, we derive the rate of quantum jump I:fff at t = s. From Eq. (S10)), we derive the differential equation for the
population of |u) as

puo = — (26 (1) + 2657 (1) + 2757 (1))pu0
26(g% + ko) (S30)

— 2
- (92 +I€’7)2+H2Ag|9(t)‘ Pu,05

where p, 0 = (u, 0|p|u,0). With the initial condition p, o(0) = 1, this equation gives

pualt) =esp~ [t 206 4570

, (S31)
ﬁ@}@3ﬁ£fggmmﬁ
We then derive the rate 7(s) as follows:
r(s) =T | p()(L57(9)) L (s) ]| = 2957(8)puo(s)
—2is)exp | [ a2 70| (532)

Gl 2 269 + £30)
s ey el Ol [_ @+ et ez 8)} '

We can find the probability of the photon generation from those values. The probability of the photon generation
up to time ¢ for the single(re-) excitation process Piye)(t) is given as follows:

Py(t) = /0 dt’ [y (t")[?

t t’
:/ dt’ 26(t') exp l— / dt” 2(s*t(t") + ’yeg(t”))]
0 0

2 2 (S33)
:%92 i = {1 — exp [— e Q_Eig,y):fz)QAg h(0, t)} }

R )]

/ dt’ / ds P(s)|ys(t |2

/ at’ [io(t) 2 {exp( /0 dt 275“(”) ‘1} (S34)

2

Fex g 2k(9” + K0)
K 92+mo{ exp{ @+ ry+ w2nz O "

(:%{1 —exp [_ Ot at’ 2w (') + vgﬂ(t’))} } - Psi(t)>.

When applying Q(t) for a sufficiently long time so that the population of |u,0) finally becomes zero, the photon
generation probabilities of the single excitation and total processes are given as follows:

2

Py = Jim Py(t) = == . - - (835)
: Fex g
Piotar = tlggo(PSi(t) + Pre(t)) = K Pt (S36)
From Eq. , we can also find
2(g° + £7)

Asi = (S37)

(97 + n7)? + n2AT



This is bounded as
2R

u

whose equality holds when A, = 0.

Four-level system

We analyze the four-level system as shown in Fig. 2 in the article. We assume v, = 7. = 0 to compare the
four-level system with the three-level one. The Hamiltonian is given by Eq. (17) in the article and is reproduced here

APty =2 + VP @)+ 7P ), (S39)
A2 oa = Acle, 0){e, 0] + Acylea, 0)(e2, 0] + g(le, 0)(g, 1] + |g, 1) (e, 0]) + Q2(le, 0) ez, 0] + [e2, 0) (e, 0]), (S40)
V(1) = Qt)|ea, 0)(u, 0], V() = Q*(#)|u, 0) (€3, 0. (S41)

By assuming the intensity and time variation of (¢), we can follow the same recipe as before and derive the state in
the excited subspace as

~(2) o (2)
Pexcited | wcxmtcd > <’(/}cxc1tcd

iQ(t)
@|u,0 S42
Veseeod) = 20y iRy T Al + 180+ Ay g V (0P 0) (542
< {[g% + K(70 + iAc)]|e2,0) — Qa(irle, 0) + glg, 1))},
and the effective operators as follows:
2 2 o QAe 2 AeAe - QQ Ae
Ay = (T e KB ZTRe | 4@ )21, 0)u, 0], (513)
%%&)= iv/2hex 202 AP (8)|9, 0) (w0, (S44)
. » A
1@eft(y \ﬁg 500 T i) 4 @) (8 u, 0) (u, 0], (845)
ﬁ5,2>eff = /27,0, AP (¢ |0 0)(u, 0], (S46)
where we define
AP (4) = il Q(1). (S47)

(92 + K£%0)Yu + H(Q% —AA,) + (92 + £70) A, + EYuAC]
We then define the effective detuning and decay rates as follows:

(g + £%0)? A, + K2(AA, — Q3)A.

ADef(p) = - ClA®) (1))?, (S48)
K
eff 1 . g 2 Rex(in 9292
oo () =3[P A0 = A (549
. 1]. 9% + k(7o + il 2 92 + k7o) + K2A2
~(2)ef () == N (H ) 4® )| = %( 22 AR (1)), (S50)
1 2
W) =5 V27047 (1) ’ = 7,03 AP (1) %, (S51)
RPN (0) =w @) + w0, AP =P () PN 0). (852)

From the effective operators, we find the probability of the photon generation up to time ¢ for the single(re-)

excitation process Ps(l(ze)( ) as follows:

(2)eff t
Rex e e
Ps(iz) (t) :’W{l — eXp |:— /0 dt’ Z(K(Q) H(t/) + ’}/(2) H(t/))] }, (853)
(2) (¢ re t jo(2)eft (2)e (2)
X _ _ / S _ .
PR = {1 o | [ 26 1Py || - P (554)



When applying Q(t) for a sufficiently long time so that the population of |u,0) finally becomes zero, the photon
generation probabilities of the single excitation and total processes are given as follows:

(2)eff 20)2
('2) _ Kex _ Rexg ™35 (855)
TR @R g+ )08 (g + o) A
(2)eff 2
(2) Fex _ Fex 9 (S56)
total — (2)eff + 7(2)eff K g2 + K/’YO.
We can also find the ratio of the re-excitation process as
2 2 272
R = L) AR (557)
k(92 + 570)$% + Yul(9? + K70)? + K2 AZ]
From Eq. (S53]), we can also find
@ _ 2{Vu[(g? + K70)? + K2A2] + (g% + K7,)kQ3} ($58)
T (g% Ev0) e + (95 = Acle,)]? +[(97 + 5Y0) Acy, + EYule]?
This is bounded as
2R
A< T (59)
Yu
whose equality holds when
KZQZA,
€2 = 2 (860)

(47 707 + A7

Single-photon purity and fidelity

We use single-photon purity Dg and fidelity Fg as performance measures of a single-photon source. We first consider
the three-level system. The purity and fidelity are given by
p2

7 (Pfi+2/ ds r(s)[(oles) |* + / ds/ s’ r(s)r(s') (b 15| > (361)
Fg = 1 ( 4 51/ ds r(s)[{(wo|ths)] ) (S62)

Ptotal

Ds =

If s > s', we can find

<'l/)s’ |ws>

— [ [ <neff<t'>+veff<t'>—meff<t'>>] o [t () 410+ 6| R - s O
We then derive
Adwwwww:Adm@@r%@m@Mdmw%%w%ﬂ (564)
and
/iw/ ds’ r(s)r() (b [100)
(S65)

—2/ ds’ r(s eXpV dt’ 2(k°H(t") + ~°1 ]/ ds r(s)(Py — Pa(s exp[/ dt’ 2(k°H (¢ (t))].



From Eq. (S33]), we can derive

oo

ds r(s)(Ps — Pa(s)) exp[/ At 2(x (1 (t))}
] (S66)

ry

_pz2_The exp | — (
S p[ / 1 2025 (1) + (1) + 1£1(1)

and using this equation gives

e Rre
d s , 567
| dsrlwlv? = P (567)
/0 ds /o ds’ 7(s)r(s") | (e |1hs) |2 = 13312 i%r;re 1 fr;re. (S68)
Accordingly, we find
Ds=1-R Fs=1- Fro (S69)
S = Te) S = 9 _ Rre.
When considering the four-level system, we can also derive these measures as before:
. R
Ds=1-RY, Fs=1- P (S70)

These results show that these measures depend only on the ratio of the re-excitation process, rather than Q(t).

Case with 72,7, #0

So far, we have assumed 7,2 = 7. = 0. We now remove this assumption and analyze these effects. Our following
analytical analysis shows that we can neglect the effect of 7,2 and 7, in the limit Qs > \/ (Yu + Vo2 +7e) (G2 /5 + Yo)-
We first consider the case with 7,2 > 0,7. = 0. We can describe the decay |e2) — |o) by a Lindblad operator

L(22) = v/27,2|0,0){e2,0|. By using the effective operator formalism, we can find the corresponding effective Lindblad
operator as

i A
Z)Cf‘f / g + K '70 +1 ) (2) (t)|0, 0> <’LL7 O| (871)

and derive the total photon probability and the ratio of the re-excitation process by replacing v, — 7o + Yo2[(9? +
K%)? + K2 AZ]/(K203)

2 _ Rex g
Ptotal - K gg + K/}//7 (872)
(2) — 'Yu[(QQ + H’yé)Q + K2Az] (873)
O R(g% + E70)Q8 + ul(g? + w7))? + K2AZ)
where we define

2 2 272

g° + K7%)" + K2AZ
’Y(/) = PYO + ( /@2222 702~ (874)

2

We can find Rge is minimized for A, = 0, and in this case 7, — 7, in the limit Q2 > ¢%/K + ..

We further consider the case with v, > 0. We can describe the decay |es) — |e) by a Lindblad operator i =
V27cle, 0)(ez2,0]. We now decompose the total atom-cavity density operator as p(t) = ppure(t) + Pjumps(t) where we
define a trajectory with no quantum jumps as ppure(t). Note that ppure(t) does not depend on destinations of quantum



jumps. That is to say, ppure(t) would be the same if we chose L( ) — = V/2702|u, 0){ea,0] and L(2 V27 |u, 0){es, 0]
1nStead We thUS ﬁnd ppure excited — Pexcnedppurepexmted by replacmg ’yu — F ’YU + ’702 + ’Ye ln Eq - as

pApure,excited = ‘ ¢excited> <¢excited | 9

192(1) "
excited) = ; ; - u, 0 ure | U, 0 S75
[Gescites) = TR ) il + BT+ 7By 7 03]Vt Ol 0) (575)
X {[g° + £ (70 + iA¢)][ea, 0) — Qa(irle, 0) + glg, 1))}
Using this result gives
d ..
a T‘r[ppure(t)] = - 211ppu1re; e2,0 — 2’Yoppure; e,0 — 2"{ppure;g,l
_ oH97 + R70) Q3 + T((9% + #7)* + A7] (876)
ng% Ppure; g,15
where we define ppure;» = (Z|Ppure|x). We also find
AP (t
%ﬂ = 2"$exppure;g,1a (877)

where we define the photon generation probability with no atomic decay up to ¢ as Péi)re(t). Using Eqgs (S76)), (S77),
and limy_, o Tr[ppure(t)] = O gives the photon generation probability with no atomic decay as

K 292
P2 = exd °°3 . (S78)
PUC k(92 + K70)03 4 T[(g% + £70)% + K2AZ]
We now describe the density operator of the emitted light as
b=t0+ [ AT Do) + [ A7 Ky eno(1)a(r) + (1= BEL)O)(0 (879)
0 0

Here the first term represents the state of the emitted single photon with no atomic decay. The second term represents
the state of the emitted single photon where no quantum jumps occur until 7 and a jump L, occurs at 7, where 7 > 0
is arbitrary. The third term represents the state of the emitted single photon where no quantum jumps occur until 7
and a jump L. occurs at 7, where 7 > 0 is arbitrary. We can find Tr[g;(7)] < kex/k (i = 1,2), and thus derive

[eS) oo
Tr [/ dT 2’Yuppure; e2,0 (T)él (T) + / dT 2’)’eppure; ea,0 (T)é2 (T)
0 0

/f X
= / dr 2(yu + ’Ye)ppure e2,0 o(7)

Kex 157 A7 2(7u + Ye) Ppure; 2,0(T)

k fooo d7 (2T ppure; e2,0(T) 4 2%0Ppure; e,0(T) + 26Ppure; 9,1(7'»
_fex  (vut7e)l(g? + K70)® + K2AZ
R K92+ W) + T(g2 + K70)? + K2AZ)

(S80)

where we use fooo d7 (2T ppure; e5,0(T) + 270 Ppure; e,0(T) +2KPpure; 9,1 (7)) = 1. This upper bound is minimized for A, = 0

and is made to further approach zero by increasing s such that Qa/+1/T'(g%/K + v0) > 1.
Therefore, we can only produce the photon with no atomic decay and neglect the effect of 7,2 and v, in the limit

Qo > \/F(gz/ﬁ'f")’o).
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