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Abstract

We investigated the entanglement in a diluted magnetic semiconductor quantum dot, crucial for quantum technolo-
gies. Despite their potential, these systems exhibit low extraction rates. We explore self-assembled InGaAs quantum
dots, focusing on entanglement between them based on spin states. Our analysis involves defining wavefunctions,
employing density matrix operators, and measuring entanglement entropy. Numerical assessments reveal few promis-
ing pairs among various quantum dot combinations that exhibit significant entanglement. Additionally, this work
discusses theoretical developments and statistical evaluations of entanglement in diluted magnetic semiconductor

quantum dots, providing insights into their potential for quantum applications.
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In quantum mechanics, the term “entanglement”
refers to a strong correlation between the character-
istics of two or more particles irrespective of their
separation. Particles like electrons, photons, or
atoms can exist in a superposition of states, where
they are simultaneously in multiple states until they
are measured or observed. The behavior of one of
the entangled particles is immediately coupled to
the behavior of the others, regardless of the distance
between them. As a result, when the characteris-
tics of an entangled particle are measured, the char-
acteristics of all the other particle become corre-
lated with that measurement and instantly change
to maintain the overall state of entanglement. This
correlation holds true even if the particles are sepa-
rated in space, suggesting that information is some-
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though this does not violate the principle of causal-
ity or allow for faster-than-light communication [IJ.
Quantum entanglement has been a challenge to
our understanding of the fundamental nature of re-
ality ever since it was first proposed by Einstein,
Podolsky, and Rosen in their seminal article [IJ.
The idea of quantum entanglement is important
theoretically, and has undergone rigorous experi-
mental studies. In quantum information science
which is the basis of quantum computer, secure
communication, quantum teleportation and quan-
tum cryptography, the use of entangled state is
of fundamental importance [2, [3]. Quantum tele-
portation, a ground-breaking mechanism that uses
the entanglement shared by particles to enable the
transfer of quantum states, also depends on quan-
tum entanglement [4l [5]. In fact, it is anticipated
that quantum entanglement will significantly im-
prove computer performance, secure data network
architecture, state teleportation, etc 7], [8, [9]. Mak-
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ing quantum gates and contributing significantly to
quantum communication and information process-
ing is the concept of quantum entanglement [10} [T1].
Numerous experiments, including the well-known
Bell’s theorem experiments that demonstrated the
incompatibility of certain local hidden variable the-
ories with the predictions of quantum physics, have
been used to scientifically validate the concept of
entanglement. For instance, the polarization states
of photons and the spin states of electrons. The
quantum states of an entangled system cannot be
factored as a product of states of its local con-
stituents. Bell established the maximum strength
of correlations and demonstrated that certain en-
tangled systems will violate this maximum accord-
ing to quantum theory [6]. If two photons are en-
tangled, no matter how far apart two photons are
from one another, measuring the polarization of
one of the photons will reveal the polarization of
the other. Kocher et al [I2] showed that calcium
atoms can emit two entangled photons. Togan et al
[13] validates quantum entanglement between opti-
cal photon polarization and a solid-state qubit with
an electronic spin of a nitrogen vacancy centre in
diamond. The quantum eraser technique is used
to demonstrate a high degree of control over inter-
actions between a solid state qubit and the quan-
tum light field. Warren et al. [14] demonstrated
a photon-mediated cross-resonance gate, which is
suitable for realistic experimental capabilities and
does not require resonant tuning. Chan et al.
[15] showcase high-fidelity on-chip entanglement be-
tween a photon and a quantum-dot hole spin qubit.
This was achieved through rapid photon scatter-
ing and active spin control in a microsecond, much
quicker than other solid-state platforms. The inter-
actions that lead to the entangled systems can take
many different forms. When there is no interaction
between the components of the composite system,
quantum entanglement is feasible.

In a bipartite system, quantum entanglement
pertains to a system containing two particles or
subsystems which could include atoms, photons, or
larger objects. Describing the entangled state of a
bipartite system requires a joint description which
accounts for their entanglement and cannot be de-
scribed by considering the states of its individual
components separately. A tensor product is com-
monly used to describe bipartite entangled states
in mathematics. An entangled state of two parti-

cles, A and B, can be represented in this way.

[v) = a|0)]1) B + B[1) 4|1) B, (1)

here, the states of each particle are represented by
|0) and |1), while the different configurations’ prob-
ability amplitudes are determined by the complex
numbers « and 3. The entangled states have crucial
characteristics, that individual states of the parti-
cles A and B are not well-defined but rather exists
in a superposition of various possibilities.

Generally speaking, an entangled state |¢) of a
bipartite system can be identified if condition such
as

(W) as =D cijli)a®@[e)s #¥)a @ [¢)5, (2)

i,J

is met [I8]. Gupta et al. [I6] conducted a study
that delves into the quantification of entanglement
in pure bipartite states. This was achieved using
the Schmidt number and Schmidt rank [16], [17],
which served as the primary means of measurement.

2. Theoretical formulations

We consider a bipartite system consisting of two
quantum dots A and B. For a bipartite states sys-
tem “AB” a pure state can be written as a double
sum over the product basis {|u;) ® |v;)}, as [18, [19]

V) aB = Z Cijlui)a ® |v;)B. (3)

The QDs represent two qubits consisting of four
electronics states, Viz; heavy hole valence band
states (| = 2) and conduction band states | £ 1).
A composite system which has 4-states can repre-
sent two qubits as [21].

[W)as = > > enlhA) @I B), (4)
A l

where {\; A)} and {l; B)} are certain angular mo-
mentum bases in the respective subsystems A and
B.

These states in quantum system can be alterna-
tively represent by density operator. Use of density
operator has significant advantage for relaxation
and nonlinear quantum optics. The density matrix
or density operator defined as the outer product of
the state

p(t) = () (¥ ()] (5)
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Thus a pure state contains all the information about
the system using single state vector. The mixed
state of the density matrix is defined as

PE) =D ol ()) ({1, (6)
k=1

where, py, is the probability distribution associated
with each state vector ¢y. It is clearly seen from
the definition of density matrix p of pure and mixed
state that pure state is a special case of mixed state,
where one of the probability p; has value equal to
one and other have values equal to zero. This give
us clear definition of incoherent mixture given by
equation @ The density matrix corresponding to
coherent state Y, ci|t) can be written as

p= el lvw) (Wl + Y e eilvn) (wil,  (7)
k

k#j

One can notice that the second term in equation
(7) is interference term.

The time evolution of density operator is govern
by Schrodinger equation

ap
th — = —|[p, H], 8
L = —[p,H) (5)
where H is Hamiltonian of the interaction. In our
case we considered the Hamiltonian for the case of
time evolution for the population in different energy
states. which is defined as

H = —%(uiE¥ +ec.c.) (9)
where pt = p, + i, and E*t=E, + 1By

We use the spin state of the DMS-QD, which can
be split via strong magnetic field normal to growth
axis in a QD. Here due to act of such consideration,
the degeneracy of the |+3) as well as |+1) states are
lifted and these four levels served as the 2 two-levels
system. Population and electron spin mechanism
manipulated through pulse sequences. The pulses
considered here are sequentially operated, left and
right circular polarized form of a laser, which ex-
cites electron from J, = |3) state in valence band
(VB) to generate population in the J, = |3) state
in conduction band (CB).

As exhibited in Fig. |1} we considered the interac-
tion of three pulses in sequence with the quantum
dot under study. First optical pulse raises the pop-
ulation from |+ 2) ([i)) to |+ 3) (|44)) via a right
circularly polarized pulse (indicated as o~). The

7=13) 7.3
J:3)

7=13) 43)
2o1d

Figure 1. Optical and magnetic assisted transitions processes
considered are exhibited through a A-type four level system.

second pulse is magnetic pulse (B1) at resonance
energy of spin split energy of conduction band (CB)
states responsible for spin flip in QD, raises the pop-
ulation from | + 1) (|jj)) to | — 3) (|kk)) . The fi-
nal third pulse raises the population of the electron
from | — 1) (|kk)) to | — 2) (1)) via o which is
left circularly polarized pulse.

In practice, it is difficult to grow and illuminate
a isolated single quantum dot. We considered that
an ensemble of quantum dots which get illuminated
due to finite spot size of the laser. The entan-
glement of states between two quantum dots will
be obtained in the forthcoming discussions. To es-
tablish the entanglement between the energy spin
states we define the wave-function for the two dif-
ferent bipartite system, for the first bipartite sys-
tem we consider the energy states, |3),[3),] — 3)
and | — 3) of first quantum dot and similarly we

2
consider for the another second quantum dot.

2.1. Preparation of Quantum Dot

As shown in Fig. [T} the QD having A type energy
structure can be excited by an appropriate optical
pulse of o~ polarization scuh that the population
goes from state |+ 3) < |+ 1) states. Also a mag-
netic pulse energy can create population oscillation
between |+ 3) < | — 1) states. On the other hand,
optical excitation of o1 polarization exhibits pop-
ulation oscillation between | — 3) < | — 1) states.
The preparation of quantum dots in these subsys-
tems are termed as R1, R2 and R3 respectively.

If two independent quantum dots prepared in any
one of these subsystems are considered to be in a
bipartite system. Together they form nine combi-
nations as shown in Fig. The sequential illumi-
nation of the quantum dots with optical and mag-
netic pulses may keep the QDs in the subsystem for
times less than the relaxation time. Our objective
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Figure 2. Possible nine-bipartite systems (case I to IX) are
exhibited. The quantum dots 1 and 2 may be prepared in
any one of the subsystems R1, R2 or R3. Detailed population
dynamics the subsystem are discussed in [22].

is to study the entanglement between these energy
states.

3. Results and Discussions

In general the wavefunction for the bipartite sys-
tem created from two subsystems A and B is de-
fined as

) =" paslt) 4@10) 5. (10)

here p 4, p is probability coefficient. Detailed deriva-
tions are given in

The density matrix operator j(¢) corresponding
to the matter-field interactions between the spin
split levels responsible for the transition between
two-level system. We use the master equation

plt) = = [H(B), 6] ~Tp(t), (1)

where I' is the phenomenological decay constant.
The Hamiltonian H (t)(= Hy + H'(t)) and density
matrix p(t) for nine different bipartite systems are
expressed as

p(t) = |a) (sl (12)

The eigenvalues for the reduced density matrices
are in the form of

Aa,B = %(1 ++/(1-C?), (13)

here C' is concurrence. The entanglement (E) in
pure state is measured by its entropy of entangle-
ment,

E=5(pa) =5S(ps), (14)

where S(p) is the von Neumann entropy defined
as —T'rplog, p. The entanglement can be written
in the form of eigenvalues for the reduced density
matrices as

E =—-Xjlogy Aa — Aplogy Ap. (15)

Detailed calculations of concurrence and entangle-

ment are given in
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Figure 3. Population dynamics of all four states in the A
system, considered. The total population pr represented
as solid line shows a decay due to the relaxation process
accounted in the calculations. We represented the state of
DMS QD as ‘R1’ during the shining of area pulse ¢, while
the system is represented as ‘R2’ during the area pulse of
(¢1 + ¢2) and if the optical excitation pulse are of (2¢1 + ¢2)
leads to a subsystem R3.

3.1. Population dynamics

The population dynamics of the QDs in electronic
states is shown in Fig. [3] The population from the
state | + 2) (or p;;) is excited to state | + 3) (or
p;j) via right circular polarization. The evolution
of population dynamics is addressed in detail in our
previously published work [22]. However, in the
present situation we are interested in understand-
ing the population dynamics only up to w-pulse. We
studied here the population dynamics for entangle-
ment between the QDs, which is the requirement
for microscopic study. The pulse duration for the

s

first regime that last up-to ¢; = (5) pulse area as

depicted in Fig. [3] shows that the population in
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| 4+ 2) state as p;; decreases, while the population
in |+ %) described by p;; increases. At the termi-
nation of 1st pulse at ¥ pulse area. Second pulse
begin at ¢; that last up-to ¢1 + ¢ = (% + 7) the
population from |+ 1) state raises to | — 3) to state.
This occurred because the second pulse, which is a
magnetic pulse flips the spin state. One can no-
tice from Fig. [ that the population py in state
| — 1) exponentially increases during the excitation
by second pulse. At the termination of 2nd pulse at
@1 + ¢2 the third pulse which is left circular polar-
ize pulse deexcites the population from pgr to py,
up to the pulse area 2% + 7 = 2¢1 + ¢2. Fig.
shows the true nature of population govern in such
system. We have also plotted the total population
pr as a function of pulse area in the same Fig.
and it can be observed that the total population
decreases due to incoherent noise.

Case I Case III Case VII Case IX
T T T T

04 = [1/2ym— J
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03] - 4

02| - |-3/2y e B
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Figure 4. Degree of entanglement for various bipartite states
is exhibited. The QD in a bipartite state ‘A’ and another
QD in a bipartite state ‘B’ as shown in [3] are entangled.
Four possible entanglement are reported here. (i) Both QDs
in bipartite state ‘A’, represented as A; — Ag, (ii) Both QDs
in bipartite state ‘B’, represented as B1 — B2, and (iii)/(iv)
one QD in state ‘A’ and the other in ‘B’ represented by
A1 — By and By — As.

The parameters taken here to calculate the en-
tanglement are as follows, the time duration taken
for the excitation for the first pulse is 71 = 0.3 ps
and 7 duration for the second pulse. This sec-
ond pulse flip the spin from |+ 1) to | — 1) for
the time duration is 3.4 ps. The third pulse dura-
tion for the de-excitation of population from | — )
to | — %) is 5.4 ps which last up to the pulse area
1.17r. The interaction Hamiltonian for radiation-

matter defined as H = hQyj. Here Q;; is Rabi

+ —
flopping frequencies defined as Qg (t) = %@)

for the first pulse, Q,(t) = WQTB(” for the second

- gt
pulse and Q5;3(t) = %@) is the Rabi flopping
frequency for the third pulse. The transition dipole
moment for electric and magnetic fields are j;; and

i; which is taken as phenomenological.

3.2. Concurrence and Entanglement

Using the above parameters the entanglement for
Case-I is obtained from equation and it is
found to be 6.13 x 1073, this value is not much
significant, but the possibility of entanglement of
the state can’t be ruled out. We have then ob-
tained the entanglement for the Case III, here the
quantum dots are polarization entangled via spon-
taneous optical stimulation via right and left cir-
cularly polarized pulsed in first and second quan-
tum dots. The value for the entanglement between
the QDs is 0.385 which comes out through equa-
tion . Further we moved to the Case VII. The
quantum dots are entangled via left and right circu-
larly polarized pulsed in the first and second quan-
tum dots. The entanglement shows the remarkable
significant value up-to the scale to attract the re-
sults is 0.021, the output is the result obtained from
equation . The last case we investigate be-
tween the QDs is the Case IX to observe the en-
tanglement. Here we choose the QDs for which
the electronic states for the QDs are | — 1) and
| — %) Both are governed by left circularly polar-
ized light. The result of the entanglement as lead
by the equation is 6.159 x 10~*. We plotted
the entanglement of these two QDs in a different
time of optical pulses in Fig. [} We found that, in
these four cases the Case III and Case VII show the
entanglement of QDs with the executable results.
These results also show the strong correlation be-
tween the QDs, when we reverse the execution of
polarization pulses as depicted in the inset of fig.
[ The horizontal axis in figure [d] gives the details
of two cases where we have entanglement found be-
tween the quantum dots. The measurement of en-
tanglement between two qubits can be realized by
the concurrence “C”. Due to finite value of concur-
rence, we got the entanglement in our cases. The
Bell state corresponds to entangleThomasment in

. 0 1 1 0
our case is %
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4. Conclusions

We considered the bipartite system of two quan-
tum dots simultaneously excited by the sequence
of pulses. In the proposed preparation of the elec-
tronic states in QDs as discussed earlier, the popu-
lation in the |+3) conduction band state is obtained
via the optical pulse, the | — %) state population re-
sults due to the magnetic pulse which causes spin
flipping of | 4+ 1) electron in the state. The simul-
taneous excitation of the quantum dots may lead
to the nine possibilities of excitations as shown in
Fig. [2l The deexcitation of electrons in |+32) states
will lead to the emission of right and left circularly
polarized photons. We have obtained the expres-
sions for the entanglement as well as energy states
of emitted photons resulting due to these deexcita-
tions.
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Appendix A. Density Matrix

General wave function for the Case I (see Fig.
2), can be written as

3 1
) :a|§>+b|§>v (A.1)
and the wave function for the second QD is

92 = cl2) +dl3). (A2)
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Here a, b, ¢, and d are probability coefficients asso-
ciated with each energy states. The bipartite states
together for the system can be written as

[)r = |¥)1 @ [P)a (A.3)

3 3 3 1
lv) = a|§>®\§>+b|§>®|§>

1 3 i1 1
= = = =) A4
w e +dlpels).  (Ag

where a/, b/, c/, and d are probability coefficients
associated with bipartite energy states.
In general this can be written as,

) = (A.5)

D Paslt)o@l)g.
here p,g is probability coefficient.

The density matrix operator j(t) corresponding
to the matter-radiation interactions between the
spin split levels responsible for the each different
bipartite system is given as,

= (el +vided
+ @13 +d 13 ®l3)
(=Gl Gl +b" (3@ (3]
+* (e Gl+d* (3o (3l), (A6
a0 ab* ac’ ad:

O RO IR %)
da* db* dc* dd*

before we go further ahead in our approach to study
the entanglement of the bipartite system. We gen-
eralized the energy levels to ease for writing the
density matrix of the nine combinations. We shall
consider the present spin state representation as
13) = [i), [3) = 13), | — &) = k) and |- 3) = [1).

So the density matrix for the first case can be
written as

PPy PiiPij  PijPii  PiiPi
plt) = | PPy Pitby; PiaPis Pilii | g
PjiPii  PjiPij  PiiPii  PijPij
PjiP5i  PiiPi;  PiiPyi  PiiPj;

correspondingly, above procedure can be imposed
to write the density matrix for the rest of the cases,

7
we get
piiPi; PP PiiP;  PijPik
. PiiPrL;  PiiPre  PijPr;  PijPhk
pt)rr = ¥ ’ )
PjiPj; Pjip;k ij/’;j ijp;k
PjiPr;  PiiPrk  PiiPhj  PiiPlk
(A.9)
PiiPLy  PiiPr PijPrk  PijPri
. _ | piPl  piph PPl PiiPL
t = s
PO = | plote pupts pssbln PisPL
PjiPlk  PiiPu PijPlk  PiiPl
(A.10)
PiiPsi  PijPij  PikPii  PikPi
X PiiPii PPy PikPyi  PikPj;
t — J JJ J i |,
PO = | pispts pradty pseols pins
ijp;i ijp;k'j PkkP;i Pkk/);j
(A.11)
PiiPi;  PiiPik  PikPi;  PikPjk
o)y = | PiaPri PiaPlc PikPij  PikPhi
ijp;j pij;k ﬂkkp;j PkkP;k ’
PkiPrj PkjPkk  PkkPkj  PkkPr
(A.12)
PjjPkk  PiiPri PikPik  PikPki
pleyyr = | Pk FaaPie Jakh Pk
PkiPri  PkjiPri  PkkPri  PkkPl
PkiPle  PkiPli  PkPlr  PkkPl
(A.13)
PkkPS  PkkPij  PRIPi PP
* * * *
ﬁ(t)VII: Pkkpi'i Pkkpi‘j Pklpi‘z' Pklpi'j ’
PlkPii  PlkPi;  PuPii  PUPij
PPy PP PuPy  PUPS;
(A.14)
PEkPjj PPk PRIPS;  PRLDjE
* * * *
. kkPli  Pkk kiPk;  PKLP;
P(t)VHI: P pfj P pfk P pfj P pﬂg(k: ;
PikPjj  PikPjr  PUPj;  PUPjk
PlkPrj  PlkPrr  PUPk; PP
(A.15)
PkkPLk  PEkPLL PRIPRE  PRIPRi
pt)1x = Pk:kp*lk Pk:kp*u ,Oklp*lk sz/)*u
PikPrr  PlkPrr  PlPrr PPl
PPl PPl PUPL  PUPY
(A.16)

The wave function of the qubit system in equa-
tion can be written in [i),]7), k) and |I) gen-
eralized basis,

) =a'li) @ i) +b'i) @ |f) + ¢ |5) ® i) + d |5) @ 13),
(A.17)
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where |a'|? + [b/|? + |¢'|? + |d’|* = 1, that implies
for the density matrix of the desired case. In view
of this we can write, one of the eigenvalue is 1 for
the eigenvector of the matrix in hand and the other
three eigenvalues are zero [20]. In order to see the
effect of entanglement in energy states, we need to
write the reduced density matrices for each and ev-
ery case, before we start further investigation. The
reduced density matrices for the case I are

A(t)ar = (Piipfi + piipj;  PiiPi + Pijﬂ%)
PjiPii t PjiPj;  PiiPii + PiiPy;)
A.18)
PiiPii * PijPii  PiiPiy T PijPij
~ 17 (X3
p(t)31—< ittt i!).
PiiPj; + PijiPji  PiiPjj + PijPjj
(A.19)

Appendix B. Concurrence

The entanglement for the first case is
Er = —Xarlogy (Mar) — Agrlog, ()\B]). (B.l)

Same procedure implies to second and rest of the
cases. We get the reduced density matrices for the
subsequence cases as,

At ars = <plilip;:j pibh Pl + pf?'”é’“) 7
PjiPjj T PiiPrk  PijPjj t PijPkk
(B.2)

. piiPy; + PiiPi; PPk T pjjp*k>
¢ — 33 33 j ik )
At)srr (piipzj +piiPr;  PiiPr + PP
(B.3)
and the concurrence C7y is

Crr = [(piipj; + piitir)(PijPs; + PiiPkk)
—(piP3; + PisPia) (Psis; + pjiois IBA)
The entanglement is

Err = —Xarrlogy (Aarr) — Aprrlogy (Agrr) (B.5)

. _ | piiPLy + PiPl PiiPR T Pijﬂz*l>
P t AIIl — < * * * *
®) PjiPkk + PiiPll PiiPrk t PiiPL)
(B.6)
R _ [ PiiPkk T PijPRE  PiiPr T ijPZz>
t = ,
pO)p1rr (Pii/’h +piiply  PuPh Tt PiiPL

(B.7)

and the concurrence Cyyy is
Crir = [(piibrw + PiiP)(Pii Pk + P1iPL)
(pijPir. + Pispi0) (pjioie + piipi)] (B.8)
The entanglement is
Errr = —Xarrrlogy (Aarrr) — Aprrrlogs (A1)
(B.9)
For the case IV
() ary = (ijpii + PP PikPy T+ pjkij) ’

PkiPi; + PkjPj;  PkkPi; T PkkP};
(B.10)

() pry = (ijp?i + kP PPy T pkkﬁ;j)

P PiiPji T PrEPG:  PiiPs  PrkP];
(B.11)
and the concurrence Cyy is
Crv = [(pjjpii + Pijr;;)(Pekpis + Prkp;;)

—(pikpi; + pikPs;) (i Py + pr B YE)
The entanglement is
Ery = —Xarvlogy (Aarv) — Aprv logy (Asrv)
(B.13)
For the case V
() ay = <ijp}:j +ij}/)7§<;€ ijpzj + ijﬂ%) 7
PkjPj; t PkjPrr  PkkPjj T PkkPri
(B.14)

plehay = (P Pty Pt D),
PjjPrj T PkkPr;  PijPri T PkkPli
(B.15)
and the concurrence CYy is

Cv = [(pjjPi; + PijPi)(PrkP}; + PrkPii)
—(pikp; + pikpii) (ki P55 + Prj pikBT8)
The entanglement is
EV = _)\AV 10g2 ()\AV) — )\BV 10g2 ()\BV) (B].?)
For the case VI

X _ (PiiPik + PiiPT PikPik pjkp?}>
t - * * * * ’
Plt)avi (pwkk FORiPl PRRPLE T PERDT,
(B.18)

A _ (PiiPrr T PREPLE  PiiPRL T PkkPZz)
t = * * * * )
PV (pjjplk + PrkPi  PiiPL T PrEPY
(B.19)
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and the concurrence Cy g is

Cvr [(PjiPrx + PiiPL) (PREPEE + PEEPI)

—(piwPir, + Pinei) (PriPhi + P PIB20)

The entanglement is

EVI = _)\AVI 10g2 ()\AV]) - ABV[ 10g2 ()\BVI)
(B.21)
For the case VII

pt)avir = (pkkp;; T PukPj;

Pripy; + Pklﬂ%)
PIkP}; + PUkP} ’

pupi; + pupi;
(B.22)

. o o
() pyir = (pkkp” PuP;;

PrkPij + lePfj)
PrkP; + PUPT; ’

PPyt Pupj;
(B.23)
and the concurrence Cyyy is

Cvir = [(prrpsi + prrps;) (pupii + pupi;)

—(prpf; + praply) (e + pupy; ) [B24)

The entanglement is

Evir = —Xavirlogy (Aavir) — Apvirlogy (Agvirr)
(B.25)
For the case VIII

. kL + PrEP:
p(t)AVHI:(p 055 + Pkl

Pripy; + PklP§k>
PP + PukPfy, ’

pup;; + Pupkk
(B.26)

. kkPL: + pups;
pt)Bvirr = (p Py T PP

PkkPr; + PUPk;  PrkPri + PUPKK

(B.27)

PrkPjy + Pllp;'k)

and the concurrence Cyyy is

Cvirr = [(prkpj; + prepir) (pupy; + pupik)

—(pr1P; + pripi) (pupy; + pikpikd328)

The entanglement is

Evirr = —Aavirrlogs (Aavirr)—Asvirrlogs (Asvirrr)
(B.29)
For the case IX

pt)arx = <pkkp2k  PrkPl

PriPy + PrIPT,
PLkPlr, T PLEPY ’

pupL, + pup
(B.30)

p(t)pix = (Pkkﬂ}ik + Pupiy

PrkPly + szP?})
PrkPLx + PUPY, ’

PrEPL + pupy
(B.31)
9

and the concurrence Cryx is

Crix = [(prrpir + prrrit) (pupis + pupiy)
—(pripi + prapi) (pucpie + pucpiy) (B232)

The entanglement is

Erx = —Aarxlogy (Aarx) — Aprx logy (Aprx)
(B.33)



	Introduction
	Theoretical formulations
	Preparation of Quantum Dot

	Results and Discussions
	Population dynamics
	Concurrence and Entanglement

	Conclusions
	Acknowledgement
	Density Matrix
	Concurrence

