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Solid-state quantum emitters are excellent sources of on-demand indistinguishable or entangled photons
and can host long-lived spin memories, crucial resources for photonic quantum-information applications.
However, their scalability remains an outstanding challenge. Here, we present a scalable technique to
multiplex streams of photons from multiple independent quantum dots, on chip, into a fiber network for
use “off chip.” Multiplexing is achieved by incorporating a multicore fiber into a confocal microscope and
spatially matching the multiple foci, seven in this case, to quantum dots in an array of deterministically
positioned nanowires. As a proof-of-principle demonstration, we perform parallel spectroscopy on the
nanowire array to identify two nearly identical quantum dots at different positions, which are subsequently
tuned into resonance with an external magnetic field. Multiplexing of background-free single photons from
these two quantum dots is then achieved. Our approach, applicable to all types of quantum emitters, can
readily be integrated into scalable photonic based quantum technologies.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Motivated by the phenomenal scalability of semicon-
ductor integrated circuits for classical computing and
communication, semiconductor quantum photonic chips
have been pursued for light-based quantum-information
technologies. Visions of fully integrated quantum pho-
tonic chips, which require on-demand indistinguishable
single-photon generation integrated on chip with low-loss
directional couplers, phase shifters, filters, and single-
photon detectors, have been presented [1–4]. On-chip inte-
gration of solid-state emitters such as color centers in
diamond [5–8], molecules [9,10], two-dimensional mate-
rials [11–14], and III–V semiconductor quantum dots
(QDs) [15–21], are particularly promising for these appli-
cations. As solid-state emitters reach maturity, the next
logical step is to interface these sources with larger
quantum photonic architectures to promote the scalabil-
ity and realization of multipartite quantum-information
protocols [22]. For example, near-term application of
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quantum-information protocols such as quantum key
distribution [23] (including measurement-device-
independent schemes [24]), boson sampling [25,26], and
photonic cluster state generation for measurement-based
quantum computing [27–29] all benefit from having mul-
tiple streams of indistinguishable photons that can be real-
ized with QDs. However, while each independent ingre-
dient of the fully integrated chip vision has been realized
separately, hybrid integration of all components in a fully
functional platform is a demanding long-term challenge.
Hence, in the near term, a viable approach to develop appli-
cations is to connect the separate components via optical
interlinks such as optical fibers. In addition, long-term
applications such as long-distance quantum communica-
tion [30] or distributed quantum networking [31,32] neces-
sitate coupling of the quantum light off chip into a fiber
network.

To handle the capacity and connectivity required for
these applications, multiplexing techniques that expand
the current solid-state hardware infrastructure are required.
One approach is the integration of multicore fibers (MCFs)
in a fiber-based quantum optical network. MCFs have n
cores within a single cladding and achieve single-mode
transmission of each core with minimal crosstalk [33].
These properties enable an ultrahigh (Tb/s) optical trans-
mission capacity [34] and spatial-division multiplexing,
with up to n = 120 cores [35] for optical quantum
communication [36].

2331-7019/20/14(3)/034011(11) 034011-1 Published by the American Physical Society

https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8066-754X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9882-8380
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5163-7640
https://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1103/PhysRevApplied.14.034011&domain=pdf&date_stamp=2020-09-03
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevApplied.14.034011
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


ZHE-XIAN KOONG et al. PHYS. REV. APPLIED 14, 034011 (2020)

In this paper, we introduce a multispot microscopy
setup that combines two MCFs for individual excitation
and collection of multiple foci in a confocal microscope.
By matching the foci from each fiber core to a custom-
designed chip of spatially positioned nanowire arrays with
embedded QDs, we are able to probe multiple independent
quantum emitters (up to n = 7) on a single chip and collect
the fluorescence from each quantum emitter into a sepa-
rate single-mode fiber. By connecting the MCF to a linear
fiber array at the input of an imaging spectrometer, we are
able to simultaneously perform spectroscopy on the seven
independent QDs in the array. We take advantage of this
to rapidly scan the quantum-emitter array and identify two
QDs with ground-state emissions separated by just 0.113
meV, which we subsequently tune into resonance with an
external magnetic field. By exciting both QDs individually,
we observe suppressed multiphoton emission probability
in the emission from both QDs, which validates the gener-
ation of single photons from remote emitters on the same
chip. This constitutes a proof-of-principle demonstration
of multiplexing single-photon streams from separate quan-
tum sources. Our results motivate the integration of both
coherent excitation and parallel spectroscopy to generate
streams of indistinguishable single photons from multiple
emitters on the same chip, which are crucial resources for
photonic quantum technologies.

II. LOW-TEMPERATURE MULTISPOT
CONFOCAL-MICROSCOPE SETUP

Figure 1(a) shows the schematic of the multispot
microscope. We use two commercial MCFs (OptoScribe,
COF073400, core diameter 8.2 μm) consisting of n = 7
cores arranged in a hexagonal pattern with a lattice con-
stant of a0 = 35 μm). The fan-outs connected to each
of the MCFs, at the excitation and collection, allow us
to excite and collect from each focus independently. Our
microscope builds on a previous design using only a MCF
in the collection arm of the microscope [37] that pre-
vents independent excitation and collection at each focus.
The MCFs are mounted on rotation cages to allow precise
alignment of the excitation and collection spots. The lateral
displacement of the beam from the MCF, collimated using
a collimating lens (Thorlabs C280TMD-B, focal length
f1 = 18.4 mm and NA = 0.15), is compensated with a
pair of relay lenses (RL1 and RL2) to form a quasi-4f
configuration. The relay lenses, both singlets, have focal
lengths of f2 = 250 mm (RL1) and f3 = 300 mm (RL2).
They are positioned 50 cm above the microscope objective
(focal length fobj = 2.93 mm and NA = 0.81). This gives
an estimated magnification of M = fobjf3/f1f2 ≈ 0.19 and
an estimated spot-size separation of a = Ma0 ≈ 6.7 μm.
Upon illumination of all seven cores of the MCF using the
same 940-nm (1.319-eV) narrow-band laser, we observe
an image of the MCF on the camera (CCD). The image,
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FIG. 1. The multispot microscope and nanowire sample struc-
ture. (a) A schematic of the lens configuration of the multispot
microscope: col, collimating lens; rot, rotatable fiber mount; BS,
96:4 beam splitter; RL, relay lens; obj, microscope objective;
CCD, charged-coupled device. (b) An image of the collection
or excitation spots on the CCD device. (c) A SEM image of
the tilted sample. The nanowires are arranged in a hexagonal
lattice (the geometry is outlined by the dashed lines) with lattice
spacing a.

shown in Fig. 1(b), gives a measured spot spacing of
6.5 μm, with the slight deviation from the estimated value
due to a small inaccuracy in the position of the relay lenses.

In this work, we utilize InP nanowires deterministically
positioned in a hexagonal lattice with the lattice constant
(a) ranging from 6.1 μm to 7 μm. Figure 1(c) shows a
scanning electron microscope (SEM) image of the tilted
nanowire sample. The range of lattice constants is designed
to optimize the spatial overlap between the foci of the
multicore fiber to the position of the nanowires when
accounting for a small deviation in the magnification from
the expected value. Within each nanowire, (In,As)P QDs
with ground-state emission from 910 to 950 nm are embed-
ded. Further details of the growth process are described in
Refs. [38,39]. The sample is kept at T = 3.7 K in a closed-
cycle cryostat (Attocube attoDry1000) equipped with a 9-T
superconducting magnet. The sample is mounted in the
Faraday configuration, where the external magnetic field
(Bext) is parallel to the nanowire growth axis. For anti-
bunching experiments, a tunable band-pass filter with a
full width at half maximum of 1 nm (1.47 meV), centered
at 916.30 nm (1.3531 eV) is placed before the collimat-
ing lens at the collection to filter out the above-band
continuous-wave (cw) excitation laser at 830 nm (1.4938
eV) and any unwanted emission lines. These filtered pho-
tons, coupled into the MCF in the collection, are directed to
a Hanbury Brown–Twiss (HBT) type interferometer. The
fan-out coupler with the collected photon streams is cou-
pled to a 50:50 nonpolarizing fiber beam splitter. The fiber
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beam splitter outputs are then sent to a pair of supercon-
ducting nanowire single-photon detectors (SNSPD), each
with a nominal timing jitter and detection efficiency of
approximately 100 ps and approximately 90% at 950 nm,
respectively.

To analyze the signal from all seven outputs from the
collection MCF simultaneously on a spectrometer, we
mount the MCF fan-out to a custom-designed fiber array
holder (FAH) in front of the entrance slit of an imaging
spectrometer. The schematic of the fluorescence detection
setup is illustrated in Fig. 2(a). The FAH ensures that all of
the outputs from the microscope (labeled from 1 to 7) can
be imaged on the CCD array (1340 × 100 pixels) simul-
taneously, with their corresponding region of interests on
the CCD array (labeled as a to f ) vertically displaced rel-
ative to each other. We characterize the crosstalk matrix
of the full system (the multispot microscope and the imag-
ing spectrometer setup combined) by injecting laser light
into the microscope through one of the excitation fibers
and measuring the signal received at each of the detec-
tion spots on the spectrometer. The crosstalk matrices
for all seven cores are summarized in Fig. 2(b). Despite
showing near-dark-count performance (nominal crosstalk
of approximately −35 dB) for most of the pixels on the
CCD, the crosstalk measured on adjacent pixels indicates
a nonideal nominally about −15 dB leakage between adja-
cent spots. The crosstalk between channels stems from
imperfect focus at the sample, arising from the multi-
mode behavior of each fiber core at λ = 940 nm, which
inevitably couples scattered laser light into neighboring
spots, as well as due to the leakage between adjacent
regions of interest on the spectrometer’s CCD array. Here,
we partially mitigate this by illuminating nonadjacent col-
lection or excitation spots where the detection suffers from
the least crosstalk. By illuminating three out of seven of

the excitation spots, we can perform clean spectroscopy on
three spatially separated nanowire QDs simultaneously, as
shown in Fig. 2(c). This demonstrates the ability to collect
fluorescence from multiple nanowire QDs concurrently
using the multispot microscope and the spectroscopy setup
successfully achieves spatial multiplexing from multiple
emitters.

III. SPECTROSCOPY OF NANOWIRE QUANTUM
DOTS

Our candidate of choice to demonstrate spatially multi-
plexed streams of single photons from solid-state emitters
is a sample of (In,As)P QDs embedded in determin-
istically positioned InP nanowires [40]. Nanowire QDs
offer an excellent coherent light-matter interface [41] and
can emit high-quality entangled photons [42,43], while
providing near-unity coupling into optical fiber due to
their wave-guiding properties [44,45] and Gaussian-mode-
profile emission [46]. This gives a nominal extraction
efficiency of 18%, as reported previously [42,43]. They
are deterministically grown with up to five QDs on the
same nanowire [47] and can be controllably positioned on
integrated photonic chips [48,49].

To characterize our sample, we first perform spec-
troscopy on a single-nanowire QD. For this characteriza-
tion, we replace the multispot microscope setup with a
confocal microscope. The scattered photons are then cou-
pled into a single-mode fiber and sent to a spectrometer
for spectral characterization, a single-photon detector for
time-resolved lifetime measurement, or a HBT-type inter-
ferometer for second-order correlation measurement. We
record the time tags from each detector and extract the
coincidences at various detection time delays, τ [50].
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FIG. 2. The multiplexed spectroscopy. (a) A schematic of the setup for fluorescence detection on the spectrometer. The MCF fan-
outs (labeled from 1 to 7) are coupled into an imaging spectrometer via a fiber array holder (FAH). The multispot signals are imaged
on a CCD detector array (1340 × 100 pixels), with a separate region of interest, labeled from a to f , indicated on the CCD. (b) The
crosstalk matrix between the input fiber fan-out and the output pixels on the spectrometers. The adjacent channels show crosstalk of
approximately −15 dB, while the rest of the channels show crosstalk of approximately −35 dB, approaching the dark counts of the
spectrometer. (c) An example of the emission spectra from three nanowires (corresponding to fluorescence at channels b, d, and g)
measured simultaneously.
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By focusing the cw above-band (1.4938-eV) excitation
laser on a single nanowire, we obtain the photolumines-
cence (PL) emission spectrum from a single QD, shown in
Fig. 3(a). The PL spectrum shows multiple emission lines,
with the neutral exciton X , the biexciton XX , and the neg-
atively charged exciton X 1− each exhibiting spectrometer-
resolution-limited line widths (FWHM = 38 μeV). We
identify the nature of the emission lines via polarization-
resolved measurements. This is done by replacing the
quarter-wave plate with a half-wave plate on the collection
path and then, by rotating the half-wave plate with a piezo-
electric rotator, recording the PL spectra at each rotation
angle, θ . We fit the data with ωX ,XX = ω0 + (�/2) sin(θ +
φ), where ω0 is the mean emission energy, �/2 is the
amplitude and φ is the phase of the oscillation. The ampli-
tude extracted from the fit gives an exciton fine-structure
splitting of � = 11.2 μeV, while the difference in the
mean emission energy of the X and XX gives the biex-
citon binding energy EB = 1.861 meV. Here, we identify
the XX and X pair via the out-of-phase oscillation in the
emission energy as a function of the linear polarization
angle θ , which implies linear and orthogonally polarized
emissions. The emission line corresponding to the X 1−
does not have a fine-structure splitting and hence is cir-
cularly polarized. These results are shown as the inset
in Fig. 3(a).

Using a free-space spectral filter (spectral bandwidth of
approximately 100 μeV), we selectively filter the emis-
sion from either the X or the XX transition. Time-resolved
measurements on both transitions, when exciting with a
pulsed source (approximately 3-ps pulse width, 80.3-MHz
repetition rate, and pulse area of π ) via resonant two-
photon excitation [51–53], give a radiative lifetime of
TX

1 = 902(1) ps and TXX
1 = 507(1) ps for the X and XX

emissions, respectively. The results are shown in Fig. 3(b).
The fitting details for the time-resolved lifetime measure-
ment are included in Appendix A.

Figure 3(c) shows the power dependence in the detected
count rate of the X and XX emissions under cw reso-
nant two-photon excitation. At low excitation power, the
intensity of the X and XX emissions increases with the
excitation power, until they reach saturation at 3 μW, giv-
ing a saturation detected count rate of 1.1 and 1.3 × 106

counts/s on the SNSPD, respectively. Additional spec-
troscopy results obtained under resonant two-photon exci-
tation are described in Appendix B, showing coherent
population control and high-purity single-photon genera-
tion.

IV. MULTIPLEXED SINGLE-PHOTON SOURCES

Having characterized our source, we now aim to illus-
trate the full functionality of our microscope by multi-
plexing the single-photon streams of two degenerate QDs.
Here, the ability to probe multiple nanowires in parallel
accelerates the search for pairs of QDs emitting at sim-
ilar emission energy in the nanowire arrays. We target
our search for a pair of QDs within the tuning range of
approximately 0.3 meV allowed via Zeeman shift for a
maximum applied magnetic field of Bext = 9 T. We address
the nanowires in the multispot microscope using above-
band (1.4938-eV) excitation and find two QDs with similar
exciton emissions (centered at 1.3531 eV) with an energy
difference of 0.113 meV. We estimate that the probability
of finding a pair of QDs in this sample emitting at similar
energy within a single scan of n = 3 QDs is α3 = 1%. This
value scales as n(n − 1)/6 × α3 for n > 3, which increases
the success rate to 7% when operating at maximum capac-
ity (i.e., spectroscopy with all n = 7 cores). The emission
spectra for both of the near-degenerate QDs, before (orig-
inal) and after (filtered) spectral filtering, are shown in
Figs. 4(a) and 4(b). These QDs are labeled by their exci-
tation spot (spots 2 and 7), as indicated in the inset of
Fig. 4(a). By applying an external magnetic field, Bext, we

(a) (b) (c)

FIG. 3. The spectroscopy of a nanowire QD. (a) Emission spectra under above-band excitation (at 1.4938 eV), showing the emission
lines from the X , XX , and X 1− transitions. The insets show the emission energy as a function of the polarization angle, confirming the
nature of each emission line (X , blue; XX , green; X 1−, purple). (b) The lifetime measurement of the biexciton-exciton cascade under
resonant two-photon excitation. (c) The power dependence of the X and XX emissions under cw resonant two-photon excitation.
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(b) (c)

(d)

(a)

(e)

FIG. 4. Multiplexing single photons from independent quantum emitters. (a),(b) Emission spectra of the original (solid line) and
filtered (dashed line) from wires at spot 2 (c) and spot 7 (d), under above-band excitation. The inset figure indicates the excitation and
collection spots for wires at spots 2 and 7. (c) The emission energy of the filtered QDs as a function of the external magnetic field,
Bext. The fits give a g factor and a diamagnetic shift coefficient of 1.53(1) and 7.99(7) μeV/T2 for the QDs at spot 2 (solid line) and
1.49(1) and 9.65(8) μeV/T2 at spot 7 (dashed line). (d),(e) The normalized g(2) for the emission from nanowires at spot 2 (f) and spot
7 (g), at Bext = 0, showing a suppressed multiphoton emission of g(2)(0) ∼ 0.

can fine tune and minimize the difference in the emission
energies of both QDs. This result is shown in Fig. 4(c),
where their emission energies match at Bext ≈ 8 T. The fits
yield a g factor of 1.53 (1.49) and a diamagnetic shift coef-
ficient of 7.99(9.65) μeV/T2 for the QD at spot 2 (spot 7).
The ability to tune two emitters on the same chip into res-
onance (the same emission energy) can enable two-photon
interference experiments from remote emitters on the same
chip, effectively reducing the resource overhead by elim-
inating the need for additional cryogenic setups for this
purpose.

To verify high-purity multiplexed single-photon emis-
sion from these QDs, we perform HBT measurements
on the emissions from the two QDs. Their corresponding
coincidence histograms, g(2), are shown in Figs. 4(d) and
4(e). Fitting the g(2) data with Eq. (1)

g(2)(τ ) = 1 − ξ exp(−|τ |/T1) (1)

gives a vanishing multiphoton emission probability of
g(2)(0) = 1 − ξ ∼ 0 for both QDs at spots 2 and 7. The
decay times, T1, extracted from the g(2) histograms are
similar for both QDs: T1 = 1.14(1) ns for the QD at
spot 2 and T1 = 0.92(1) ns for the QD at spot 7. The

detected count rates for these measurements (exciting at
below saturation) are 84 and 60 × 103 counts/s for the
QDs at spots 2 and 7, respectively. These results certify
the functionality of this microscope, as we demonstrate
high-purity single-photon multiplexing from emitters on
the same chip.

V. DISCUSSION AND OUTLOOK

A few straightforward improvements could be made to
our multispot microscope setup. One issue to address is
the strong chromatic aberrations introduced by the colli-
mating and relay lenses, which cause the light from the
above-band excitation laser to be defocused at the plane
of the nanowires (optimized for the collection wavelength)
and lead to crosstalk between excitation spots. To improve
this, a cryostat that allows a large field of view without
relay lenses (e.g., the Montana Cryostation or Attocube
attoDry800) or achromatic lenses could be used. There is
a second issue: the multimode behavior of the commer-
cial MCFs at the QD emission wavelengths (910–950 nm)
leads to extra crosstalk, poor excitation laser extinction in
the dark-field configuration, and losses when coupling the
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MCF into single-mode fibers for interferometry or detec-
tion. Custom-fabricated MCFs that are single mode at the
QD wavelength would alleviate these problems. Finally, an
increase in the number of cores in the MCF is desirable to
maximize scalability.

Nevertheless, we successfully demonstrate multiplexing
of single photons from degenerate nanowire QDs using
the multispot microscope. As a proof of principle, we
manage to tune two emitters into resonance, which opens
up the possibility of two-photon interference measure-
ment from remote emitters on the same chip. The parallel
spectroscopy enabled by our multispot microscope setup
accelerates the characterization of these sources for future
applications.

Spectral fluctuations, likely originating from charge
noise from the solid-state environment and at the sur-
face of the nanowire, degrade the performance of our
specific photon source and prevent high-visibility two-
photon interference experiments [54]. Hence, multiplexing
of indistinguishable single or entangled photon streams
would benefit from optimized quantum-emitter devices,
which would ideally include deterministic positioning,
near-perfect extraction efficiency, in situ tunability of each
emitter’s emission energy, minimal spectral fluctuations,
and Purcell-enhanced emitter lifetimes. Additionally, easy
incorporation of coherent optical control is necessary. Our
choice of nanowire QDs, motivated here by the deter-
ministic positioning and high extraction efficiency, can
potentially be individually tuned using strain [55–57] but
the dangling bonds at the nanowire sidewalls likely will
remain an obstacle to reduce charge noise and the nanowire
geometry hinders resonant laser excitation in the dark-field
configuration. Ideally, the emitters would be incorporated
into a heterostructure device with individual contacts for
each spatial position in the array to provide charge con-
trol, control of the emitter energy, charge-environment
stabilization, and suppression of solid-state environmen-
tal noise [58,59]. While micropillar- and bullseye-type
devices based on self-assembled QDs [15–17] offer high
extraction efficiency and strong Purcell enhancement,
deterministic positioning remains a significant challenge
to be overcome. On the other hand, waveguide architec-
tures that can couple light into and out of remotely located
quantum emitters could be ideal. Such a platform offers
high extraction efficiency, significant Purcell enhancement,
charge control, the ability for local strain tuning, and the
freedom to guide light anywhere on chip to and from ran-
domly positioned QDs [20,21]. However, the generation of
high-visibility two-photon interference from remote QDs
is a significant challenge to be met in all approaches [60–
62]. Regardless of the chosen nanophotonics platform, our
multispot microscope enables genuine scalability by pro-
viding individual excitation and collection to multiplex
streams of single photons for optical quantum-information
processes.
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APPENDIX A: LIFETIME MEASUREMENTS

We proceed to fit the coincidence histogram from the
time-resolved lifetime measurements with the following
function:

I1(τ , �1, σ) = exp
(

�1(�1σ
2 − 2τ)

2

)
erfc

(
�1σ

2 − τ√
2σ

)
,

(A1)

I2(τ , �1, �2, σ) = AI1(τ , �1, σ) + BI1(τ , �2, σ). (A2)

Here, I1(τ , �1, σ) is simply a Heaviside step function,
defined such that at positive time, the function is con-
sists of a single exponential function, with decay time
τ1 = 1/�1, convoluted with the instrument response func-
tion (modeled as a Gaussian with standard deviation σ ).
The fitting parameters A and B in I2(τ , �1, �2, σ) rep-
resent the weighted contribution of the two exponential
decays.

For exciton X emission, the data are fitted with Eq. (A2),
which consists of two exponential decays, with time scales
TX and TXX . TX and TXX correspond to radiative lifetime of
the excition and biexciton, respectively. For biexction XX
emission, the data are fitted with the same equation, which
consists of a single time scale TXX.

APPENDIX B: COHERENT CONTROL OF
NANOWIRE QUANTUM DOTS VIA RESONANT

TWO-PHOTON EXCITATION

We perform spectroscopy on a single-nanowire QD,
focusing on the emission from the biexciton-exciton cas-
cade. The energy-level schematic of the four-level cascade
system is described in Fig. 5(a). Upon excitation into the
biexciton state, a cascaded radiative decay from biexciton
|XX 〉 to vacuum ground state |0〉 is triggered via either
of the two exciton states |XH ,V〉. This generates a pair of
polarization-entangled photons, orthogonally polarized in
the horizontal (H ) and vertical (V) linear polarized basis,
provided that the fine-structure splitting, �, is kept smaller
than the exciton lifetime [63].

Here, we demonstrate resonant two-photon excitation
(TPE) on the same nanowire QD. We employ a linear

034011-6



MULTIPLEXED SINGLE PHOTONS FROM... PHYS. REV. APPLIED 14, 034011 (2020)

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

(e) (f)

FIG. 5. The spectroscopy of a nanowire QD under resonant
two-photon excitation (TPE). (a) An energy-level schematic of
the biexciton-exciton (XX -X ) cascaded system: �, exciton fine-
structure splitting; EB, biexciton binding energy; ω0, excitation
energy under resonant two-photon excitation; ωX ,XX , emission
energy for exciton X and biexciton XX . (b) Emission spectra
under resonant TPE (at ω0 = 1.3455 eV) reveals cleaner emis-
sion lines of X , XX , and X 1−. (c) The power dependence of the
emission under cw TPE reveals an Autler-Townes splitting for
both X and XX emissions. (d) The second-order intensity cor-
relation histogram, g(2), of the X and XX emissions [at a power
1.17 μW indicated by the dashed line in (c)]. The inset shows the
same g(2) of the X emission, up to 5 μs. (e) The power depen-
dence of the X and XX emissions under pulsed TPE reveals Rabi
oscillations, with the π pulse given by the black dashed line at
1.6 μW. (f) The g(2) data for X and XX emissions under π -pulse
excitation [with the power indicated by the dashed line in (e)] in
log scale. The g(2) data, normalized by the raw coincidence at
5 μs, for XX emission in (d) and (f), are artificially shifted by
−3 ns for clarity.

polarizer at the excitation and a quarter-wave plate and
linear polarizer at the collection [64]. The linear polar-
izers are cross polarized to suppress the excitation laser.
The quarter-wave plate is used to correct for any birefrin-
gence in the optical setup, which improves the polariza-
tion suppression. To perform TPE, we resonantly pump
the population from the ground state |0〉 to the biexci-
ton state |XX 〉 with an excitation energy set to exactly
half of the energy difference between the two states. This

gives the TPE excitation energy of ω0 = EXX −0/2 = ωX −
EB/2 = 1.3455 eV. We then resolve one of the exciton
fine structures |XH ,V〉 by adjusting the linear polarizer in
the collection to the polarization axis of the desired transi-
tion. At the same time, the linear polarizer in the excitation
is aligned orthogonal to the collection linear polarizer to
suppress the excitation power. The PL spectrum of the
same QD under TPE is shown in Fig. 5(b). The scat-
tered excitation laser, indicated on the figure, is a result
of imperfect polarization suppression of the laser in the
dark-field microscope, mostly caused by the geometry of
the tip of the nanowire. Due to the resonant nature of the
excitation, only the emission from the relevant transitions
(X , XX , and X 1−) is observed. In contrast with the PL
spectrum in Fig. 3(a), the emission spectrum under TPE
is much cleaner, indicating minimal excitation into the
higher-energy states.

Figure 5(c) shows the power dependence in the PL emis-
sion spectra under cw excitation. At low excitation power,
the intensity of the X and XX emissions increases with
excitation power, until they reach saturation at 3 μW.
Beyond the saturation, further increase in the excitation
power reveals Autler-Townes splitting in the emission of
both the X and XX transitions [65,66]. This has been pre-
viously demonstrated in Refs. [67–69] as a consequence of
optical dressing of biexciton |XX 〉 and ground |0〉 states.
The formation of dressed states confirms the coherent
nature of the excitation scheme, allowing for coherent
manipulation of the emission from the biexciton-exciton
cascade.

By fixing the excitation power at the saturation power,
indicated by the black dashed line in Fig. 5(c), we per-
form HBT measurement on the X and XX emissions.
Their normalized coincidence histograms g(2) are shown
in Fig. 5(d). The inset of Fig. 5(d) shows the long time
scale, up to 5 μs, of the normalized g(2) coincidences. The
raw coincidences are normalized to the value at the long-
time limit at 5 μs, where it is unaffected by the bunching in
the g(2). Accounting for the multiple bunching time scales
present in the g(2) measurement, we fit the data with

g(2)

X (XX )(τ ) = g(2)
Resonant(τ )

∏
j ∈{a,b,c}

(
1 + j e−τ/τj

)
, (B1)

where a, b, and c are the bunching amplitudes for the
corresponding bunching time scales τa, τb, and τc. The the-
oretical function g(2)

Resonant(τ ) follows the expression for a
resonantly driven two-level system [70]. The resulting g(2)

fit function is the convolution of Eq. (B1) with a Gaus-
sian instrument-response function (FWHM = 160 ps). The
fit shows excellent agreement with the experimental data,
giving a suppressed multiphoton emission probability of
g(2)

X (0) = 0.006(1) and g(2)
XX (0) = 0.023(2). The fit also

reveals different bunching amplitudes and time scales for
both the X and the XX emissions. The bunching in g(2) is

034011-7



ZHE-XIAN KOONG et al. PHYS. REV. APPLIED 14, 034011 (2020)

TABLE I. The bunching time scale and amplitude, extracted
from the fit to the g(2) data for both exciton X and biexciton XX
emissions. The error, given by the standard deviation extracted
from the fit, is included in brackets.

Exciton, X Biexciton, XX

τa (ns) 12 (1) 19 (1)
τb (ns) 391 (3) 376 (1)
τc (ns) 769 (6) 992 (9)
a 0.193 (4) 0.100 (2)
b 0.717 (16) 1.432 (12)
c 0.789 (17) 0.408 (8)

related to the spectral fluctuations of the emitter, likely due
to charge noise in the QD environment and at the nanowire
surface. The fit values of the bunching amplitudes and time
scales of the g(2) for both the X and the XX emissions are
summarized in Table I.

Figure 5(e) shows the power dependence in the PL emis-
sion spectra under pulsed resonant two-photon excitation.
By varying the average excitation power of the pulsed
source, we observe clear Rabi oscillations in the intensity
of both the X and the XX emissions. We fit the data with a
damped sinusoidal function to extract the power that cor-
responds to a π pulse at Pπ = 1.6 μW. We attribute the
increase in counts in the 3π pulse to be a result of exper-
imental imperfection, most likely originating from pulse
chirping [71,72] or slight detuning from the ideal resonant
two-photon excitation energy, ω0 [73,74].

Next, we perform a pulsed HBT measurement by excit-
ing the QD using a π pulse (Pπ = 1.6 μW). The result is
shown in Fig. 5(f), where we obtain a similar multiphoton
emission probability of g(2)(0) = 0.0117(4) and g(2)(0) =
0.0291(5) for the X and the XX emission, respectively.
The raw coincidences are normalized to the peaks at
5 μs, giving a long-bunching time scale of approximately
300 ns. Nevertheless, the observation of the Rabi oscilla-
tion and a vanishing g(2)(0) demonstrate coherent control
of the state population as well as highly pure single-photon
emission from the nanowire QDs.
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Observation of Dressed Excitonic States in a Single Quan-
tum Dot, Phys. Rev. Lett. 100, 177401 (2008).

[66] B. D. Gerardot, D. Brunner, P. A. Dalgarno, K. Karrai,
A. Badolato, P. M. Petroff, and R. J. Warburton, Dressed
excitonic states and quantum interference in a three-level
quantum dot ladder system, New J. Phys. 11, 013028
(2009).

[67] P.-L. Ardelt, M. Koller, T. Simmet, L. Hanschke, A. Bech-
told, A. Regler, J. Wierzbowski, H. Riedl, J. J. Finley, and
K. Müller, Optical control of nonlinearly dressed states
in an individual quantum dot, Phys. Rev. B 93, 165305
(2016).

[68] F. Hargart, K. Roy-Choudhury, T. John, S. L. Portalupi, C.
Schneider, S. Höfling, M. Kamp, S. Hughes, and P. Michler,
Probing different regimes of strong field light-matter inter-
action with semiconductor quantum dots and few cavity
photons, New J. Phys. 18, 123031 (2016).

[69] S. Bounouar, M. Strauß, A. Carmele, P. Schnauber, A.
Thoma, M. Gschrey, J.-H. Schulze, A. Strittmatter, S.
Rodt, A. Knorr, and S. Reitzenstein, Path-Controlled Time
Reordering of Paired Photons in a Dressed Three-Level
Cascade, Phys. Rev. Lett. 118, 233601 (2017).

[70] M. O. Scully and M. S. Zubairy, Quantum Optics (Cam-
bridge University Press, Cambridge, 1997).

[71] M. Glässl, A. M. Barth, K. Gawarecki, P. Machnikowski,
M. D. Croitoru, S. Lüker, D. E. Reiter, T. Kuhn, and V.
M. Axt, Biexciton state preparation in a quantum dot via
adiabatic rapid passage: Comparison between two control
protocols and impact of phonon-induced dephasing, Phys.
Rev. B 87, 085303 (2013).

[72] T. Kaldewey, S. Lüker, A. V. Kuhlmann, S. R. Valentin,
J.-M. Chauveau, A. Ludwig, A. D. Wieck, D. E. Reiter,

034011-10

https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms1746
https://doi.org/10.1021/nl501648f
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.nanolett.0c00607
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.nanolett.5b04709
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.nanolett.8b03937
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/14/06/T06011
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.92.227401
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physe.2009.11.008
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.110.135505
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.93.195316
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.90.201408
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4948762
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.5040268
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphys2688
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms9204
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphoton.2010.161
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.nanolett.7b00777
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/aaea99
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.033902
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4813879
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.100.177401
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/11/1/013028
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.93.165305
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/aa5198
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.118.233601
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.87.085303


MULTIPLEXED SINGLE PHOTONS FROM... PHYS. REV. APPLIED 14, 034011 (2020)

T. Kuhn, and R. J. Warburton, Demonstrating the decou-
pling regime of the electron-phonon interaction in a quan-
tum dot using chirped optical excitation, Phys. Rev. B 95,
241306(R) (2017).

[73] P.-L. Ardelt, L. Hanschke, K. A. Fischer, K. Müller,
A. Kleinkauf, M. Koller, A. Bechtold, T. Simmet,
J. Wierzbowski, H. Riedl, G. Abstreiter, and J. J. Finley,

Dissipative preparation of the exciton and biexciton in self-
assembled quantum dots on picosecond time scales, Phys.
Rev. B 90, 241404(R) (2014).

[74] S. Bounouar, M. Müller, A. M. Barth, M. Glässl, V. M. Axt,
and P. Michler, Phonon-assisted robust and deterministic
two-photon biexciton preparation in a quantum dot, Phys.
Rev. B 91, 161302(R) (2015).

034011-11

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.95.241306
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.90.241404
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.91.161302

	I. INTRODUCTION
	II. LOW-TEMPERATURE MULTISPOT CONFOCAL-MICROSCOPE SETUP
	III. SPECTROSCOPY OF NANOWIRE QUANTUM DOTS
	IV. MULTIPLEXED SINGLE-PHOTON SOURCES
	V. DISCUSSION AND OUTLOOK
	ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
	A. APPENDIX A: LIFETIME MEASUREMENTS
	B. APPENDIX B: COHERENT CONTROL OF NANOWIRE QUANTUM DOTS VIA RESONANT TWO-PHOTON EXCITATION
	. References


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /All
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile ()
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 5
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness false
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages false
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Average
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages false
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Average
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages false
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Average
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /PDFX1a:2003
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError false
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    33.84000
    33.84000
    33.84000
    33.84000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox false
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    9.00000
    9.00000
    9.00000
    9.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000500044004600206587686353ef901a8fc7684c976262535370673a548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200208fdb884c9ad88d2891cf62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef653ef5728684c9762537088686a5f548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200204e0a73725f979ad854c18cea7684521753706548679c300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV <>
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020b370c2a4d06cd0d10020d504b9b0d1300020bc0f0020ad50c815ae30c5d0c11c0020ace0d488c9c8b85c0020c778c1c4d560002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken voor kwaliteitsafdrukken op desktopprinters en proofers. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents for quality printing on desktop printers and proofers.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames false
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks true
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks true
      /AddPageInfo true
      /AddRegMarks false
      /BleedOffset [
        9
        9
        9
        9
      ]
      /ConvertColors /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /NA
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure true
      /IncludeBookmarks true
      /IncludeHyperlinks true
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MarksOffset 6
      /MarksWeight 0.250000
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PageMarksFile /RomanDefault
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
    <<
      /AllowImageBreaks true
      /AllowTableBreaks true
      /ExpandPage false
      /HonorBaseURL true
      /HonorRolloverEffect false
      /IgnoreHTMLPageBreaks false
      /IncludeHeaderFooter false
      /MarginOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetadataAuthor ()
      /MetadataKeywords ()
      /MetadataSubject ()
      /MetadataTitle ()
      /MetricPageSize [
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetricUnit /inch
      /MobileCompatible 0
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (GoLive)
        (8.0)
      ]
      /OpenZoomToHTMLFontSize false
      /PageOrientation /Portrait
      /RemoveBackground false
      /ShrinkContent true
      /TreatColorsAs /MainMonitorColors
      /UseEmbeddedProfiles false
      /UseHTMLTitleAsMetadata true
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


