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All‑optical charging and charge
transport in quantum dots
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Optically active quantum dots are one of the promising candidates for fundamental building blocks
in quantum technology. Many practical applications would comprise of multiple coupled quantum
dots, each of which must be individually chargeable. However, the most advanced demonstrations are
limited to devices with only a single dot, and individual charging has neither been demonstrated nor
proposed for an array of optically active quantum dots. Here we propose and numerically demonstrate
a method for controlled charging of multiple quantum dots and charge transport between the dots.
We show that our method can be implemented in realistic structures with fidelities greater than
99.9%. The scheme is based on all-optical resonant manipulation of charges in an array of quantum
dots formed by a type-II band alignment, such as crystal-phase quantum dots in nanowires. Our work
opens new practical avenues for realizations of advanced quantum photonic devices, for instance,
solid-state quantum registers with a photonic interface.
Optically active quantum dots (QDs), as opposed to gate-defined QDs, provide a spin-photon i nterface1–4 which
can act as a fundamental unit in a quantum computer5 or quantum network6, onto which quantum information
can be stored, manipulated and read-out. In particular, the spin states of a confined electron or hole in a QD make
up a qubit which can be efficiently manipulated o
 ptically7,8. Many steps towards the realization of a QD-based
spin-photonic quantum network have already been demonstrated for isolated QDs. These include picosecond
optical coherent single spin initialization8–11, manipulation7,12 and read-out13,14, spin-photon entanglement2,3,
photon-to-spin teleportation15 and distant spin–spin entanglement16. However, to exploit the full potential of
such a quantum network, multi-qubit nodes consisting of several coupled QDs in an array are necessary. Such a
QD array would constitute a quantum register in which advanced quantum operations, such as CNOT-gates17,
can be performed, enabling universal quantum computing and communication of multi-qubit states.
The fabrication of semiconductor QDs is now reaching the point where multi-QD structures can be engineered and reliably realized with atomic precision in nanowires thanks to recent progress on crystal phase control
during the g rowth18. However, the fabrication alone does not enable it as a spin-photonic interface as the spincarrying charges first have to be individually loaded into the QDs in a controlled manner. Such charge loading
can be reliably achieved in single QD systems19. However, a scalable method allowing controlled site-specific
charging of an array of optically active QDs remains yet to be proposed.
Here, we present a novel method for controlled all-optical charging of multiple QDs exploiting the unique
advantages of an array of QDs formed by a type-II band alignment. Such an array can be reliably achieved using
crystal-phase quantum structures in n
 anowires18,20–26 in, for example, InP or GaAs. In these structures, excited
electrons and holes are confined within different spatial regions, as shown in Fig. 1a. Consequently, excitons
are spatially indirect and can share a single charge state. A hole can, therefore, act as a link, connecting spatially separated electron states, which we exploit in this work (likewise, an electron can connect two spatially
separated hole states). Even though the hole and electron of an exciton in a type-II bandstructure are spatially
separated21,27, the exciton oscillator strength can still be substantial in an array of type-II Q
 Ds24,28, allowing for
efficient optical exciton generation.
The structure we are considering is an array of type-II QDs in a nanowire, as illustrated in Fig. 1b. Our scheme
uses two sequential stages: In Stage 1, charge pairs are generated in a “Charging region” and in Stage 2 single
charges are transferred to opposite regions of the nanowire, labeled as the “Electron region” and “Hole region” in
Fig. 1b. These two stages are repeated to obtain the desired charge configuration. If only a single type of charge
is required, e.g. electrons, one can add a reservoir in one end of the nanowire where the unused charges, e.g. the
holes, are dumped.
The charge generation in Stage 1 is realized using the two steps illustrated in Fig. 2a:
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Figure 1.  All-optical charge initialization concept in a type-II QD array. (a) Schematics of two spatially indirect
excitons, XL and XR, sharing a common hole in adjacent QDs formed by a type-II band alignment. Black circles
represent electrons and white circles represent holes. (b) Two-stage process of charge initialization in an array
of QDs. First, an electron–hole pair is generated in a long-lived configuration in a “Charging region”. Secondly,
the charges are transferred along the QD array, electrons to the “Electron region” and holes to the “Hole region”.
These two stages are repeated to initialize multiple charges within the structure.

Figure 2.  Charge generation in type-II QDs. (a) Step I: Two lasers, A and B, simultaneously resonantly excite
two neighboring excitons, X
 A and XB. Step II: The electron of exciton XA spontaneously recombines with the
hole of exciton XB, leaving behind a spatially separated electron–hole pair forming a long-lived exciton, X
 D. (b)
Energy level diagram of the five states involved in the charge generation scheme. The dashed arrows indicate
spontaneous emission paths with rates denoted by γ ’s. The solid double arrows indicate the two driving lasers
with Rabi frequencies A and B, respectively. Colors represent the relative energies of the transitions, i.e.
blue corresponds to the highest energy, red to the lowest and green is intermediate. Coulomb interactions
modify the energy
level of one exciton depending on the presence of another. Thus, if laser A is
on
 resonant


transition g ↔ |XA � laser B should thus be resonant to transition |XA � ↔ |XA XB � and not g ↔ |XB � (see
Supplementary Section S2).
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Figure 3.  Dynamics of charge generation. (a) Time evolution of the charging fidelity, calculated
using the Master equation for an InP nanowire with an array of crystal-phase QDs of dimensions
[d1 , d2 , d3 , d4 , d5 ] = [11 nm, 14 nm, 9 nm, 15 nm, 8 nm]. The dashed lines indicate the threshold set to define
the pumping time. (b) Maximum fidelity (red) and charging time (blue) as a function of total structure length,
L = d1 + d2 + d3 + d4 + d5. The circles and dashed lines mark the values for L = 57 nm, corresponding to
the structure used in (a). The laser Rabi frequencies in both plots are �A = �B = 20γ , ensuring the condition
� ≫ γ.
Step I: The initial state is the ground state in which no charges are excited in the structure. Two lasers then
simultaneously resonantly excite two neighboring excitons, labeled X
 A and XB. The structure is designed such
that X A and XB have different energies to allow for their individual optical addressing.
Step II: The electron of X
 A and the hole of X
 B now form a third exciton, labeled X
 C, which can also spontaneously recombine. Spontaneous recombination of XC leaves behind a long-lived exciton, XD.
The large spatial separation of the charges of XD results in a considerably lower electron–hole overlap and so
this final charge configuration can be thought of as stable, with a lifetime multiple orders of magnitude larger
compared to an electron–hole pair in adjacent QDs (like X
 A, XB, XC), as shown in the Supplementary Information Section S1. XD is the final configuration of Stage 1 in Fig. 1b, where we have generated one electron and one
hole in separate regions of the structure. The spin state can subsequently be initialized using well-known spin
pumping techniques8–11.
We now calculate the preparation fidelity of X
 D. In principle, the presence of XD can be heralded by the
detection of the photon spontaneously emitted by X
 C. However, with a low collection and detection efficiency,
this heralding method will be inefficient. A more efficient method would be to track the resonance fluorescence
from the recombination of XA or XB. Once exciton XC recombines, the lasers can no longer excite XA and XB and
thus resonance fluorescence from these excitons are quenched, heralding the preparation of exciton XD. Such
dynamical charge sensitivity was recently experimentally d
 emonstrated29. This method is further explained in
Supplementary Section S5. Alternatively, one can just pump the QDs with the two lasers (A and B) for a sufficient
time, since once the system reaches the end of Step II the lasers will have no further effect as they are resonant
only with their respective exciton energies. A detailed energy diagram of the involved states in our scheme is
shown in Fig. 2b. A fundamental limit to the success probability of this approach is the spontaneous recombination rate of exciton X
 D, denoted γD , arising from a non-zero electron–hole overlap. Due to the similar sizes of
the QDs, we assume the recombination rates of excitons XA, XB, and XC to be equal and denoted γ , and much
quicker than the recombination of XD, i.e. γ ≫ γD (these assumptions are justified in Supplementary Section S1).
The steady-state fidelity, F, i.e. the probability to observe only exciton X
 D after sufficiently long pumping time,
can be calculated using the Master equation as (see Supplementary Section S3):

F(t = ∞) ≈ 1 − 4 (γD /γ )

(1)

where we have assumed sufficient laser powers such that �A /γ , �B /γ ≫ 1. This assumption ensures that both
excitons are generated before the first exciton recombines and is experimentally feasible (see Supplementary
Section S3). Equation (1) shows that the fidelity approaches unity as the recombination rate of exciton XD, γD ,
decreases, i.e. when γD /γ → 0, as expected. As an example, for a realistic nanowire QD array, we numerically
calculate γD /γ = 10−4 resulting in F = 99.96%. The dimensions of the QDs should be chosen to make each
transition individually addressable via appropriate laser frequencies and to suppress tunneling effects. Figure 3a
shows the fidelity as a function of pumping time. We see that the fidelity reaches its maximum after t ≈ 4 µs, as
indicated by the dashed lines. Note that the charging time cannot be decreased by increasing the laser powers,
as the limiting time factor is the spontaneous recombination rate of exciton X
 C. This charging time is relatively
long compared to typical qubit coherence times of QD defined qubits, but we emphasize that the purpose of
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Figure 4.  Coherent and incoherent charge transfer. (a) -type system formed by two location states of an
electron, |eL � and |eR �, and a spatially distributed negatively charged exciton state, |X − �. Driving transition
|eL � ↔ |X − � with a single resonant pump, 1 = 0, 2 = 0, incoherently pumps the electron to state |eR � due to
the spontaneous recombination of the left electron with the hole, |X − � → |eR �. Coherent charge transfer can be
obtained, e.g. using the STIRAP scheme, when both transitions are driven, 1 = 0, 2 = 0 in a suitable pulse
sequence (see Supplementary Section S4). (b) Fidelities of coherent and incoherent transfers plotted against
transfer times, for a structure of dimension [d1 , d2 , d3 ] = [10 nm, 10 nm, 7 nm] for which 1/γ 1 = 44 ns and
1/γ 2 = 22 ns.
the charge generation protocol is to place the charges in the desired positions, before any subsequent quantum
operations, requiring qubit coherence, are carried out. Yet, if ultra-fast charging is required, one can stimulate
the recombination of exciton X
 C with a third laser in pulsed mode, enabling charging on a ps timescale.
In Fig. 3b we show how the maximum fidelity and charging time depends on the size of the structure. In
these calculations, the structure length is varied while keeping the relative QD sizes constant. By increasing
the size, both γ and γD are decreased with γD decreasing more quickly such that the ratio γD /γ decreases (see
Supplementary Section S1), yielding a larger fidelity. For example, to increase the fidelity from F = 99.9% to
F = 99.99% requires an increase of the structure size by about 14%, from L = 54 nm to L = 62 nm. The tradeoff is an increased pumping time required to reach steady-state, ~ 2.4 times longer in this case. Thus by making
the structure sufficiently large, very high fidelities can be reached with a pumping time on the order of μs. A
proposal for a practical experimental scheme to implement and verify the generation of long-lived charges using
two tunable lasers is given in the Supplementary Section S5. We note that the calculations of γD /γ above were
made in the absence of Coulomb interactions, pure dephasing, and phonon-assisted processes. The effect of
Coulomb interactions will be to increase γ compared to γD , and therefore our calculations are, in fact, underestimating the charging fidelity (see Supplementary Section S2). Pure dephasing has the effect of slightly reducing
the fidelity while increasing the required pumping time, due to less efficient pumping of the system (see Supplementary Section S3). Phonon interactions might limit the fidelity due to phonon-assisted pumping of transition
|XD � ↔ |XA � |XB �. Therefore the energy levels should be engineered to minimize this effect.
Once a pair of charges has been generated, they can be subsequently transferred to their desired positions, as
illustrated in Stage 2 of Fig. 1b. This charge transfer process is described in Fig. 4. A single electron can be moved
from one location state, |eL �, to another, |eR �, via an intermediate spatially distributed negatively charged exciton,
|X − � (see Fig. 4a). These three states form a -type system, where the ground states are the spatially separated
electron states |eL � and |eR �. This system allows optical transfer of an electron between the QDs. The easiest way
to realize such transfer is to resonantly pump the transition |eL � ↔ |X − � with a single laser, i.e. 1 = 0, 2 = 0 in
Fig. 4a. This corresponds to the generation of an exciton consisting of the middle hole and the right electron, in
the presence of the left electron. Spontaneous recombination of the left electron with the hole, i.e. the transition
|X − �→|eR �, eventually leaves the electron in the right QD. Once the electron is in state |eR � the laser pump has
no further effect, and so by pumping for a sufficiently long time, the electron is effectively transferred from one
location to another. This is analogous to well-known optical spin-pumping techniques9, but with location-states
instead of spin-states. This pumping technique is incoherent, i.e. any quantum coherence of the electron is lost,
which, however, is fine for initializing the positions of the charges. Instead, if one wishes to extend the scheme
for a more general transport of qubits, coherent transfer is required. Such a coherent transfer can be realized in
our system using e.g. the stimulated Raman adiabatic passage (STIRAP) s cheme30 as proposed in literature17.
In Fig. 4b we calculate and compare the fidelities of coherent and incoherent transfers against transfer times,
expressed as the duration of the involved laser pulses (see Supplementary Section S4 for details). We see that
for laser powers of � = 20γ1 (the same power used in the charge generation stage), the performances of the two
schemes are comparable, with the STIRAP scheme resulting in larger fidelities for the considered pulse-lengths.
For realistic pulse intensities, we can obtain high fidelity coherent transfer within 0.1 μs, i.e. faster than coherence
times in state-of-the-art systems utilizing, for instance, spin-echo techniques31. With the STIRAP protocol the
charge can thus be moved several steps before spin coherence is lost. Generally, high laser powers make coherent
charge transfer the fastest option, as incoherent transfer is limited by the spontaneous recombination rate of the
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charged exciton (Supplementary Section S4). On the other hand, incoherent charge transfer is a much easier
option, requiring only a single laser, and no accurate control of pulse timing and duration.
To conclude, we have presented a novel all-optical scheme for a scalable method for charging an array of
QDs. In addition, we have shown how to transfer charges in such an array of QDs, both coherently and incoherently. The utilization of spatially indirect excitons for coupling of spatially separated charge states, is central for
our scheme. The structures modeled in our work can be readily fabricated with current growth technology of
crystal-phase switching in nanowires. Along with well-known methods for optical preparation, manipulation,
and read-out of the spin states, our method enables the realization of advanced multi-qubit structures with a
photonic interface such as, for instance, a scalable all-optically controlled QD-based quantum register, not possible with existing schemes.

Data availability

The data supporting the findings of this study are available from the corresponding author on reasonable request.
Received: 13 April 2020; Accepted: 14 August 2020

References

1. Yilmaz, S. T., Fallahi, P. & Imamoğlu, A. Quantum-dot-spin single-photon interface. Phys. Rev. Lett. 105, 033601 (2010).
2. De Greve, K. et al. Quantum-dot spin-photon entanglement via frequency downconversion to telecom wavelength. Nature 491,
421–425 (2012).
3. Gao, W. B., Fallahi, P., Togan, E., Miguel-Sanchez, J. & Imamoglu, A. Observation of entanglement between a quantum dot spin
and a single photon. Nature 491, 426–430 (2012).
4. De Greve, K. et al. Complete tomography of a high-fidelity solid-state entangled spin-photon qubit pair. Nat. Commun. 4, 2228
(2013).
5. Loss, D. & DiVincenzo, D. P. Quantum computation with quantum dots. Phys. Rev. A 57, 120–126 (1998).
6. Lodahl, P. Quantum-dot based photonic quantum networks. Quantum Sci. Technol. 3, 013001 (2017).
7. Press, D., Ladd, T. D., Zhang, B. & Yamamoto, Y. Complete quantum control of a single quantum dot spin using ultrafast optical
pulses. Nature 456, 218–221 (2008).
8. Ramsay, A. J. et al. Fast optical preparation, control, and readout of a single quantum dot spin. Phys. Rev. Lett. 100, 197401 (2008).
9. Atatüre, M. et al. Quantum-dot spin-state preparation with near-unity fidelity. Science 312, 551–553 (2006).
10. Xu, X. et al. Fast spin state initialization in a singly charged InAs-GaAs quantum dot by optical cooling. Phys. Rev. Lett. 99, 097401
(2007).
11. Gerardot, B. D. et al. Optical pumping of a single hole spin in a quantum dot. Nature 451, 441–444 (2008).
12. Berezovsky, J., Mikkelsen, M. H., Stoltz, N. G., Coldren, L. A. & Awschalom, D. D. Picosecond coherent optical manipulation of
a single electron spin in a quantum dot. Science 320, 349–352 (2008).
13. Berezovsky, J. et al. Nondestructive optical measurements of a single electron spin in a quantum dot. Science 314, 1916–1920
(2006).
14. Atatüre, M., Dreiser, J., Badolato, A. & Imamoglu, A. Observation of Faraday rotation from a single confined spin. Nat. Phys. 3,
101 (2007).
15. Gao, W. B. et al. Quantum teleportation from a propagating photon to a solid-state spin qubit. Nat. Commun. 4, 2744 (2013).
16. Stockill, R. et al. Phase-tuned entangled state generation between distant spin qubits. Phys. Rev. Lett. 119, 010503 (2017).
17. Taherkhani, M., Willatzen, M., Denning, E. V., Protsenko, I. E. & Gregersen, N. High-fidelity optical quantum gates based on
type-II double quantum dots in a nanowire. Phys. Rev. B Condens. Matter 99, 165305 (2019).
18. Harmand, J.-C. et al. Atomic step flow on a nanofacet. Phys. Rev. Lett. 121, 166101 (2018).
19. Warburton, R. J. et al. Optical emission from a charge-tunable quantum ring. Nature 405, 926–929 (2000).
20. Spirkoska, D. et al. Structural and optical properties of high quality zinc-blende/wurtzite GaAs nanowire heterostructures. Phys.
Rev. B Condens. Matter 80, 245325 (2009).
21. Akopian, N., Patriarche, G., Liu, L., Harmand, J.-C. & Zwiller, V. Crystal phase quantum dots. Nano Lett. 10, 1198–1201 (2010).
22. Dick, K. A., Thelander, C., Samuelson, L. & Caroff, P. Crystal phase engineering in single InAs nanowires. Nano Lett. 10, 3494–3499
(2010).
23. Loitsch, B. et al. Crystal phase quantum dots in the ultrathin core of GaAs-AlGaAs core-shell nanowires. Nano Lett. 15, 7544–7551
(2015).
24. Bavinck, M. B. et al. Photon cascade from a single crystal phase nanowire quantum dot. Nano Lett. 16, 1081–1085 (2016).
25. Jacobsson, D. et al. Interface dynamics and crystal phase switching in GaAs nanowires. Nature 531, 317–322 (2016).
26. Assali, S. et al. Crystal phase quantum well emission with digital control. Nano Lett. 17, 6062–6068 (2017).
27. Zhang, L. et al. Wide InP nanowires with wurtzite/zincblende superlattice segments are type-II whereas narrower nanowires
become type-I: An atomistic pseudopotential calculation. Nano Lett. 10, 4055–4060 (2010).
28. Taherkhani, M., Willatzen, M., Mørk, J., Gregersen, N. & McCutcheon, D. P. S. Type-II quantum-dot-in-nanowire structures with
large oscillator strength for optical quantum gate applications. Phys. Rev. B Condens. Matter 96, 125408 (2017).
29. Kurzmann, A. et al. Optical detection of single-electron tunneling into a semiconductor quantum dot. Phys. Rev. Lett. 122, 247403
(2019).
30. Bergmann, K., Theuer, H. & Shore, B. W. Coherent population transfer among quantum states of atoms and molecules. Rev. Mod.
Phys. 70, 1003–1025 (1998).
31. Press, D. et al. Ultrafast optical spin echo in a single quantum dot. Nat. Photonics 4, 367–370 (2010).

Acknowledgements

We gratefully acknowledge the support of Villum Fonden (Project no. VKR023444). We thank Niels Gregersen
and Masoomeh Taherkhani for useful discussions and help in the initial stages of this work. We further thank
Niels Gregersen for his technical review of the manuscript.

Author contributions

J.H. and N.A. conceived the original concept. J.H. carried out the simulations. J.H., L.L. and N.A. discussed the
results and wrote the manuscript. N.A. coordinated the project.

Scientific Reports |

(2020) 10:14911 |

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-71601-x

5
Vol.:(0123456789)

www.nature.com/scientificreports/

Competing interests

The authors declare no competing interests.

Additional information

Supplementary information is available for this paper at https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-71601-x.
Correspondence and requests for materials should be addressed to N.A.
Reprints and permissions information is available at www.nature.com/reprints.
Publisher’s note Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published maps and
institutional affiliations.
Open Access This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International
License, which permits use, sharing, adaptation, distribution and reproduction in any medium or
format, as long as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the
Creative Commons licence, and indicate if changes were made. The images or other third party material in this
article are included in the article’s Creative Commons licence, unless indicated otherwise in a credit line to the
material. If material is not included in the article’s Creative Commons licence and your intended use is not
permitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will need to obtain permission directly from
the copyright holder. To view a copy of this licence, visit http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.
© The Author(s) 2020

Scientific Reports |
Vol:.(1234567890)

(2020) 10:14911 |

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-71601-x

6

