arXiv:1005.2995v1 [cond-mat.mes-hall] 17 May 2010

Long coherence of electron spins coupled to a nuclear
spin bath

Hendrik Bluhm*, Sandra Foletti, Izhar Nedef, Mark Rudnet, Diana Mahalg, Vladimir Umansky
& Amir Yacoby!

! Department of Physics, Harvard University, Cambridge, NPA88, USA

2Braun Center for Submicron Research, Department of Coredektatter Physics, Weizmann
Institute of Science, Rehovot 76100, Israel

*These authors contributed equally to this work.

Qubits, the quantum mechanical bits required for quantum computing, must retain their
fragile quantum states over long periods of time. In many types of electron spin qubits,
the primary source of decoherence is the interaction between the electron spins and nuclear
spins of the host lattice. For electrons in gate defined GaAs quantum dots, previous spin echo
measurements have revealed coherence times of about 1 s at low magnetic fields below 100
mT (ref 1,2). Here, we show that coherence in such devices can actually survive to much
longer times, and provide a detailed understanding of the measured nuclear spin induced
decoherence. At fields above a few hundred millitesla, the coherence time measured using a
single-pulse spin echo extends to 30 is. At lower magnetic fields, the echo first collapses, but
then revives at later times given by the period of the relative Larmor precession of different
nuclear species. This behavior was recently predicted®?, and as we show can be quantita-
tively accounted for by a semi-classical model for the electron spin dynamics in the presence
of a nuclear spin bath. Using a multiple-pulse Carr-Purcell-Meiboom-Gill echo sequence, the
decoherence time can be extended to more than 200 /s, which represents an improvement by
two orders of magnitude compared to previous measurements’25, This demonstration of
effective methods to mitigate nuclear spin induced decoherence puts the quantum error cor-
rection threshold within reach.

The promise of quantum dot spin qubits as a solid state apprimaquantum computing
is demonstrated by the successful realization of init&ion, control and single shot readout of
electron spin qubits in GaAs quantum dots using offijcahgnetié, and fully electricé*? tech-
niques. To further advance spin based quantum computirgyyitial to mitigate decoherence due
to the interaction of the electron spin with the spins of euof the host material. Understanding
the dynamics of this system is also of great fundamentaigaté1?

Through the hyperfine interaction, an electron spin in a Gaéantum dot is subjected to
an effective magnetic field produced by the nuclear spingledtypical experimental conditions,
this so-called “Overhauser field” has a random magnitudedinedtion. Typically, measurements
of the coherent electron spin precession involve averagweg many experimental runs, and thus
over many Overhauser field configurations. As a result, theei@nce signal is suppressed for
evolution timesr > Ty ~ 10 ns (refl1). However, the nuclear spins evolve much more glowl
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than the electron spins, so that the Overhauser field isyngt@tic for a sufficiently short duration
of electron spin evolution. Therefore, it is possible totjgdlly eliminate the effect of the random
nuclear field by flipping the electron spin halfway thoughmteival of free precessiéh a proce-
dure known as Hahn-echo. The random contributions of thel@awuser field to the electron spin
precession before and after the spin-reversal then appedg&ly cancel out. For longer evolution
times, the effective field acting on the electron spin gdhechanges between the two halves of the
precession interval. This change leads to an eventual fassherence on a time scale determined
by the details of the nuclear spin dynamics.

Previous Hahn-echo experiments in GaAs quantum dot spiitsgjsdve demonstrated spin
dephasing times of around;is at relatively low magnetic fields up to 100 mT (réf1, 2). Rece
theoretical studies of decoherence due to the hyperfineattter?4? are generally consistent
with these experimental results, but predict revivals eféboho signal after several microseconds,
as also seen in other systéfsThis prediction already indicates that the initial decéyhe echo
does not reflect irreversible decoherence, but is a consequaf the coherent Larmor preces-
sion of the nuclei. Theoretical work also predicted muclglmcoherence times at higher exter-
nal magnetic field§ or when using more advanced pulse sequéiéésThe classic example is
the Carr-Purcell-Meiboom-Gill (CPMG) sequeffé& but several alternatives have recently been
develope@? and demonstrat€42®. The performance of such schemes is expected to improve as
more control pulses are add&dHere, we provide direct experimental confirmations fortlad
above predictions.

The spin qubit studied in this work consists of two isolatézt®ons confined in a double
guantum dot, created by applying negative voltages to fhegdtes that locally deplete a two
dimensional electron gas (2DEG) 90 nm below the wafer sarfaee Fig.[]la). The Hilbert
space of our logical qubit is spanned by the statés) and| |1), i.e. them = 0 subspace
of two separated spins. The arrows represent the alignnighealectron spins in each of the
dots relative to an external magnetic fielgl,.;, which is oriented in the plane of the 2DEG. The
remaining two states]’, = | 11) and7_ = | || ), are energetically separated by the Zeeman
energyE; = g*upBes (¢* = —0.44 is the g-factor in GaAs) and are not used for information
storage. Tunnel coupling to the leads is used for initisilieg while inter-dot tunnel coupling
allows spin exchange between the dots. This exchange atitamras modulated via the detuning
e, which is the difference between the electrostatic poddsin the two dots. This parameter
is controlled via rapid, antisymmetric changes of the \g@ton gates GL and GR (see Fig. 1)
applied via high frequency coaxial lines, which enablesétextrical control of the quiFE™2?

The experimental procedures follow those of ref 1. We ihtgathe system at a large detun-
ing, where the ground state is a spin singlet with both ed@stresiding in a single dot. Asis
swept to negative values, the electrons separate intoeliffelots, thus preparing the singlet state
S = (|11)—]41))/v2. Forvery large negative detunings, the electron spinsdio dots are de-
coupled, and each individually experiences a Zeeman figtgpposed of the homogeneous external
field and a fluctuating local hyperfine field. A differende3? . between the-components of the
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Figure 1: Qubit control. a, SEM micrograph of a device similar to the one used. Metalgate
(bright structures) are negatively biased to confine twoted@s. The charge state of the double
guantum dot is determined by measuring the conductancaghrthe capacitively coupled quan-
tum point contact(z, pc. The separation between the two electrons is controlleld mahosecond
time resolution via the voltages on GR and Gl Left: an initially prepared singlet state oscillates
betweenS andT; with frequencyy* s A BZ, ./ i, which changes over time due to slow fluctuations

nuc

of the hyperfine field gradienh BZ .. Right: switching on the tunnel coupling between the two
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dots leads to the coherent exchange of the electron s@itahn-echo sequence: after evolving
for a timer /2, the two electrons are exchanged with-aulse. The singlet state is recovered after
further evolution for another/2, independent oA B?, .. d, Carr-Purcell-Meiboom-Gill sequence:

nuc*

in this higher order decoupling sequenges-pulses at time intervals/n are applied.



hyperfine fields in the two dots leads to an energy splittitg/ben the basis statgs) ) and| /1 ).
This splitting causes precession between the sirfgland the tripletly = (| 11) + | 11))/V2,
and its fluctuations lead to dephasing of the qubit. We implainthe echor-pulses by pulsing to
small negative detunings, where inter-dot tunneling ldadm exchange splitting betweéhand
To. This splitting drives coherent oscillations between tta¢es| 1| ) and| /1 ). The pulse profiles
for the Hahn-echo and CPMG sequence are shown iri Fig. 1c,d.

Readout of the final qubit state is accomplished by switchingositive detunings > 0,
where the state with both electrons sitting in the same dptagerred for the spin singlet, but is
energetically excluded for a spin-triplet due to the Paxdilesion principle. The two spin states
thus acquire different charge densities. To sense thierdifice, we use a proximal quantum point
contact (QPC), whose conductance depends on the localasitatic environmeft. After averag-
ing over many identical pulse cycles, the mean QPC condoet&h, p¢, reflects the probability
to find the qubit in the singlet state at the end of each cydhe dcho amplitudes presented below
are normalized such that they are unity at short times (nolt&ence) and eventually drop to
zero for a fully randomized state. This normalization ehiatesr-independent contrast losses (see
Supplementary Material). Figl 2a shows the Hahn-echo Edaradifferent magnetic fieldS.;.

At high fields we find a monotonic decay of the Hahn-echo sigvitdi the total duration
of free precession;. The echo initially decays very slowly (approximately podgonal to7*),
and is suppressed fig'e after 30us. As the magnetic field is reduced, the echo signal develops
oscillations with a time scale of microseconds. For everelofields, the oscillations evolve into
full collapses of the signal, with revivals at later times amen microsecond time scale. These
revivals were predicted in refd [3, 4 based on a quantum meiareatment of the hyperfine
interaction between electron and nuclear spins. Below wlinewa semiclassical mod&lthat can
reproduce the lowest-order result of refs13, 4 and accowntadditional effects that are essential
for fitting our data. This model provides the theoreticalesignal,C(7) = 2p(S) — 1 = —Re(1])
lp(7)] 11 ), wherep(S) is the probability of finding the electron in a singlet statel a(7) is the
gubit’s density matrix at the end of the evolution time. Wedased this model to produce the
guantitatively accurate fits displayed in Fig. 2a.

For each electron spin, the Zeeman energy splitting is ptimp@l to the total magnetic field
By = \/(Bext + Bz,.)?+ Brfucz ~ Bey + BZ. + Bn{lcszext (Fig. [2b). Time-dependence

of the parallel and transverse nuclear componests, and Bjucz, can lead to dephasing of the

electron spin. Assuming statistical independence betwggen and Bjucz, the theoretical echo
signal can be written as a produ€t(r) = A.(7)R, (1), whereA,(r) and R (7) account for the
contributions of B2 . and B- . to the electron spin precession. In the experimental rafigieeo
magnetic fields, the time-dependenceRjf . is mainly caused by spectral diffusion due to the
dipole-dipole interaction between nuclear spins. Thi€pss is predicted to lead to a decay of the
form A,(7) = exp(—(7/Tsp)*) (ref(14[16). As we will now discuss?, (7) (see Supplementary

Eq. 1) has a more interesting non-monotonic structure wéiiises from the relative precession of
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Figure 2:Echo amplitude. a, Echo signal as a function of the total evolution timefor different
values of magnetic field. The fits to the data are obtained lbgnebng the model of ref|3 to
include a spreadB,,. of the nuclear Larmor frequencf@sand multiplying withexp((—7/Tsp)*).
Curves are offset for clarity and normalized as discussebarSupplementary Materiab, The
total Zeeman field seen by the electron is the vector sum aétternal field and the Overhauser
fields parallel and perpendicular to i, The three nuclear species (only two shown for clarity)
contributing to the Overhauser field precess at differentricat frequencies in the external field,

As a result of the relative precession (top), the total tvarse nuclear field oscillates at the Larmor
frequency difference(s) (bottom).



nuclear spins in the external field with different Larmorgfuencies.

The transverse hyperfine fiel: , is a vector sum of contributions from the three nuclear
species’Ga, "'Ga and”As. Due to the different precession rates of these specigs ),
B (t)? contains harmonics at the three relative Larmor frequen@igg. [2d) in addition to a
constant term. The contribution of the constant term to ihglet return probability is eliminated
by the echo pulse. For a general free precession periodpikedependence leads to a suppression
of the echo signal. However, if the precession intervalis a multiple of all three relative Larmor
periods, the oscillatory components contribute no net @@ghe electron spin evolution. As a
result, the echo amplitude revives whenever the commebidityaondition is met. Averaging the
singlet return probability over initial Overhauser fielchfiguration$® leads to the collapse-and-

revival behavior predicted in refs[3, 4.

At low fields, the echo envelope decays more quickly thangtt Fields (see Fid.2a). This
field dependence can be accounted for by including a spreihe dfarmor precession frequencies
for each nuclear species. Such a variation is also manifekeiwidth of NMR lines and naturally
arises from dipolar and other interactions between réfclie model it as a shift of the magnetic
field acting on each individual nuclear spin by an amaoBit, whereB,,. is a Gaussian random
variable with standard deviatiorB,,.. This spread of precession frequencies leads to an aperiodi
time-dependence db:- ? which cannot be removed by the electron spin echo.
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Using the above model (see also Supplementary Eq. 1), we fitaai the data in Fig.
[Za with a single set of field-independent parameters whiafe weosen to obtain a good match
with all datasets: the number of nuclei in each of the two ddtsthe spectral diffusion time
constant,7sp, anddB,,.. In addition, the scale factor for each dataset was allowedhty to
account for the imperfect normalization of the data. Theiealf N determines the depths of the
dips between revivals. The best fit yields = 4.4 x 10°, which is in good agreement with an
independent determination from a measuremefit'of /Nh/g*up-4.0 T giving N = 4.9 x 10°
(see ref 2B, Supplementary Material). From the fit we alsaiolifs, ~ 37us anddB,. = 0.3
mT. The measured NMR line width in pure GaAs is about 0.1 mTZ@®. A possible origin
for the larger field inhomogeneity found here is the quadieipplitting arising from the presence
of the two localized electro®% The inhomogeneity of the Knight shift is expected to have a
similar but quantitatively negligible effect for our paratars. The value dfs, is consistent with
theoretical estimates (see Supplementary Material aritbjefinterestingly, the spread of nuclear
Larmor frequencies, captured ByB),., contributes significantly to the echo decay even at the
highest fields investigated. We have also verified that thenkcho lifetime is not significantly
affected by dynamic nuclear polarization, which can be teéucreasd’; (ref[30, Supplementary
Material).

In order to measure the long Hahn-echo decay times of up tes30 was necessary to
systematically optimize the pulses (see Supplementareiidd Small differences in the gate



voltages before and after thepulse shift the electronic wave function relative to theamoge-
neously polarized nuclei. Such shifts cause the elect@sarmple different Overhauser fields at
different times, and thus lead to an imperfect echo. We hamemzed this effect by compensating
for a systematic drift of over the course of each pulse sequence (see Supplementaaydi)a

Substantially longer coherence times are expected for elaberate decoupling sequeries
We implemented the CPMG sequektevhich consists of an-fold repetition of the Hahn-echo,
thus requiringn w-pulses, as shown in Fidl] 1d. Figl 3 shows datasfer 6, 10 and 16. Fon
= 16, the echo signal clearly persists for more than 260 The field dependence far= 4 is
reported in the Supplementary Material. To verify the iptetation of the data, we have measured
the dependence of the echo on small changes in the final feeegsion time and the duration of
the exchange pulses for= 10,7 =5 and 12Qus (Supplementary Material). Because of the large
number of potential tuning parameters, we have not optiththese CPMG pulses. We expect
that with improved pulses, the same extension of the coberme could be achieved with fewer
pulses. The linear initial decay of the signal in Hig. 3 iswetl understood. The similar variation
of the reference signal corresponding to a completely mstatd is suggestive of a single-electron
T, process causing leakage into the and7~ states (see Supplementary Material). The decay
time constant sets a lower bound for the largest achievalblerence time.

Our measurements demonstrate coherence times of GaAswpta gf at least 20(s, two
orders of magnitude larger than previously shown. The duraif each of ther-pulses could
easily be reduced below the 6 ns used here. Thus, morelthasperations could be carried out
within the coherence time, well in excess of the commonlytgd@rror correction threshold of
~ 10%. Furthermore, one may hope to achieve millisecond scalereolse times with improved
decoupling sequenceswithout adding complexity. The excellent agreement with thodel for
the field and time dependence of the Hahn-echo revivals stimvsany aspects of the dephasing
of electron spins due to the nuclear hyperfine interactiennaw well understood. The insight
gained may also help pave the way towards probing macrosgopintum effects in a mesoscopic
ensemble of a few million nuclear spins.
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Figure 3:CPMG decoupling experiments with 6, 10 and 16 w-pulses at B.,; = 0.4 T. The blue
dots show the readout signal of the CPMG pulses, the recesirepresent reference measure-
ments with the same evolution time without amypulses (equivalent té; measurements), which
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sociated with the transfer of an electron from one dot to them so that a singlet corresponds to
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