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We study a system of two electron spins each interacting with its small nuclear spin environment
(NSE), which is a prototype system of two electron spin quantum dot (QD) qubits. We propose a way
to counteract the decay of entanglement in two-electron spin subsystem (TESSS) by performing some
manipulations on TESSS (the subsystem to which experimentalists have an access), e.g. repeatable
quantum projective measurements of TESSS. Unlike in the quantum Zeno effect, the goal of the
proposed manipulations is not to freeze TESSS in its initial state and to preclude any time evolution
of the state by infinitely frequent quantum measurements. Instead of that, performing a few cycles
of free evolution of the system for some time τ followed by a quantum measurement of TESSS with
subsequent postselection of TESSS state (the same as the initial one) produces quantum correlations
in NSEs and also restores the quantum correlations in TESSS. By numerical calculation of the
system evolution (the full density matrix ρ̂(t)), we show that, in contrast to the fast decay of TESSS
entanglement on timescale of the order of T ∗

2 , application of the proposed manipulation sequence
gradually builds up coherences in the entire system and the rest decay of quantum correlations of
TESSS may be significantly slowed down for specific cycle durations τ and numbers of performed
cycles.

I. INTRODUCTION

Spin of an electron localized on a quantum dot (QD)
in a semiconductor nanostructure is a promising physi-
cal realization of qubit as it can be reliably initialized,
manipulated, and read out [1, 2]. To be a useful ele-
ment of a quantum computer, such a qubit must fulfill,
among others, the criterion of long decoherence times
[3, 4]. Providing no manipulations aimed at mitigation
of the influence exerted by the environment on the spin
qubits have been applied, coherences as well as quantum
correlations of a pair of electron spin QD qubits decay
on a nanosecond timescale [5]. The main factor of such
a fast decay is the Fermi contact hyperfine interaction of
electron spin with nuclear spins of atoms from which the
nanostructure is built [6, 7].

There have already been proposed and implemented in
the experiment a few strategies to enhance the decoher-
ence times of electron spin such as: dynamical decoupling
of spin qubits from their environments [8]; preparing an
artificial state of environment (so called narrowed state
of nuclear spin bath) [9]; or simply making use of mate-
rials which are made of atoms with spinless nuclei, e.g.
isotopically-purified 28Si [10]. All these strategies can be
summarized as: avoiding as much as possible any inter-
action of the qubits with their environments.

In this paper we propose the opposite strategy to coun-
teract the decoherence and induced by it decay of quan-
tum correlations of two electron spin qubits. We explore
the process of transfer of coherences and quantum cor-
relations from a pair of entangled qubits to the envi-
ronment combined with quantum measurements of the
qubits’ subsytem. Provided that the environment is non-
Markovian, e.g. preserves some memory of past inter-
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actions, it turns out that it, being in a quantum state
obtained after a period of free evolution of the system,
can dephase qubits with a lower rate. Using a simple
model of a system of two electron spin QD qubits, pre-
sented in Sec. II, we investigate the effect of application
of the manipulation procedure described in Sec. III on
dynamics of entanglement decay. Results are discussed
in Sec. IV, where it is shown that both parts of the pro-
cedure, namely free evolution of the system and quantum
measurement of the qubits’ subsystem with subsequent
postselection of the two-qubit quantum state, are equally
important, and that only for specific combinations of du-
rations of free evolution periods τ and number of cycles
n, significant retardation of entanglement decay can be
achieved.

We would like to stress that the proposed manipulation
procedure is not a realization of the quantum Zeno effect
[11]. Here, the goal is not to freeze qubits in their ini-
tial state and to preclude any time evolution of the state
by infinitely frequent quantum measurements. Instead of
that, we let qubits interact with their environments and
transfer to them some coherences and quantum correla-
tions during joint system evolution.

II. THE MODEL OF ELECTRON SPIN
QUANTUM DOT QUBITS

First, we describe the model of electron spin QD
qubits, which we use to illustrate the proposed manipula-
tion sequence. We consider a system of two semiconduc-
tor QDs (e.g. self-assembled InGaAs QDs or gated QDs
created in GaAs-AlGaAs nanostructure), each of which
has a localized electron on it. As such systems usually
are operated at low temperatures, we suppose that elec-
trons are in their ground states. In such a case one can
exclude from further consideration the spatial part of the
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electron’s wave functions and focus only on the spin parts
of the wave functions.

For the sake of clarity, we also assume that during peri-
ods of free evolution of the system there is no any inter-
QD interaction, which could create some entanglement
between the two QDs and, especially, between electron
spins (e.g. electrons are strongly localized on QDs be-
cause of a high enough inter-QD potential barrier or rel-
atively long distance between the QDs and the electron’s
wave functions hardly overlap, so no interaction between
the two electron spins occurs). It is worth to mention
that we will be analyzing the behaviour of entanglement
on the time scale from 0 to a few T ∗2 . For such short times
none realistic part of the interaction Hamiltonian, apart
from the Fermi contact hyperfine interaction of electron
spin with nuclear spins from its environment, is essential,
because it does not manifest at short times (the energies
of dipolar or quadrupolar interaction of nuclear spins are
orders of magnitude lower than energy of hyperfine inter-
action), whereas the Fermi contact hyperfine interaction
leads to the fast complete decay of initially present in
the electron spins subsystem entanglement in any finite
magnetic field [7].

Thus, the Hamiltonian of the system of two QDs has
the form:

Ĥ = Ĥ(1) ⊗ 1 + 1⊗ Ĥ(2). (1)

The Hamiltonian Ĥ(i) of a single QD contains the follow-
ing terms

Ĥ(i) = Ĥ
(i)
el. + Ĥ

(i)
nucl. env. + Ĥ

(i)
int.. (2)

The first and the second terms of Ĥ(i) are the Zeeman
energies of electron and nuclear spins, respectively:

Ĥel. = ΩŜz ⊗ 1⊗N , (3)

where Ω = geff.µBBz is the Zeeman splitting of electron
spin, geff. is effective g-factor of electron spin, µB is the
Bohr magneton, Bz is z-component of magnetic field, Ŝz

is the operator of the z-component of electron spin, N
is the number of nuclear spins interacting with electron
spin. For the sake of simplicity, we have also adopted the
assumption that all nuclear spins are of the same type
J , so the identity operator 1 used above is of dimension
2J + 1.

Ĥnucl. env. =

N∑
n=1

ω(n)1⊗(n−1) ⊗ Ĵ (n)
z ⊗ 1⊗(N−n), (4)

where ω(n) = g(n)µNBz is the Zeeman splitting of nth
nuclear spin, g(n) in the nuclear g-factor of nth nuclear
spin, µN is the nuclear magneton.

The last term of the Hamiltonian Ĥ(i) is the hyperfine
interaction between electron spin and nuclear spins:

Ĥint. =

N∑
n=1

AnŜ⊗ 1⊗(n−1) ⊗ Ĵ(n) ⊗ 1⊗(N−n), (5)

where Ŝ =
(
Ŝx, Ŝy, Ŝz

)
is the electron spin operator,

Ĵ(n) =
(
Ĵ

(n)
x , Ĵ

(n)
y , Ĵ

(n)
z

)
is the nth nuclear spin operator

and An is the hyperfine coupling between electron spin
and nth nuclear spin.

III. MANIPULATION PROCEDURE WITH
QUANTUM MEASUREMENTS AND

POSTSELECTION OF TWO-QUBIT STATE

Motivated by experimentalists’ capabilities to initialize
localized in QDs electrons in singlet state and to perform
projective measurements onto singlet state [1, 2], we con-
sider a quantum measurement of two-electron spin sub-
system (TESSS), specifically, the measurement answer-
ing whether TESSS is in a certain two-qubit state or
not. In general, such a quantum measurement can be
described by measurement operators M̂1 (“yes” result)

and M̂2 (“no” result):

M̂1 =
√
k Π̂2q ⊗ 12env +

√
1− k

(
1− Π̂2q ⊗ 12env

)
,

(6)

M̂2 =
√

1− k Π̂2q ⊗ 12env +
√
k
(
1− Π̂2q ⊗ 12env

)
.

(7)

where Π̂2q is a projector in TESSS subspace onto a chosen
two-qubit state, parameter k∈ [ 1

2 , 1] is a strength of mea-
surement, 1 is the identity operator of dimension of the
system state space, and 12env is the identity operator of
dimension of the two NSEs subsytem state space. The ex-
treme values of the quantum measurement strength have
clear physical meanings: k = 1 corresponds to the case of
measurements of the highest strength, i.e. the projective
measurement,

M̂1 = Π̂2q ⊗ 12env, (8)

M̂2 = 1− Π̂2q ⊗ 12env, (9)

and k = 1
2 corresponds to the case of completely ineffec-

tive measurement,

M̂1 = M̂2 =
1√
2
1. (10)

The intermediate values of strength k correspond to such
quantum measurements that give the outcomes which
are the probabilistic mixture of the outcomes of pro-
jective operators Π̂2q ⊗ 12env and 1 − Π̂2q ⊗ 12env, i.e.
the fidelity of the outcomes, compared with these of pro-
jective measurement, is determined by the measurement
strength and is equal to k2. By construction, the mea-
surement operators M̂1, M̂2 fulfill the completeness re-

lation
∑2

i=1 M̂
†
i M̂i ≡ 1 for any k from its range.

The manipulation procedure consists of initialization
of the system in its initial state and a few manipulation
cycles. The manipulation cycle, in turn, has two parts:
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Initiali-
zation Meas. 1

ρ0(0) ρ0(τ)
ρ1(0)

ρ1(τ) ρn-1(τ)
yes

τ
no

τ

Meas. 2

ρ2(0)yes

no
Meas. n

yes

no

ρn(0)
ρn(t)

FIG. 1. Schematic representation of the proposed manipula-
tion sequence with quantum measurements and postselection
of the two-qubit state.

free evolution of the system for a time τ and execution
of quantum measurement with subsequent postselection
of TESSS state. The idea of the manipulation procedure
is shown in Fig. 1. First, the system is initialized in a
state ρ̂ini = ρ̂2q(0)⊗ ρ̂2env(0) =: ρ̂0(0). The initial TESSS
state, ρ̂2q(0), is supposed to be a maximally entangled
state, whereas NSEs usually are in a high-temperature
state [5], which has no coherences at all, if no manipula-
tions have been performed on them beforehand. Such a
choice of NSE initial state is physically motivated: even
low temperatures of the order of a few hundred of mK,
at which experiments with QDs are routinely performed,
are already sufficiently high enough for nuclear spins due
to the smallness of their Zeeman energies or dipolar in-
teraction compared to kBT . Thus, the initial state of
NSEs has the form ρ̂2env(0) = ρ̂env1(0)⊗ ρ̂env2(0), where
ρ̂envi(0) = 1

Zi
1, Zi = (2J + 1)Ni , i = 1, 2.

After initialization, we let the system freely evolve for
some time τ obtaining the state ρ̂0(τ) = Û(τ)ρ̂0(0)Û†(τ),

where Û(τ) := exp
(
− i

~Ĥτ
)

. Next, a quantum measure-

ment of TESSS is performed producing, according to the
measurement postulate of quantum mechanics [12], in an
indeterministic way, one of two possible states

ρ̂yes
1 (0) := M̂1ρ̂0(τ)M̂†1/Tr

(
M̂1ρ̂0(τ)M̂†1

)
(11)

or

ρ̂no
1 (0) := M̂2ρ̂0(τ)M̂†2/Tr

(
M̂2ρ̂0(τ)M̂†2

)
(12)

with probabilities calculated according to the Born’s rule

pyes = Tr
(
M̂1ρ̂0(τ)M̂†1

)
and pno = Tr

(
M̂2ρ̂0(τ)M̂†2

)
,

respectively.

The state ρ̂yes
1 (0), which corresponds to the operator

M̂1, is postselected for further manipulations. If the out-
come of the measurement happens to be the state ρ̂no

1 (0),
then it is rejected and execution of the manipulation pro-
cedure is interrupted. After successful execution of the
nth manipulation cycle, the state

ρ̂n(0) := ρ̂M̂1
n (0)/Tr

(
ρ̂M̂1
n (0)

)
, (13)

where ρ̂M̂1
n (0) := M̂1ρ̂n−1(τ)M̂†1 , is obtained, for which

we study dynamics of TESSS entanglement.

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

We would like to note that it is crucial in the simu-
lations to keep the density matrix of the whole system,
ρ̂n(t), and not to reduce it to the two-qubit density ma-
trix ρ̂2q(t) by tracing out NSEs. Having at hand the full
density matrix, one can investigate the transfer of co-
herences and quantum correlations in the system to the
greatest degree. As dimension of the system state space
grows exponentially with the number of nuclear spins,
our capabilities to simulate application of the proposed
manipulation procedure are limited to small systems, so
we present here the results obtained for the system of two
QDs with homonuclear (J = 1

2 ) NSEs of the same size
N1 = N2 = 5.

In simulations, as an initial TESSS state we have
used singlet state, ρ̂2q(0) = |ψ−〉〈ψ−|, where |ψ−〉 =
1√
2

(|↑↓〉 − |↓↑〉). The projector operator Π̂2q have also

been chosed to be a projector onto singlet state, Π̂2q =
|ψ−〉〈ψ−|.

To quantify the amount of entanglement of TESSS
state ρ̂, we use concurrence [13], which is defined as

C(ρ̂) = max {0, λ1 − λ2 − λ3 − λ4} , (14)

where λ1 > λ2 > λ3 > λ4 are the square roots of the
eigenvalues of matrix ρ̂ ˆ̃ρ, where ˆ̃ρ = (σ̂y⊗ σ̂y)ρ̂∗(σ̂y⊗ σ̂y).
Here ρ̂∗ denotes the operation of complex conjugation of
each element of ρ̂. The concurrence ranges from C = 0
for separable states to C = 1 for maximally entangled
states. We also use negativity [14] to estimate the level
of entanglement between two parts of the system. We
show below that of particular interest is the negativity
between TESSS and NSEs.

While considering the quantum correlation dynamics,
it is convenient for further analysis to express time in
units of two-qubit T ∗2 defined as follows

1(
T ∗2

)2 =
1(

T
∗(1)
2

)2 +
1(

T
∗(2)
2

)2 , (15)

where T
∗(i)
2 is the single-qubit dephasing time, T

∗(i)
2 =

~
√

8Ni/
∑Ni

n=1A
(i)
n . The decay of entanglement of two

electron spin qubits plotted using such a time unit is
independent of the system size and the absolute value of
the hyperfine interaction [7].

The results of simulations, which are shown in figures
2–??, have been obtained for the system being in mod-

erate magnetic field Ω = 5
[

~
T∗
2

]
. In Fig. 2 the time de-

pendencies of concurrence of TESSS state (top panel)
and negativity (bottom panel) are shown for a few dif-
ferent numbers n of performed cycles. As it can be seen
from the top panel of Fig. 2, normally entanglement is
completely lost after time t ≈ 1.5T ∗2 , but application of
just a single manipulation cycle causes a significantly rise
of the entanglement level at all times and noticeably re-
tards its decay. With increasing number n of performed
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FIG. 2. Concurrence of two-qubit state ρ̂2q(t) and nega-
tivity calculated for the system state ρ̂n(t) divided into two
parts, TESSS and NSEs, as functions of time t after the last
projective measurement (PM). NSEs consist of N1 = N2 = 5
uniformly coupled spins 1
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netic field Ω = 5
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]
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cycles, level of entanglement systematically grows, reach-
ing almost its maximal value. Along with the decay
of entanglement in TESSS, we see appearance of entan-
glement between initially uncorrelated parts of the sys-
tem, namely between TESSS and their NSEs (see bottom
panel of Fig. 2).

In order to estimate the effect of retardation of en-
tanglement decay produced by application of the manip-
ulation procedure, we monitor the level of concurrence
calculated for t = 2T ∗2 , which is shown in Fig. 3, as a
function of number n of performed projective measure-
ments and time τ between them. Using this map, one
can find the optimal values of the parameters n and τ ,
which maximize the retardation of entanglement decay.
On one hand, increasing the number of manipulation cy-
cles almost always enhances the effect, on the other hand,
it turns out that there exists the most optimal duration
τ of the free evolution periods (τopt. ≈ 2T ∗2 for the simu-
lated system).

The probability to obtain the desired state ρ̂n(0),
which is shown in left panel of Fig. 4, decreases mono-
tonically with number n of performed cycles due to the
fact that in each cycle the probability to obtain the post-
selected TESSS state which is the same as the initial one
is strongly less than one. It is also worth noting that
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FIG. 3. Concurrence calculated for ρ̂2q(t = 2T ∗
2 ) as a func-
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time τ between them. NSEs consist of N1 = N2 = 5 uni-
formly coupled spins 1

2
. The system is in moderate magnetic

field Ω = 5
[

~
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probability of ρ̂n(0) decreases sub-exponentially with in-
creasing n, so it drops relatively slow and it is at the level
a few percent after execution of about n = 20 cycles.

For τ > T ∗2 , probability of ρ̂n(0), which is shown in
right panel of Fig. 4, becomes a weakly dependent func-
tion of τ for a fixed parameter n and oscillates around
the corresponding mean value.

For practical purposes, one should find the optimal
combination of procedure parameters n and τ such that
maximizes simultaneously the effect of retardation of en-
tanglement decay (see Fig. 3) and the probability to ob-
tain such a state (see map in Fig. 4).

In Fig. 5 the dependence of intensity of the effect on
strength k of quantum measurement used in the manipu-
lation procedure is shown. It turns out that with increas-
ing parameter n concurrence of TESSS state, as a func-
tion of k, gradually develops a plateau at nearly maximal
possible for a given value of n level. The plateau is situ-
ated between k = 1 and some lower value of k, and for in-
creasing parameter n, progressively reaches surprisingly
low values of k. Thus, a long sequences of manipulation
cycles lower requirement for the strength k of quantum
measurement with practically no loss in the end effect.

The possibility to significantly retard entanglement de-
cay by performing the manipulations with quantum mea-
surements originates from the non-Markovian dynam-
ics of the system [15, 16]. During free evolution, elec-
tron spins, initially being in an entangled state, transfer
through the hyperfine interaction some of their quantum
correlations to their nuclear spin environments. Execu-
tion of the quantum measurement of two-electron spin
subsystem with subsequent postselection of two-electron
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spin state restores its quantum correlations. The state of
nuclear spin subsystems, conditioned on past dynamics,
in turn, preserves the previously obtained from electron
spins quantum correlations, and thus, the flow rate of
quantum correlations from electron spins to nuclear spin
environments in following periods of the system evolution
may be reduced, which is manifested as the retardation
of electron spin entanglement decay.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In contrast to the fast decay of TESSS entanglement on
a timescale of the order of T ∗2 (shown in Fig. 1 of [6] or [7]
and here in Fig. 2), performing a few cycles of evolution
of initially entangled two electron spin qubits interacting
with their NSEs followed by quantum measurement per-
formed on TESSS gradually builds up coherences in the
entire system and the rest decay of quantum correlations
of TESSS may be significantly slowed down for specific
cycle durations τ and numbers n of the performed cycles.

The disadvantage of such a way of counteracting the
decoherence is the necessity to postselect the proper two-
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qubit state after each quantum measurement and the as-
sociated with that decreasing probability of success. On
the other hand, the probability to obtain the desired state
ρ̂n(t) decreases sub-exponentially with n.

The strong (projective) measurements produce maxi-
mal effect of retardation of entanglement decay, but the
effect can be also achieved in the case of weak measure-
ments. The more cycles have been performed (the larger
n), the weaker quantum measurements can be used to
achieve a nearly maximal effect.

Since the proposed procedure of retardation of entan-
glement decay requires only the execution of quantum
measurements of two-electron subsystem, its practical re-
alization seems to be much easier than execution of dy-
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namical decoupling of qubits from their environments or
preparation of a narrowed nuclear spin bath state, but
due to the indeterminicity involved in the manipulation
procedure, only a fraction of executed runs will give the
desired state ρ̂n(t), and therefore it is not the most con-
venient way to counteract the decoherence. On the other
hand, simulations show that when one applies the ma-
nipulation procedure with a number of cycles n > 10,
the quantum measurement need not to be of projective

type (k = 1) anymore, it can be of moderate strength
(k ≈ 0.8), and the probability to obtain the desired state
ρ̂n(t), which will exhibit a slower decay of entanglement,
is pretty large (about 10%). Thus, it may be viewed of
fundamental interest to implement such a manipulation
procedure in currently existing systems of two-electron
spin QD qubits in order to check experimentally whether
predicted effect of retardation of entanglement decay is
achievable in real systems.
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