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We present here the steps enabling the microscopic design of a topologically protected singlet-
triplet qubit in an InAsP quantum dot array embedded in an InP nanowire. The qubit is constructed
with two Haldane spin- 1

2
quasiparticles in a synthetic spin one chain. The qubit is described by a two-

leg multi-orbital Hubbard Kanamori (HK) model with parameters obtained from the microscopic
calculations of up to eight electrons in a single and double quantum dot. In this HK model describing
long arrays of quantum dots, using both exact diagonalization and matrix product state (MPS) tools,
we demonstrate a four-fold quasidegenerate ground state separated from excited states by a finite
energy gap similar to a Heisenberg spin-1 chain in the Haldane phase. We demonstrate the existence
of spin- 1

2
quasiparticles at the edges of the chain by observing the magnetic field dependence of the

low energy spectrum as a function of applied magnetic field. The applied magnetic field also isolates
the singlet and Sz = 0 triplet states from the other triplet components allowing these states to serve
as a qubit basis. Most importantly, the regions in parameter space where the low energy spectrum
of the multi-orbital Hubbard chain yields a Heisenberg spin-1 chain spectrum are mapped out. Due
to the finite energy gap, this qubit has the potential to be protected against perturbations.

I. INTRODUCTION

The development of solid state quantum information
processing devices is currently a research area of great
interest [1–5]. At the moment, qubits developed for com-
mercial use are superconducting [6–8], trapped ion [9, 10],
electron spin [11–14] and photonic qubits [15–17] due to
their robustness and scalability [15, 16, 18–20]. However,
these qubits suffer from decoherence and a quest for topo-
logically protected qubits continues [21–23]. Recently, a
qubit constructed with two Haldane spin- 12 quasiparti-
cles [24–26] in a synthetic spin one chain [21, 27] has
been proposed [27–29]. A synthetic spin one chain could
be realised using gated triple quantum dots [28] , array of
semiconductor quantum dots in a nanowire [27, 30] and a
chain of triangular graphene quantum dots [31–33]. Here,
we discuss the atomistic design of a synthetic spin-1 chain
using a semiconductor quantum dot array in a nanowire
to realize a topologically protected singlet-triplet qubit.

Previous effective mass and Heisenberg model based
spin calculations suggested that such a qubit can be re-
alized using a chain of InAsP semiconductor quantum
dots with 4 electrons each in a InP nanowire [21, 27, 30].
Furthermore, it has been shown through microscopic cal-
culations that the ground state of a single InAsP quan-
tum dot in a nanowire is a spin triplet and that the low
energy spectrum of an array of two InAsP quantum dots
in an InP nanowire is similar to the spectrum of a Heisen-
berg chain of two spin-1 particles [30]. The parameters of
this two site Heisenberg Hamiltonian were used to extend
the Heisenber spin-1 chain.

Here, instead of effective Heisenberg Hamiltonian we
derive and use an effective multi-orbital Hubbard model
with parameters obtained from microscopic atomistic cal-
culations. We determine a set of microscopic parameters
for which a long macroscopic quantum dot chain with

4 electrons each has a four-fold quasi-degenerate ground
state separated from the quintuplet state by a finite en-
ergy gap, similar to a Heisenberg spin-1 chain. We also
show that the electrons in a quantum dot array behave
the same way as two coupled spin- 12 quasi-particles would
in a magnetic field.

Furthermore, we show that the length of array con-
trols the singlet-triplet splitting while the Zeeman split-
ting of the nonzero spin triplet states allows us to iso-
late the quasi-degenerate singlet and triplet states from
the quintuplet allowing the isolated states to serve as a
qubit basis. We then demonstrate that the multi-orbital
Hubbard parameters which result in a Heisenberg spin-
1 chain model form distinct regions in parameter space
and not sporadic regions. Determining these parame-
ters allows for the fine tuning of the spectral gap. The
parameters are modified by controlling the size and As
concentration of the InAsP quantum dot as well as in-
terdot distance and material of the quantum dot array
enabling construction of robust topologically protected
singlet-triplet qubits.

The paper is organized as follows. First, we define
the multi-orbital Hubbard model in terms of individual
quantum dots and the interaction between them. We
then describe the methodology of the calculations which
include exact diagonalization and density matrix renor-
malization group (DMRG) in the formalism of matrix
product states (MPS) [34–36]. Next, we analyze the low
energy spectrum as a function of array size and show
the behaviour of the chain in a magnetic field. Finally,
we map out regions in parameter space where the multi-
orbital Hubbard model gives a low energy spectrum that
resembles that of the Heisenberg spin-1 chain.

http://arxiv.org/abs/2209.10076v1


2

(a) (b)

FIG. 1: (a) Hexagonal InAsP quantum dot (blue) in an InP
nanowire (yellow). (b) Charge densities of single particle
states.

II. InAsP QUANTUM DOT ARRAY IN AN InP

NANOWIRE

We aim to realize a synthetic spin-1 chain with an array
of InAsP quantum dots embedded in an InP nanowire.
The quantum dot array is constructed with a single
InAsP quantum dot shown in Fig. 1(a) as a building
block. It has been shown that a synthetic spin-1 object
is formed when 4 electrons are injected into the InAsP
quantum dot [30]. With each InAsP quantum dot acting
as a spin-1 object, we construct a synthetic spin-1 chain
with an array of these InAsP quantum dots as shown in
Fig. 2.
The microscopic calculations for one and two InAsP

quantum dots embedded in an InP nanowire serve as the
foundation for the effective multi-orbital Hubbard model
that describes the InAsP quantum dot array. Essentially,
the microscopic calculations begin with a tight-binding
model [30, 37–39] where the quantum dot nanowire is
created by first building an InP matrix and defining a
hexagonal nanowire inside as shown in Fig. 1(a) where
random P atoms are replaced with As atoms at a con-
centration of 10%. Fig. 1(b) shows the probability densi-
ties of the single particle states obtained from the tight-
binding model. Despite the random distribution of As
atoms, the spectrum consists of an s-shell followed by
two states of a p-shell.
Furthermore, it was shown that when four electrons

were inserted into the quantum dot, two of the electrons
filled the s-shell, leaving the other two electrons to form a
triplet state on the p-shell. The many-body calculations
of the N electron complex were done using the configu-
ration interaction method for the Hamiltonian given by

HMB =
∑

i

Eic
†
ici +

1

2

∑

ijkl

〈ij|V |kl〉c†ic
†
jckcl (1)

where Ei is the energy of single particle state i, c†i (ci)
is the creation (annihilation) operator for an electron
on state i and 〈ij|V |kl〉 is the Coulomb matrix element
where two electrons, one in state i and another in state
j scatter to states k and l. Likewise, the many-body
spectrum of two quantum dots, each with four electrons,
resembled the spectrum of two coupled spin-1 particles.

FIG. 2: A chain of InAsP quantum dots (blue) embedded in
an InP nanowire (yellow). Red arrows indicate electrons
with corresponding spin.

The limitation of these microscopic calculations extended
to a long chain of quantum dots is that they are compu-
tationally expensive. Computing such arrays where each
quantum dot contains millions of atoms, with each atom
containing 20 spin-up and spin-down orbitals, and 4 elec-
trons per quantum dot is not possible. Since the singlet-
triplet qubit requires a chain of many synthetic spin-1
quasiparticles, it is necessary to use a simplified model
that still captures the physics of a spin-1 chain.

III. THE MULTI-ORBITAL HUBBARD MODEL

We now turn to the effective multi-orbital Hubbard
model to describe the quantum dot array shown in Fig.
2. In this model, each quantum dot is described as a site
with two p orbitals, p− and p+. Here, s-shell electrons are
ignored because the probability of s electrons scattering
to the p-shell is negligible due to the large s-p splitting
in the microscopic single-particle spectrum. Exchange
interaction of additional two electrons half-filling the p-
shell can ferromagnetically couple their spins to form a
synthetic spin-1 state as shown schematically in Fig. 2.
To retain essential microscopic description of the quan-

tum dot we reduce the microscopic Hamiltonian in (1)
to the effective multi-orbital Hubbard Hamiltonian for a
single quantum dot given below

H0(i) = U1

∑

α

niα↑niα↓ + (U2 −
J1/2

4
)ni−ni+

− J1/2Si− · Si+ +
∆

2

∑

σ

∑

α6=β

c†iασciβσ (2)

where α, β ∈ {−,+} denote the orbital indices, σ ∈ {↑
, ↓} denotes spin and niα ≡

∑

σ niασ is the number of
electrons in orbital α in quantum dot i. This Hamiltonian
as well as the Hamiltonian for a chain of quantum dots is
derived from the microscopic Hamiltonian by employing
certain approximations to the Coulomb matrix elements
as described in Ref. [30].
The first term is the Hubbard term, which describes

the energy U1 required for a spin-up and spin-down elec-
tron to occupy a single orbital. The second term de-
scribes the coupling between electrons on the p− and p+
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shells with energy (U2 − J1/2/4). Here, U2 is the direct
Coulomb interaction between an electron on p− and an
electron on p+ and J1/2 is the exchange between them.
In general, U1 and U2 differ in value, but for the sys-
tems we are interested in, U1 = U2 ≡ U . The following
J1/2 term describes the Heisenberg ferromagnetic cou-
pling between p− and p+ electrons, which is not to be
confused with the effective Heisenberg spin-1 coupling
between quantum dots, hence the subscript 1/2 in the
coupling constant J1/2. This spin-

1
2 coupling arises from

the exchange interaction between electrons on different
orbitals. Finally, the last term describes the p-shell split-
ting due to the broken lateral symmetry of the quantum
dot from the random distribution of As atoms, where the
energy splitting ∆ is the splitting between the px and py
orbitals which are both linear combinations of p− and
p+.
To compute the spectrum of a chain of quantum dots,

we must include the interaction between the quantum
dots. The total multi-orbital Hubbard Hamiltonian is
given by

H =
∑

i

(

H0(i) + t
∑

ασ

(c†iασci+1ασ + h.c.)

)

+ V
∑

i

nini+1 (3)

which is the sum of all single quantum dot Hamiltonians
in the array and the interactions between nearest neigh-
boring dots. The first term that describes the interdot

interactions is the tunneling term tc†iασci+1ασ which de-
scribes the process of an electron hopping from quan-
tum dot i to the nearest neighbor quantum dot i + 1
with a hopping energy t. The second term of the inter-
dot interaction portion of the Hamiltonian describes the
electrostatic interaction between electrons on neighbor-
ing quantum dots. Here, ni ∈ [0, 4] is the electron oc-
cupation of dot i and V is the Coulomb matrix element
which is direct with respect to dot index and is defined
to be V ≡ 〈iα, jβ|V |jβ, iα〉 where α, β ∈ {p+, p−}.
The two most important terms in determining the be-

haviour of the system as a spin-1 chain are the intradot
exchange term −J1/2

∑

i Si− · Si+, which describes the
spin-spin coupling between a p− electron and a p+ elec-

tron, and the tunneling term t
∑

i

∑

ασ c
†
iασci+1ασ. The

intradot exchange term, which controls the electronic be-
haviour of the quantum dot as a spin-1 object is com-
promised by the tunneling term, which breaks the spin-1
apart. Without the interdot tunneling term however, the
singlet, triplet and quintuplet states of the quantum dot
array will all be degenerate which means that there is no
finite gap in the spectrum.
The single dot parameters U1, U2, J1/2, ∆ and mul-

tidot parameters t and V were obtained by fitting the
spectrum of (3) to the microscopic tight-binding spec-
trum of a two dot array using a genetic algorithm. This
effective multi-orbital Hubbard model with parameters
obtained from microscopic calculations allows us to sim-

TABLE I: Multi-orbital Hubbard parameters for the
quantum dot chain

Parameter Value (meV)
U 15.971

J1/2 5.000
∆ 0.844
t 2.389
V 8.05

ulate an array with many dots so that we can construct
the topologically protected singlet-triplet qubit.

IV. METHODOLOGY

In this work, we compute the many-body spectrum of a
large chain of quantum dots using the multi-orbital Hub-
bard model and Configuration Interaction and DMRG
tools to demonstrate the similarity to the spectrum of
a spin-1 chain with two Haldane spin- 12 quasiparticles.
Next, we apply a magnetic field to the quantum dot chain
to determine the behaviour of the Haldane spin- 12 quasi-
particles at the edges as well as to find the magnetic field
at which the qubit can operate. Finally, regions in pa-
rameter space, i.e. the parameters in (2) and (3), where
the Hubbard chain produces a Heisenberg spin-1 chain
spectrum are mapped out.
All calculations of spectra of arrays with two quantum

dots are done with exact diagonalization while calcula-
tions of spectra of larger arrays are done with the DMRG
algorithm [34–36]. In this work, we used iTensor and a
tool that we developed called Python MPS (PyMPS) to
perform the DMRG calculations [40, 41].
Table I shows the multi-orbital Hubbard model param-

eters that were obtained from microscopic calculations
[30]. An important feature of the multi-orbital Hubbard
chain is the similarity of its low energy spectrum and the
spectrum of a spin-1 chain. However, the similarity to
the spin-1 chain spectrum is dependent on the choice of
multi-orbital Hubbard parameters. This is evident with
the example of a chain of two quantum dots. The spec-
trum of the two quantum dot array is shown in Fig. 3(a)
where the parameters except for J1/2 and t are taken from
Table I. While the Heisenberg spin-1 chain spectrum is
reproduced with the parameters shown in Fig. 3(a), it
is not reproduced when those parameters are changed as
shown in Fig. 3(b). The dependence of the spectrum on
parameters allows us to define a criterion for Heisenberg
spin-1 chain behaviour. The criterion is such that when
the multi-orbital Hubbard spectrum replicates the spin-
1 chain spectrum as shown in Fig. 3(a), the criterion
is satisfied, otherwise, as illustrated in Fig. 3(b) when
the spectrum of the spin-1 chain is not replicated, the
criterion is not satisfied. This principle applies to long
arrays of quantum dots. For L = 50 quantum dots the
Sz = 0 Hilbert space of the HK model at half-filling is
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(

100
50

)2
≈ 1058. For such a large Hilbert space we apply

MPS-DMRG tools to obtain the low energy spectrum.
Fig. 4(a) shows an example where a chain of 50 quan-
tum dots satisfies the spin-1 chain criterion. This crite-
rion applies to any size of quantum dot array and will be
imperative to mapping out regions in parameter space
where the system behaves as a chain of spin-1s.
The low energy spectrum of the long chain shown in

Fig. 4(a) illustrates the behaviour of two uncoupled spin-
1
2 quasiparticles. While Fig. 3(a) shows that the two
dot array resembles two spin-1s, Fig. 4(a) shows that
the chain of many quantum dots resembles a chain of
many spin-1 particles, which is understood in terms of
two Haldane spin- 12 quasiparticles at the edges. To illus-
trate the spectral gap, the spectrum of the multi-orbital
Hubbard Hamiltonian as a function of system size shown
in Fig. 4(b) was computed and compared with that of
the Heisenberg spin-1 chain.
The spectrum of the Heisenberg spin-1 chain was com-

puted using the Heisenberg Hamiltonian given by

H = J1
∑

i

Si · Si+1 (4)

where J1 = 2t2/
(

U +
J1/2

2 − V
)

is the effective Heisen-

berg spin-1 coupling which is analytically obtained by
treating the tunneling term in (3) as a perturbation [42].
We then added the term gµBSz

Total to (3) to study
the behaviour of the quantum dot array as a function
of applied magnetic field. Using a chain of 20 and 50
quantum dots, we determined the array size required for
the singlet-triplet splitting in Figs. 5(a) and (b) to be
small enough to avoid unwanted level crossings.
Finally, to determine the set of multi-orbital Hubbard

parameters where the array gives a Heisenberg spin-1
chain like spectrum, we set the following criterion; if the
spectrum consists of a singlet ground state, followed by
a triplet first excited state, then followed by a quintuplet
second excited state with no other states in between, then
the criterion is satisfied.
Fig. 3 shows an example of a spectrum that satisfies

the Heisenberg spin-1 criterion and another example that
does not. In Fig. 3 (a), t = 1

6U , which is still in the per-
turbative regime, while in Fig. 3 (b), t ∼ U thus the
spin-1 description is no longer valid. Unlike the Heisen-
berg spin-1 chain spectrum, there are intermediate sin-
glet and triplet states that appear below the quintuplet
energy due to the coupling of the ground state singlet and
triplet to the higher energy configurations that contain
triple electron occupation in a dot [30]. We then map
out the regime in parameter space where this criterion is
satisfied for a 16 quantum dot system.

V. RESULTS

One of the ways to determine the spin-1 chain charac-
teristics of the quantum dot array is to observe a quaside-

(a)

(b)
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FIG. 3: Low energy spectra of two quantum dots with two
different sets of parameters. The spectrum (a) shows the
spin-1 spectrum criterion satisfied, while (b) is an example
where the criterion is not satisfied. All parameters are in
meV.

generate singlet-triplet ground state with a gap that sep-
arates the ground state from the quintuplet state in the
low energy spectrum. Similar to the multi-orbital Hub-
bard spectrum for two quantum dots in Fig. 3(a), the
spectrum of a chain of many dots in Fig. 4(a) also con-
sists of a ground state singlet followed by triplet states
and quintuplet states. The difference is that unlike the
spectrum of two quantum dots, the singlet and triplet
states in the spectrum of the large chain are almost de-
generate with a splitting of 0.05 meV and are separated
by a spectral gap from the quintuplet state. The almost
degenerate singlet-triplet states along with the spectral
gap are indications of the existence of Haldane spin- 12
quasiparticles at the edges. To demonstrate this point
further, we show the energy of singlet and triplet states
as a function of system size in 4(b). We see that singlet
and triplet become almost degenerate while the singlet-
quintuplet energy gap approaches a value of about 0.29
meV.

The same behaviour is observed in the spectrum of the
Heisenberg spin-1 chain in Fig. 4(b) where the spectral
gap is 0.45 meV. This spectral gap is known as the Hal-
dane gap. Though the spectral gap for the multi-orbital
Hubbard model is only about 65% of the spectral gap
in the Heisenberg spin-1 chain spectrum, this level of
agreement is to be expected considering the fact that the
ground state of a two dot multi-orbital Hubbard model
given these parameters is in about 70% agreement with
the ground state of a two site Heisenberg spin-1 chain as
seen in the overlap integral which was calculated in Ref.
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FIG. 4: Parameters used are in Table I. (a) Low energy
spectrum of a chain of 50 quantum dots using the
multi-orbital Hubbard model (MOH). (b) Low energy
spectrum of a quantum dot array as a function of array size
using various models. ET and EQ denote triplet and
quintuplet energy respectively. All energies are shifted so
that the singlet energy, which is not shown, is zero. The
inset shows an enlarged section of the plot from L = 48 to
50 dots.

[30]. Next, we apply a magnetic field by adding Zee-
man energy to demonstrate that the quantum dot array
behaves the same way as two Haldane spin- 12 quasipar-
ticles would in a magnetic field and to also show that
the Sz = 0 triplet and singlet can be isolated for use as
a qubit basis. The spectra for 20 and 50 quantum dot
arrays as a function of applied magnetic field are shown
in Fig. 5.
In both the L = 20 and L = 50 cases, the Zeeman

splitting between the triplet components increases as a
function of magnetic field while the singlet remains unaf-
fected, which is also the case for two coupled spin- 12 par-
ticles. With the inclusion of the Zeeman splitting of the
quintuplet components, this system behaves as a Heisen-
berg spin-1 chain would under a magnetic field.
For qubit operation, it is necessary for the Sz = ±1

triplet components to split away far enough to isolate
the Sz = 0 triplet and singlet before the Sz = −2 quin-
utplet crosses the Sz = 0 triplet. This does not happen
with the L = 20 chain as seen in Fig. 5 (a) where at
about gµB = 0.24 meV, the Sz = −1 triplet begins to
cross below the singlet, but by then the lowest energy
quintuplet already crossed below the Sz = 0 triplet. For
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-0.2
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Singlet Triplet Quintuplet

(a)

(b)

FIG. 5: Multi-orbital Hubbard spectra as a function of
magnetic field gµB for L = 20 (a) and L = 50 (b) quantum
dot arrays. The logical qubit states are highlighted in the
dashed square.

the L = 50 chain, the singlet-triplet splitting at zero field
is small enough such that isolation of the zero singlet and
triplet occurs before any quintuplet crossing occurs. At
about gµB = 0.07 meV as seen in Fig. 5 (b), the nonzero
triplets isolate the qubit basis before the lowest energy
quintuplet crosses even the Sz = +1 triplet. Since it
is useful to have a larger spacing between the qubit ba-
sis and the nonzero triplets, we can use a magnetic field
of 0.08 meV for qubit operation where the high energy
triplet and the low energy quintuplet begin to cross.
It is also useful to construct a synthetic spin-1 chain

with other parameters. These multi-orbital Hubbard
parameters depend on the material, quantum dot As
concentration, interdot distance and quantum dot size.
Varying these parameters would vary the spectral gap

since J1 ∝ t2

U+
J
1/2
2

−V
[42], hence it is important to find

which parameters would yield a synthetic spin-1 chain.
We map out regions in parameter space for 2 dot and

16 dot arrays where the Hamiltonian (3) produces a spin-
1 chain spectrum, that is, regions where the spectrum
consists of a singlet ground state, a triplet first excited
state and a quintuplet second excited state. In both Figs.
6 and 7, there are clear regions in parameter space where
a spin-1 spectrum is produced as opposed to random
points sporadically dispersed. We decided to omit the



6

0 20 40 60
0

5

10

15

20

25

Spin-1 chain regime diagrams for 2 dots

(a)

(c) (d)

(b)

FIG. 6: Spin-1 chain spectrum criterion as a function of
various multi-orbital Hubbard parameters for an array of
two quantum dots. Yellow (or green) region is where the
criterion is satisfied and blue is otherwise. (a) is a diagram
of t and J1/2, (b) is a diagram of U/t and J1/2, (c) shows ∆
versus J1/2 and (d) shows ∆ versus J1/2 at different values
of t, where the all values of t are in units of meV.

parameter V from the diagrams because the term con-
taining this factor only contributes a constant shift to the
low energy spectrum due to all of the orbitals in these
states having single occupation. In Fig. 6(a) we see a
t varying linearly with J1/2 at the boundary. Moreover,

Fig. 6(b) shows a 1
J1/2

dependence of U at the boundary,

which is expected because of the linear dependence of t
on J1/2 at the boundary in Fig. 6(a). In Fig. 6(c), we
see a linear dependence between ∆ and J at the bound-
ary. Furthermore, varying t at different cross sections of
the ∆-J1/2 plane as shown in Fig. 6(d), does not vary
the slope of the boundary. However, the J1/2-intercept
increases with t.

Since the singlet-triplet qubit requires large chains, we
also map out regions in parameter space where a spin-1
chain spectrum is produced for a 16 dot system in Fig.
7. Similar trends to the 2 dot diagrams are seen in the
16 dot diagrams. For instance, linear dependence of t on
J1/2 at the boundary where the spin-1 chain criterion is

satisfied is shown in Fig. 7(a). The 1
J1/2

dependence in

Fig. 7(b) is also seen as well as the linear dependence of
∆ on J1/2 in Fig. 7(c).

The two lowest energy eigenstates for a single quantum
dot with two electrons in the p-shell are a triplet ground
state and a singlet first excited state separated by an en-

ergy Es1 =
3J1/2−

√

J2

1/2
+(4∆)2

4 [30]. If another quantum
dot is placed beside the first one, the orbitals in different

dots are coupled by the hopping term tc†iαci+1α. We see
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FIG. 7: Spin-1 spectrum criterion as a function of various
multi-orbital Hubbard parameters for an array of 16
quantum dots. Yellow region is where the criterion is
satisfied and blue is otherwise. All parameters are the same
as the ones used in Figs. 4 and 5 except for those that are
varied.

the effect of hopping in the spectrum of 4 electrons on two
quantum dots in the splitting of the singlet and triplet
double quantum dot states, where in this case, the singlet
is the ground state and the first excited state is a triplet.
In the regime where the hopping term in (3) is weak,
the singlet triplet splitting is proportional to the effective
Heisenberg spin-1 coupling J1 = 2t2/

(

U + J1/2/2− V
)

.
This introduces the condition J1 < Es1 which can be
interpreted as the values of t which conserve the spin-1
character of each quantum dot in the array. This condi-
tion can shed light on Figs. 6 and 7.
Increasing J1/2 increases the singlet-triplet splitting for

a single quantum dot, protecting the spin-1 character of
each dot against perturbations according to the analytic
expression of Es1. This behavior is observed in Figs.
6 and 7, where the Haldane phase is favored whenever
J1/2 is increased. On the other hand, an increase in the
hopping energy t mixes the single quantum dot ground
and excited states, destabilizing Haldane phase , which is
also observed in Figs. 6(a) and 7(a). Similarly, increasing
the p-shell splitting ∆ decreases the singlet-triplet gap
in a single quantum dot, eventually producing a ground
state that is a singlet instead of a triplet in the case when
Es1 < 0, losing the spin-1 behavior of each quantum dot.
In Figs. 6(c) and 7(d) the competition between J1/2

and ∆ terms can be seen directly. Particularly, in Fig.
6(d) the combined effect of varying ∆ with the hopping
term t and J1/2 is shown. When the hopping energy t is
increased, J1/2 must also increase even for negligible ∆ in
order to stabilize the Haldane phase. This is the reason
behind the increasing of the J1/2-intercept as t increases.
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VI. CONCLUSION

We presented here the steps enabling the microscopic
design of a topologically protected singlet-triplet qubit
in an InAsP quantum dot array embedded in an InP
nanowire. The multi-orbital Hubbard model derived
from microscopic calculations is used to describe the
singlet-triplet qubit. A degenerate singlet-triplet ground
state followed by a spectral gap separating the ground
state from the quintuplet state is observed in the low en-
ergy spectrum of the multi-orbital Hubbard chain. This
same behaviour which is also observed in the spectrum
of a Heisenberg spin-1 chain indicates the existence of
spin- 12 quasiparticles at the edges of the chain. Further

indication of the existence of spin- 12 quasiparticles is the
behaviour of the low energy spectrum as a function of
applied magnetic field. Despite the system being a chain
of synthetic spin-1s constructed using an InAsP quantum
dot array, the magnetic field dependence of the spectrum
is the same as that of two spin- 12 quasiparticles. The ex-

ternal magnetic field also allows the Sz = 0 triplet and
singlet states to serve as the qubit basis by isolating those
states from the other Sz = ±1 components of the triplet
and the quintuplet states. For the design of the qubit,
the regions in parameter space where the low energy spec-
trum of the Heisenberg spin-1 chain is reproduced with
the multi-orbital Hubbard model are mapped. The fi-
nite spectral gap gives the qubit potential to be robust
against perturbations.
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