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W e propose an entanglem entm echanism ofnuclearspinsin quantum dotsdriven by the electric

current.Thecurrentaccom panied by thespin ip in quantum dotsgradually increasescom ponents

oflarger totalspin ofnuclei. This entangled state drastically enhances the spin relaxation rate

ofelectrons,which can be detected by m easuring a leakage current in the spin-blockade region.

Thism echanism isnotrelevantin opticalexperim entswhich exam ine the spin relaxation ofsingle

excitations.

PACS num bers:73.63.K v,76.20.+ q,85.30.D e

Thespin relaxation tim eofelectronsin quantum dots

isan im portantissue. The tim e needsto be su�ciently

long for the im plem entation ofquantum com puting de-

vices utilizing electron spins in quantum dots [1]. The

relaxation tim e has been found to be quite long by op-

tical[2,3]and transportexperim ents[4,5]. In the for-

m erexperim ents,the transientm easurem entsindicate a

quenching ofthe spin relaxation on the exciton lifetim e

scalein self-assem bled quantum dots.In thelatterexper-

im ents,thetunneling currentism easured through single

or double quantum dots in \spin blockade" situations,

where electrons cannot be transported unless the spins

are ipped in the dot. The relaxation tim e is as long

as200 �sfrom a spin-tripletexcited stateto spin-singlet

ground state in single quantum dots[4]. In weakly cou-

pled double quantum dots,the currentsuppression has

been observed when two electronsoccupy the lowesten-

ergy levelin each dot with parallelspins: an electron

tunneling from one dotto the otherisforbidden by the

Pauliexclusion principle[5].

In the present paper,we theoretically study a sm all

leakage current in spin-blockade regions. The current

is accom panied by the spin ip in the quantum dots.

As a spin-ip m echanism ,we investigate the hyper�ne

interaction between electrons and nuclear spins [6, 7].

Recent experim entalresults have im plied its im portant

roles in the leakage current [8]. W e exam ine a form a-

tion ofentangled states ofnuclear spins driven by the

electron transport. Thism echanism isanalogousto the

currentinduced dynam ic nuclearpolarization (DNP)in

quantum Hallsystem s[9,10].TheDNP iscreated by the

electron scatteringbetween spin-polarized regions,which

leadstoahysterisisin thelongitudinalresistance[11,12].

In our case, the entanglem ent of nuclear spins drasti-

cally enhances the spin relaxation rate of electrons in

quantum dots,which could be observed experim entally.

Thism echanism isnotrelevantin theopticalexperim ents

which exam ine the spin relaxation ofsingle excitations.

Hencetheroleofthehyper�neinteraction in thespin re-

laxation could bequitedi�erentin transportand optical

experim ents.

M odel:Toconsiderthespin blockadein quantum dots,

we adopt a following m odel. A quantum dot is weakly

coupled to externalleads L,R through tunnelbarriers.

The Coulom b blockaderestrictsthe num berofelectrons

in the dot to be N el or N el+ 1. N el electrons form a

background ofspin singlet. From lead L on the source

side,an extra electron tunnelsinto the dotand occupies

a singlelevelwith envelopewavefunction  (r).Thespin

ofthe electron iseither " (Sz = 1=2)or# (Sz = � 1=2)

with equalprobability (we assum e an easy-axisofelec-

tron spinsin z direction fora while).The electron stays

fora longtim eby thespin blockade[13]becausethespin

relaxation tim e ism uch longerthan the tunneling tim e.

After the spin ip in the dot,the electron im m ediately

tunnels out to lead R on the drain side,and then the

nextelectron isinjected from lead L.

An electron occupying orbital (r) interacts with N

nuclear spins,Ik,by the hyper�ne contact interaction.

N � 105 in G aAs quantum dots. W e assum e nuclear

spins of1=2 for sim plicity. The Ham iltonian in the dot

reads

H hf = A

NX

k= 1

v0j (rk)j
2
S � Ik � 2�S � I; (1)

wherev0 isthevolum eofthecrystalcelland I=
P N

k= 1
Ik

is the totalspin ofnuclei. W e have assum ed that  (r)

is independent ofthe nuclear site,rk. This is a good

approxim ation for a large part ofnuclear spins in the

quantum dot, except in the vicinity of nodes of  (r),

since the distance between nucleiis m uch sm aller than

the sizeofthe dot,oran extension of (r).

Basic idea:TheHam iltonian (1)indicatesthatN nu-

clear spins interact with a com m on \�eld" ofelectron

spin although thereisnodirectinteraction between them

(dipole-dipole interaction between nuclearspinsisweak

and neglected). This �eld results in the entanglem ent

am ong the nuclear spins. To illustrate this,let us con-

sider the sim plest case ofN = 2 and begin with a po-

larized state of nuclear spins jIz = 1=2i1jIz = 1=2i2.

An electron with spin j#i tunnels into the dot and is

spin-ipped by thehyper�neinteraction.Then thestate

of nuclear spins becom es (j� 1=2i1j1=2i2 + j1=2i1j�

1=2i2)=
p
2 = jJ = 1;M = 0i, where J and M are

the totalspin and its z com ponent,respectively. This
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is an entangled state. After the electron tunnels out

of the dot, the next electron is injected with j #i (or

j "i). The spin-ip probability ofthe second electron

is proportionalto jh1;� 1;" (#)jHhfj1;0;# (")ij
2 = 2�2.

This value is twice the probability in the case ofnon-

entangled states j1=2i1j� 1=2i2 or j� 1=2i1j1=2i2. In

general,the capability ofstate jJ;M ito ip an electron

spin is/ (J � M )(J � M + 1).

In presence ofeasy-axis: W e form ulate the entangle-

m ent ofN nuclear spins. In the initialstate,they are

notentangled atalland oriented random ly

	 (0) = (c1j1=2i1 + d1j� 1=2i1)
 � � �


 (cN j1=2iN + dN j� 1=2iN ): (2)

fck;dkg arerandom ly distributed (jckj
2 + jdkj

2 = 1).By

the transform ation ofthe basissetfrom fjIzi1 
 jIzi2 


� � � gtothetotalspin ofallthenuclei,fjJ;M ig(J � N =2,

� J � M � J),Eq.(2)isrewritten as

	 (0) =
X

J;M ;�

C
(0)

J;M ;�
jJ;M ;�i; (3)

wherethecoe�cientsfC
(0)

J;M ;�
g arerandom ly distributed

(
P

J;M ;�
jC

(0)

J;M ;�
j= 1).Index � distinguishesstateswith

the sam e J and M . The num berofsuch statesisgiven

by

K (N ;J)= (2J + 1)
N !

(N + 2J+ 2

2
)!(N � 2J

2
)!
: (4)

Aftertheinjection ofthe�rstelectron,say,j#i,thetim e

evolution ofthe dotstateby H hf is

e
� iH hft=~	 (0)
 j#i=

X

J;M ;�

C
(0)

J;M ;�

e� i�Jt=~

2J + 1

h

J � M + 1+ (J + M )ei�(2J+ 1)t=~
i

jJ;M ;�i
 j#i

+
X

J;M ;�

C
(0)

J;M ;�

p
(J + M )(J � M + 1)

e� i�Jt=~

2J + 1
(1� e

i�(2J+ 1)t=~)jJ;M � 1;�i
 j"i: (5)

Theexpansion tothelowestorderin �t=~ yieldsthespin-

ip probability,P (0) = F (0)(�t=~)2,with

F
(0) =

X

J;M ;�

jC
(0)

J;M ;�
j2(J � M )(J � M + 1) (6)

(the lower sign indicates the electron spin ip from

j "i to j #i). W hen N � 1, jC
(0)

J;M ;�
j2 can be re-

placed by 1=2N (law of large num ber). Then F (0) =

(1=2N )
P

J;M
K (N ;J)(J � M )(J � M + 1) = N =2.

P (0) = (N =2)(�t=~)2 is identicalto the spin-ip prob-

ability which would beevaluated on theassum ption that

oneofthenuclearspinsisipped with theelectron spin.

Theelectron tunnelso� thedotim m ediately afterthe

spin isipped.Then the wavefunction 	 (0) shrinksto

	 (1) =
1

p
F (0)

X

J;M ;�

C
(0)

J;M ;�

p
(J � M )(J � M + 1)

� jJ;M � 1;�i: (7)

	 (1) is partly entangled since it contains m ore com po-

nents oflarger J and sm aller jM j. The degree ofthe

entanglem entincreaseseach tim ean electron isinjected,

spin-ipped,and ejected outofthe dot. Aftern events,

the stateofnuclearspinsbecom es

	 (n) =
X

J;M ;�

C
(n)

J;M ;�
jJ;M ;�i; (8)

C
(n)

J;M � 1;�
=

r
(J � M )(J � M + 1)

F (n� 1)
C
(n� 1)

J;M ;�
; (9)

F
(n) =

X

J;M ;�

jC
(n)

J;M ;�
j2(J � M )(J � M + 1):(10)

F (n) isexpressed as

F
(n) = f

(n)
=f

(n� 1)
;

f
(n) =

1

2N

X

J;M

K (N ;J)[(J � M )(J � M + 1)]
n
:(11)

Figure 1 shows the distribution of(a) the totalspin J

and (b)its z com ponentM . The spin-ip processesin-

creasetheweightoflargerJ and sm allerjM j.Although

M changeslessfasterthan J,thism eansthatthe total

nuclearspinstend to develop in the planeperpendicular

to the easy-axisofelectron spins.

Thisentangled stateenhancesthespin-ip probability.

For the (n + 1)th electron,the probability is given by

P (n) = F (n)(�t=~)2. P (n) with �xed tisshown by solid

line in Fig.2(a). Using Eq.(11),we �nd that F (n) �

(N =2)n for1 � n � N =2,and F (n) � (N =2)2 forN =2�

n. Therefore the probability increases with n linearly

(P (n) � nP(0))and �nally saturates(P (n) � (N =2)P(0)).
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FIG .1: The distribution of(a) the totalspin J and (b) its

z com ponent,in the state ofnuclear spins. An easy-axis of

electron spinsisassum ed.(a)p(J)=
P

M ;�
jC

(n)

J;M ;�
j
2
,and (b)

p(M )=
P

J;�
jC

(n)

J;M ;�
j
2
,wheren isthenum beroftransported

electronsaccom panied bythespin ip.Thenum berofnuclear

spins is N = 100. In Eq.(9),we take the geom etricalm ean

between upperand lowersigns.

In absence of easy-axis: Until now, we have as-

sum ed the presence of easy-axis of electron spins. In

the absence of the axis, the spin of the nth elec-

tron is oriented in an arbitrary direction, cos�(n)j "

i+ sin�(n)ei’
(n )

j#i. In this case,the previous form u-

lation can be applied after the rotation of fC
(n)

J;M ;�
g,

C
(n)0

J;M ;�
=
P J

M 0= � J
U (J;�(n);’(n))M ;M 0C

(n)

J;M 0;�
,to align

thez axisparallelto thespin direction.Ifthespin direc-

tion ofincidentelectrons is com pletely random ,we can

average over the z-com ponent ofthe totalspin. Then

the coe�cients fC
(n)

J;M ;�
g in Eq.(9) are replaced by the

averaged valuesf�C
(n)

J;�
g.They develop by

�
�
��C

(n)

J;�

�
�
�
2

=
1

p
G (n� 1)

2

3
J(J + 1)

�
�
��C

(n� 1)

J;�

�
�
�
2

; (12)

where

G
(n) = g

(n)
=g

(n� 1)
;

g
(n) =

1

2N

X

J

K (N ;J)(2J + 1)

�
2

3
J(J + 1)

�n

:(13)

Asin the previouscase,com ponentsoflargerJ increase

with n, which enlarge the spin-ip probability by the

factorof2J(J+ 1)=3.Theprobability isgiven by P (n)=

G (n)(�t=~)2,which isshown by broken line in Fig.2(a).

This behaves as P (n) � (2n=3)P(0) for 1 � n � N =2,

and P (n) � (N =3)P(0) forN =2� n,with �xed t.

Leakage current: The enhancem ent of the spin-ip

probability is reected by the leakage current. Instead

ofcalculating thecurrentin theprevioussituations,now

we consider the case in the presence ofm agnetic �eld:

50 1000

20

40

/ P
(0

)

(a)

n

P
(n

)

4 80

20

40

t

(b)

Γ(0)

I(
t)

 / 
eΓ

(0
)

FIG .2: (a) The spin-ip probability P
(n) with �xed t,as a

function ofn (num beroftransported electrons accom panied

by the spin ip).(b)The spin-ip currentI(t)asa function

of tim e t. The cases in the presence and absence of easy-

axisofelectron spinsare indicated by solid and broken lines,

respectively.The num berofnuclearspinsisN = 100.In the

presence ofeasy-axis,we take the geom etricalm ean between

upperand lowersignsin Eq.(11).

Zeem an energy forelectronsism uch largerthan the hy-

per�neinteraction,whereasthatfornuclearspinsisneg-

ligible.Then H hf can be treated asa perturbation.The

m agnetic �eld m akesan easy-axisofelectron spins. W e

alsotakeintoaccounttheelectron-phonon interaction for

the energy conservation atthe spin ip [7]. The Ham il-

tonian in the dotreadsH = H el+ H ph + H hf+ H el� ph,

whereH el= � EZ(a
y

"
a"� a

y

#
a#),H ph =

P

q
~!qb

y
q
bq,and

H el� ph =
P

�

P

q
�qa

y
�a�(b

y
q
+ bq),with ay�,a� (by

q
,bq)

being creation and annihilation operatorsforan electron

in thedot(phonon).Thespin-ip processesin thelowest

orderin H hf+ H el� ph (�rstordersin H hf and in H el� ph)

change the nuclearspin state in the sam e way asin Eq.

(9)[14].

The spin-ip rate forthe (n + 1)th electron is�(n) /

F (n).Thetim e intervalbetween nth and (n + 1)th elec-

tron transports is �t(n) � 1=�(n). Thus the current is

given by I(t) = e�(n) at t=
P n

j= 0
�t(j). This current

isshown in Fig.2(b),asa function oft(solid line).The

approxim ate form ofF (n) yields an asym ptotic form of

the current
�
I(t) � e�(0)e�

(0)
t (t� tsat)

I(t) � e(N =2)�(0) (tsat � t):
(14)

The current grows with tim e drastically and �nally

saturates. The saturation tim e is given by tsat =

ln(N =2)=�(0),where �(0) isthe spin-ip rate ofan elec-

tron with the non-entangled state ofnuclearspins. The

increasein thecurrentcontinuesuntiltheentangled state

isbroken by dephasing e�ects.

Even in theabsenceofm agnetic�eld,theelectron en-

ergies for j "i and j #i could be split in H el, e:g.by
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spin-singletor-tripletform ationwith an electrontrapped

in the other dot,in double dot system s. In this case,

the easy-axis ofelectrons would be absent (ifthe crys-

tal�eld isweak enough).Theperturbation with respect

to H hf+ H el� ph changesthenuclearspin statefollowing

Eq.(12). The spin-ip rate is�(n) / G (n). The leakage

currentI(t)isrepresented by broken linein Fig.2(b).It

iswritten approxim ately as

�
I(t) � e(2�(0)=3)e2�

(0)
t=3 (t� tsat)

I(t) � e(N =3)�(0) (tsat � t);
(15)

wheretsat = 3ln(N =2)=(2�(0)).The enhancem entofthe

current is less prom inent than in the presence ofeasy-

axis.

Discussion:W ehaveproposed thecurrentinduced en-

tanglem entofnuclearspins in quantum dots. The cur-

rentaccom panied by the spin ip in the dots gradually

increasescom ponentsoflargertotalspin ofnuclei,which

signi�cantlyenhancesthespin relaxation ofelectrons.As

a result,the leakage currentin the spin-blockade region

grows drastically with tim e and �nally saturates. This

m echanism is not relevant in the optical experim ents

which exam inethe spin relaxation ofsingleexcitations.

The saturation tim e ofthe leakage current is ofthe

sam e order as 1=�(0), spin relaxation tim e with non-

entangled state ofnuclear spins,which is � 100 ns or

m uch larger[4,5]. The currentis enhanced during the

dephasing tim e T2.W hen the entangled state isbroken,

the currentis suppressed. Possibly this would resultin

a currentuctuation with tim ewhich hasbeen observed

recently [8].Thecharacteristictim eoftheuctuation is

T2.

A possible origin ofthe dephasing isthe dipole-dipole

interaction between nuclear spins. Note that, am ong

N nuclear spins participating in the form ation oftotal

spin,jJ;M i,thisinteraction conservesthetotalspin,and

hencedoesnotdestroy theentangled state.Theinterac-

tion between one ofthe N spinsand a spin surrounding

the dot results in the dephasing. Estim ating T2 in our

case and analyzing evolution ofnuclear spins after the

dephasing arebeyond the presentpaper.

W ediscussthevalidity ofoursim plem odels.W ehave

disregarded the spatialvariation ofthe envelope wave-

function ofelectronsin the quantum dot. Although the

entanglem ent of nuclear spins is generally seen in the

presence ofthe variation (see Eq.(4) in Ref.[15]),the

enhancem entofthespin relaxation ism oree�ectivewith

largertotalspin J. Hence the capability to ip an elec-

tron spin is determ ined by the e�ective num ber N e� of

nuclearspins which feelthe sam e electron �eld, (r)=

const.,sinceJm ax = N e�=2.Thegeneralized evolution of

nuclearspinsisan interesting problem .

Ifthe contribution from higher energy levels ofelec-

tronsin quantum dotsisnotnegligible,through electron-

phonon interaction [6,7]or spin-orbit (SO ) interaction

[16],it should be taken into account carefully. Partic-

ularly,the coexistence ofhyper�ne and SO interactions

would com plicatethe evolution ofthe nuclearspin state

becausethe term sofj#iand j"iarem ixed on theright

side ofEq.(5). W e have also disregarded higher-order

tunneling processes [17],which could play a role in the

spin relaxationofelectrons[4].However,theprocessesdo

notinuencetheentanglem entofnuclearspinsdiscussed

here.

Finally,we com m ent an analogy between ourm echa-

nism and the Dickee�ectofsuperradiance[18,19].The

spontaneous em ission of photons is enhanced from N

atom s with two levels (pseudo-spin Sz = � 1=2) if all

ofthem are excited initially. This is due to the form a-

tion ofpseudo-spin statejJ;M iwith J = N =2.(Starting

from jJ;Ji,thestateofN atom schangeslikea cascade,

jJ;Ji,jJ;J � 1i;� � � ,em itting photons.) A sim ilare�ect

has been proposed for the em ission ofphonons from N

equivalentquantum dots[19,20]. The atom s(quantum

dots)correspond to thenuclearspinsin ourm odel,while

theem ission ofphotons(phonons)tothespin ip ofelec-

trons. A m ain di�erence isthe initialization. N excited

stateshaveto be prepared by the pum ping in the Dicke

e�ect,whereas the initialization is not necessary in our

m echanism .
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