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Current induced entanglem ent of nuclear spins in quantum dots
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W e propose an entanglem ent m echanism of nuclear spins in quantum dots driven by the electric
current. T he current accom panied by the spin i In quantum dots gradually Increases com ponents
of larger total spin of nuclei. This entangled state drastically enhances the spin relaxation rate
of electrons, which can be detected by m easuring a lakage current in the spin-blockade region.
Thism echanisn is not relevant in optical experin ents which exam ine the spin relaxation of single

excitations.
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T he spin relaxation tin e of electrons in quantum dots
is an In portant issue. The tin e needs to be su ciently
long for the In plem entation of quantum com puting de—
vices utilizing electron spins in quantum dots ]. The
relaxation tin e has been found to be quite long by op-
tical E, E] and transport experin ents E, E]. In the for-
m er experin ents, the transient m easurem ents indicate a
quenching of the spin relaxation on the excion lifetim e
scale in selfassam bled quantum dots. In the latter exper—
In ents, the tunneling current ism easured through single
or doublk quantum dots in \spin blockade" situations,
w here electrons cannot be transported unless the soins
are Ipped in the dot. The relaxation tine is as long
as 200 s from a spin-triplet excited state to spin-singlet
ground state in single quantum dots E]. In weakly cou—
pld double quantum dots, the current suppression has
been observed when tw o electrons occupy the lowest en—
ergy level in each dot wih parallel spins: an electron
tunneling from one dot to the other is forbidden by the
Pauli exclusion principle E].

In the present paper, we theoretically study a snall
leakage current in spin-blockade regions. The current
is accom panied by the spin I in the quantum dots.
A's a spin— P mechanisn , we investigate the hyper ne
Interaction between electrons and nuclkar spins E, ﬂ].
R ecent experin ental results have in plied its in portant
roles in the lakage current ]. W e exam Ine a form a-
tion of entangled states of nuclkar spins driven by the
electron transport. Thism echanisn is analogous to the
current Induced dynam ic nuclear polarization ONP) in
quantum Hallsystem s E,]. TheDNP iscreated by the
electron scattering betw een soin-polarized regions, which
Jeads to a hysterisis in the Iongitudinalresistance [L], [.41.
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 experin entally.
Thism echanisn isnot relevant in the opticalexperin ents
which exam ine the spin relaxation of single excitations.
H ence the role ofthe hyper ne interaction in the spin re—
laxation could be quite di erent in transport and optical
experim ents.

M odel: To consider the soin blockade in quantum dots,
we adopt a follow ing m odel. A quantum dot is weakly

coupled to extemal leads L,R through tunnel barriers.
T he Coulom b blockade restricts the num ber of electrons
in the dot to be N or N+ 1. N electrons form a
background of spin singlet. From lead L on the source
side, an extra electron tunnels into the dot and occupies
a single levelw ith envelope wavefunction (r). The spin
of the electron is either " (S, = 1=2) or # (S, = 1=2)
w ith equal probability we assum e an easy-axis of elec—
tron spins in z direction for a whilk). T he electron stays
fora long tim e by the spin blockade E] because the spin
relaxation tin e ismuch longer than the tunneling tim e.
A fter the spin I in the dot, the electron inm ediately
tunnels out to lead R on the drain side, and then the
next electron is Incted from lad L.

An electron occupying orbial (r) interacts with N
nuclkar spins, I, by the hyper ne contact interaction.
N 1¢ in GaAs quantum dots. W e assum e nuclkar
soins of 1=2 for sim plicity. The Ham iltonian in the dot
reads

®
Hpe= A v @)fs I 2S5 I; @
k=1
. P N
w here vy isthevolum e ofthe crystalcelland I = k=1 Ix
is the total spin of nuclki. W e have assum ed that (r)
is independent of the nuclkar site, ry . This is a good
approxin ation for a large part of nuclar spins in the
quantum dot, except In the vicihity of nodes of (v),
since the distance between nuclki is much am aller than
the size of the dot, or an extension of (r).

Basic idea: The Ham iltonian ﬁ) Indicates that N nu-—
clear spins interact with a common \ eld" of electron
soin atthough there isno direct interaction betw een them
(dipoledipolk Interaction between nuclkar soins is weak
and neglected). This eld results in the entanglem ent
am ong the nuclar spins. To illustrate this, ket us con-—
sider the sin plest case of N = 2 and begin wih a po—
larized state of nuclear spins I, = 1=24 L, = 1=21,.
An electron wih spin j#i tunnels into the dot and is
sodn—- ipped by the hyper ne interaction. T hen the state
of nu r soins becomes (j 1=23j=2i, + J=2i;7j
1=2i5)= 2 = {F = 1;M 0i, where J and M are
the total spin and is z com ponent, respectively. This
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is an entangled state. A fter the elctron tunnels out
of the dot, the next electron is ingcted wih j#i (or
j"i). The soin— I probability of the second electron
is proportional to 3i;  1;" () Haedl;0;# (if = 2 .
This value is tw ice the probability In the case of non—
entangled states J1=2i;j 1=21% or j 1=2ij=2i,. In
general, the capability of state ;M 1ito ip an electron
his/ d M)d M + 1).

In presence of easy-axis: W e form ulate the entangle-
ment of N nuclkar soins. In the iniial state, they are
not entangled at all and ordented random Iy

© = @i=24 + &
@ =23y + dy J

1=23)
1=24): @)

foy ;dk g are random Iy distrbuted (I + % F = 1). By

g to thetotalgpin ofallthe nuclki, £{7;M ig (J

J M J),Eq[l(2) is rew ritten as
X
0 . .
© = Com, IM; i €)
JM ;

w here the coe cients fC ;0}31 . g are random ly distributed
P M ;

O om; 1CJ(0131 j= 1). Index distinguishes states w ith
the ssme J and M . The number of such states is given
by

N !

N +20+2 N_27 "
232y (N 20,

K N;J)= @J+ 1)( 4)

A fter the In pction ofthe rst electron, say, j#i, thetin e

the transform ation of the basis set from £, 1; i evolution ofthe dot state by H ¢ is
|
. X o0 e tI h . i
e Hret= O gy Clp, —— J M+ 1+ @+M)d @V g5M; 1 J#i
Mmoo 20+ 1
JM ;
X © P e i Jt=~ )
+ Craw, @+M)J M + 1)m(1 g @rhE g 1; 10 T ©)

JM ;

T he expansion to the owest orderin  t=~ yieldsthe spin—
ip probability, P @ = F @ ( t&=~)2, wih

FO = £, f0 MH)@ M+ @

JM ;

(the lower sign indicates the electron spin i from
3 "ito § #i). When N 1, £, F can be re-
placed py 1=2" (law of large number). Then F © =

=) ,yEKE;NHE M)J M + 1) = N=2.
P @ = N=2)(t=~)? is identical to the spih- ip prob-
ability which would be evaluated on the assum ption that
one ofthe nuclear spins is ipped w ith the electron spin.

T he electron tunnels o the dot Inm ediately after the

spin is ipped. Then the wavefiinction @ shrinksto
1) _ 1 X )
= p— Com, T M)HT M +1)
FO e

@) is partly entangled since it contains m ore com po—
nents of larger J and snaller M j. The degree of the
entanglem ent increases each tim e an electron is infcted,
soin— Ppped, and efcted out of the dot. A ffer n events,

the state of nuclkar spins becom es

X
) _ )M ;4
" - CJ;M; ]J',M P (8)
JM ;
T
o) T M)d M +1) 4 1
CJ;M o F@ 1 CJ7M;; ®)
F o) — ﬁ;“M) @ M)JT M +1)40)
JM ;
F @) is expressed as
F(n) _ f(n):f(n 1);
X
FE) & KN M)@ M + 1)) €1)
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Figure 1 show s the distrbution of (@) the total soin J
and () is z component M . The soin— Ip processes in—
crease the weight of larger J and sm aller M j. A though
M changes lss faster than J, this m eans that the total
nuclear soins tend to develop in the plane perpendicular
to the easy-axis of electron spins.

T hisentangled state enhances the spin— I probabiliy.
For the 0 + 1)th electron, the probability is given by
P® =F® (=)2,pP® with xed t is shown by solid
lne in Fig.2(@@). Using Eq. {L]), we nd that F ®
N=2)nforl n N=2,andF ® N =2Y rN=2
n. Therefore the probability Increases wih n lnearly
® ™  nP9)and nally sasturates @ @ N =2)P Dy,

N =2,
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FIG . 1l: The distrlbution of (@) the total spin J and (©) its
z com ponent, in the state of nuclear spins. An easy-axis of
electron spinsisassumed. (@) p(J) = | ;CJ(nM . ¥,and ©)
pM )= F 5 j’:b.([nM) jz,wheren is the num ber of transported
electrons accom panied by the spin  ip. T he num berofnuclear
soins isN = 100. In Eq. (), we take the geom etricalm ean
between upper and lower signs.

In absence of easy-axis: Until now, we have as—
sum ed the presence of easy-axis of electron soins. In
the absence of the axis, the soin of the nth elec-
tron is ordented in an arbitrary direction, cos ®’3 "

i+ shh ®e’ "' j4i. In this case, the previous om u-
lation can be applied after the rotation of fC (r,l); g,
cmo _Fo g ey e

JM ; M 0= g ’ MO~ g 0; align

the z axis parallelto the spin direction. Ifthe soin direc—
tion of Incident electrons is com pletely random , we can
average over the z-com ponent of the total spin. Then
(n) .9 n Eq. @) are replaced by the

averaged values fC (n)g T hey develop by

the coe cients fC

2 1 2 2
cl = P——=3J0UrDcC by 12)
w here
G ) _— g(n):g(n 1);
X n
(n) 1 2
g = o K N;J)@J+ 1) 5J(J+ 1) :(13)

J

A s in the previous case, com ponents of larger J increase
wih n, which enlarge the spin—- ip probability by the
factorof2J (J+ 1)=3. Theprobability isgiven by P (n) =
G ™) ( t=~)?, which is shown by broken lne in Fig. 2 (@).
This behaves as P ® en=3)p® &r1 n N=2,
andP @) N=3)P® HrN=2 n,wih =xedt.
Leakage current: The enhancem ent of the soin- ip
probability is re ected by the leakage current. Instead
of calculating the current in the previous situations, now
we consider the case In the presence of m agnetic eld:
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FIG.2: (a) The spin— ip probability P @) with xed t, as a
function of n (num ber of transported electrons accom panied
by the spin ). () The spin— I current I (t) as a fnction
of tine t. The cases in the presence and absence of easy—
axis of electron spins are indicated by solid and broken lines,
respectively. T he num ber of nuclear spins isN = 100. In the
presence of easy-axis, we take the geom etrical m ean between
upper and lower signs in Eq. @).

Zeem an energy for electrons ism uch larger than the hy—
per ne Interaction, whereas that for nuclkar spins is neg-
ligble. Then H ¢ can be treated as a perturbation. T he
m agnetic eld m akes an easy-axis of electron spins. W e
also take into account the electron-phonon interaction for
the energy conservation at the soin i ﬁ]. The Ham i~
tonian in the dot readsH = H + thP+ Hne+ Hel pny
PEZ (@var  gay), Hpn = ¢ ~ ' aPiky, and
Hel ph = qa’a (b(VZ+hI),wj1:hay,a (bé,b;)
being creation and annihilation operators for an electron
In thedot (phonon). The spin— i processes in the lowest
orderin Hps+ Hey pn ( rstordersin H pr and in Hep pn)
change the nuclear spin state in the ssmeway asin Eq.
@ L.
The spin- i rate or the @ + 1)th electron is @) /

F ®) . The tin e intervalbetween nth and @ + 1)th elec-
tron transports is t @) 1=, @), Thus the current is
given by I@) = e ®) att= t 9. This current
isshown In Fig.2 (b), as a function oft (solid line). The
approxin ate om of F @) yields an asym ptotic orm of
the current

where H el;

n

) e g V't (t
I e =2) @ (teat

The current grows wih tine drastically and nally
saturates. The saturation tine is given by tg: =
hN=2)= @, where © isthe spin- jp rate of an elec—
tron w ith the non-entangled state of nuclear spins. The
Increase In the current continuesuntil the entangled state
is broken by dephasing e ects.

Even in the absence ofm agnetic eld, the electron en—
ergies for j "i and j #i could be split In Hey, eg. by

teat) 14)
t):



soin-singlet or-triplet orm ation w ith an electron trapped
In the other dot, n doubl dot system s. In this case,
the easy-axis of electrons would be absent (if the crys—
tal eld isweak enough). T he perturbation w ith respect
to Hpe+ Hel pn changes the nuclkar spin state follow ing
Eq. I). The spin- p rateis @) / G @). The kakage
current I (t) is represented by broken lnein Fig.2 (). It
is w ritten approxin ately as

e (O)=3)62 0 ¢=3 (t
eN=3) @

I

teat)
I@® ;

@5)
(tsat t) ’

where ter = 3 N =2)=2 @). The enhancem ent of the
current is less prom lnent than in the presence of easy—
axis.

D iscussion : W e have proposed the current induced en—
tanglem ent of nuclar spins In quantum dots. The cur-
rent accom panied by the spin I in the dots gradually
Increases com ponents of larger total soin ofnuclei, which
signi cantly enhancesthe soin relaxation ofelectrons. A s
a resul, the leakage current in the spin-blockade region
grow s drastically with tine and nally saturates. This
mechanisn is not rwlkvant In the optical experim ents
which exam ine the soin relaxation of single exciations.

The saturation tin e of the lakage current is of the
same order as 1= ©, spin relaxation tine wih non—
entangled state of nuclear soins, which is 100 ns or
much larger E, E]. T he current is enhanced during the
dephasing tin e T, . W hen the entangled state is broken,
the current is suppressed. Possbly this would result in
a current uctuation w ith tin e which hasbeen observed
recently ]. T he characteristic tin e of the uctuation is
T,.

A possbl origin of the dephasing is the dipole-dipole
Interaction between nuclear spins. Note that, am ong
N nuclkar spins participating in the form ation of total
soin, ;M i, this nteraction conservesthe totalspin, and
hence does not destroy the entangled state. T he interac—
tion between one ofthe N spins and a spin surrounding
the dot results in the dephasing. Estim ating T, in our
case and analyzing evolution of nuclkar soins after the
dephasing are beyond the present paper.

W e discuss the validity of our sin ple m odels. W e have

disregarded the spatial variation of the envelope wave—
function of electrons in the quantum dot. A though the
entanglem ent of nuclear spins is generally seen In the
presence of the variation (see Eg. (4) n Ref. E]), the
enhancem ent ofthe soin relaxation ism ore e ective w ith
larger total spin J. Hence the capability to i an elec—
tron spin is determ ined by the e ective number N, of
nuclear spins which feel the same electron eld, (r) =

const., since Iy ax = N =2. T he generalized evolution of
nuclkar soins is an Interesting problem .

If the contrbution from higher energy levels of elec—
trons n quantum dots isnot negligble, through electron—
phonon interaction [, ﬂ] or soin-orbit (SO ) interaction
E], it should be taken into acocount carefully. Partic—
ularly, the coexistence of hyper ne and SO interactions
would com plicate the evolution of the nuclear spin state
because the tem s of j#i and j"i are m ixed on the right
side of Eq. E) . W e have also disregarded higher-order
tunneling processes @], which could ply a ok in the
spin relaxation ofelectrons @]. H ow ever, the processesdo
not In uence the entanglem ent of nuclar spins discussed
here.

Finally, we comm ent an analogy between our m echa-
nism and the D icke e ect of superradiance [@, E]. The
soontaneous em ission of photons is enhanced from N
atom s with two levels (pseudo-spin S, = 1=2) if all
of them are excited initially. This is due to the form a-
tion ofpseudo-spin state ;M iwih J = N=2. (Starting
from J;J1i, the state 0ofN atom s changes lke a cascade,
¥iJi, J;7 1%
has been proposed for the em ission of phonons from N
equivalent quantum dots E, @]. The atom s (quantum
dots) corresoond to the nuclear spins in ourm odel, while
the em ission ofphotons (phonons) to the spin I ofelec—
trons. A m ain di erence is the initialization. N excied
states have to be prepared by the pum ping in the D icke
e ect, whereas the initialization is not necessary In our
m echanisn .
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