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W e calculate the stationary current through two double quantum dots which are interacting via
a comm on phonon environm ent. Num erical and analytical solutions of a m aster equation in the
stationary lim it show that the current can be increased as well as decreased due to a dissipation
m ediated Interaction. This e ect is closely related to collective, spontaneous em ission of phonons
(D icke super-and subradiance e ect), and the generation of a tross-coherence’ w ith entanglem ent
of charges In singlet or triplet states between the dots. Furthem ore, we discuss an inelastic turrent
sw itch’ m echanisn by which one double dot controls the current of the other.

PACS numbers: 7321La, 73.63Kv,8535Gv,03.65Yz

I. NTRODUCTION

The interaction wih a dissippative environm ent can
considerably m odify the physics of very sm all system s
w hich are described by a few quantum m echanical states
only! O nem ay think ofan excited atom that decays via
the am ission of a photon due to the coupling to the ra—
diation eld? The in uence ofthe environm ent becom es
even m ore Im portant if not only a single system is cou—
plkd to butm any. T his introduces an indirect interac—
tion between the otherw ise independent system s which
can result In an entanglem ent and collective e ects of
the an all system s. In the case of dentical excited atom s,
the Interaction to the common radiation eld strongly
a ects the em ission characteristics and leads to a collec—
tive goontaneous em ission, the so—called superradiance,
as rst pointed out by R .H .D icke!® nearly halfa cen—
tury ago.

The in uence of a dissppative environm ent on a single
tw o—Jevel system , the an allest non-trivial quantum sys—
tem , has been studied extensively with the spin-boson—
m odel'’ where the environm ent is m odeled by a contin—
uum of ham onic oscillators. E specially useful for the
experim ental realization of two level system s are cou—
pled sem iconductor quantum dots as these allow tuning
of the param eters over a wide rangef!® M oreover, in
these system s transport spectroscopy is possible by con—
nection wih lads1%122, The dissipative environm ent
is given by the phonons of the sam ple and govems the
inelastic current through the system 21923(28 The elec—
tron spin?®?3? orthe electron charge??*3 in quantum dots
have also been suggested to provide a controllable re—
alization of scalable qubits?°3034137 A rrays of double
quantum dots*® correspond to charge qubit ‘egisters’,
and sin ple toy’ m odels of N coupled two-level system s
have been used to study collective decoherence e ects in
qubit registers3°{4! Furthem ore, controllable tw o-Jevel
system sw ith C ooperpairstunneling to and from a super—
conducting box have been realized experin entally 243

Coherent e ects In sm all clusters of two level system s
caused by the coupling to a comm on environm ent have

been realized m ainly in the eld of quantum optics. In
jon laser traps, D icke sub- and superradiance has been
m easured by DeVoe and Brewer’? i the spontaneous
em ission rate ofphotons from two ionsasa function ofthe
jon-ion distance. Furthem ore, entanglem ent in linear
Jon-traps can be generated by the coupling of (few —level)
jonsto a com m on singlebosonicm ode, the center-ofm ass
oscillator (rbration) m ode?® 47, Even the generation of
entangled light from white noise®® hasbeen suggested.

T he appearance of collective quantum opticale ectsin
m esoscopic transport has regained considerable interest
quite recently. Shahbazyan and Raikh?® st predicted
the D icke (spectral fiinction) e ect®® to appear in reso-
nant tunneling through two iIn purities, which was later
generalized to scattering properties in a strong m agnetic

eld®l. The D icke e ect was predicted theoretically :n

bum ped’, transient superradiance ofquantum dot arrays
coupled to electron reservoirs’?, and in the AC conduc—
tivity of dirty m ultichannel quantum wires in a strong
magnetic eld.>®

In thiswork, we focus on coherent e ects in m esoscopic
few level system s. A s a realization, we choose tw o nearby
but otherw ise Independent double quantum dots coupled
to the sam e phonon environm ent. W e study the In u-
ence ofthe resuting indirect interaction on the transport
properties and calculate the stationary current. Signa-—
tures of super’- and sub-radiance of phonons are pre—
dicted which show up as an increase or a decrease of the
stationary electron current. W e dem onstrate that thisef-
fect isdirectly related to the creation ofcharge wave func—
tion entanglem ent between the two double dots, which
appears n a preferred form ation of either a (charge)
triplet or singlet con guration, depending on the inter—
nal level splittings and/or the tunnel couplings to the
extermal electron leads in both sub-system s. G eneration
of entanglem ent via phonons becom es attractive in the
light of recent investigations of singleelectron tunnel-
ing through hndividualm olecules’*!%8, or quantum dots
in freestanding®’t%? and m ovabk®3{®® nano-structures, in
both ofw hich vibration properties on the nanoscale seem
to play a big rolk.

T he outline of the paper is as follow s. In section ITwe
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Introduce them odeland ourm ethod. C urrent superradi-
ance is discussed in section ITI. Section IV presents cur—
rent subradiance and the inelastic current sw itch’ m ech—
anism . Finally, we concluide In section V.

II. MODEL AND METHOD

Ourmodelisa systam (‘register’) oftwo double quan—
tum dots © QD s), each ofwhich consist oftwo individual
quantum dots (called Yeft’ and ‘right’ in the follow ing).
Both doubl dots are coupled to independent lft and
right lradsasdepicted N Fig.1 A .

W e concentrate on boson-m ediated collective e ects
between the D QD s origihating from the coupling of the
whole system to a com m on dissipative, bosonic bath that
w ill be speci ed below . In the follow ing we com pletely
neglect static tunnel coupling between the individual
D QD s and, m ore in portant, nterDQD Coulomb corre—
lations. A lthough this is a severe 1im itation for the gen-
eralapplicability ofthem odel, it stillgrasps the essential
physics of dissipation induced entanglem ent. However,
onem ight envisage con gurationsw ith intradot C oulom b
m atrix elem ents much larger than nterdot m atrix ele-
m ents.

In this paper, we choose the simnplest possble de-
scription of an environm ent coupling in close analogy
to the standard spin-boson Ham iltonian'. The resuls
of this m odel for the tunnel current through one double
dot are In relatively good agreem ent w ith experim ental
cbservations???3 . The rok ofo -diagonaltem s in a sin—
gk DQD hasbeen discussed recently®’ .

A . H am iltonian

T he Ham ittonian and the subsequent derivation of the
m aster equation is given for the generalcase of N double
quantum dots. W e study the stationary tunnel current
through the dots with all lead chem ical potentials such
that electrons can only ow from the lft to the right.
Furthem ore, w e restrict ourselves to the strong C oulom b
blockade regim e in each individualdouble dot where only
one additional electron is allowed on either the left or
the right dot. The H ibert space of the i-th doubl dot
then is spanned by the threem any-body states 1.;ii (one
additional electron in the i-th lft dot at energy ".;i),
R;il (one additional electron in the i-th right dot at
energy "gr;i), and ;11 (ho additional electron in either
ofthe dots). ForN = 1 thishasbeen proven'??3 tobe a
valid description of non-linear transport experin ents in
double quantum dots?10,

Introducing the operators

ng;; = J;iihL;ij3 ng;; = R;R ;1

pl = R;iihL;ij @)
Sr ;1= P7iibR;ij;

pi= 1;iiHR ;13
sL;i = P;iihL;ij

A L;1 Tc;l R ;1
2 Tep R ;2

FIG.1l: A:N = 2 Yharge qubi register’ with two doubl
quantum dots coupled to ndependent electron leads. B : en-—
ergy diagram of one individualdouble dot.

the totalH am iltonian can be w ritten as
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Here, the electrons in mode k (1) wih energy "]I:((f)) in

the keft (rght) leads pertaining to DQD i are describbed
by creation operatorsq,; (dj,;), and the coupling m atrix
elem ents to the Jeads are denoted by VkL;i:R . A boson in
m ode g w ith energy ! 4 is created by theoperatoraé. As
In the standard spin-boson m odel, we assum ea sin pli ed
coupling to the quantum dots which is purely diagonal
w ith m atrix element ; for m ode g to the i~th doublk
dot.

So far, no further assum ptions have been m ade w ith
respect to the speci ¢ realization of the DQD s and the
dissipative bath. Nevertheless, the system we have in
m ind are lateral or vertical doubl dots, where the pri-
m ary bosonic coupling has been shown due to phonons

of the sam iconductor substrate. T he m icroscopic details

determm Ine the tunnel m atrix elem ents T, VkL;:R , and

the electron-phonon coupling constants ;i .



B . D ensity m atrix

In the follow ing, we employ a master equation de—
scription for the tin e evolution of the register within
the Bom-M arkov approxin ation, which takes into ac—
count the iInteractions w ith the lads and the bosonic
environm ent up to second order. A tematively, electron—
phonon Interactions can be treated exactly by a polaron
transfom ation???3 and perturbatively in the tunnelm a—
trix elem ents Te,i. For Te;; < i 'kijand small cou-
pling to the bosonic bath, the results of both m ethods
practically coincide? .

T he tim e derivative of the reduced density m atrix (t)
of the double quantum dots is given by
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A Trrese He®; Ho®)i~® Roe

0 n (@]

Hp ©); Hp €);~0)

~() =

+ T Ir es,p

3)

w here the tilde indicates the interaction picture, H, H)
denotes the Interactionsbetw een the doubl dots and the
leads (thephonons),and R, Rg;) isthe density m atrix
ofthe lkads (the phonons). Equation (3) isthe sum ofan
electron and a phonon part since we neglect correlations
between leads and phonons.

The trace over the equilbrium electron reservoirs,
TrRreser results In Fem i functions of the leads. As we
are Interested in large source-drain voltages between the
kft and the right leads, the Fem i functions of the lkeft
Jleadscan be set to one and those ofthe right leadsto zero.
M oreover, the energy dependence of the tunnel rates

L-r;i= 2

Ver 30 @

is neglected.

1. E kctron-phonon interaction

In the follow ing, we consider identical electron-phonon
interaction n the DQD s,

ai= q° )

D epending on the relative position of the quantum dots
(lateral, vertical), the electron w ave finctions in the dots,
and the geom etry of the phonon substrate (oulk, skab?’,
sheet etc.), the g;; willnever be exactly identical in real
situations. T herefore, Eq. (5) can only be regarded as an
idealized 1 it of, eg., a phonon resonator or a situation
w here the distance between di erent double dots is sm all

as com pared to the relevant phonon wavelngths.
W e de ne a correlation function of the boson system
23
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that results from the trace over the bosonic degrees of
freedom . Here, = 1=ky T denotes the inverse phonon

bath tem perature, and the spectral function (!) ofthe
bosonic environm ent is de ned as
X
(1) Jqf (¢ L (7)

q

For the calculations, we use the spectral function ofbulk
acoustic phonons w ith piezoelectric interaction to elec—
trons in Jateral quantum dots?323,
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where g is the din ensionless Interaction strength, ! . the

cuto frequency and the frequency !4 is detem ined by

the ratio ofthe the sound velocity to the distance betw een

two quantum dots.

In the follow ing, integrals overK (t) are required as

Z 1
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w ith the hybridization energy ;= (" + 4TZ,)'™* and

the energy bias "; = ";i 'k;; In the i-th dot. The in-
tegrals are calculated neglecting the principal valies?? .
W e furthemm ore assum e a spectral function ( ;) such
that ¢, ! O0for ;! 0 which is 1l Iled for m icro—
scopic m odels of the electron-phonon interaction in dou-
bl quantum dots??:23,

2. M aster equation

Inserting the traces over the electron reservoirs and
the bosonic bath into Eq. (3) and transform ing back to
Schrodinger picture yields a m aster equation for the re—
duced density m atrix of the totalD QD register,
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From Eqg. (9) i is obvious that the in uence of the
bosonic bath enters only via the spectral functions (!)
asde ned in Eq. (7). Allm icroscopic properties of the
phonons and their interaction m echanian to the electrons
In the quantum dots are describbed by these functions.

Furthem ore, we point out that them ixed tetm s 16 J
In Eq. (10) are responsble for the collective e ects to
be discussed In the follow ing. W ithout these tem s, the
m aster equation would m erely describe an ensem ble ofN
Independent DQD s. In that case, an hitially factorized
density m atrix of the total system would always rem ain
factorized and no correlations could build up. The tem s
16 j Introduce correlationsbetween the di erent double
dots, the origin ofwhich lies in the coupling to the sam e
bosonic environm ent.

ITII. CURRENT SUPERRADIANCE

W e restrict ourselves to the stationary case where the
tin e derivative of the densiy m atrix, _(t), vanishes.
Then, Eg. (10) reduces to a linear system of equations
which can be easily solved num erically. Results for a
single double quantum dot, N = 1, can be obtained
analytically?® and are given for two expectation valies
below ,Eq. (17). ForN > 1, the din ension ofthe density
m atrix grows as N (@although not all of the m atrix ele-
m ents are required) whence analytical solutions becom e
very cum bersom e. For the rest of this paper, we restrict
ourselves to the case oftwo double dots N = 2), called
DQD landDQD 2 in the Pllow ing.

A . Stationary current

T he total electron current is sin ply given by the sum
ofthe currentsthrough the individualD Q D s, aselectrons
cannot tunnelbetw een di erent double dots. T he current
operatorof DQD 1iis

iTc;ie

L=—" o &) 2)

and the corresponding expectation values can be ex—
pressed by the elem ents of the density m atrix as

2Tc;1e
L= — LRLL T RRLR T ORLO 7
13
2Tcppe 43)
L = S RLLL t RRRL T RroOOL 7
w ith the notation
jioo9 = 2hj3 hij 34 ﬁlzl ;2 fL;R;0g:

14)

T he set of linear equations corresponding to Eq. (10) for
N = 2 isgiven In appendix A ,Eg. A1). From thenum er-
ical solution of Eq. A1) we nd the stationary current
through two doubl quantum dots as a function of the
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FIG .2: Total current through two doubl quantum dots as a
function ofthebias"; . Theparam etersare T¢;1 = Tc2= 3 €V,

Lj1= rRaA= 1;2= rj;z= 0:{5 &V, and forthe spectral finc-
tion g= 001, T =23mK, !q= 10 €V and ! .= lmeV . These
values are used throughout the whole article ifnot stated oth—
erw ise.

bias "; in the rst doubl dot whilk the bias ", in the
second is kept constant, cf. Fig. 2. The overall shape
of the current is very sim ilar to the case of one individ-
ualdouble quantum dot?32%, w ith is strong elastic peak
around "; = 0 and a broad inelastic shoulder for "; > 0.
T he interesting new feature here is the peak at the res—
onance "; = ", which is due to collective e ects to be
analyzed now .

B . C ross coherences

The e ective Interaction between the two DQD s re—
sults from the sin ultaneous coupling ofboth double dots
to the sam e phonon environm ent. It appears in them as—
ter equation (10) as the m ixed tetm s i$ Jj In the sum .
In the explicit form ofthe m aster equation @A 1), the ef-
fective Interaction is connected to six m atrix elem ents
only (and their com plex conjugates). T hese elem ents are

RLLLs LRLLs RRLR @nd rrrr1,allofwhich enterthe
expression for the current, Eq. (13), and the two tross
coherence’ m atrix elem ents

RLRL = P{pz ; RRLL = P1P2 5)

T herefore, we approxin ate the collective e ects caused
by the e ective interaction starting from the solution of
the non-interacting m aster equation, w thout the m ixed
tem s i j, and assum e that only those m atrix elem ents
m entioned above are a ected by the interaction.

In the non-interacting case, the cross coherence is sin —
ply the product of the corresponding m atrix elem ents of
Independent double dots,
Pl Ip2i; = Ipribhppi: 16)

PP = PiP2



T hese can be solved analytically,
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where ny, ;51 is given for later reference, 5,
as de ned In the appendix, Eq. A 3), and w ih

Jr and j
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In the inelastic regine, T, ", of the non-interacting
case, the cross coherences pi’pz and pi;p; tend to zero
as can be seen from Eqg. (17). M oreover, we neglect the
In aghary part of the cross coherences in the interacting
case. Then, the change in the current through DQD 1
due to collective e ects can be approxin ated by

2eTeq » n o n o
I,= —-——= Re pp Re pip2

~n
1

19)

C orrespondingly, the change I, ofthe current through
the second double dot DQD 2 is obtained from I; by
exchanging the subscripts 1 and 2. Hence, the alteration
In the current isproportionalto the realparts ofthe cross
coherences pll’pz and p1p; between the wo DQD s,
which con m sthe collective characterofthee ect. This
result is corroborated by plotting the real parts of the
cross coherences as a function of ", cf. Fig. 3. One
recognizes that pll’pz ispeaked around "; = ", whereas

p1p2; hasapeakat"; = %.Theincreaseofthe current
at "y = ", is therefore due to the m axinum of the ust
correlation pjp;

If we neglect the changes of all other elem ents of the
density m atrix that are caused by the e ective interac—
tion between the two DQD s, the real part of the cross
coherence pll’pz can be approxin ated around the reso—
nance "1 =", as

n O

1
s(rat+t rjp2)
Re pipz = 2

1Re Ipzl hnL;]_i+ 2 Re ]I'pll hl’lL;zi
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O ne recognizes that pi’pz is Lorentzian shaped as a
function of the energy di erence "; "% . The resul of
Eq. (20) wih hpsi and Ing, ;51 as given In Eq. (17) is in
good agreem entw ith the num ericalsolution ofthem aster
equation (10) (nset ofFig.3).

Next, we hnsert the result for the cross coherence In
Eg. (19) and nd forthe change ofthe tunnel current due
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FIG . 3: Real parts of the cross coherences from the m aster
equation (10) as functions of the bias In the st doubl dot
(",= 30 eV and the otherparam eters agree w ith Fig.2). The
inset com pares the approxin ation or Re pip; , Eg. (20)
(dotted line), w ith the solution of them aster eq. (solid line).

to interaction e ects between the two double quantum
dots around the resonance "= ", :

eTca 2

~ "l ("1

R;1+ R ;2

1= [RY 1 2
2+ 3 (rat ri2)

@1)

1Re l'pzl hrlL;]_i+ 2 Re }p]_l h['lL;zi

A gain, the change in the current through the second dou-
bl dot, I, is cbtaihed by exchanging the subscripts.
T his approxin ation overestim ates the actual change in
the current for the param eters chosen in the previous
section but provides a good qualitative description for
the e ect of the enhanced tunnel current. A com parison
between this result and the num erical solution is given
below .

C . Singlet and triplet states

T he collective e ects in the two double quantum dots
are connected w ith the cross coherence fiinction pi’pz ,
Eqg. (15). Forthe two-qubi register’ one can easily prove
the operator identity

@2)

Pz + pyp1 = Pr,  Ps,i

where P is the profction operator on the state j i,
P j ih j and triplet and singlkt do not refer to the
realelectron spoin but to the bseudo’ spin de ned in the



two dim ensional H ibert space span (L.i; R i),
F.i= £ L5 F i= Ri Ri;
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W ith 2Re plp, = Pr, Ps, and the proportional-
ty I:/ Repipr Pr™ %, ct Eq. (19), i ©lows
that the current enhancem ent I, isdue to an increased
probability of nding the two elctrons In a (pseudo)
triplet rather than In a (pseudo) singlt state. In the
follow ing, we dem onstrate that the m echanism underly—
Ing this e ect is indeed the D icke superradiance e ect
known from quantum optics.

D . Dickee ect

Superradiance em erges In the collective gpontaneous
amn ission from an ensem ble of identical tw o—level atom s.
IfN excited atom s are concentrated In a region an aller
than the wavelength of the em itted radiation, they do
not decay Independently anym ore. Instead, the radiation
has a higher intensity and takes place In a shorter tine
Interval than for an ensem ble of ndependent atom s due
to the coupling of all atom s to the comm on radiation

eld.

Letusnow considerthe caseN = 2 and calculate (sin -
larto the origihalwork ofD icke®) the decay rate oftwo
nitially excited atom s w ith dipole m om ents d; and &)
at position r; and r, due to the interaction w ith light,

X
Hepn = G agt a(;

B i @

c/l\l expi@Q r;) + c/l\z expiQ r,) ;

from which the spontaneous em ission rate of photons
w ith wave vector Q follow s Fem i’s G olden Rule),

X
Q)/ ¥l epio @ mIF (o o)

Q
@5)

where Q = !y=c, !¢ is the transiion frequency between
the upper and lower kvel, and c denotes the speed of
light. The interference of the two interaction contri-
butions &1et© ) and &e'© ™) leads to a splitting of
the spontaneous decay into a fast, superradiant’, decay
channel ( + @Q)), and a slow, subradiant’ decay channel
( @Q)). This splitting is called D ickee ect’.

Loosely speaking, the two signs corresoond to the
tw o di erent relative orientations of the dipole m om ents
of the two atom s. M ore precisely, from the four possi-
bl states In the H ibert space of two two{level system s,
H, = C? C?, one can m shglkt and triplkt states

j#"i), L i =
Lol = pl—g G"#i+ J#"i), and T i = j##i. The super-
radiant decay channel occurs via the triplet and the sub—
radiant decay via the singlet states’®®. In the extreme
D icke’ 1im it where the second phase factor is close to
unity, exp GO (r 1)} 1, it follow s that Q@)= 0
and + Q)= 2 Q) where Q) is the decay rate of
one singke atom . This lim it is theoretically achieved if
D (2 5)j] 1 forallwave vectorsQ , ie. the distance
between the two atom s is much am aller than the wave
length of the light.

W e m ention that in practice, this bure’ 1m it, where
the subradiant rate is zero and the superradiant rate
is jast tw ice the rate for an individual atom , is never
reached. In a recent experin ental realization of sub—and
superradiance from two lasertrapped ions, D €Voe and
B rew er’* m easured the spontaneousen ission rate ofpho—
tonsasa function ofthe ion-ion distance in a lasertrap of
planar geom etry which was strong enough to bring the
ions Baj,g) to a distance of the order of 1 m of each
other.

The two double quantum dots behave in analogy to
the two atom s considered above. For a positive bias,
"=" % > 0, the state 1.1 can be identi ed w ith the
excited state and R iw ith the ground state. T he nelastic
rate with which T.idecaysto R ican becalculated w ith
Fem i's G olden Rule,

according to Poi = 91—5 (G"#i g,

8 T2 P
= — T at?) 2+ 412 26)
C

In contrast to a two level atom , a third state Pi exists
In the double quantum dot as the additionalelectron can
tunnel into the leads.

The use of triplet and singlkt states as de ned In
Eqg. @23) albws us to nd an analytical resul for the
stationary current that quantitatively coincides w ith the
exact num erical solution extrem ely well. W e consider the
rate equation for the probabilities of the corresoonding
nine states and take into account the doubling of the in-
elastic ratesdue to the D icke e ect in the triplet channel,

Poo= Prot Por 2 Dos
1 1
Pro= DPoot > Pr, + > Ps, (+ Jdpros
1 1
Por = Poot > Pr, + > Pse (+ Jpows
Pro= Prot Pr 2 moi
Por = PoL * Pr 2 mri
Pr+ = Port+t Pro 2 B+i
1
pr, = 2 pr++5 p0R+5 Pro @ + )pr,;
Br =2 pr, 2P ;
1 1
pS(): E p0R+ E Pro Ro

@7
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FIG . 4: Enhancem ent of the tunnel current I; at the res-
onance "1 = ", = 30 €V as a function of the dim ensionless
electron phonon coupling constant g, Eq. (8). The additional
current vanishesat g 0:02 when the tunnel rates to the dou—
ble dot and between the dotsbecom e equal, = . The inset
show s the di erence in probabilities for triplet and singlet.

Here, identical tunnel rates to all four leads have been
assumed, 1= rRa= 12T Rrz2= ,andpro denotes
theprobability to nd the rstdoubledot in state T.iand
the second in state Pi. E lectrons can also tunnelinto and
out of the singlet state due to the coupling to the lads
which is not possible in the originalD icke m odel. In the
stationary case, the Eq. (27) can be easily solved. Forthe
current through one of the two double dots we obtain

e
L= — ®oo+ por + Por)

e x@x+ 1) @8)

~ Ox2+ 5x+ 17

This can be com pared w ith the tunnel current through
one independent double dot, If obtained by a sin ilar rate
equation,

e b4

10 = :
1 1+ 2x

@9)

Thedierence I; =1, ¥ represents the additional
current due to the D ickee ectand isshown n Fig.4 asa
function of the dim ensionless coupling strength g to the
bosonic environm ent, together w ith a com parison to the

I, asobtained from the num erical solution ofEqg. (10).
Both results agree very well, indicating that it is indeed
the D icke e ect that leads to the increase In the tunnel
current. In addiion, we show (inset ofFig.4) the di er-
ence between triplet and singlet occupation probability
that follow from the Eq. 27) as

2x X+ 2) x 1) .
9x3 + 23x2 + 1lx+ 2~

Pro, B.= (30)

T his is in excellent agreem ent w ith the num erical results
and underlines that the change in the tunnel current due

to collective e ectsisproportionaltopr, R,,asalrady
discussed above. This dem onstrates that the e ect of
superradiance am pli es the tunneling of electrons from
the kft to the right dots resulting in an enhanced current
through the two double quantum dots.

Iv. CURRENT SUBRADIANCE AND
INELASTIC SW ITCH

The close analogy w ith the D icke e ect suggests the
existence of not only current super-, but also current
subradiance in the register. In the subradiant regim e,
the two DQD s form a singlet state where the tunneling
from the lkft to the right quantum dots is dim inished,
resulting in a weaker tunnel current through the dots.

A . Current antiresonance

Subradiance occurs in our system in a slightly changed
set-up where electrons in the second double dot are pre—
vented from tunneling into the right lead, r;;= 0, as
Indicated in the inset of Fig. 5. Then, the additional
electron is trapped and no current can ow through the
second double dot. N evertheless, this electron can a ect
the tunnel current through the st doubl dot: Instead
ofamaximum ,wenow ndamininum atthe resonance
" =",.Fig.5 showshow thepositive peak in the current
I, develops Into am Inimum as the tunneling rate g ;; is
decreased to zero. Thism inin um is ndeed related to an
Increased probability of nding the two dots In the sin—
glkt state Boiratherthan in the triplet state i, ascan
be seen from the lnset ofFig.5. Thus, In this regin e the
e ect of subradiance dom nates, leading to a decreased
current.

T his behavior is again consistent w ith the approxim a—
tion Eq. (20) for the cross coherence pll’pz . Taking Into
acoount the di erent non-interacting m atrix elem ents in
the two double dots, ny, ;116 hny, 21 and hp;i6 hpy1 due
to rj1 % Rrjp2, Wwe nd a negative cross coherence at
the resonance from Eqg. (20). T his corresponds to an in—
creased probability for the singlet state and according
to Eqg. (21) to a negative peak in the tunnel current, in
agreem ent w ith our num erical solution.

B . Inelastic current sw itch

Up to now, we have regarded the cross coherence
pll’pz and is e ects on the current only at the reso-
nance "; = ",. However, i was already pointed out in
section ITTB that another cross coherence, pi1p; , €X—
hiits a resonance if the bias in one dot equals the neg—
ative bias in the otherdot, 1= % (. Fig.3). This
case is considered in the ollow Ing.
W euse a =xed negative bias ", < 0 In the second dou-
ble dot as indicated iIn the Inset ofFig. 6. C onsequently,



I =pA

FIG .5: Transition from an increased to a decreased current
through the rstdoubl quantum dot fordi erent tunnelrates

rR;z2 (n eV) and ";= 30 &V .The lft inset show s schem at—
ically the setup for ;2 = 0 and the right Inset gives the
di erence of triplet and singlt for the sam e case.

electrons cannot tunnel from the keft to the right dot such
that the second double dot isblocked and no current can
ow through it. The presence of the rst double dot,
though, lifts this blockade and enables a current through
the second double dot ifthe resonance condition "= %
is ful lled. The current I, is shown In Fig. 6 as a func-
tion of the bias in the rst doubl dot, ";. Due to the
coupling to the comm on phonon environm ent, energy is
transferred from the st to the second double dot, allow —
Ing electrons to tunnel from the kft to the right in the
second doubledot. At the sam e tim g, the current through
the rst doubl dot is decreased (ot shown here).
W e can approxin ate the current through the second
doubl dot around "; = % taking into account only
pipz I Eqg. (19). A sin ilar caloulation as or pip; ,
Eqg. (20), gives

Rt 8
1
175 rpt8)2

1 1
I, = 2Tcpp 1€ 3 RT3
2= 1
"2 ~ ("l+ "2 )2 + (E R;

1Re }pzl hl’lL;]_i+ 2 Re l'pll l’l'lL;zi ;

(31)

wih = 1= , evaluated at the resonance, where both
system s are identical except of the bias. This approxi-
m ation again is In good agreem ent w ith the num erical
solution ofEqg. (10), as can be seen from Fig. 6.

O ur results suggest that the current through one ofthe
D QD scan be switched on and o by appropriatem anip—
ulation ofthe other one. W e em phasize that thism echa—
nisn ism ediated by the dissipative phonon environm ent
and not the Coulomb interaction between the charges.
A s this e ect is very sensitive to the energy bias, it al-
Jow s to detect a certain energy bias in one double dot by

15 . , . , . , .

I=pA

"= eV

FIG . 6: Tunnelcurrent through the second double dot which
is blocked due to a negative bias, ", = 50 &V, as depicted
in the nset (= 0:015). The approxin ation for I,,Eqg. (31)
(dashed line), agrees wellw ith the result of the m aster equa-
tion (10) (solid line { the nite o set of which is the tail of
the elastic current at ", = 0).

observing the current through the other doubl dot.

V. CONCLUSION

In this work, we have Investigated collective e ects in
two double quantum dots. An indirect interaction arises
betw een the two double dots due to the coupling to the
sam e phonon environm ent. W e predict that the D icke
e ect causes a considerable increase or decrease of the
tunnel current, depending on the choice of the param e-
ters. T he occurrence of the D icke e ect in the transport
through m esoscopic system shasalready been pointed out
by Shahbazyan and Raikh*’. In their system , the cou—
pling to the sam e lead is responsble for collective e ects.
Usually, the D icke e ect m anifests itself n a dynam ic
process lke the spontaneous am ission of an ensem ble of
identicalatom s**%° . Transport through double quantum
dots, however, allow s to study a tim e iIndependent form
oftheD icke e ect. M oreover, we have dem onstrated that
the change ofthe tunnel current is connected w ith an en—
tanglem ent of the di erent double dots. T his opens the
possbility to realize and to m easure speci ¢ entangled
states of two double dots. In particular, one can sw itch
from a predom inant triplet superposition ofthe two dou—
ble dots connected w ith an increased tunnel current to a
predom nate singlet state leading to a reduced current.

The resuls discussed here were derived for the ideal
case of an identical electron-phonon coupling in both
double quantum dots. Furthem ore, the Coulomb inter-
action between the tw o double dots has not been consid-
ered here. In a real experin ent, these assum ption will
never be perfectly fi1l lled and would lead to deviations



from the collective e ects presented above. However,
we predict that even in presence of interdot Coulomb
interactions, phonon m ediated collective e ects should
persist as long as a description of the register n tem s
of few m any-body states is possible. These m any-body
states (that would depend on the speci ¢ geom etry of
the register) would than replace the m any-body basis
£90;1i; L;4; Ryidg = 1;2) used In ourm odel here.

W e have derived the m aster equation for the general
case of N doubl dotsbut only focused on N = 2 which
isthe sin plest case w here collective e ects occur. In gen—
eral, one of them ain characteristic features of superradi-
ance isthe quadratic increase ofthe e ect w ith increasing
num ber of coupled system s. For the spontaneous collec—
tive em ission from N excited two levelatom s, thism eans
that the m aximnum of the intensity of the em ited radi-
ation increases w ith the square num ber of system s, N 2,
while the tin e in which the decay takes place decreases
nhversely to the num ber of system s, 1=N . T herefore, we
expect that the collective e ects as presented here be—
com e even m ore pronounced ifm ore than tw o double dots
are Indirectly coupled by the comm on phonons.
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APPENDIX A:MASTER EQUATION FOR TW O
DOUBLE QUANTUM DOTS

The din ension of the density m atrix for N double
quantum dots is equalto Y such that the m aster equa-—
tion (10) correspondsto 81 coupled di erentialequations
forN = 2. It is, however, not necessary to solve all 81
equations as we study the current which requires the
know ledge of only six m atrix elem ents, cp. Eqg. (13).
The sm allest closed subset of equations, containing the
equations for those six elem ents consists 0f 25 equations.

The m ixed tem s in the m aster equation (10), i€ 7,
describing the indirect interaction between thetwoD QD s
due to the coupling to the sam e phonons, are m arked in
the follow ing w ith an additionalprefactorq. Setting g= 0
results In the m aster equation for two com pletely inde—
pendent double dots coupled to independent phonons.
The interacting case corresponds to g= 1. Note that
the elem ents of the density m atrix are expressed w ih
regpect to the basis £f1.1; Ri; Pig for each doubl dot.
D ue to the tunneling of electrons between the lkft and
right quantum dot, these states are no eigenstates of the
unperturbed Ham ittonian. Finally, the m aster equation
for the elem ents of the density m atrix reads
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