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W e calculate the stationary currentthrough two double quantum dotswhich are interacting via

a com m on phonon environm ent. Num ericaland analyticalsolutions ofa m aster equation in the

stationary lim it show that the current can be increased as wellas decreased due to a dissipation

m ediated interaction. This e�ect is closely related to collective,spontaneous em ission ofphonons

(D icke super-and subradiance e�ect),and the generation ofa ‘cross-coherence’with entanglem ent

ofchargesin singletortripletstatesbetween thedots.Furtherm ore,wediscussan inelastic‘current

switch’m echanism by which one double dotcontrolsthe currentofthe other.

PACS num bers: 73.21.La,73.63.K v,85.35.G v,03.65.Y z

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

The interaction with a dissipative environm ent can

considerably m odify the physics ofvery sm allsystem s

which aredescribed by a few quantum m echanicalstates

only.1 O nem ay think ofan excited atom thatdecaysvia

the em ission ofa photon due to the coupling to the ra-

diation �eld.2 Thein
uenceoftheenvironm entbecom es

even m ore im portantifnotonly a single system iscou-

pled to itbutm any.Thisintroducesan indirectinterac-

tion between the otherwise independent system s which

can result in an entanglem ent and collective e�ects of

thesm allsystem s.In thecaseofidenticalexcited atom s,

the interaction to the com m on radiation �eld strongly

a�ectsthe em ission characteristicsand leadsto a collec-

tive spontaneous em ission,the so-called superradiance,

as�rstpointed outby R.H.Dicke3{5 nearly halfa cen-

tury ago.

The in
uence ofa dissipativeenvironm enton a single

two-levelsystem ,the sm allest non-trivialquantum sys-

tem ,has been studied extensively with the spin-boson-

m odel1 where the environm ent is m odeled by a contin-

uum ofharm onic oscillators. Especially usefulfor the

experim entalrealization of two level system s are cou-

pled sem iconductorquantum dotsasthese allow tuning

ofthe param eters over a wide range.6{10 M oreover,in

these system stransportspectroscopy ispossibleby con-

nection with leads8,10{22. The dissipative environm ent

is given by the phonons ofthe sam ple and governs the

inelastic current through the system .8,10,23{28 The elec-

tron spin29{32 ortheelectron charge22,33 in quantum dots

have also been suggested to provide a controllable re-

alization of scalable qubits.29,30,34{37 Arrays of double

quantum dots38 correspond to charge qubit ‘registers’,

and sim ple ‘toy’m odelsofN coupled two-levelsystem s

havebeen used to study collectivedecoherencee�ectsin

qubit registers.39{41 Furtherm ore,controllable two-level

system swith Cooperpairstunnelingtoand from asuper-

conducting box havebeen realized experim entally.42,43

Coherente�ectsin sm allclustersoftwo levelsystem s

caused by the coupling to a com m on environm enthave

been realized m ainly in the �eld ofquantum optics. In

ion laser traps,Dicke sub-and superradiance has been

m easured by DeVoe and Brewer44 in the spontaneous

em issionrateofphotonsfrom twoionsasafunction ofthe

ion-ion distance. Furtherm ore, entanglem ent in linear

ion-trapscan begenerated by thecoupling of(few-level)

ionstoacom m on singlebosonicm ode,thecenter-of-m ass

oscillator(vibration)m ode45{47. Even the generation of

entangled lightfrom white noise48 hasbeen suggested.

Theappearanceofcollectivequantum opticale�ectsin

m esoscopictransporthasre-gained considerableinterest

quite recently. Shahbazyan and Raikh49 �rst predicted

the Dicke (spectralfunction) e�ect50 to appearin reso-

nanttunneling through two im purities,which waslater

generalized to scattering propertiesin a strong m agnetic

�eld51. The Dicke e�ect was predicted theoretically in

‘pum ped’,transientsuperradianceofquantum dotarrays

coupled to electron reservoirs52,and in the AC conduc-

tivity ofdirty m ulti-channelquantum wires in a strong

m agnetic�eld.53

In thiswork,wefocuson coherente�ectsin m esoscopic

few levelsystem s.Asarealization,wechoosetwonearby

butotherwiseindependentdoublequantum dotscoupled

to the sam e phonon environm ent. W e study the in
u-

enceoftheresultingindirectinteraction on thetransport

properties and calculate the stationary current. Signa-

tures of‘super’- and sub-radiance ofphonons are pre-

dicted which show up asan increaseora decreaseofthe

stationaryelectron current.W edem onstratethatthisef-

fectisdirectlyrelated tothecreation ofchargewavefunc-

tion entanglem ent between the two double dots,which

appears in a preferred form ation of either a (charge)

triplet or singlet con�guration,depending on the inter-

nallevelsplittings and/or the tunnelcouplings to the

externalelectron leadsin both sub-system s.G eneration

ofentanglem ent via phonons becom es attractive in the

light of recent investigations of single-electron tunnel-

ing through individualm olecules54{58,orquantum dots

in freestanding59{62 and m ovable63{66 nano-structures,in

both ofwhich vibration propertieson thenanoscaleseem

to play a big role.

Theoutlineofthepaperisasfollows.In section IIwe
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introducethem odeland ourm ethod.Currentsuperradi-

ance isdiscussed in section III.Section IV presentscur-

rentsubradianceand theinelasticcurrent‘switch’m ech-

anism .Finally,weconclude in section V.

II. M O D EL A N D M ET H O D

O urm odelisa system (‘register’)oftwo doublequan-

tum dots(DQ Ds),each ofwhich consistoftwoindividual

quantum dots(called ‘left’and ’right’in the following).

Both double dots are coupled to independent left and

rightleadsasdepicted in Fig.1 A.

W e concentrate on boson-m ediated collective e�ects

between the DQ Dsoriginating from the coupling ofthe

wholesystem toacom m on dissipative,bosonicbath that

willbe speci�ed below. In the following we com pletely

neglect static tunnel coupling between the individual

DQ Dsand,m oreim portant,inter-DQ D Coulom b corre-

lations.Although thisisa severelim itation forthe gen-

eralapplicability ofthem odel,itstillgraspstheessential

physics ofdissipation induced entanglem ent. However,

onem ightenvisagecon�gurationswith intradotCoulom b

m atrix elem ents m uch larger than interdot m atrix ele-

m ents.

In this paper, we choose the sim plest possible de-

scription of an environm ent coupling in close analogy

to the standard spin-boson Ham iltonian1. The results

ofthism odelforthe tunnelcurrentthrough one double

dot are in relatively good agreem entwith experim ental

observations22,23.Theroleofo�-diagonalterm sin a sin-

gleDQ D hasbeen discussed recently67.

A . H am iltonian

TheHam iltonian and thesubsequentderivation ofthe

m asterequation isgiven forthegeneralcaseofN double

quantum dots. W e study the stationary tunnelcurrent

through the dots with alllead chem icalpotentials such

that electrons can only 
ow from the left to the right.

Furtherm ore,werestrictourselvestothestrongCoulom b

blockaderegim ein each individualdoubledotwhereonly

one additionalelectron is allowed on either the left or

the rightdot. The Hilbertspace ofthe i-th double dot

then isspanned bythethreem any-bodystatesjL;ii(one

additionalelectron in the i-th left dot at energy "L ;i),

jR;ii (one additionalelectron in the i-th right dot at

energy "R ;i),and j0;ii (no additionalelectron in either

ofthedots).ForN = 1 thishasbeen proven12,23 to bea

valid description ofnon-lineartransportexperim ents in

double quantum dots8,10.

Introducing the operators

nL ;i = jL;iihL;ij nR ;i = jR;iihR;ij

pi = jL;iihR;ij p
y

i = jR;iihL;ij (1)

sL ;i = j0;iihL;ij sR ;i = j0;iihR;ij;

A

B
�L �RTc

"L

"R

�L ;1 �R ;1Tc;1

�L ;2 �R ;2Tc;2

FIG .1: A:N = 2 ‘charge qubit register’ with two double

quantum dots coupled to independentelectron leads. B:en-

ergy diagram ofone individualdouble dot.

the totalHam iltonian can be written as

H =

NX

i

�

"L ;inL ;i+ "R ;inR ;i+ Tc;i(pi+ p
y

i
)

+
X

k

V
L
k;ic

y

k;i
sL ;i+ h:c:+

X

k

"
L
k c

y

k;i
ck;i

+
X

l

V
R
l;id

y

l;i
sR ;i+ h:c:+

X

l

"
R
l d

y

l;i
dl;i

+
X

q


q;i(a
y
q + a� q)(nL ;i� nR ;i)

�

+
X

q

!q a
y
qaq :

(2)

Here,the electrons in m ode k (l) with energy "
L (R )

k(l)
in

the left(right)leadspertaining to DQ D iare described

by creation operatorsc
y

k;i
(d

y

l;i
),and thecoupling m atrix

elem entsto the leadsare denoted by V
L =R

k;i
. A boson in

m odeq with energy !q iscreated by theoperatora
y
q.As

in thestandard spin-boson m odel,weassum easim pli�ed

coupling to the quantum dots which is purely diagonal

with m atrix elem ent 
q;i for m ode q to the i-th double

dot.

So far,no further assum ptions have been m ade with

respect to the speci�c realization ofthe DQ Ds and the

dissipative bath. Nevertheless,the system we have in

m ind are lateralor verticaldouble dots,where the pri-

m ary bosonic coupling has been shown due to phonons

ofthe sem iconductorsubstrate.The m icroscopicdetails

determ ine the tunnelm atrix elem ents Tc;i,V
L =R

k;i
,and

the electron-phonon coupling constants
q;i.
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B . D ensity m atrix

In the following, we em ploy a m aster equation de-

scription for the tim e evolution of the register within

the Born-M arkov approxim ation, which takes into ac-

count the interactions with the leads and the bosonic

environm entup to second order.Alternatively,electron-

phonon interactionscan be treated exactly by a polaron

transform ation22,23 and perturbatively in thetunnelm a-

trix elem entsTc;i. ForTc;i <� j"L i� "R ijand sm allcou-

pling to the bosonic bath,the results ofboth m ethods

practically coincide25.

Thetim ederivativeofthereduced density m atrix �(t)

ofthe doublequantum dotsisgiven by

_~�(t)= �

Z t

0

dt
0

�

TrR es,e

n�
~H e(t);

�
~H e(t

0);~�(t)
 ~R 0;e

��o

+TrR es,p

n�
~H p(t);

�
~H p(t

0);~�(t)
 ~R 0;p

��o �

;

(3)

wherethetildeindicatestheinteraction picture,H e (H p)

denotestheinteractionsbetween thedoubledotsand the

leads(thephonons),and R 0;e (R 0;p)isthedensitym atrix

oftheleads(thephonons).Equation (3)isthesum ofan

electron and a phonon partsinceweneglectcorrelations

between leadsand phonons.

The trace over the equilibrium electron reservoirs,

TrR es,e,results in Ferm ifunctions ofthe leads. As we

areinterested in largesource-drain voltagesbetween the

left and the right leads,the Ferm ifunctions ofthe left

leadscan besettooneand thoseoftherightleadstozero.

M oreover,the energy dependence ofthe tunnelrates

�L =R ;i = 2�
X

k

jV
L =R

k;i
j2 �("� "

L =R

k
) (4)

isneglected.

1. Electron-phonon interaction

In thefollowing,weconsideridenticalelectron-phonon

interaction in theDQ Ds,


q;i = 
q : (5)

Depending on the relative position ofthe quantum dots

(lateral,vertical),theelectron wavefunctionsin thedots,

and the geom etry ofthe phonon substrate(bulk,slab27,

sheetetc.),the
q;i willneverbeexactly identicalin real

situations.Therefore,Eq.(5)can only beregarded asan

idealized lim itof,e.g.,a phonon resonatorora situation

wherethedistancebetween di�erentdoubledotsissm all

ascom pared to the relevantphonon wavelengths.

W e de�ne a correlation function ofthe boson system

K (t)�

Z 1

0

d! �(!)
ei!te� �! + e� i!t

1� e� �!
(6)

that results from the trace over the bosonic degrees of

freedom . Here,� = 1=kB T denotes the inverse phonon

bath tem perature,and the spectralfunction �(!)ofthe

bosonicenvironm entisde�ned as

�(!)�
X

q

j
qj
2
�(! � !q): (7)

Forthecalculations,weusethespectralfunction ofbulk

acoustic phonons with piezoelectric interaction to elec-

tronsin lateralquantum dots23,25,

�(!)= g!

�

1�
!d

!
sin

�
!

!d

��

e
� !=!c; (8)

whereg isthedim ensionlessinteraction strength,!c the

cut-o� frequency and the frequency !d isdeterm ined by

theratioofthethesound velocitytothedistancebetween

two quantum dots.

In the following,integralsoverK (t)arerequired as

�C ;i �

Z 1

0

K (t)cos(� it)dt=
�

2
�(� i)coth

�
�� i

2

�

;

�S;i�

Z 1

0

K (t)sin(� it)dt = � i
�

2
�(� i):

(9)

with the hybridization energy � i = ("2i + 4T 2
c;i)

1=2 and

the energy bias"i = "L ;i� "R ;i in the i-th dot. The in-

tegrals are calculated neglecting the principalvalues22.

W e furtherm ore assum e a spectralfunction �(� i) such

that �C ;i ! 0 for � i ! 0 which is ful�lled for m icro-

scopicm odelsoftheelectron-phonon interaction in dou-

ble quantum dots22,23.

2. M aster equation

Inserting the traces over the electron reservoirs and

the bosonic bath into Eq.(3)and transform ing back to

Schr�odingerpicture yieldsa m asterequation forthe re-

duced density m atrix ofthe totalDQ D register,

_�(t)= i

NX

i= 1

nh

�(t);"L ;inL ;i+ "R ;inR ;i+ Tc;i(pi+ p
y

i)

i

+
�L ;i

2

�

2s
y

L ;i
�(t)sL ;i� sL ;is

y

L ;i
�(t)� �(t)sL ;is

y

L ;i

�

+
�R ;i

2

�

2sR ;i�(t)s
y

R ;i
� s

y

R ;i
sR ;i�(t)� �(t)s

y

R ;i
sR ;i

�o

�
X

i;j

nh

(nL ;i� nR ;i);A j�(t)

i

�

h

(nL ;i� nR ;i);�(t)A
y

j

io

;

(10)

with

A j �
2Tc;j

� 2
i

�

2Tc;j�C ;j(nL ;j� nR ;j)

� �C ;j"j(pj + p
y

j)+ i� j�S;j(pj � p
y

j)

�

:

(11)
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From Eq. (9) it is obvious that the in
uence of the

bosonic bath entersonly via the spectralfunctions�(!)

as de�ned in Eq.(7). Allm icroscopic propertiesofthe

phononsand theirinteraction m echanism totheelectrons

in the quantum dotsaredescribed by these functions.

Furtherm ore,wepointoutthatthem ixed term si6= j

in Eq.(10) are responsible for the collective e�ects to

be discussed in the following. W ithoutthese term s,the

m asterequation would m erely describean ensem bleofN

independentDQ Ds. In thatcase,an initially factorized

density m atrix ofthe totalsystem would alwaysrem ain

factorized and no correlationscould build up.Theterm s

i6= j introducecorrelationsbetween thedi�erentdouble

dots,theorigin ofwhich liesin thecoupling to thesam e

bosonicenvironm ent.

III. C U R R EN T SU P ER R A D IA N C E

W e restrictourselvesto the stationary case where the

tim e derivative of the density m atrix, _�(t), vanishes.

Then,Eq.(10) reduces to a linear system ofequations

which can be easily solved num erically. Results for a

single double quantum dot, N = 1, can be obtained

analytically25 and are given for two expectation values

below,Eq.(17).ForN > 1,thedim ension ofthedensity

m atrix growsas9N (although notallofthe m atrix ele-

m entsare required)whence analyticalsolutionsbecom e

very cum bersom e.Forthe restofthispaper,werestrict

ourselvesto the case oftwo double dots(N = 2),called

DQ D 1 and DQ D 2 in the following.

A . Stationary current

The totalelectron currentissim ply given by the sum

ofthecurrentsthrough theindividualDQ Ds,aselectrons

cannottunnelbetween di�erentdoubledots.Thecurrent

operatorofDQ D iis

Ii =
iTc;ie

~

(pi� p
y

i
); (12)

and the corresponding expectation values can be ex-

pressed by the elem entsofthe density m atrix as

I1 = �
2Tc;1e

~

Im
�
�L R L L + �R R L R + �0R L 0

	
;

I2 = �
2Tc;2e

~

Im
�
�R L L L + �R R R L + �R 00L

	
;

(13)

with the notation

�jii0j0 = 2hjj
 1hij� ji
0i
1

 jj0i

2
; i;j2 fL;R;0g:

(14)

Thesetoflinearequationscorresponding to Eq.(10)for

N = 2isgiven in appendix A,Eq.(A1).From thenum er-

icalsolution ofEq.(A1) we �nd the stationary current

through two double quantum dots as a function ofthe

-50 0 50 100 150

5

10

15

20

(I
1
+
I
2
)=
p
A

"1=�eV

"2 = 30�eV

"2 = 55�eV

"2 = 100�eV

FIG .2:Totalcurrentthrough two doublequantum dotsasa

function ofthebias"1.Theparam etersareTc;1= Tc;2= 3�eV,

�L ;1= �R ;1= �L ;2= �R ;2= 0:15�eV,and forthespectralfunc-

tion g= 0:01,T = 23m K ,!d = 10�eV and ! c = 1m eV.These

valuesareused throughoutthewholearticleifnotstated oth-

erwise.

bias "1 in the �rst double dot while the bias "2 in the

second is kept constant,cf. Fig.2. The overallshape

ofthe currentisvery sim ilarto the case ofone individ-

ualdoublequantum dot23,25,with itsstrong elasticpeak

around "1 = 0 and a broad inelasticshoulderfor"1 > 0.

The interesting new feature here isthe peak atthe res-

onance "1 = "2 which is due to collective e�ects to be

analyzed now.

B . C ross coherences

The e�ective interaction between the two DQ Ds re-

sultsfrom thesim ultaneouscoupling ofboth doubledots

to thesam ephonon environm ent.Itappearsin them as-

ter equation (10) as the m ixed term s i6= j in the sum .

In the explicitform ofthe m asterequation (A1),the ef-

fective interaction is connected to six m atrix elem ents

only (and theircom plex conjugates).Theseelem entsare

�R L L L,�L R L L,�R R L R and �R R R L ,allofwhich enterthe

expression for the current,Eq.(13),and the two ‘cross

coherence’m atrix elem ents

�R L R L =


p
y

1p2
�
; �R R L L =



p1p2

�
: (15)

Therefore,we approxim ate the collective e�ects caused

by the e�ective interaction starting from the solution of

the non-interacting m asterequation,withoutthe m ixed

term si6= j,and assum ethatonly thosem atrix elem ents

m entioned abovearea�ected by the interaction.

In thenon-interactingcase,thecrosscoherenceissim -

ply the productofthe corresponding m atrix elem entsof

independentdouble dots,



p
y

1p2
�
=


p
y

1

�
hp2i;



p1p2

�
= hp1ihp2i: (16)
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Thesecan be solved analytically,

hpji= �
�L ;j

M j

�

2T 2
c;j(�j + 
j)

+ �R ;j(iTc;j + 
j)(i"j +
1

2
�R ;j + 2�j)

�

;

hnL ;ji= 1�
Tc;j(�L ;j+ �R ;j)

M j

�

2"j
j + Tc;j(�R ;j + 4�j)

�

;

(17)

where hnL ;ji is given for later reference,�j,�j,and 
j

asde�ned in the appendix,Eq.(A3),and with

M j � �L ;j�R ;j

�

"
2
j +

�
1

2
�R ;j+ 2�j

�2 �

� 2Tc;j"j�j�L ;j

+ T
2
c;j(2�L ;j+ �R ;j)(�R ;j+ 4�j)+ 2Tc;j"j
j(�L ;j+ �R ;j):

(18)

In the inelastic regim e,Tc � ",ofthe non-interacting

case,thecrosscoherences


p
y

1p2
�
and



p1p2

�
tend to zero

ascan be seen from Eq.(17). M oreover,we neglectthe

im aginary partofthecrosscoherencesin theinteracting

case. Then,the change in the current through DQ D 1

due to collectivee�ectscan be approxim ated by

�I 1 =
2eTc;1
2

~"1

�

Re

n

p
y

1p2
�o

� Re

n

p1p2

�o�

: (19)

Correspondingly,the change�I 2 ofthe currentthrough

the second double dot DQ D 2 is obtained from �I 1 by

exchanging thesubscripts1 and 2.Hence,thealteration

in thecurrentisproportionaltotherealpartsofthecross

coherences


p
y

1p2
�
and



p1p2

�
between the two DQ Ds,

which con�rm sthecollectivecharacterofthee�ect.This

result is corroborated by plotting the realparts ofthe

cross coherences as a function of"1, cf. Fig.3. O ne

recognizesthat


p
y

1p2
�
ispeaked around "1= "2,whereas


p1p2
�
hasapeakat"1= � "2.Theincreaseofthecurrent

at "1 = "2 is therefore due to the m axim um ofthe �rst

correlation


p
y

1p2
�
.

Ifwe neglectthe changesofallother elem ents ofthe

density m atrix that are caused by the e�ective interac-

tion between the two DQ Ds,the realpart ofthe cross

coherence


p
y

1p2
�
can be approxim ated around the reso-

nance"1= "2 as

Re

n

p
y

1p2
�o

=

1

2
(�R ;1 + �R ;2)

("1� "2)
2 + 1

4
(�R ;1 + �R ;2)

2
�

�


1 Re
�
hp2i

	
hnL ;1i+ 
2 Re

�
hp1i

	
hnL ;2i

�

:

(20)

O ne recognizes that


p
y

1p2
�
is Lorentzian shaped as a

function ofthe energy di�erence "1� "2. The result of

Eq.(20)with hpji and hnL ;ji as given in Eq.(17) is in

goodagreem entwith thenum ericalsolutionofthem aster

equation (10)(insetofFig.3).

Next,we insert the result for the cross coherence in

Eq.(19)and �nd forthechangeofthetunnelcurrentdue

-40 -20 0 20 40

0

0.02

0.04

0.06

0.08

29 30 31
0

0.02

0.04

0.06

"1=�eV

Re
�

p
y

1
p2
�	

Re
�

p1p2

�	

"1=�eV

R
e
�


p
y 1
p
2

�
	

FIG .3: Realparts ofthe cross coherences from the m aster

equation (10)asfunctions ofthe biasin the �rstdouble dot

("2= 30�eV and theotherparam etersagreewith Fig.2).The

inset com pares the approxim ation for Re
�

p
y

1
p2
�	
,Eq.(20)

(dotted line),with thesolution ofthem astereq.(solid line).

to interaction e�ects between the two double quantum

dotsaround the resonance"1= "2:

�I 1 =
eTc;1 
2

~"1

�R ;1+ �R ;2

("1� "2)
2 + 1

4
(�R ;1+ �R ;2)

2
�

�


1 Re
�
hp2i

	
hnL ;1i+ 
2 Re

�
hp1i

	
hnL ;2i

�

:

(21)

Again,thechangein thecurrentthrough thesecond dou-

ble dot,�I 2,is obtained by exchanging the subscripts.

This approxim ation overestim ates the actualchange in

the current for the param eters chosen in the previous

section but provides a good qualitative description for

thee�ectoftheenhanced tunnelcurrent.A com parison

between this result and the num ericalsolution is given

below.

C . Singlet and triplet states

The collective e�ectsin the two double quantum dots

are connected with the crosscoherence function


p
y

1p2
�
,

Eq.(15).Forthe‘two-qubitregister’onecan easilyprove

the operatoridentity

p
y

1p2 + p
y

2p1 = PT0 � PS0
; (22)

where P is the projection operator on the state j i,

P � j ih j,and tripletand singletdo notreferto the

realelectron spin butto the ‘pseudo’spin de�ned in the
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two dim ensionalHilbertspacespan(jLi;jRi),

jT+ i= jLi
1
jLi

2
; jT� i= jRi

1
jRi

2
;

jT0i=
1
p
2

�

jLi
1
jRi

2
+ jRi

1
jLi

2

�

;

jS0i=
1
p
2

�

jLi
1
jRi

2
� jRi

1
jLi

2

�

:

(23)

W ith 2Re


p
y

1p2
�
=


PT0

�
�


PS0

�
and the proportional-

ity �I 1 / Re


p
y

1p2
�
for"1 � "2,cf. Eq.(19),itfollows

thatthecurrentenhancem ent�I 1 isdueto an increased

probability of �nding the two electrons in a (pseudo)

triplet rather than in a (pseudo) singlet state. In the

following,we dem onstrate thatthe m echanism underly-

ing this e�ect is indeed the Dicke superradiance e�ect

known from quantum optics.

D . D icke e�ect

Superradiance em erges in the collective spontaneous

em ission from an ensem ble ofidenticaltwo-levelatom s.

IfN excited atom sare concentrated in a region sm aller

than the wavelength ofthe em itted radiation,they do

notdecay independently anym ore.Instead,theradiation

hasa higherintensity and takesplace in a shortertim e

intervalthan foran ensem ble ofindependentatom sdue

to the coupling of allatom s to the com m on radiation

�eld.

Letusnow considerthecaseN = 2and calculate(sim i-

lartotheoriginalwork ofDicke3)thedecayrate�oftwo

initially excited atom s with dipole m om ents d̂1 and d̂2)

atposition r1 and r2 due to the interaction with light,

H eph =
X

Q

gQ

�

a� Q + a
+

Q

�

�

h

d̂1 expi(Q r1)+ d̂2 expi(Q r2)

i

;

(24)

from which the spontaneous em ission rate of photons

with wavevectorQ follows(Ferm i’sG olden Rule),

�� (Q )/
X

Q

jgQ j
2j1� exp[iQ (r2 � r1)]j

2
�(!0 � !Q );

(25)

where Q = !0=c,!0 isthe transition frequency between

the upper and lower level,and c denotes the speed of

light. The interference of the two interaction contri-

butions d̂1e
i(Q r

1
) and d̂2e

i(Q r
2
) leads to a splitting of

the spontaneousdecay into a fast,‘superradiant’,decay

channel(�+ (Q )),and a slow,‘subradiant’decay channel

(�� (Q )).Thissplitting iscalled ‘Dicke-e�ect’.

Loosely speaking,the two signs � correspond to the

two di�erentrelativeorientationsofthedipole m om ents

ofthe two atom s. M ore precisely,from the four possi-

ble statesin the Hilbertspace oftwo two{levelsystem s,

H 2 = C 2 
 C2,one can form singlet and triplet states

according to jS0i := 1p
2
(j"#i� j#"i), jT+ i := j ""i,

jT0i:=
1p
2
(j"#i+ j#"i),and jT� i:= j##i. The super-

radiantdecay channeloccursvia thetripletand thesub-

radiantdecay via the singlet states3,68. In the extrem e

‘Dicke’lim it where the second phase factor is close to

unity,exp[iQ (r2 � r1)]� 1,it follows that �� (Q ) = 0

and �+ (Q ) = 2�(Q ) where �(Q ) is the decay rate of

one single atom . This lim it is theoretically achieved if

jQ (r2 � r1)j� 1 forallwavevectorsQ ,i.e.thedistance

between the two atom s is m uch sm aller than the wave

length ofthe light.

W e m ention that in practice,this ‘pure’lim it,where

the subradiant rate is zero and the superradiant rate

is just twice the rate for an individualatom , is never

reached.In a recentexperim entalrealization ofsub-and

superradiance from two laser-trapped ions,DeVoe and

Brewer44 m easured thespontaneousem ission rateofpho-

tonsasafunction oftheion-ion distancein alasertrap of

planar geom etry which was strong enough to bring the

ions (Ba
+

138) to a distance ofthe order of1�m ofeach

other.

The two double quantum dots behave in analogy to

the two atom s considered above. For a positive bias,

"= "L � "R > 0,the state jLican be identi�ed with the

excited stateand jRiwith thegroundstate.Theinelastic

rate� with whichjLidecaystojRican becalculatedwith

Ferm i’sG olden Rule,

� =
8�T 2

c

~("2+ 4T 2
c)

�
�p

"2+ 4T 2
c

�
: (26)

In contrastto a two levelatom ,a third state j0i exists

in thedoublequantum dotastheadditionalelectron can

tunnelinto the leads.

The use of triplet and singlet states as de�ned in

Eq.(23) allows us to �nd an analyticalresult for the

stationary currentthatquantitatively coincideswith the

exactnum ericalsolution extrem ely well.W econsiderthe

rate equation for the probabilities ofthe corresponding

ninestatesand takeinto accountthedoubling ofthein-

elasticratesduetotheDickee�ectin thetripletchannel,

_p00 = �pR 0 + �p0R � 2�p00;

_pL 0 = �p00 +
1

2
�pT0 +

1

2
�pS0

� (� + �)pL 0;

_p0L = �p00 +
1

2
�pT0 +

1

2
�pS0

� (� + �)p0L ;

_pR 0 = �pL 0 + �pT � � 2�pR 0;

_p0R = �p0L + �pT � � 2�p0R ;

_pT + = �p0L + �pL 0 � 2�pT + ;

_pT0 = 2�pT + +
1

2
�p0R +

1

2
�pR 0 � (2� + �)pT0;

_pT � = 2�pT0 � 2�pT � ;

_pS0
=
1

2
�p0R +

1

2
�pR 0 � �pS0

:

(27)
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Rate equation (27)

M asterequation (10)

FIG .4: Enhancem ent ofthe tunnelcurrent �I 1 at the res-

onance "1 = "2 = 30�eV as a function ofthe dim ensionless

electron phonon coupling constantg,Eq.(8).Theadditional

currentvanishesatg� 0:02 when thetunnelratesto thedou-

ble dotand between the dotsbecom e equal,�= �.The inset

showsthe di�erence in probabilitiesfortripletand singlet.

Here,identicaltunnelratesto allfourleadshavebeen

assum ed,�L ;1= �R ;1= �L ;2= �R ;2= �,and pL 0 denotes

theprobabilityto�nd the�rstdoubledotin statejLiand

thesecond in statej0i.Electronscan alsotunnelintoand

outofthe singletstate due to the coupling to the leads

which isnotpossiblein theoriginalDickem odel.In the

stationarycase,theEq.(27)can beeasilysolved.Forthe

currentthrough oneofthe two double dotsweobtain

I1 =
e�

~

(p00 + p0L + p0R )

=
e�

~

x(4x + 1)

9x2 + 5x + 1
; x = �=�:

(28)

This can be com pared with the tunnelcurrentthrough

oneindependentdoubledot,I01 obtained byasim ilarrate

equation,

I
0
1 =

e�

~

x

1+ 2x
: (29)

The di�erence �I 1 = I1 � I01 represents the additional

currentduetotheDickee�ectand isshown in Fig.4asa

function ofthe dim ensionlesscoupling strength g to the

bosonicenvironm ent,togetherwith a com parison to the

�I 1 asobtained from thenum ericalsolution ofEq.(10).

Both resultsagreevery well,indicating thatitisindeed

the Dicke e�ectthatleadsto the increase in the tunnel

current.In addition,weshow (insetofFig.4)thedi�er-

ence between triplet and singlet occupation probability

thatfollow from the Eq.(27)as

pT0 � pS0
= �

2x(x + 2)(x � 1)

9x3 + 23x2 + 11x + 2
: (30)

Thisisin excellentagreem entwith thenum ericalresults

and underlinesthatthechangein thetunnelcurrentdue

tocollectivee�ectsisproportionaltopT0 � pS0
,asalready

discussed above. This dem onstrates that the e�ect of

superradiance am pli�es the tunneling ofelectrons from

thelefttotherightdotsresultingin an enhanced current

through the two double quantum dots.

IV . C U R R EN T SU B R A D IA N C E A N D

IN ELA ST IC SW IT C H

The close analogy with the Dicke e�ect suggests the

existence of not only current super-, but also current

subradiance in the register. In the subradiant regim e,

the two DQ Ds form a singletstate where the tunneling

from the left to the right quantum dots is dim inished,

resulting in a weakertunnelcurrentthrough the dots.

A . C urrent antiresonance

Subradianceoccursin oursystem in aslightly changed

set-up where electronsin the second doubledotarepre-

vented from tunneling into the right lead,�R ;2 = 0,as

indicated in the inset ofFig.5. Then, the additional

electron istrapped and no currentcan 
ow through the

second double dot.Nevertheless,thiselectron can a�ect

the tunnelcurrentthrough the �rstdouble dot:Instead

ofa m axim um ,wenow �nd a m inim um attheresonance

"1= "2.Fig.5showshow thepositivepeak in thecurrent

I1 developsinto a m inim um asthetunneling rate�R ;2 is

decreased to zero.Thism inim um isindeed related to an

increased probability of�nding the two dots in the sin-

gletstatejS0iratherthan in thetripletstatejT0i,ascan

beseen from theinsetofFig.5.Thus,in thisregim ethe

e�ect ofsubradiance dom inates,leading to a decreased

current.

Thisbehaviorisagain consistentwith theapproxim a-

tion Eq.(20)forthecrosscoherence


p
y

1p2
�
.Taking into

accountthe di�erentnon-interacting m atrix elem entsin

the two double dots,hnL ;1i6= hnL ;2iand hp1i6= hp2idue

to �R ;1 6= �R ;2, we �nd a negative cross coherence at

the resonancefrom Eq.(20).Thiscorrespondsto an in-

creased probability for the singlet state and according

to Eq.(21)to a negative peak in the tunnelcurrent,in

agreem entwith ournum ericalsolution.

B . Inelastic current sw itch

Up to now, we have regarded the cross coherence


p
y

1p2
�
and its e�ects on the current only at the reso-

nance "1 = "2. However,it was already pointed out in

section IIIB that another cross coherence,


p1p2

�
, ex-

hibitsa resonance ifthe biasin one dotequalsthe neg-

ative biasin the otherdot,"1 = � "2 (cp. Fig.3). This

caseisconsidered in the following.

W e use a �xed negativebias"2< 0 in the second dou-

bledotasindicated in theinsetofFig.6.Consequently,
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FIG .5: Transition from an increased to a decreased current

through the�rstdoublequantum dotfordi�erenttunnelrates

�R ;2 (in �eV)and "2= 30�eV.The leftinsetshowsschem at-

ically the set-up for �R ;2 = 0 and the right inset gives the

di�erence oftripletand singletforthe sam e case.

electronscannottunnelfrom thelefttotherightdotsuch

thatthesecond doubledotisblocked and no currentcan


ow through it. The presence ofthe �rst double dot,

though,liftsthisblockadeand enablesa currentthrough

thesecond doubledotiftheresonancecondition "1= � "2
isful�lled. The currentI2 isshown in Fig.6 asa func-

tion ofthe bias in the �rst double dot,"1. Due to the

coupling to the com m on phonon environm ent,energy is

transferred from the�rsttothesecond doubledot,allow-

ing electrons to tunnelfrom the left to the rightin the

seconddoubledot.Atthesam etim e,thecurrentthrough

the �rstdouble dotisdecreased (notshown here).

W e can approxim ate the current through the second

double dot around "1 = � "2 taking into account only


p1p2

�
in Eq.(19). A sim ilar calculation as for



p
y

1p2
�
,

Eq.(20),gives

�I 2 =
2Tc;2 
1 e

"2 ~

1

2
�R ;1+

1

2
�R ;2+ 8�

("1+ "2)
2 + (1

2
�R ;1+

1

2
�R ;2+ 8�)

2

�


1 Re
�
hp2i

	
hnL ;1i+ 
2 Re

�
hp1i

	
hnL ;2i

�

;

(31)

with �= � 1= �2 evaluated atthe resonance,whereboth

system s are identicalexcept ofthe bias. This approxi-

m ation again is in good agreem ent with the num erical

solution ofEq.(10),ascan be seen from Fig.6.

O urresultssuggestthatthecurrentthrough oneofthe

DQ Dscan beswitched on and o� by appropriatem anip-

ulation oftheotherone.W eem phasizethatthism echa-

nism ism ediated by thedissipativephonon environm ent

and not the Coulom b interaction between the charges.

As this e�ect is very sensitive to the energy bias,it al-

lowsto detecta certain energy biasin onedoubledotby

46 48 50 52 54
0

0.5

1

1.5

"1=�eV

I
2
=
p
A

FIG .6:Tunnelcurrentthrough thesecond double dotwhich

is blocked due to a negative bias,"2 = � 50�eV,as depicted
in theinset(g= 0:015).Theapproxim ation for�I 2,Eq.(31)

(dashed line),agreeswellwith the resultofthe m asterequa-

tion (10) (solid line { the �nite o�set ofwhich is the tailof

the elastic currentat"2= 0).

observing the currentthrough the otherdouble dot.

V . C O N C LU SIO N

In thiswork,we have investigated collective e�ectsin

two doublequantum dots.An indirectinteraction arises

between the two double dotsdue to the coupling to the

sam e phonon environm ent. W e predict that the Dicke

e�ect causes a considerable increase or decrease ofthe

tunnelcurrent,depending on the choice ofthe param e-

ters.The occurrenceofthe Dickee�ectin the transport

throughm esoscopicsystem shasalreadybeen pointed out

by Shahbazyan and Raikh49. In their system ,the cou-

pling to thesam elead isresponsibleforcollectivee�ects.

Usually, the Dicke e�ect m anifests itselfin a dynam ic

processlike the spontaneousem ission ofan ensem ble of

identicalatom s44,69.Transportthrough doublequantum

dots,however,allowsto study a tim e independentform

oftheDickee�ect.M oreover,wehavedem onstrated that

thechangeofthetunnelcurrentisconnected with an en-

tanglem entofthe di�erentdouble dots. Thisopensthe

possibility to realize and to m easure speci�c entangled

statesoftwo double dots. In particular,one can switch

from a predom inanttripletsuperposition ofthetwo dou-

bledotsconnected with an increased tunnelcurrentto a

predom inatesingletstateleading to a reduced current.

The results discussed here were derived for the ideal

case of an identical electron-phonon coupling in both

double quantum dots. Furtherm ore,the Coulom b inter-

action between thetwo doubledotshasnotbeen consid-

ered here. In a realexperim ent,these assum ption will

neverbe perfectly ful�lled and would lead to deviations



9

from the collective e�ects presented above. However,

we predict that even in presence ofinter-dot Coulom b

interactions, phonon m ediated collective e�ects should

persist as long as a description ofthe register in term s

offew m any-body states is possible. These m any-body

states (that would depend on the speci�c geom etry of

the register) would than replace the m any-body basis

fj0;ii;jL;ii;jR;iig (i= 1;2)used in ourm odelhere.

W e have derived the m aster equation for the general

caseofN double dotsbutonly focused on N = 2 which

isthesim plestcasewherecollectivee�ectsoccur.In gen-

eral,oneofthem ain characteristicfeaturesofsuperradi-

anceisthequadraticincreaseofthee�ectwith increasing

num berofcoupled system s.Forthe spontaneouscollec-

tiveem ission from N excited two levelatom s,thism eans

that the m axim um ofthe intensity ofthe em itted radi-

ation increaseswith the square num berofsystem s,N 2,

while the tim e in which the decay takesplace decreases

inversely to the num berofsystem s,1=N . Therefore,we

expect that the collective e�ects as presented here be-

com eeven m orepronounced ifm orethan twodoubledots

areindirectly coupled by the com m on phonons.
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A P P EN D IX A :M A ST ER EQ U A T IO N FO R T W O

D O U B LE Q U A N T U M D O T S

The dim ension ofthe density m atrix � for N double

quantum dotsisequalto 9N such thatthe m asterequa-

tion (10)correspondsto 81coupled di�erentialequations

for N = 2. It is,however,not necessary to solve all81

equations as we study the current which requires the

knowledge of only six m atrix elem ents, cp. Eq.(13).

The sm allest closed subset ofequations,containing the

equationsforthosesix elem entsconsistsof25 equations.

The m ixed term s in the m aster equation (10),i6= j,

describingtheindirectinteractionbetween thetwoDQ Ds

due to the coupling to the sam ephonons,arem arked in

thefollowingwith an additionalprefactorq.Settingq= 0

results in the m aster equation for two com pletely inde-

pendent double dots coupled to independent phonons.

The interacting case corresponds to q = 1. Note that

the elem ents ofthe density m atrix are expressed with

respect to the basis fjLi;jRi;j0ig for each double dot.

Due to the tunneling ofelectrons between the left and

rightquantum dot,thesestatesareno eigenstatesofthe

unperturbed Ham iltonian. Finally,the m asterequation

forthe elem entsofthe density m atrix reads
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_�L L L L = iTc;1(�L L R L � �L R L L)+ iTc;2(�L L L R � �R L L L)+ �L ;1 �L 00L + �L ;2 �0L L 0;

_�L L L R = iTc;1(�L L R R � �L R L R )+ iTc;2(�L L L L � �R L L R )+ �L ;1 �L 00R � 
2 �L L L L � �2 �R L L R

�
�
i"2 +

1

2
�R ;2 + 2�2

�
�L L L R + q�1

�
�L L R R � �L R L R

�
;

_�L L R L = iTc;1(�L L L L � �L R R L )+ iTc;2(�L L R R � �R L R L )+ �L ;2 �0L R 0 � 
1 �L L L L � �1 �L R R L

�
�
i"1 +

1

2
�R ;1 + 2�1

�
�L L R L + q�2

�
�L L R R � �R L R L

�
;

_�L L R R = iTc;1(�L L L R � �L R R R )+ iTc;2(�L L R L � �R L R R )� 
1 �L L L R � �1 �L R R R

� 
2 �L L R L � �2 �R L R R �
�
i"1 + i"2 +

1

2
�R ;1 +

1

2
�R ;2 + 2�1 + 2�2

�
�L L R R

� q
�
2(�1+ �2)�L L R R + �2 �R L R R + �1 �L R R R + 
2 �L L R L + 
1 �L L L R

�
;

_�R L L R = iTc;1(�R L R R � �R R L R )+ iTc;2(�R L L L � �L L L R )+ �L ;1 �R 00R � �R ;2 �R L L R ;

_�R L R L = iTc;1(�R L L L � �R R R L )+ iTc;2(�R L R R � �L L R L)� 
1 �R L L L � �1 �R R R L

� 
2 �L L R L � �2 �R L R R �
�
i"1� i"2 +

1

2
�R ;1 +

1

2
�R ;2 + 2�1 + 2�2

�
�R L R L

+ q
�
2(�1+ �2)�R L R L + 
2 �L L R L + �1 �R R R L + �2 �R L R R + 
1 �R L L L

�
;

_�R L R R = iTc;1(�R L L R � �R R R R )+ iTc;2(�R L R L � �L L R R )� 
1 �R L L R � �1 �R R R R

�
�
i"1 +

1

2
�R ;1 + �R ;2 + 2�1

�
�R L R R + q
2

�
�L L R R � �R L R L

�
;

_�0L L 0 = iTc;1(�0L R 0 � �0R L 0)+ �L ;1 �0000 + �R ;2 �R L L R � �L ;2 �0L L 0;

_�0L R 0 = iTc;1(�0L L 0 � �0R R 0)+ �R ;2 �R L R R � 
1 �0L L 0 � �1 �0R R 0 �
�
i"1 +

1

2
�R ;1 + �L ;2 + 2�1

�
�0L R 0;

_�L R R L = iTc;1(�L R L L � �L L R L)+ iTc;2(�L R R R � �R R R L )+ �L ;2 �0R R 0 � �R ;1 �L R R L ;

_�L R R R = iTc;1(�L R L R � �L L R R )+ iTc;2(�L R R L � �R R R R )� 
2 �L R R L � �2 �R R R R

�
�
i"2 + �R ;1 +

1

2
�R ;2 + 2�2

�
�L R R R + q
1

�
�L L R R � �L R L R

�
;

_�R R R R = iTc;1(�R R L R � �R L R R )+ iTc;2(�R R R L � �L R R R )�
�
�R ;1 + �R ;2

�
�R R R R ;

_�0R R 0 = iTc;1(�0R L 0 � �0L R 0)+ �R ;2 �R R R R �
�
�R ;1 + �L ;2

�
�0R R 0;

_�L 00L = iTc;2(�L 00R � �R 00L )+ �R ;1 �L R R L + �L ;2 �0000 � �L ;1 �L 00L ;

_�L 00R = iTc;2(�L 00L � �R 00R )+ �R ;1 �L R R R � 
2 �L 00L � �2 �R 00R �
�
i"2 + �L ;1 +

1

2
�R ;2 + 2�2

�
�L 00R ;

_�R 00R = iTc;2(�R 00L � �L 00R )� �L ;1 �R 00R + �R ;1 �R R R R � �R ;2 �R 00R ;

_�0000 = �R ;1 �0R R 0 + �R ;2 �R 00R �
�
�L ;1 + �L ;2

�
�0000:

(A1)

The rem aining 8 equationsfollow im m ediately since � is

an herm itian operator,

�jii0j0 = �
�
j0i0ij; (A2)

and the coe�cients� j,�j,and 
j arede�ned as

�j =
4�T 2

c;j

� 2
j

�(� j)coth

�
�� j

2

�

;

�j =
2�Tc;j

� j

�(� j)

�

1�
"j

� j

coth

�
�� j

2

��

;


j =
2�Tc;j

� j

�(� j)

�

1+
"j

� j

coth

�
�� j

2

��

:

(A3)
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