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Abstract

W econsideran exchangem odelofitinerantelectronsin aHeisenbergferrom agnetand weassum e

thattheferrom agnetisin a fully polarized state.Using theHolstein-Prim ako� transform ation we

areableto obtain a boson-ferm ion Ham iltonian thatiswell-known in theinteraction between light

and m atter.Thism odeldescribesthe spontaneousem ission in two-levelatom sthatisthe proper

decoherencem echanism when thenum berofm odesoftheradiation �eld istaken increasingly large,

the vacuum acting as a reservoir. In the sam e way one can see thatthe interaction between the

bosonicm odesofspin wavesand an itinerantelectron producesdecoherenceby spin 
ippingwith a

rateproportionalto thesizeofthesystem .In thisway weareabletoshow thattheexperim entson

quantum dots,described in D.K .Ferry etal.[Phys.Rev.Lett.82,4687 (1999)],and nanowires,

described in D.Natelson et al. [Phys. Rev. Lett. 86,1821 (2001)],can be understood as the

interaction ofitinerantelectronsand an electron gasin a fully polarized state.

PACS num bers:73.23.-b,75.10.Lp,75.30.Ds,03.65.Yz
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Recent experim ents on saturation of dephasing tim e by lowering the tem perature in

nanowires1,2 seem to indicate thatm agnetic m om entsare relevantto the understanding of

thise�ectthatreceived a greatinterest afteran experim ent by W ebb etal.3 In Ref.1 has

been shown how extrem ely diluted m agneticim puritiescan explain saturation in nanowires,

even ifthey are not able to uncover the proper signature ofKondo e�ect. In Ref.2 clear

evidence fora spin glassground state wasgiven. Finally,an experim entby M ohanty and

W ebb4,aim ed to provethatthedecoherencein nanowiresisdueto an intrinsicm echanism ,

de�nitely has shown that indeed the e�ect can only be explained by a new m echanism .

They reached the aim by freezing allthe m agnetic im purities with a very high m agnetic

�eld and stillobserving saturation in thedephasing tim eatvery low tem peratures.Besides,

dependence on the geom etry fornanowireswasobserved in an experim entby Natelson et

al.5 where itwasseen thatdecreasing the size ofthe wire the saturation ofthe dephasing

tim etendsto disappear.

Sim ilarexperim entsin quantum dotshavegiven contrastingresults6,7.Even ifsaturation

ofthe dephasing tim e lowering the tem perature isobserved in both experim ents,in Ref.7,8

no dependenceon thenum berofelectronsin thetwo-dim ensionalelectron gas(2DEG)was

claim ed butin Ref.6,9 such a dependence wasclearly proved.A possibleexplanation,given

in Ref.10,isthatin theform erexperim entfully chaoticdotswereem ployed,di�erently from

thelatterexperim ent.

TheresultofFerry’sgroup isstriking and ouraim in thispaperisto givean explanation

for it assum ing that the 2DEG was fully polarized. A �rst hint ofthis possibility was

presented in Ref.11 butthem odelthatwasconsidered thereistoo sim pli�ed.

The Heisenberg m odelis essentialfor the understanding offerrom agnetism and rather

well-understood12,13. Besides,recently,there has been growing evidence,through num eri-

calcom putations,ofthe existence ofa ferrom agnetic phase in a two-dim ensionalelectron

gas14,15. So,itisa sound question to ask ifthe e�ectofa fully polarized state in a ferro-

m agnetcan produce decoherence to explain recentexperim entson saturation ofdephasing

tim ein quantum dotsand nanowires.Theextension ofthem odelto a spin glasswould be

straightforward.

The m ain resultwe obtain can be stated in the form ofthe so-called Dicke m odelthat

2



describesthe interaction between two-levelatom sand severalradiation m odes16,17. W hen

thenum berofradiation m odesistaken increasingly large,them odeldescribesspontaneous

em ission,a typicaldecaying e�ect,butwhen the radiation m odesarevery few,Rabioscil-

lationsareobserved instead,a coherente�ect.So,thechanging behaviorfrom thelatterto

theform ercan beseen asan exam pleofdecoherenceand thedecayingtim ecan becom puted

withoutdi�culty.

Sim ilarly,in quantum dotswe can have a fully polarized 2DEG and the interaction be-

tween them odesofspin wavesand an itinerantelectron can causeaspin 
ip by spontaneous

em ission or absorption ofa m agnon,provoking the electron to decohere. The interesting

resultisthat,in thiscase,therateisdirectly proportionalto thesizeofthedotasobtained

in theexperim entofFerry etal.6.Then,theim plication oftheir�ndingsisthatthey really

observed a fully polarized 2DEG.Thissam e m echanism m ay becertainly atwork in other

system sasnanowires,asobserved in therecentexperim entby W ebb and M ohanty4 and in

agreem entwith them easurem entsby Natelson etal.5.

The paperisstructured in the following way. In sec.IIwe presentthe double exchange

m odelwe use,already known in the current literature. In sec.IIIwe apply the Holstein-

Prim ako�transform ation tobosonicm odesand keeping only theleadingterm in a 1

S
expan-

sion,weobtain theequivalentDickem odeloftheinteraction between thespin ofan itinerant

electron and the m agnons. In sec.IV the rate ofspontaneous em ission (or absorption) of

m agnonsiscom puted showing thelineardependence from thesize ofthedotin agreem ent

with theexperim entin Ref.6 orthesizeofthenanowirein agreem entwith theexperim entin

Ref.5.In sec.V wepresentacom parison ofthetheory with thepresentstatusofexperim ents

on dephasing in m esoscopic devices.Theconclusionsaregiven in sec.VI.

II. EX C H A N G E M O D EL

Ouraim isto givea realisticm odelforelectronsinteracting with a ferrom agnetic2DEG

in a quantum dot. The m odelthatwe considerisa double exchange m odelwell-knwon in

literature18 and can bedescribed by (hereand thefollowing �h = 1)

H = H 0 + H h + H e (1)
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being

H 0 =
X

p�

E pc
y
p�cp� (2)

the Ham iltonian describing the itinerant electrons. This part ofthe Ham iltonian willbe

considered asasm allperturbation with respecttotheexchangeterm ,assum ingthecoupling

between spinsbeing larger.Thisin orderto favorthe tendency ofthe conduction electron

to align18.So,

H h = �J h

X

hiji

Si�Sj (3)

isthe Heisenberg term offerrom agnetic type,Jh > 0,representing the interaction between

thespinsofthegas.Finally,

H e = J
X

i

Si�si (4)

istheexchangeterm (a Kondo term asfrom the�rstHund’srule),being

si=
X

��

c
y

i�s��ci� (5)

with s�� spin m atriceswhose com ponentsforspin 1

2
are given by

� ��

2
with � �� the Pauli

m atrices. The sign ofthe coupling constantJ in the exchange term willbe determ ined in

thefollowing.

Thism odelcan beproved to beequivalentto a Heisenberg m odelattheleading orderin

1

S
with S being m uch largerthen zero18 and underthecondition thattheexchangeterm is

m uch largeroftheHam iltonian ofitinerantelectrons.Ouraim hereissim pler,wewantto

show how,by em ission orabsorption ofm agnons,an electron interactingwith aferrom agnet

can undergo decoherenceon thespin degreeoffreedom proving thatthecorresponding rate

isproportionalto thesizeoftheferrom agnet.

III. FER M IO N -B O SO N M O D EL IN A FER R O M A G N ET

The standard approach with the m odelwe consider,assum ing that the electron gas is

in a ferrom agnetic state (e.g. aftera quantum phase transition19),isto m ake a Holstein-

Prim ako� transform ation to bosonizethespin degreesoffreedom oftheHeisenberg Ham il-

tonian.So,weput

S
+

i = a
y

i

�

2S �a
y

iai

� 1

2

(6)
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S
�
i =

�

2S �a
y

iai

� 1

2

ai

S
+

i = S �a
y

iai

and wedoan expansion with 1

S
keeping justtheleading term .Afterintroducing theFourier

seriesas

fk =
1

p

N

X

i

fie
ik�ri (7)

being N thenum berofsites,wearriveatthefollowing expression,om itting H 0 asassum ed

initially,

H
0= �2zN J hS

2 +
X

k

�ka
y

kak + JS
X

i

s
z
i + J

s

S

2

X

k

�

a
y

ks
�
k + aks

+

k

�

(8)

being �k = 2zJhS(1�
 k)and 
k =
1

z

P

a e
ik�awith a thevectorlinking two nearestneighbor

spins and z the num ber ofnearestneighborspins. Itisstraightforward to prove thatthe

operators
P

is
z
i,
p

N s
+

k and
p

N s
�
k form thealgebra ofangularm om entum .

W e recognize at this stage the ferm ion-boson Ham iltonian typicalofradiation-m atter

interaction generally used in quantum optics(Dicke m odel)16,17. The only non-trivialdif-

ference isthe dependence on k ofthe spin operators.Besides,ifwe takejustonem odewe

can transform the above Ham iltonian into the Jaynes-Cum m ingsform thatdescribesRabi

oscillationsproperto a coherentevolution. The presence ofm ore m odesm akescoherence

losen and wecan observedecay by em ission ofa spin wavem ode,thatisa m agnon.Thisis

aform ofdecoherenceinduced by increasing thenum berofbosonicm odes,with thevacuum

acting asa reservoir,interacting with a ferm ion �eld.

Thespin operatorswehaveidenti�ed in thisway havethefollowingproperty on thewave

function oftheitinerantelectron.They can beexplicitly written as

s
+

k =
1

p

N

X

i

s
+

i e
ik�ri (9)

and sim ilarly fors�k .So,when they acton thewave function oftheitinerantelectron they

change it to the wave function in the k space 
ipping the spin part ofit. Then,we can

stipulateto work in thek spacelooking justatthe
ipping spin.Thus,instead ofitinerant

electrons,wehavequasi-particlesbeing spin excitations,described by theHam iltonian

H S = JS
X

i

s
z
i =

JS

2

X

k

�

c
y

k"ck" �c
y

k#ck#

�

; (10)
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interacting with m agnons.Thisisoneofthem ain resultsofthepaper.

Finally,wecan passto theinteraction pictureand weobtain thefollowing Ham iltonian

H I = J

s

S

2

X

k

�

a
y

ks
�
k e

i(�k�JS)t + aks
+

k e
�i(� k�JS)t

�

(11)

and we can im m ediately identify to the leading orderthe processes thatcan induce deco-

herence,thatis,wecan havean itinerantelectron to 
ip itsspin by em itting a m agnon or,

being a m agnon present,by absorption.W e can conclude thatthe only possible choice for

thecoupling isJ > 0.

Itisim portantto em phasize thatHam iltonian (11)holdsjustwhen theapproxim ations

forthe Holstein-Prim ako� approxim ation hold and assum ing thatthe Ham iltonian ofthe

itinerantelectronscould beneglected attheleading orderassuring ferrom agneticorantifer-

rom agneticordering.

IV . C O M P U TAT IO N O F T H E D EC O H ER EN C E T IM E

The com putation ofthe decoherence tim e is straightforward by the Ferm igolden rule.

W ehavean itinerantelectron interacting with thevacuum ofthebosonicm odesand thisis

enough to getthespin 
ipped by spontaneousem ission ofa m agnon.Theem ission rateis

�= 2�
J2S

2

X

k

�(�k �JS) (12)

wherewehavesum m ed on the�nalstates.Changing thesum with an integralweobtain

�= 2�
J2S

2
V

Z
ddk

(2�)d
�(�k �JS): (13)

with V the volum e. W e realize that it is the phase space that introduces the requested

dependenceon thesizeand so,itiscrucialto havethepossibility to changethesum into an

integral.Fortheexperim entswith dotsand nanowiresthisapproxim ation israthergood.

Being theHam iltonian invariantfortim ereversal,therateofabsorption ofa m agnon is

thesam eastherateofspontaneousem ission.

Atthisstage we already have proved the m ain assertion ofthe paper.Butwe can have

a m ore explicitexpression by assum ing justlong wavelength spin waves with a dispersion

relation

�k =
k2

2m �
(14)
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being m � the e�ective m ass ofthe m agnon given by the Heisenberg Ham iltonian in the

Holstein-Prim ako� approxim ation. Then,the integralcan be com puted,assum ing the di-

m ensionality to betwo,to give

�d= 2 =
1

2
V m

�
J
2
S (15)

or,taking into account thatexperim ent by Ferry etal. was done with the density ofthe

2DEG being constantand varying thegeom etry,weget

�dot= N m
� J2S

2n2D E G

(16)

being N the num ber ofelectrons in the 2DEG and n2D E G its density. Iteasily seen that

theresultsofFerm iliquid theory arerecovered by reducing thesizeofthesam ple,asfound

in both the experim ents by Ferry et al. and Natelson and al.,increasing in this way the

decoherence tim e.

The introduction ofa m agnetic �eld into the system addsa gap � into the dispersion

relation ofthe m agnons. In the long wavelength approxim ation and two dim ensions,the

gap playsno roleinto thecom putation ofthedecoherence tim e.

V . A N A LY SIS O F EX P ER IM EN T S O N SAT U R AT IO N IN D EP H A SIN G T IM E

Theexperim entson quantum dots6,7 havethegreatestadvantagethata directm easure-

m entofthedephasing tim eisobtained.In otherexperim entsastheoneby Natelson etal5,

usingweaklocalization theoryand m easuringm agnetoresistance,thecoherencephaselength

L� is m easured and then,the dephasing tim e �� is obtained by the relation L� =
q

D ��

being D the di�usion constant. So,asa rule,a precise m easurem entofD should be war-

ranted. But we willassum e that this is generally done (for a review about experim ental

studiessee20).

The m ain pointhere is thatthe dependence on geom etry can be observed if,form ore

sam ples,the di�usion constant is always the sam e. This is exactly what happens in the

experim entofNatelson etal5.These m eansthat,from thepointofview ofourtheory,the

com parison ispossibleand satisfying asalready observed in sec.IV.

Recentm easurem entsby Bird etal.on Ptnanowires21 seem sto supportboth ourtheo-

retical�ndingsand thework by Natelson etal.5.Buttheproblem on thedi�usion constant
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can be found also here22. So,itseem sthatifthe problem ofthe di�usion constantisnot

properly set,a com parison becom estruly di�cult.

The paperthatstarted a large num ber ofstudies on thism atterisdue to M ohanty et

al.3.From TableIin theirpaperiteasily seen a largevariation ofthedi�usion constanton

alltheirsam pleswith thepossibility thatadependenceon geom etry astheoneweobtained

could be m asked. But the authors ofthis paper proved that the saturation ofdephasing

tim e isto be considered an intrinsic e�ectand thisisobtained considering also preceding

experim ents.On thisground wehavereconsidered som eoftheseexperim entsforouraim s.

Thepapersby Lin and Giordano23,24 reportson AuPd �lm sand wires.The results,the

conclusion holdsjustfor�lm s,seem to agree with the m ore recentpaperon 3D polycrys-

tallinem etals25 whereadependenceon geom etry isfound butnotthesam easours,proving

that a di�erent m echanism m ay be at work in this case. A recent review by Lin et al.26

presentsan extended discussion about.

In a paper by Hiram oto et al.27 AlGaAs/GaAs nanowires are considered. The sam e

problem aboutthe di�usion constantcan be found buta dependence of�� on the electron

density issuggested.

W e would like to point out that,for a 2D device,we do not expect a dependence on

the applied m agnetic �eld as shown in sec.IV. So,we can conclude that,at the present

stage ofthe experim entalsituation,there exist hints fora possible ferrom agnetic state of

the electron gas in m esoscopic device but a clear experim entalresearch in this direction

should beaccom plished.

V I. D ISC U SSIO N A N D C O N C LU SIO N S

By an exchange m odelforitinerant electrons in a ferrom agnet we have shown how an

e�ectiveHam iltonian can bederived havingspin excitationsinteractingwith m agnons.This

isa typicalferm ion-boson Ham iltonian asseen in radiation-m atterinteraction in quantum

optics.

The e�ectofthe interaction ofspin excitationsand m agnons,dueto spontaneousem is-

sion,having the bosonic vacuum asa reservoir,orabsorption ofm agnonscan 
ip the spin

causing decoherence.

Thism odelisrelevantforthe understanding ofgeom etry dependentresultsseen in the
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experim ents by Ferry et al.6 and Natelson et al.5. W e would like to point out thatthese

experim entalresults give hints forour�ndings as,e.g. in the Ferry’s group experim ent6,

thedependence on thenum berofelectronsin the2DEG isnotseen in allthesam ples9.

Itisworthwhiletoem phasizethatdi�erentm echanism sm ay beatwork in othersystem s

such aspolycrystalline disordered m etals25.Butthe resultsobserved in quantum dotsand

nanowires seem to point out toward a sim ilar e�ect originating from polarization ofan

electron gas.

Thism eansthatm easurem entsdependenton geom etryshould bedoneextensively tover-

ifyourhypothesis.Theexperim entalveri�cation oftheexistenceofafullypolarized electron

gasisa striking resultitselfand then,proving itsexistenceinsidesam plesasquantum dots

ornanowiresshould beconsidered asa breakthrough.
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