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C ontrolling a m esoscopic spin environm ent by quantum bit m anipulation
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W epresent a uni ed description of cooling and m anjpulation ofa m esoscopic bath of nuclear spins
via coupling to a single quantum system ofelectronic spin (quantum bit). W e show thatabath cooled
by the quantum bit rapidly saturates. A though the resulting saturated states ofthe spin bath (\dark
states") generally have low degrees of polarization and purity, their sym m etry propertiesm ake them
a valiable resource forthe coherent m anipulation of quantum bits. Speci cally, we dem onstrate that
the dark states of nuclear ensem bles can be used to coherently control the system bath interaction
and to provide a robust, long-lived quantum m em ory for qubit states.

PACS numbers: 7321 La, 76.70 =x, 03.67

An intriguing challenge for m odem science and tech—
nology is the coherent m anipulation of quantum system s
coupled to realistic environm ents. Interest in these prob—
Jem s is In part due to fundam ental aspects of quantum
control and decoherence, but this research has also been
stin ulated by recent developm ents in quantum nfor-
m ation science 'E:]. A though over past decades m uch
progress has been m ade in the controlled m anipulation
of isolated atom ic and optical system s [_Z], the com plex
environm ent ofa solid-state system m akes it signi cantly
m ore challenging to achieve a sim ilar degree of control.

T his Letter dem onstrates that a single quantum sys—
tem (qubit) can be used to prepare and controla m eso—
soopic environm ent, tuming the bath into a useful re—
source. W e consider a system consisting of a single elec—
tronic spin in a sem iconductor quantum dot interacting
w ith a m esoscopic bath of nuclear spins w ithin the con—

ned volume.
Ing the soin bath to high values of polarization and pu—
rity greatly reduces the associated decoherence [_Z’.]. Fur-
them ore, due to the bath’s Intrinsic m em ory, it can be
used as a long-lived quantum m em ory for qubits and for
quantum state engiheering of collective nuclear states Eﬁ].
However, achieving a high degree of nuclkar polarization
In a quantum dot rem ains a m a pr experim ental chal
lenge. M ost ideas under exploration use the hyper ne
contact interaction to couple polarized electron spins to
the bath. Som e work in siti, using either spin-polarized
currents f_‘:Jz] or optical pum ping [_6, :j]. O ther techniques
use a di erent geom etry for cooling, such as quantum
Hall edge state tunneling near a quantum point con—
tact [1.

W e focus on in situ m anipulation, when the qubit de-
grees of freedom are them selves used to coolnuclki. W e
show that such a qubitbased cooling process rapidly sat—
urates resulting in non-them alstates ofthe nuclkarbath
w ith low polarization and purity. However, the symm e-
try properties of such \dark states" allow for com plete
control of the qubit’s interaction w ith the environm ent.
W e illustrate this by show ing that the m esoscopic bath
prepared In saturated states can be used to provide a

Recently it has been shown that cool-

Iong-lived quantum mem ory for qubit states. A com —
bination of adiabatic passage techniques and spin-echo
results in near uniy storage delity even for the bath
w ith vanishingly sm all polarization. Before prooceeding
we also note that the idea of using qubit states to cool
the environm ent isnow w idely applied in atom ic sysl:em s
such as trapped ions [9] orm icrowave caviy Q ED flO

A sinple Ham iltonian can descrbe a single electron
soin con ned In a quantum dot Interacting with an ap—
plied extermalm agnetic eld By and wih N spin-Ip sur—
rounding nucleivia the hyper ne contact interaction:
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The hyper ne Interaction is split nto a eld aligned

(© verhauser) com ponent \?ZZ = aZ-\AZ§Z and a Jaynes—

Cumm J'ngstypeoomponent,I-ch = a=2(AA+SA + &K SA+),
A P ~k

where® = |, I, yx=Nwvj ()7 isthe weight of

the electron w avefiinction at the kth lattice site, and a is
the per nucleus hyper ne interaction constant.

N uclear degrees of freedom are cooled by cycling spin—
polarization through the quantum dot. A spin-down
electron is inected from leads connected to a polarized
reservoir or by m eans of optical excitation. Tt interacts
for some short tine , and then is ejpcted / recom —
bined. Each iteration can cool the bath by ipping a
nuclear spin through HAJC . If the energy di erence of
the Incted electron soin and the Ipped electron soin,
hi= @ s G n)Bot arg, 1i is Jarge com pared
to the inverse tin e of interaction, !, energy conserva-
tion considerationsblock the spin— I process. H owever,
changing the applied eld tomamntain h i 1 allows
cooling to continue e ciently Ej].

R egardless of the exact details of the process, cooling
will saturate. The system isdriven into a statisticalm ix—
ture of \dark states" P i, de ned by i}7]

A

A Pi= 0: @)

To coolpast this point of saturation, either dark states
must couple to other states of the bath or the geom et-
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FIG.1l: Saturated state polarization P versus Initial ther—
m alpolarization Py for N = 100 (dotted), 300 (dashed) and 10°
(solid) . Inset show s entropy per spin.

ric coupling coe cients  must change. W hen these
m echanisn s are slow com pared to the cooling rate, an
appropriate m ixture of dark stateswellapproxin ates the
steady state of the bath.

T he hom ogeneous case illistrates the essential features

ofcooling. W ith

nuclear angular m om entum vector J, and correspond-—
ngly, F? becom es a conserved quantity. The D icke ba-
sis, characterized by total (huclear) angular m om entum
J 0;1=2 J N =2), is profction into the z axis
m y, and a quantum number associated with the per-
mutation group , is then appropriate ll-;l:] T he oper-
ator & changes neither J nor , but nuclki n a state
PJ;m 5; 1are cooled to the state with lowest my (dark
state) J; J; i. For an initial themm al bath of nuclki
w ith polarization P, the corresponding steady state so—
ution is found by simm lngover J 1wy J. Tracing
,we nd

X
“ss = n ()37

J

X sinh[ =2@J + 1)], , )
D (J - ¥; Jihy; J3 Q)
sinh[ =2]

x = 1,wecan rew rite & as a collective

over

JihT; Jj= Qoosh( =2)"

J

with = 2tanh ' o). D (J) denctes the number of
quantum num bers allowed for a given J and is inde-
pendent ofm ;. In the case of spin-1/2 nucki, D (J) =
N :h; 5 N :ZNJ 1 The resulting nuclear polariza—
tion P and Von Neum ann entropy associated w ith the
\cooled" ensem ble are shown In Fjgure-'}' asa function of
Iniialthem alpolarization Py. The di erences shown in
F Jgg: betw een the them aland saturated bathsbecom es
negligble for large N , but the dynam ics of the tw o baths
di er dram atically. In essence, even though the purity
and polarization are low , the sym m etry properties of the
dark states restricts evolution ofthe com bined electronic—
nuclear system , analogous to a two—Jevel system .
W e illustrate the reversble nature of the coupling be—
tween dark states and the single soin by show ing how
a quantum state can be stored into collective nuclear

states. An arbitrary qubit state 7 1= uj"i+ vi#iwil
be m apped into the bath states. W ith just a pure state
J; Ji, spin-down is decoupled entirely, whilke spin-up
couples nucki to the C@]Jeitjye state 7; J+ liwih a
Rabifrequency ;=a 273jAs

2
H2.iy; Ji= %Jj"ijj; Ji;

the m otion is given by the cyclic dynam ics ofa two—-Jevel
system . Near resonance (1 %ij. j sF), the qubi will
oscillate fully betw een electronic and nuclear states. For
high polarization P this is in direct analogy to the case

discussed In Ref. 4. However, for low P, all states of
the m ixture must be in resonance; the range of J w ith

signi cant pi;pb_abﬂJty goes as the w idth of the binom ial
distrbution, N, wlgﬂe_the w idth ofthe resonance, given

by h ji=a,goesas PN . In this regin e, the resonance

ismuch narrower than the range of populated J states.

Thisproblem can be solved w ith adiabatic passage. By
sweeping the detuning from far negative to far posiive,
the system passes through the serdes of avoided crossings
and foreach J

i+ vHi)g; Ji! j#i(ué 797; J+ 1li+ v{y; Ji:
A diabaticpassage isnot sensitive to the exact value ofthe
coupling constant R abi frequency) between individual
pairs of levels, and is robust provided the sweep rate of
the detuning is su ciently slow .

In general, the relative phase s accum ulated depends
on the details ofthe detuning swesp . Sw egping the detun-
ing back reverses storage, but the nal state, @& 7 3"
i+ v#i){J; Ji,hasan additionalnon-trivialphasewhich
reducesthe nalo -diagonalm a‘i,tjx elem ent ofelectronic
i density matrix: wy = uv [ , , (9)e’* 7 1. Spin-
echo avoids this strong dephasing by exactly com pensat—
Ing the adiabatically acquired phase t_l-%'] An example se—
quence ispresented In Tab]e:_i. T he tw o waiting segm ents
should be sym m etric, to com pensate for other arbitrary
J-dependent phases '_ﬂ-g] Thus a m xture of saturated
states can be used as an idealquantum m em ory.

In practice, the electron-spin decoherence rate  lim its
them Inim um speed of the adiabatic sweep, the Induced
error scaling asp ' T wih T as the characteristic
duration of the storage procedure. For a saturated en—
samble state, T /¥ 4h ;i= ,where = h-i isthe rate of
change of the detuning. Assum ing a tangent-lke pulse
shape Ql_i] we nd that the non-adiabatic probability of

Ip is given by

Pna ’ °=32h ;i'= 1=2T%h ;i%: @)
T he total error probability is then peor = P+ Pna - M in-
in izing this ©r T gives Tp i = ( h si%) ™3 and

Protm in = 3=2( =h ;17 )



state process ()
@i+ v P; Ji start i
H#iwet 9 §7; T+ 1i+ vig; Ji) store |! ¢
wait £
@e? I i+ v §T; Ji retrieve |
(v "i+ ue*t v H#i)g; Ji pulse i
#idvel 7 §7; T+ 1i+ uett v §7; Ji)| store |! ¢
wait £
(dve®t 7 i+ ue?t 7 #i)P; Ji retrieve i
ety uii vih§T; Ji pulse i

TABLE I:Adiabatic transfer with ESR spin echo.

T he saturated state lifetin e, the storage lifetin e, and
them axIn um polarization are lim ited by nuclear spin de—
phasing. Spin di usion due to dipolar nuclear coupling is
the dom inant term for this dephasing in G aA s and is on
theorderof6 10 s? f_l-§']; this rate also provides an es—
tim ate for the rate ofheating from the proxim althem al
spins. A ctive correction pulse sequences such asW HH 4
can lad to sub-H z decoherence rates and lowered spin
di usion :_[1_%3] F inally, we note that these results general-
ize to higher soin by usihg the appropriate m ultinom ial
om ofD () (.

W enow extend these resultsto realistic inhom ogeneous
coupling between electrons and nuclei by developing a
one-to-one m apping between the explicit hom ogeneous
D icke basis and its inhom ogeneous equivalent. D icke
states of the form J; J; i In the ndividual spin ba-
sis are w ritten

X
N=2; i= Cy;

J; J=n (£39) ol (6)

£3gn

where the set fig, labels n spins that are pointing up;
‘cheJ:estpojntdown.Z—\sJA YJ; J; 1= 0, the cnumbers
¢y; (£J9) must satisfy
X
Gv=2 n; (Eig+ D=0 (7)
1Zfigy, 1

for all fig, ; . Furthem ore, J  is nvariant under per—
m utation so there exists a representation for dark states
w here every individualspin con guration isequally prob—
abk, ie. Fu, €)= Fu, EF= N, .Usng
this explicit representation for hom ogeneous dark states,
we construct a m apping to the m ore general inhom o—
geneous case « P @; )i= 0). For each dark state
J; J=n N=2; i, isinhom ogeneous counterpart is
0 1
¥ o1
—& quop n; (EJ9)EIoL

k2 fig

X
Py )i=Ng,o @
£39n
®)

as can be checked by direct calculation. T he exact form
of the nom alization constant N g;p isde ned below .

To quantify inhom ogeneous e ects, rst we note that
£ X, maps P (; )iinto an orthogonalstate P n; )i,
K EP @i )i=3.FP @; )i+ JoFP ;7 )iwih

S

= a o )R KD o )i

A A A A

n a bwn; A ALA ALD @y )L

Non—zero , Indicates that an inhom ogeneous equiva—

lent of §? is not conserved under inhom ogeneous rais—

ing and low ering operators. Second, inhom ogeneous dark

states are also not eigenstates ofAAZ, ie. \?ZZ P n; )i=
nP @ )it !B @0 )i, where

q

'h= D@ VAP @ )i

m @; )\j\zsz n; )#:

Ifthe sym m etry breakingterm s ( ;! ) aresm allrela—
tiveto ,,coolingw illproceed In am anner sin ilarto the
hom ogeneous case. The n%,l state density m atrix should
then be of the type "~ = n; n)P @; )iID @; )
When , and !, are anall we can use Eqn::q’ as an
estin ate for ). A sbefore, cooling proceeds quickly to
the point of saturation, then slow s down to a rate gov—
emed by the Inhom ogeneous transfer of dark states Into
other states.

A diabatic transfer of a quantum state ollow s the pre—
scription for the hom ogeneous case. H owever, the sym —
m etry breaking tem s lead to additional errors. W hen

n ns the rate of transfer is given by , but the

nal state is an adm ixture of P (n; )i and P ¢; )i,
leading to an error of order 2= 2. The error from !,
we estin ate In the worst case by considering i as an in—
coherent lossm nisn . The e ective decoherence rate
become e = 12+ 2, the spin-decoherence rate
optim ization used for the hom ogeneous case holds, and
the resulting probability of error for the full sequence
goes as 3=2( cr£m= n)?"°. Combining these, the total
probability of error goes as

( " # )
X

5N
S
N

I
w

Prot = 1 T 3
. it -

W e now consider adiabatic transfer errors num erically.

T he explicit form of the lnhom ogeneous dark states ;ﬁ)
allow s us to express the relevant param eters as finctions

of the geom etric coupling constants, :

X
2=g? = F2Nz1 )N, 0); )
k
44 = 4N 22 ) 2N 2; @) ? 10)
" N g;0 () N g;0 () ’
| =a2 _ N1, @) Ny n) ? (11)
" Ng;0 @) Noo@)



"(b)]

Eooo o F
01000 2000 3000 10

FIG.2: @) n (solid), !n
num ber of Iped spinsn with N =
aged over every 20 n values and scaled by
Average valuesof ,= ¢; !'n= n,and =

(dotted) and , (dashed) versus
7280. Values are aver-
0o=A= N. (b
n Vvs.N .

FIG .3: Expected error of transfer and recovery for the inho—
m ogeneous case versus nalpolarization P forN = 4145 (dot-
ted) and 18924 (solid). Iinset show s the errordueto !, (dot—

ted) and , (dashed), and total error (solid) for N = 18924.
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To estin ate the required N we average over a statis—
tically signi cant fraction ofthe allowed fig foreach n
sublkevel. The (’s are drawn from an oblate G aussian
electron wavefunction of ratio (1;1;1=3), and we om it
soinswih < 1N . W e plt the three param eters

ni ns'n versusn in FJgureg: T he perturbative treat-
ment used above is justi ed as , lh;and , forall
n. It also show s that increasing N in proves this ratio.

In Figure 3 we plt total probability of error for the
saturated m ixture as a function of the nal saturated
polarization P . W e used an estin ated hyper ne contact
interaction aN ’ 2 10° s! and 6 10s!.m
all cases, adiabatic transfer requires a an all change ofef-
fective eld (¢ 100m T) over 10-100 ns, which could be
In plem ented through g-factor engineering t_l-g] or soin—
dependent optical stark shifts f_‘/:]. For 10* nuclei, deli-
ties better than 0.8 are possible w ith realistic spin deco—
herence rates even w ih vanishingly sm all polarizations.
T he error decreases further w ith increasing N .

In conclusion we have dem onstrated that electron spin

qubits can be used to e ectively prepare and m anjpulate
a localnuclear spin environm ent. Speci cally, long coher—
ence tin es and high delities for the storage of electron
spin states into nuclear spins can be achieved provided

the sam e qubit is used for the cooling process. Such \co—
herent" cooling and storage is e ective for nuclkar spin
preparation due to their long coherence tin es. Related

techniques can be used for engineering quantum states

of nuclear spins from a saturated bath state EI, :_l-S_i] We

further note that the technigues describbed in the present

Jtterm ay be applicable to other system s involring m eso—
scopic spin baths. For exam ple, we anticipate that sin —
ilar m ethods m ay be used to prepare the local environ—
m ent of superconducting qubits.
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