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Polarization ofN uclear Spins from the C onductance ofQ uantum W ire
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W edevisean approach tom easurethepolarization ofnuclearspinsviaconductancem easurem ents.

Speci�cally,we study the com bined e�ectofexternalm agnetic �eld,nuclearspin polarization,and

Rashba spin-orbitinteraction on the conductance ofa quantum wire. Nonequilibrium nuclearspin

polarization a�ectstheelectron energy spectrum m akingittim e-dependent.Changesin theextrem al

pointsofthe spectrum resultin tim e-dependence ofthe conductance. The conductance oscillation

pattern can beused to obtain inform ation abouttheam plitudeofthenuclearspin polarization and

extractthe characteristic tim e scalesofthe nuclearspin subsystem .

PACS num bers:72.25.D c,73.23.-b

The prom ise ofspintronics and quantum com puting

has m otivated recent theoretical and experim ental in-

vestigationsofspin-related e�ectsin sem iconductorhet-

erostructures [1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10]. Nu-

clear and electron spins have been considered as candi-

dates for qubit im plem entations in solid state system s

[1,2,3,4,5,6]. The �nalstage ofa quantum com pu-

tation processinvolvesreadoutofquantum inform ation.

In the case ofa spin qubit one would have to m easure

the state ofa single spin. Yet,in spite ofrecente�orts

in this�eld,a single nuclearspin m easurem entisstilla

greatchallenge.

There are severalproposals for single- and few-spin

m easurem ent. For exam ple,a change ofthe oscillation

frequency of a m icro-m echanicalresonator (cantilever)

[11]is used. Another possibility to obtain inform ation

aboutaqubitstateliesin them easurem ent[12]ofcurrent

oritsnoisespectrum in a m esoscopicsystem (e.g.,quan-

tum wire,quantum dot,orsingleelectrontransistor)cou-

pled to a qubit[13,14,15]. Signi�cantprogressin spin

m easurem entshasbeen m ade using m agnetic resonance

forcem icroscopy[16],which presentlyallowsonetoprobe

the state of100 fully polarized electron spins.Recently,

an experim entalarchitecture to m anipulate the m agne-

tization ofnuclearspin dom ainswasproposed [5,6].

Thepresentwork dem onstratesthata relatively sm all

ensem ble of nuclear spins can signi�cantly inuence

transportthrough a quantum wire (Q W ).This o�ers a

new detectordesign,with the operation based on a new

e�ectarising asa consequenceofthecom bined inuence

ofthespin-orbitinteraction and nuclearspin polarization

on theelectron subsystem .Recentprogressin investiga-

tionsofQ W s[17,18,19,20,21,22,23,24,25,26,27,28]

m akesthem a prom ising nanoscaledevice com ponent.

W e considertransportthrough a Q W in the presence

ofan externalin-planem agnetic�eld,Rashba spin-orbit

coupling [29]and anonequilibrium nuclearspin polariza-

tion. W e assum e thatthe externalm agnetic �eld is di-

rected along a wire. Ifthe nuclearspin polarization has

a non-zerocom ponentperpendiculartotheexternal�eld

attheinitialm om entoftim e(i.e.thetwovectorsarenot

aligned),then wewilldem onstratethattheconductance

ofthe wire exhibits dam ped oscillations. These oscilla-

tions are a direct consequence ofthe interplay between

theevolving �eld ofthenucleiand spin-orbitinteraction

experienced by theconduction electronsin theQ W .O ur

resultsrevealthatthedam pingtim esoftheseoscillations

areoftheorderofthelongitudinaland transverserelax-

ation tim es ofthe nuclear spins,while the frequency of

theoscillationsisdirectly related to thenuclearspin pre-

cession. W ith presently available Q W s,the num ber of

nuclearspinsin theregion oftheQ W can bequitelarge.

However,experim entalrealizationsofourproposed sys-

tem willyield valuable insights into the physics ofspin

dynam icsand m easurem entand willadvance the future

im plem entationsoffew-spin electronicdevices.

The system under investigation is depicted in Fig.1.

The two-dim ensionalelectron gasissplitinto two parts

by apotentialapplied tothegateelectrodes.Thenarrow

constriction between the gatesthen form s a \dynam ic"

quantum wire. Let us de�ne a coordinate system such

thatthe direction ofthe electron transportthrough the

wireisin thex-direction and lateralcon�nem entisin the

y-direction. W e assum e thatan externalm agnetic �eld

is applied in the x-direction. W e willalso consider an

ensem ble ofnuclearspinspolarized locally in the region

ofthe wire. Experim entally,this can be accom plished

by m eansofopticalpum ping orotherspatially-selective

techniques[30,31,32].

O ncethenuclearspinsarepolarized,thechargecarrier

spinsfeelan e�ective hyper�ne �eld,B n,which liftsthe

HBn(t=0)
Gate 2DEG

FIG .1:Q uantum wire with an applied m agnetic �eld in the

x direction,and an e�ective nuclear hyper�ne �eld initially

pointing in the y direction.
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FIG .2:Thelowest-energy sub-bands,in unitsof~!,asfunc-

tionsofp = ~k,forthree di�erenttim es.Here � �

p

2m �
~!.

The two setsofcurvescorrespond to spin � .

spin degeneracy. The m axim um nuclear �eld in G aAs

can be as high as B n = 5.3T in the lim it that allthe

nuclearspinsare fully polarized [33]. Thishigh levelof

nuclear spin polarization has been achieved experim en-

tally [30,31].Typically,naturalsem iconductorm aterials

contain atleasta sm allfraction ofoneelem entalisotope

with non-zero nuclearspin I [34,35];forexam ple,69G a

(naturalabundance60.1% ),71G a (39.9% ),75As(100% ),

allhavenuclearspin I = 3=2.

W ewillconsiderthee�ectthattheprecession and de-

cay ofthe nuclearspin polarization have on the current

through the Q W .In orderto observethise�ect,the nu-

clear spin polarization should not be collinear with the

applied m agnetic �eld. W e willassum e that at the ini-

tialm om ent oftim e allthe nuclear spins are polarized

along x,and then only one kind ofnuclearspins(those

ofthesam eisotope)areselectivelyrotated topointin the

y-direction,e.g.,by a radio-frequency NM R pulse [36].

Theevolution ofthenuclearm agnetization can bede-

scribed phenom enologically by the Bloch equations[36].

Sincethee�ectivem agnetic�eld experienced by thecon-

duction electron spins due to the nuclear spin polariza-

tion isproportionalto thenuclearm agnetization,wecan

writethe Bloch equationsas

d~B i
n

dt
= i~B

i
n �

~H �

B i
n;yŷ+ B i

n;zẑ

T i
2

�

B i
n;x � Bi

0

T i
1

x̂; (1)

where the index i= 1;:::;p denotes di�erent types of

nuclear spins, i denotes the gyrom agnetic ratios, B i
0

gives the equilibrium values for the e�ective m agnetic

�eldsofthe nuclearspins,T i
1;2 are the longitudinaland

transverse spin relaxation tim es,respectively. The to-

talm agnetic �eld due to the polarized nuclear spins is

de�ned as ~B n =
P p

i= 1
~B i
n. The equilibrium (therm al)

value ofthe e�ective m agnetic �eldsB i
0
israthersm all,

and willbe neglected in what follows. Assum ing that

only the nuclearspin isotope with i= 1 wasrotated in

the y-direction at t = 0,we can easily solve the Bloch

equations(1)to obtain thetim edependenceofthee�ec-

tivem agnetic�eld ofthe spin-polarized nuclei,

B n;x(t) =

p
X

i= 2

B
i
n(t= 0)e� t=T

i

1 (2)

B n;y(t) = B
1

n(t= 0)e� t=T
1

2 cos(1H t) (3)

B n;z(t) = � B
1

n(t= 0)e� t=T
1

2 sin(1H t) (4)

HereB 1

n(t= 0)̂y and B 2;:::;p
n (t= 0)̂x aretheinitialvalues

ofthe e�ective m agnetic �elds. In whatfollowswe will

denote � 1.

In the Q W ,the Ham iltonian forthe conduction elec-

tronscan be written in theform ,

H =
p2

2m �
+ V (y)� i��y

@

@x
+
g��B

2
~� �~B : (5)

Here,~p isthem om entum oftheelectron,V (y)isthelat-

eralcon�nem ent potentialdue to the gates,�B and g�

are the Bohr m agneton and e�ective g-factor,~� is the

vector ofthe Paulim atrices,and ~B = ~B n + ~H . The

e�ectoftheexternal�eld ~H on thespatialm otion isne-

glected,assum ing strong con�nem entin the z direction.

The third term in (5) represents the Rashba spin-orbit

interaction foran electron m ovingin thex-direction [28].

W eassum ethatthe e�ectsofthe Dresselhausspin-orbit

interaction can be neglected [37].

Allthe tim e scales ofthe nuclear spin dynam ics are

m uch longerthan thetheelectron traversaltim ethrough

theQ W ,te.Therefore,wecan assum ethattheelectrons

aresubjectto constante�ectiveinteractionsasthey pass

through the Q W .In solving the Schr�odinger equation

for the electrons,we can treat the tim e-dependence of

the nuclear hyper�ne �elds quasi-statically. To justify

thisstatem ent,letuscom parethe shortestnucleartim e

scale,theoscillatoryperiod ofthenuclearhyper�ne�eld,

tn,with te. For exam ple,for 69G a,the spin precession

frequency is 10:7042M Hz in m agnetic �eld of1T [35],

which correspondsto tn ’ 0:1�s.Thetraversaltim ecan

be estim ated aste ’ L=vf,where L isthe length ofthe

Q W and vf istheelectron Ferm ivelocity.ForL = 1�m

and vf ’ 107 cm /s,we gette ’ 10ps� tn.

Theeigenvaluesof(5)can be written [28]as

E ‘;� (k)=
~
2k2

2m �
+ E

tr
‘ � �

s

B 2(t)+
2�kB y(t)

�
+

�

�k

�

� 2

:

(6)

Here,� referto thespin direction,� = g��B =2,and E
tr
‘

is the ‘th eigenvalue ofV (y). Assum ing the parabolic

con�nem entpotentialin the y direction,we have E tr
‘ =

~!(‘+ 1=2). The energy spectrum (6) at di�erent m o-

m ents oftim e is shown in Fig.2,for the two spin-split

sub-bandscharacterized by ‘= 0.The tim e-dependence
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introduced by the nuclear spin precession drives causes

the energy bandsto oscillate in tim e. The nonparabolic

structure ofthe sub-bands is due to the Rashba term

in (5). The directionalasym m etry ofthe energy spec-

trum shown in Fig.2 isrelated to the factthatthe nu-

clearspin polarization increasesthee�ectiveRashba�eld

forelectronsm oving in one direction and decreasesthis

�eld forelectronsm oving in the opposite direction. W e

notethatthenuclearspin relaxation processesdescribed

by the exponentialdam ping factors in (2-4) ultim ately

suppresstheoscillatory behavioroftheenergy spectrum

with tim e.

In orderto calculate the conductance ofthe Q W ,we

assum e [22]that the applied voltage is sm allcom pared

tokB T=e,and thatthetransportthrough theQ W isbal-

listic. Then the conductance,G ,in the wire can be ap-

proxim ated by the linearresponse form ula [22,27]. For

sub-bands with severallocalextrem alpoints,to be la-
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FIG .3:Tim edependenceoftheconductanceat(a)zero tem -

peratureand (b)�nitetem perature,asafunction ofthereser-

voirchem icalpotential,�.
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FIG .4: Tim e dependence ofthe conduction at a �nite tem -

perature and atthe �xed value of� = 0:5~!.

beled by ext,itwasshown in [28]that

G =
e2

h

X

‘;�

X

ext

�
ext
f(E ext

‘;� ); (7)

wheref(E )istheFerm i-Diracdistribution function,�ext

is� 1 fora m inim um orm axim um ,respectively,and per-

fecttransm ission through the wireisassum ed [22].

Figure3showsthenum ericallycalculated conductance

as a function ofthe reservoir chem icalpotential,m ea-

sured from the bottom ofthe con�ning potentialV (y),

atdi�erenttim es.Theconductancecurvesin Fig.3b are

sm ooth duetothetherm albroadeningoftheFerm i-Dirac

distribution. As tem perature is lowered,these plateaus

willbecom e sharper,as seen in Fig.3a. It is interest-

ing to note that for H t= 0 and � (not shown in Fig.

3) the plateaus are nearly identical. This is due to the

factthatthe conductance depends only on the energies

of the extrem alpoints and not their location. In the

caseofH t= �=2,the2�kB y(t)=� term in (6)vanishes,

thereby causingtheenergy spectrum to becom esym m et-

ricwith respectto the origin.Thus,according to (7),as

thechem icalpotentialofthereservoirsincreases,thetwo

m inim a willcontribute2e2=h to the conductance.Ifthe

potentialisincreased furthertowardsthelocalm axim um

point,the conductancewillbe lowered to e2=h,which is

illustrated in Fig.3a.

In Fig.4,theconductanceat� = 0:5~! isshown.This

servesto illustratethatwith an appropriatechoiceofthe

param eters,onecould observelargeconductanceoscilla-

tionsin aQ W .Asnoted beforetheoscillationsaredueto

theprecession ofthenuclearhyper�ne�eld and havethe

frequency !n = H .However,theseconductanceoscilla-

tionsaredam ped,and the envelopeofthisdam ping can

be attributed m ainly to the exponentialdecay ofB y(t)

on the tim e scaleT2.

In conclusion wehavedem onstrated thatnuclearspin

polarization can bem onitored via theconductancem ea-

surem entsofa quantum wire.Precession and relaxation
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ofpolarized nuclearspinsm akesthe energy spectrum of

the quantum wire tim e-dependent with oscillating m in-

im a and m axim a ofthe sub-bands. These oscillations

could beobserved in a conductancem easurem entatcer-

tain valuesofthe gate voltage. W e em phasize thatthis

e�ectarisesasaresultoftheinterplayoftheRashbaspin-

orbitinteraction,externalm agnetic�eld and nonequilib-

rium nuclearspin polarization.
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