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T he detailed operation ofan electron spin entangler is studied, using density m atrix equations.
The device is m ade of a superconductor, two quantum dots and two nom al leads. The
treatm ent takes into account coherent tunneling in a non-perturbative way, and analyzes the
various parasitic e ects, In addiion to the m ain process (crossed A ndreev re ection) : those
include singlt pairs passing through a single dot, or cotunneling between dots through the
superconductor. T he optin um operation of the device is characterized.

P roducing entangled electron lpajrs is a challenge for fundam ental experin ents (analogous
to those perform ed w ith photond), as well as controlling quantum inform atjonl‘.’ In solid state
devioe§ . It has been propgspd that a superconductor, connected to energy Iters, can serve
as a source of spin sjng]etg‘f‘. Here we address the operation of the "S-DD entanglkr" m ade
of a superconductor (S) connected in parallel to a doubl quantum dot OD ) where Coulomb
blockade prevents tw o electrons to pass through a single dot. T he dots are am I:gtl‘lenougl’l so that
a single electron state is nvolved in each dot. The "crossed A ndreev" (C ) 4 process is thus
favoured, where a spin singlet is em itted, shared by the DD . The feasbility of such a device
crucially depends on the control of "parasitic" processes spoiling entanglem ent, m ainly of two
kinds : 1rst, sihglt pairs can pass through a singlke dot, either through a double occupation
state (direct Andreev DA ), Or Qne by one (Fig. 1). Second, an electron can pass from one dot to
the other by elastic ootunne]jnéi? CT) through S.The xst, but not the second, was considered
In Ref. 5. In addition, allprocesses are m ixed together, m aking a consistent treatm ent di cul.
Such a study is indeed possib ke by using the density m atrix equations, w hich generalize the usual
m aster equations to the inclusion of coherent processes. Those corresoond to both A ndreev
transitions or to cotunneling. They are m ade of two virtual transitions, w ith a quasiparticle
created In S then destroyed. O n the contrary, singl electron transitions between dots and the
lads L R are incoherent. The com plkte guanmm master QM ) equations for the subsystem
m ade of S and the two dots can be derived for instance ollow ng Ref. 10. Here the discussion
is based on the analysis of the dot populations and averaged current ow . Further resuls are
devoted to shot.noise correlations and Bell jnequa]it:ie'su-' . Notice that the S-DD entanglkr was
recently studied? n serjes w ith a splitter detecting entanglam ent?. On the other hand, QM
equations were am p]oyedH for a di erent principle of entangler using another dot instead of a
superconductof?. A lso, QM equations were at_the basis of the analysis of a device pem itting
teleportation of the electron spin in a dot arra)zq.

In the ideal operation of the S-DD entanglr, the Coulomb blockade In each dot is strong
enough so asto rule out double occupancy. Starting from an em pty state 00, CA re ection allow s
transitions to mel‘sljpg]et state, shared between the two dots, 11 wih a rate o T (a is the
geom etrical factor®#) . For a resonant CA process, the dot energy kvels satify "= E;+ E, = 0.
The two elkctrons are evacuated from the dots into the reservoirs (wih chem ical potentials

1r < E1;E2) and the transitions to states 01, 10 occur w ith rates ; (i= L;R).

If the Coulom b charging energy is not so strong, a coherent transition from 00 to a doubly
occupied dot states 20 or 02 can occur via a direct Andreev DA ) process, which hasa rate T
which is larger than for the CA process (' ig. 1). E lectrons can subsequently be detected into
this reservoir, w ith rates S T his conduction channel in plies dot energies E ; + U; associated
w ih doubl occupancy. One may also start from an iniial state 10 or 01. DA can then
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proceed through the em pty dot, but the charging energy of states 21 or 12 equalsE1 + E, + Uj.
D etection in the reservoir can either lead to 20 (02), orto singlet and triplet states 115, . Another
parasitic channel involves two electrons of a C ooper pair tunneling one by one tow ards the sam e
reservoir Fig. 1). This Involves a singly occupied virtual state which costs an energy g, the
superconducting gap . C ontrary to the DA process, the dot is em ptied before the quasiparticle in
S isanihilated. Thisprocess happensw ith a rate 7; = iTi2= é . Last but not least, cotunneling
(CT) allow s a coherent transfer of an electron from one dot to the other via S. It couples states
01 and 10, but also 20 (02) and 11, 21 and 12. CT has a rate T which is reduced by a
geom etrical factor.
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Figure 1: Full operation of the entangler, ncluding the three A ndreev channels and cotunneling. R eal states are

squared while virtual states are dashed squared. States w ith three electrons are om itted for clarity, spin is not

represented. The ’'s are the oneelectron tunneling m atrix elem ents. The crossed Andreev (CA) process is in

the m iddle, the direct A ndreev ones DA ) second from top or bottom , and the oneby-one processes are the top
or bottom ones. Cotunneling (CT) connects the states vertically.

Let us exclude high energy states 22 wih N = 4 electrons in the doubl dot O D), kesping
states 00, 0,0 Wih soin ), 11 (sihglkt and triplets), 2 and 2 (2 means a local singlkt).
Trangport of electron pairs through the DD is highly correlated. W ih CA alone, pairs pass
one after the other through the DD . Including the parasitic processes, there is a strong m ixing
of processes and no sin pke perturbative calculation is possbl. Yet, starting from the full
one-electron Ham iltonian, one can derive a com plete set of QM equations for the populations
p = and the "coherences" (diagonal and non-diagonalm atrix elem ents of the density
matrix pp ). It takes the general form g .

where the 's are the coherent rates and the ’s the inococherent rates. One assum es In the
derivation that, virtual states w ith at m ost one quasiparticle In S are created. The obtained
set of equation is valid up to second order in the m atrix elem ents describing tunneling to the
Jeads, and to any order in the coherent rates Wwhich are of order two in the tunneling m atrix
elem ents between the superconductor and the dots).



In Ref. 5, a T-matrix calculation was perform ed, calculating separately the ideal (CA)
current, and the DA and oneby-one parasitic currents. Here the optinum operation of the
device can be settled on a m er basis, and a better understanding of the physics involved is
obtained. First ket usassum e a symm etricdevice ( , = g ) and treat the processes separately,
w ithout cotunneling. A ssum ing §T2 "2 the CA current in each lead is
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On the other hand, the DA current I°* and the oneby-one current I°° read
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where K is a num erical constant. If T << U; g, one has
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T he general case can be treated, setting "= E; + E, and putting all processes together. A s

an illustration, an analytical form ula can be given for the total current, up to rst order in the
parasitic processes

_ 2 1 1 T? T? 1
IL—eo[L+ R+4 _L _R %‘2 2KA0L2 1 2 o
S
2 202 (6)
1 1 2
8A 0 LT_z 5 - 20 L C2 5 -+ 2L2 ]
U 0 U 0 2+8 2T+
8 2T12
where A = 2+81}TA2 — and

0.04 -
2 0.034
kel
S
8_0.02-
o
Q- >
0.011
0.00
Figure 2: Populations of the DD states as a function of U= for § = 95K ;E; = E, = 05K; =
T = 0dK; a; ¢ = 02. States b, ¢, d, e f g, h, k regpectively corregpond to charge states

(11s),(0),(01),20),(02),21),(12) and (11¢).

T he optin ization of the entangler requires that m ost pairs em itted by the superconductor
Jleave separated nto L and R. To ght DA and oneby-one processes, one m ay com pare the
currents, taken individually for each process, or altematively adopt a dynam ical argum ent :
starting from state pi= (00) at tine t = 0, the probability 11 of singlkt state Ji oscillates
slow ly wih frequency A T), but wih a large am plitude. O n the contrary, the probability of
state i = (20) oscillates m ore rapidly W ih frequency T ), but wih a sn all am plitude. The
com petition between the two processes crucially dependson the decay rate . Ifit issnall, CA
is favoured, but if it is too large, DA process w ins, state Joi has no tine to form . A detailed



analysis gives the criterion U; g >> max[[; = a;"= a]. A sin ilar analysis can be m ade for
the e ect of cotunneling : once In the state (10) or (01), decay in L ;R must be faster than the
cotunneling frequency ¢ T, lading to the criterion T << max[E1 E>F ]. This can be
con m ed by a num erical solution for the probabilities of various states F ig. 2).

In sum m ary, density m atrix (quantum m aster) equations can be derived from a m icroscopic
Ham iltonian for a realistic entangler, and allow to integrate all processes In a ooherent and
non-perturbative way. A range of param eters for optinum operation is o T; ¢ T << g <<
U; s.More infogg ation can be obtained by further analysis of the current uctuations (shot
noise oorl.'ejla’cjons)'gl-I .
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