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Tuning the Non-local Spin-Spin Interaction between Quantum Dotswith a Magnetic Field
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We describe a device where the non-local spin-spin interabetween quantum dots (QDs) can be turned on
and off with a small magnetic field. The setup consists of i@t the edge of two two-dimensional electron
gases (2DEGs). The QDs’ spins are coupled through a RKKeviikeraction mediated by the electrons in the
2DEGs. A magnetic field3, perpendicular to the plane of the 2DEG is used as a tuningnees. When
the cyclotron radius is commensurate with the interdotadist, the spin-spin interaction is amplified by a few
orders of magnitude. The sign of the interaction is corgbbby finely tuningB.. Our setup allows for several
dots to be coupled in a linear arrangement and it is not oéstrito nearest-neighbors interaction.

PACS numbers: 73.63-b,73.63.Kv,71.70.Gm,72.15.0m

Quantum information processing requires control and oper- B
ation of interacting quantum mechanical objects [1]. On& po ® \/—'\/
sibility is to produce systems with localized spins in atomi
impurities, molecules or quantum dots (QDs) and manipulate v, / /” v,

the spin-spin interaction by engineering the electronigava Jw\'
functions of the surrounding material 2, |3, 4]. This would i

allow for the non-local control of spins opening new podsibi |
ities for the fast developing field of spintronic¢s [5]. An iop -V,
tant step in this direction was reported very recently byi@Cra

etal. [6], who coupled two QDs through a confined 2DEG (aF|G. 1: Schematic representation of the proposed devicth @Ds
larger QD) and controlled the magnitude of the interactipn b are setup to have an odd number of electrons—this is coadtroll
closing or opening up the QDs. Besides its relevance for spinby the gate voltage¥: and V2. The QDs spins are then coupled
tronics, this experiment also opens up the possibility tost through a RKKY-like interaction mediated by the electronsthe

the interplay between two competing many-body effects: thdwo 2DEGs. This interaction can be tuned by a perpendicubsg-m
Kondo effect and the RKKY-interactiohl [, &, 9] netic field B, being maximum when the cyclotron orbit matches the

_ _ _ distance between the two QD. A third (optional) géecan be used
In this work, we propose a different device where the mag+o interrupt one of the electrons’ path and cancel out theraation.

nitude (and sign) of the spin-spin interaction between two
QDs can be tuned by a external field. Our setup consists of
two QDs at the edge of two semi-infinite two dimensional
electron gases (2DEGs). When each dot is gated to have an P - -
odd number of electrons, and therefore a total shirthey H = Hoo+ Haovee+ Hr @
interact through the polarization of the 2DEG as in the usualynhere the first term is the Hamiltonian of the QDs

case described by the RKKY interaction[10]. We show that

this interaction can be controlled by applying a small mag- ﬁQD:Z EaadladaU+UadLTdaTdL¢daJ,' 2)

netic field perpendicular to the plane of the 2DEG. The effect oo

relies on the existence of edge states. These are responsibl . i

for the transverse focusing of electrons injected from apoi Herea =1 and2 refer to the left and right QD respectively,
contact [111] 12| 13] or QD_[14]. The control mechanism isdl, creates an electron with spinand energy-,, in the QD
based on the possibility of focusing the electrons thatante '2beled bya and U, is the Coulomb energy defined by the
with one QD onto the other by the action of the external fielg capacitances of the system [1.5]. The single paruc_le easrgi
When the cyclotron radius is commensurate with the inter£ao (Measured from the Fermi enerdgs) can be varied with

dot distance, the spin-spin interaction is largely amplified ~ & 9ate voltagé/, as shown in Fig.[l1. The second term in
may increase a few orders of magnitude. The mechanism cdfi@miltonian[1) describes the electrons in the two half pan

be extended to many spins and to new geometries that alloJP describe these 2DEGs, we discretize the space and use a
for the independent control of different pair interactions tight binding model on a square lattice,

Consider the geometry shown in Hig.1. It consistsofa 5 _N™. . . _ t. et e 4he (3
2DEG with a small magnetic field3, perpendicular to the 6= D SaChnoCrnr™ D fom ClnaCome ®)

plane containing the carriers. The 2DEG is divided in twd hal

planes by a set of gate contacts which are also used to defir\mherecgna creates an electron with spinat siten = (n,, n,)

the QDs as schematically shown in the figure. The Hamilto-of the upper 4 = 1) and lower { = 2) half planes. The
nian of the system reads hopping matrix element,,,, connects nearest neighbors and

yno <n,m>o
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includes the effect of the diamagnetic coupling through the

1
Peierls substitution. To avoid any zone boundary effects we o
take a lattice parameter =5nm much smaller than the char- =0
acteristic Fermi wavelength\f ~ 50nm) . We use the Lan- 1
dau gauge for which, ., - = te w29/ o andt, .o =t, .
whereg = a2 B, is the magnetic flux per plaqueigy = hc/e -
is the flux quantum anti=%2/2m*a2 with m* is the carriers S 0
effective mass. The third term in the Hamiltonian describes 1
the coupling between the QD and the 2DEGs
1
Hr= _Z lay (dyaadow +dl¢acvao) ) 4) i 0
ayo —
. -1
wherecl,,, = N, > 3, ¢, creates an electron at the half 0 —00 200 300
planey in a linear combination ofV, sites next to the Q. BZ [mT]

We are interested in the range of magnetic fields that produce

a cyclotron radius:. of the order of the interdot distand®, ~ FIG. 2: (Color online). Exchange interactiohas a function of the
defined as the average distance between the sites connectegerpendicular magnetic fielR, for different interdot distanceB =
dot1 and dot2. For these small fields, the Zeeman splitting 0-5 #m (@), 1 um (b), and1.5 um (c) andNo =1 (No =7 is shown
can be neglected restoring the spin rotational symmetry. |#! (&) [dashed line]). In the last two caseswas multiplied by3 and

= o 6 respectively. The interaction presents large oscillatiasen the
what follows we takeFas = E,,. The generalization to the clotron radius-. is such thar. ~ R /n with n an integer number.

. . C
case of a large Zeeman energy is straightforward. We assu”Aéﬁne tuning of B.. allows then to select theagnitudeand thesign
that the QDs are gated to be in the strong Coulomb blockps the exchange interaction.

ade regime[J + FE, ~ —E,, so that the charge fluctuations
can be eliminated by the Schrieffer-Wolf transformatio€i][1
The spin dynamics is then described by a Kondo Hamiltoniaryith grola, ') = ((crao, Cila’a'>>w+i77' Equation [¥) makes
whereHqp+ Hr is replaced by.[17] evident that, in terms of Feynman diagrams, the effective
A _ G, interaction—or the non-local susceptibility—is a bubble d
A=Y JaSa- (CIQUJFC;M)%(CMU/ +C9001)»  (B)  agram with a propagator from dotto dot2 times a propaga-
@ tor from dot2 to dot1. In the following, we calculate these
propagators numerically (see Ref.l[13] for details).
The field B, creates edge states that propagate in oppo-
T =2t 2 ( 1 _L) ~ 8ltal® Ta 4 (©) site directions on opposite sides of the QDs (see Hiy. 1).
Us+E, FE, U, Ugmp’ This generates a right-left asymmetry eachhalf plane,ie.

with T, the level width and the local density of states per Gro (1,2) # o (2,1). In general, W'thBZ 7 03 one of these
spin atEg. T',, andU, can be measured by transport experi_propagators IS very small. In fact, W'th. a single half plane,
ments[18.19]. For simplicity, we take., = . and neglecta the backscattering of the edge states is strongly suppmtesse

potential scattering term which is not relevant for the pres ?hnd they do(;wot contilbuthe to the nton-lo<|:.al sgs;:eptlbntirt]y. o
work [17]. Finally, usual perturbative procedures give &n e € Proposed geometry, Nowever, tunneting between the two

fective exchange interaction between the QDs’ spins fiat half planes described by Hamiltonidi (5) creates a chaonel f

by electrons in the 2DEG. The interdot exchange HamiItoniarﬁg‘."mkscatterlng and_the_ produgy, (1, 2.) 920 (2, 1) QOes con-
H contains the non-local susceptibility which can be written rlbutg o the effe_ctn(e interdot coupling. Fpr th|_s reasan
in terms of one-particle propagators. With a negligible -Zee effec_tlve non-vgn|sh|_ng an_d controllable spin-spin iation
man splitting, the propagators are spin independent and fHeduires a configuration with the tV\_'O half planes.. )
Hamiltonian reduces tél ; = J.5, - S, with Results for the exchange couplingare shown in Figure
B2 and® normalized by, = J(R ~ Ar, B, = 0). We used
J:_J1J2 /dwf(w)lm[GJ,(l, 2)G+(2,1)] 7) parameters typical of GaAs systems—an electron density of
2m n = 1.5 x 10 em =2, that corresponds to a Fermi energy
Er = 5meV measured from the bottom of the conduction
band and a Fermi momentug ~ 0.1 nm~'. Figure 2 shows
J as a function ofB, for interdot distance®2 = 0.5, 1 and
1.5um. In all cases, the interaction presents large oscillations
whenever the magnetic field is such that twice the cyclotron
radiusr, = hckp/eB. is commensurable witlR. We re-
fer to this fields as the focusing fields since in this situatio
Go(a, ) =g10(a, ')+ gas(a, '), (8) electrons that interact with one dot are focused into theroth

whereS,, is the spin operator associated to the @@&nd

where Im denotes the imaginary part an@,(a,o’) =
({(crao+C200); (¢l +cb 1)) )wiiny is the Fourier transform
of the retarded Green function_[20] anfdw) is the Fermi
function. In the following we takégT < J—in this regime
f(w) ~ ©(Eg—w). To lowest order inJ,, the one-particle
propagators are calculated WithbpeG only. Then, we have
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FIG. 3: (Color online). Exchange interaction as a functidrine R [nm]
interdot distance® for B, =0 (a),231mT (b) and241mT (c). These
values of B, are indicated in Fig[d2a with arrows. The magnitude
of J increases a few orders of magnitude whn: 2r. ~ 500 nm
while its sign depends on the precise valueR)f. The solid and
dashed lines correspond A =1 and?7, respectively.

FIG. 4: (Color online). Density plot of the exchange intéi@c .J

as a function of the perpendicular magnetic fildand the interdot
distanceR. The solid lines correspond to different focusing condi-
tions withn = 1,2, 3 (cf. Eq. [3)). Note that the magnitude of the
interaction is large along those lines while its sign changeark and

. . . ... light areas). Inset.J as a function ofR along the first hyperbola.
by the action of the field. Adt increases the characteristic 1.4 soiid line is a fitting to EqLT10).

period of the oscillations and their amplitude decreadas (t
nature of these oscillations is discussed below). The exgda

couplingJ as a function of the interdot distance is shown in coupling oscillates with large amplitude. A simple fittinf o

Fig. [ for fixed fields. ForB. = 0 the dominant contribu-  the numerical results shows that the dominant contributtion
tionis.J occos(2keR)/(keR)*, in contrast to the conventional 7 along the hyperbolas is given by

2D behaviorJ o cos(2kgR)/(keR)?. The power law decay

R~%is due to the structure of the states near the edge of the cos(kemR/2+¢)

2DEG. Namelyp depends linearly on energy (it is constant in Jox T Rr2

bulk). Since in a semiclassical picture the contributiothi®

propagator Eq.[]8) arises only from the classical trajéesor Note that the interaction decays & as in the usua2D

near the boundary, one could argue that the effective qensilcase—this is consistent with the semiclassical pictureesin

is p(¢) e, S0 this case “mimics” 4D one (thus the?—* de-  nNow the classical trajectories are not restricted to beectos

cay). This is confirmed by both a quantum and a semiclassicdhe boundary. The argument of the cosine can be written as

analytical calculation. FoB, # 0, a large amplification of  kr et WhereRer =71 /2 is the length of the classical trajec-

is observed for distances such tin2r., wherenis anin-  tory (see Figll). The period of the oscillations is then équa

teger. Comparison of FigEl 3a ad 3b shows that at distancé@ the period at which the Landau levels crdgs In fact, we

of the order of).5um, an increase of the field from zero to its havekrReft =27 Refi/ Ar = 27 B/ hiw.. These oscillations of

focusing value increases the coupling by more than two erdeithe non-local susceptibility are the analog of the de Haas-v

of magnitude (notice//.J, ~ 1 for n = 1). Additionally, the ~ Alphen oscillations of the magnetization. The complex bsci

sign of the interaction is controlled by finely tuning the mag lating pattern observed in Fifl 2 corresponds to a cut ifdFig.

netic field around the focusing value (see arrows in Elg. 2a)along a vertical line. The inset in Hi§.4 shows the coupling

Note that a |argeN0 (tunne"ng region) enhances the effect. when the field and the interdot distance are varied along the

This is due to a reduction of diffraction effects, which Isaa  first hyperbolag =1). The solid line is a fitting to Eq[{10).

a better definition of the classical cyclotron orhitl[13]. So far we have presented results obtained by fixing the
All these results can be put together in a single density ploghemical potential. However, in a 2DEG with a fixed charge

as shown in FigJ4. The lines are hyperbolas corresponding t8ensity,Er is pinned at the energy of the partially filled Lan-

(10)

different focusing fields dau level and presents periodic jumps when plotted as a func-
tion of 1/ B, . Figure[® shows the couplingversus the exter-
Bgn) =2n(hckg/eR)=2n¢o/ e R . 9) nal field for constant electron density at the bulk of the 2DEG

Now again, the spin-spin interaction presents a large aréian
Along these linesje. when field and distance are simulta- ment at the focusing fields. There are, however, some differ-
neously varied to keep the focusing condition, the exchangences with the previous case: as the external field is varied



4

0.5F (@) : and magnitude. It is important to emphasize that the interac
%p 0 R‘,\ﬂv,\{\-’\\ tion between QDs is not restricted to nearest neighbors
0.5 i In summary, we showed that two QDs at the edge of a
: : : 2DEG interact with an exchange couplidghat can be con-
0.5 () " ] trolled with a small magnetic field perpendicular to the 2DEG
5,’0 0 ! ANAT AN When the cyclotron radiug. becomes commensurable with
0.5 x2 i the interdot distancé there is a large amplification of the

interdot interaction. This conditior®nr. = R, defines the

05 focusing fields. As the external field is varied around this va
gp 0 ues, the enhanced interaction changes sign allowing foea fin
0.5 tuning of a ferromagnetic or an antiferromagnetic coupling
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FIG. 5: Exchange coupling as a function with the same pa- . .
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rameters as in Figld 2 but with the chemical potential pinnethe
partially filled Landau Level. Note that the sign of the irtetion
tends to be preserved around each focusing field.

around the focusing values, the sign of the interdot interac [1] M. A. Nielsen and I. L. Chuang,Quantum Computation
tions tends to be preserved. Both ferromagnetic and antifer Sﬂg d%ugggjon)q InformatiofCambrigde University Press, Cam-
romagnetic couplings are obtained. The dominant sigi of [2] D. Loss and D. P. DiVincenzo, Phys. RevS&, 120 (1998).

at the different focusing field depends on the parameters, i3] G. Burkard, D. Loss, and D. P. DiVincenzo, Phys. Re\6®
particular on the particle density. The jumps of the Fermi en 2070 (1999).

ergy overestimate some charge redistribution at the ediges. [4] A. Correa, K. Hallberg, and C. A. Balseiro, Europhys.tL&8,
cluding the electron-electron interactions in a self-éstesit 899 (2002). .
approximation would tend to preserve local charge netgrali [5] D. Awschalom, N. Samarth, and D. Loss, edsemiconductor

This may generate an intermediate situation where the-effec gg(')nzt)ron'cs and Quantum Computatigpringer, New York,

tive coupling changes sign @ sweeps the focusing values. [6] N. J. Craig, J. M. Taylor, E. A. Lester, C. M. Marcus, M. P.
Hanson, and A. C. Gossard, Scierd®d, 565 (2004).
It is worth pointing out that in the presence of a magnetic [7] S. Galkin, C. A. Balseiro, and M. Avignon, Eur. Phys. J38
field, the exchange interaction between two spins in the bulk 519 (2004)
of a 2DEG also shows some structure: there is a small en{8] M. Vavilov and L. Glazman (2004), cond-mat/0404366.
hancement of/ for R ~ 2r. while it decays exponentially [9] P. Simon, R. Lopez, and Y. Oreg (2004), cond-mat/0404540

10] M. A. Rudermann and C. Kittel, Phys. Re36, 99 (1954), ;
> 2r,. 1 {
for R > 2r.. In the proposed geometry, however, the focus K. Kasuya, Prog. Theor. Phys6, 45 (1956): K. Yosida. Phys.

ing effect produces an amplification of much larger than Rev. 106, 893 (1957)
what is obtained in an homogeneous 2DEG. Moreover, with1] ¢ w. Beenakker and H. van Houten, Solid State Physics
present technologies, it is possible to built a device Ihe t edited by H. Eherenreich and D. Turnbull (Academic Press,

one schematically shown in Figl 1, where the contacts usedto  Boston, 1991), vol. 44, pp. 1-228.
control the QD parameter&(, andt,) are also used to divide [12] R. M. Potok, J. A. Folk, C. M. Marcus, and V. Umansky, Phys
the 2DEG in two halves. An interesting advantage of our setup __ Rev. Lett.89, 266602 (2002).

: : : 13] G. Usajand C. A. Balseiro, Phys. Rev/B, 041301(R) (2004).
is that it allows to change the magnitude of the exchange co 14] R. M. Potok, J. A. Folk, C. M. Marcus, V. Umansky, M. Han-

pling between QDs without modifying their coupling to the son, and A. C. Gossard, Phys. Rev. Let;, 016802 (2003).
2DEG. Therefore, transport measurements through the COWr5] I. L. Aleiner, P. W. Brouwer, and L. I. Glazman, Phys. R85,

pled and decoupled system can be easily compared. 309 (2002).

Since the exchange mechanism requires the two half planef,6] R. Schrieffer and P. Wolf, Phys. Rel49, 491 (1966).
interrupting the particle propagation in one of them dedesip [17] A. C. Hewson,The Kondo Problem to Heavy Fermio(Sam-
the QDs. This provides an alternative way to act on the effec- __ bridge University Press, 1993).

: : ; : : 18] D. Goldhaber-Gordon, J. Gores, M. A. Kastner, H. Sntan,
tive coupling, which can be implemented with a gate voltagé D. Mahalu, and U. Meirav, Phys. Rev. Lefl, 5225 (1998).

on a side contact indicated &sin Fig.[. Also, three or more 19] W. G. van der Wiel, S. D. Franceschi, T. Fujisawa, J. Mz-El

QDs could be built along the central gate with the same or dif- ~ grman, S, Tarucha, and L. P. Kouwenhoven, Sci@88e2105
ferent interdot distances, allowing for a variety of altgives (2000).

in which, with the help of side contacts and the external magf20] D. N. Zubarev, Usp. Fiz. Nauk0, 71 (1960), [Sov. Phys. Usp.
netic field B,, the different couplings could be varied in sign 3,320 (1960)].



