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Thespin-orbitsplitting oftheelectron levelsin a two-dim ensionalquantum dotin aperpendicular

m agnetic�eld isstudied.Itisshown thatatthepointofan accidentaldegeneracy ofthetwo lowest

levels above the ground state the Rashba spin-orbit coupling leads to a levelanticrossing and to

m ixing of spin-up and spin-down states, whereas there is no m ixing of these levels due to the

D resselhausterm .W ecalculate therelaxation and decoherence tim esofthe threelowestlevelsdue

tophonons.W e�nd thatthespin relaxation rateasafunction ofam agnetic�eld exhibitsa cusplike

structure forRashba butnotforD resselhausspin-orbitinteraction.

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Recent years have seen an increasing interest in the

spin properties of nanostructures1. M anipulation and

readoutofspinsin solidscould open the way to the de-

velopm ent ofa generation ofelectronic devices such as

spin transistors,spin � lters,and spin m em ory devices.

In addition,the spin ofan electron con� ned to a quan-

tum dot (Q D) is a prom ising candidate for a quantum

bit2. O wing to the zero dim ensionality of Q Ds, the

electronic orbitalstates are quantized and the electron

spin statesare very stable due to a substantialsuppres-

sion ofspin- ip m echanism s3,4. Progress in nanotech-

nology hasallowed thefabrication ofQ Dswith desirable

electronic and spin properties5,6,7,8,9. However,only re-

cently it has been possible to m easure the spin of an

electron in a Q D.A single electron spin has been de-

tected by m agnetic resonance force m icroscopy10 and

the readout ofan individualelectron spin in a Q D via

pulsed relaxation m easurem ents11 and opticalorienta-

tion experim ents12 have been reported. In these exper-

im ents, an externalm agnetic � eld was used to distin-

guish spin-up and spin-down statessplitby the Zeem an

energy. Spin relaxation m easurem entsbetween Zeem an

levels in a Q D 11,12 con� rm the theoreticalpredictions

that spin- ip relaxation in a Q D is suppressed with re-

spectto a bulk structure3,4,13. Indeed,very long single-

spin relaxation tim eshavebeen observed:up to 0:85m s

in two-dim ensional(2D)G aAs Q Ds11,and up to 20m s

in self-assem bled G aInAs Q Ds12. The spin relaxation

is expected to be dom inated by hyper� ne interactions

with the nuclei at m agnetic � elds below 0:5 T14,15,16

and by spin-orbit (SO ) interactions for m agnetic � elds

of about 1 Tesla (see Ref.4) and for higher m agnetic

� elds (see Ref.13). In general,the SO interaction con-

sists oftwo distinct contributions: the Dresselhaus SO

coupling17 which isdue to bulk inversion asym m etry of

the lattice and the Rashba SO coupling18 which is due

to structure inversion asym m etry along the growth di-

rection. Both ofthese SO term s result in the splitting

ofelectron energy levels and in the m ixing ofthe elec-

tron spin states. The latter m akes spin- ip relaxation

between Zeem an levelspossible,forexam ple,due to the

phonon scattering.Note thatusually itisnotsim ple to

separatethesetwo SO m echanism sand estim atetherel-

ative contributionsofeach SO term . In experim ents,to

obtain inform ation aboutone ofthe SO couplings,nor-

m ally the otherisneglected19,20,21. Thisleadsto a lack

ofprecision in estim atesoftheSO coupling strength and

to a neglectofthe e� ectsofthe interplay ofthe Rashba

and the Dresselhaus SO couplings13,22,23. Hence,it is

very im portantto � nd a way to separatetheseSO m ech-

anism s,to increase our understanding ofthe SO relax-

ation processes,and to im prove predictions ofthe spin

propertiesofnanostructures.Itiswellknown24 thatfor

2D quantum wellsthedi� erentSO couplingscan bedis-

tinguished experim entally22,25,26 via detection ofthe as-

sociated anisotropyofthespin splittingin theconduction

band.In contrast,such adetection isnotpossiblein Q Ds

since the spin splitting ofthe levels,being quadratically

in the SO coupling,is isotropic. Still,as we point out

now,the SO couplingsin Q Ds can be distinguished via

theirassociated spin relaxation ratessincethey strongly

di� erdue to di� erentlevelm ixing properties.

In this paper,the electron energy spectrum and the

spin relaxation fora2D Q D in m agnetic� eldsperpendic-

ularto the Q D surface are studied. Levelanticrossing27

(due to the SO coupling),ata point ofaccidentallevel

degeneracy (dueto theinterplay between theorbitaland

m agneticcon� nem ent),isanalytically investigated.This

anticrossingiscaused by theRashba SO term only,lead-

ing to a cusp structurein them agnetic-� eld dependence

ofthe spin relaxation rate,whereas the spin relaxation

rate due to the DresselhausSO coupling isa m onotonic

function ofm agnetic � eld in this region. This qualita-

tivedi� erencein thespin relaxation fordi� erentSO cou-

plingscan serve to extractthe di� erentcontributionsin

SO coupling.

II. M O D EL A N D EN ER G Y SP EC T R U M

W e consider a 2D isotropic Q D with parabolic lat-

eralcon� nem ent potential. An externalm agnetic � eld
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isapplied perpendicularly to thesurfaceofthe Q D.The

Ham iltonian ofthissystem reads

H 0 =
P 2

2m �
+
1

2
m �!20

�
x2 + y2

�
+
1

2
g�B B �z; (1)

whereP = p+ (jej=c)A (r),A (r)= (B =2)(� y;x;0)isthe

vectorpotentialin the sym m etric gauge,!0 isthe char-

acteristic con� nem entfrequency,and � = (�x;�y;�z)is

the vectorofthe Paulim atrices.

TheSO interaction istaken intoaccountby addingthe

linear Dresselhaus17,28 and Rashba18 term s for conduc-

tion band electrons in a [001]two-dim ensionalelectron

gas(2DEG ),

H D = �(� �xPx + �yPy); H R = �(� xPy � �yPx): (2)

Theaxesx,y,and z arealigned alongtheprincipalcrys-

tallographicaxesofG aAs.

It is convenient to introduce new phase coordinates

(q1; q2; p1; p2) which connected to the previous ones

(x; y; px; py)by the following form ula
29:

x =
1

p
2


(
p
!1q1 +

p
!2q2);

y =
1

m �
p
2


�
p1
p
!1

�
p2
p
!2

�

;

px =

r



2

�
p1
p
!1

+
p2
p
!2

�

;

py = m
�

r



2
(�
p
!1q1 +

p
!2q2);

where


 =

q

!20 + !2c=4;!1;2 = 
 �
!c

2
:

Here !c = jejB =m �c is the cyclotron frequency. In the

new phasecoordinates,H 0 hasthe canonicalform

H 0 =
p21 + p22

2m �
+
m �

2
(!21q

2
1 + !

2
2q

2
2)+

1

2
g�B B �z:(3)

In this case,H 0 can be considered as the Ham iltonian

oftwo independentharm onicoscillatorswith hybrid fre-

quencies!1;2.Therefore,theenergy spectrum and eigen-

statesofelectronsin a Q D withoutthe SO coupling are

given by

E (0)
nm sz

= ~!1(n + 1=2)+ ~!2(m + 1=2)� ~!Z sz;

hq1q2jnm szi = �n(q1
p
m �!1=~)�m (q2

p
m �!2=~)jszi;

where n;m = 0;1;2;:::,sz = � 1=2 is the electron-spin

projection on the z-axis,!Z = jgj�B B =~ isthe Zeem an

frequency,and �n(q)areoscillatorfunctions.

Letusconsiderthe threelowestlevels:

E
(0)

00"
= ~
 � ~!Z =2;E

(0)

00#
= ~
 + ~!Z =2;

E
(0)

10"
= ~
 + ~!1 � ~!Z =2:

The � rst levelis the ground state. In the case ofweak

m agnetic con� nem ent (!0 � !c), the second level is

lower than the third one (E
(0)

00#
< E

(0)

10"
). However,at

high m agnetic � elds,when the m agnetic con� nem entis

m uch strongerthan the lateralcon� nem ent (!0 � !c),

E
(0)

00#
> E

(0)

10"
,becauseE

(0)

10"
� E

(0)

00"
+ ~!20=!c.Thecondi-

tion fora crossing ofthelevelsE
(0)

00#
and E

(0)

10"
isgiven by

!1 = !Z . In otherwords,thislevelcrossing takesplace

when the m agnetic length lB =
p
~=m �!c is equalto

l0[g
�(g� + 1)]1=4,where l0 =

p
~=m �!0 isthe character-

isticlateralsizeofa Q D and g� = jgjm �=2m 0.Notethat

thelevelcrossing occursataccessiblem agnetic� eldsfor

Q Dswith lateralsizel0 > 15nm .

Now we take SO coupling into account and � nd the

energy spectrum and eigenstates ofelectrons in a Q D.

Fora G aAsQ D the SO lengthsare�D = ~=m ��; �R =

~=m �� � 8�m 21 and are m uch larger than the hybrid

orbitallength l =
p
~=m �
 of a Q D (�D ; �R � l).

Therefore,theSO term scan beconsidered assm allper-

turbations.

First we consider the Dresselhaus SO coupling [see

Eq. (2)]. It is im portant to note that in � rst-order

perturbation theory there is no SO interaction between

the levels E
(0)

00#
and E

(0)

10"
due to the Dresselhaus term

(h00 # jH D j10 "i = 0). Hence we can apply standard

perturbation theory for nondegenerate levels. Thus,in

� rst-orderperturbation theory,we getEn = E
(0)
n ,

j1i = j00"i+
(l=�D )!1

!1 + !Z
j10#i; (4)

j2i = j00#i�
(l=�D )!2

!2 � !Z
j01"i; (5)

j3i = j10"i+

p
2(l=�D )!1

!1 + !Z
j20#i: (6)

Now we consider the Rashba SO coupling term . In

this case,there is a SO interaction between the levels

E
(0)

00#
and E

(0)

10"
.Therefore,applying perturbation theory

fordegeneratelevels,wehave

E 1 = ~
 �
1

2
~!Z ; E 2;3 = ~
 +

~

2
(!1 � !R ); (7)

j1i = j00"i� �j01#i; (8)

j2i = cos


2
j00#i� sin



2
j10"i+ �sin



2
j11 #i; (9)

j3i = sin


2
j00#i+ cos



2
j10"i� �cos



2
j11#i;(10)

where

!R =

q

(!1 � !Z )
2 + 4(l=�R )

2!21; (11)

tan = � 2(l=�R )!1=(!1 � !Z );

� = (l=�R )!2=(!2 + !Z ):

As can be seen from Eq.(7),in the case ofstrong lat-

eral con� nem ent [!1 � !Z � (l=�R )!1], E 2 = E
(0)

00#
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and E 3 = E
(0)

10"
, but in the case of strong m agnetic

con� nem ent [!Z � !1 � (l=�R )!1],the levels E 2 and

E 3 change places: E 2 = E
(0)

10"
; E 3 = E

(0)

00#
. At the

crossing point for the levels E
(0)

00#
and E

(0)

10"
(!1 = !Z ),

E 2;3 = ~
 + ~!Z =2� (l=�R )~!Z .Therefore,the Rashba

SO coupling leads to an anticrossing of the levels E 2

and E 3 atthe pointofaccidentaldegeneracy ofthe lev-

els E
(0)

00#
and E

(0)

10"
[see inset in Fig.1(b)]30. The dis-

tancebetween thelevelsE 2 and E 3 attheanticrossing is

� = 2(l=�R )~!Z . Fora G aAsQ D with ~!0 = 1:1m eV

and �R = 8 �m , this anticrossing is too sm allfor ex-

perim entalobservation (� = 0:5�eV),but for an InAs

(g � 131 and �R � 0:1 �m 19) Q D with the sam e size,

the anticrossing can reach 0:1m eV.Note thatthisanti-

crossingfeatureswerenum ericallystudied fornarrow-gap

Q Dsin Ref.27.

Letusstudythestatesj2iand j3i.Ascan beseen from

Eqs.(9)and (10),if!1 � !Z � (l=�R )!1 [= O (l=�R )],

j2i= j00#i+ O (l=�R ); j3i= j10 "i+ O (l=�R ):

W ith increasing B ,the Zeem an energy becom es larger

than ~!1. In the case of !Z � !1 � (l=�R )!1,  =

�+ O (l=�R ) and these states change place. Therefore,

the spin  ips with a transition trough the anticrossing

region. In the region ofthe anticrossing ( � � �=2),

the SO coupling ofthese statesdue to the Rashba term

becom es essentialand leadsto a m ixing ofspin-up and

spin-down states:

j2i = (j00#i+ j10"i)=
p
2+ O (l=�R );

j3i = (� j00#i+ j10"i)=
p
2+ O (l=�R ):

Note that,although fora G aAs Q D the levelanticross-

ing is a quite sm alle� ect, the m ixing of spin-up and

spin-down states occurs in a su� ciently large region of

m agnetic� elds(fora G aAsQ D with ~!0 = 1:1m eV and

�R = 8�m ,the m ixing occurs essentially in the region

of width � 1 Tesla) and thus can be observed exper-

im entally. Indeed,let us consider relaxation processes

between the state j1i (spin-up) and the states j2i,j3i.

Beyond them ixing region oneofthelatterstatesisspin-

up,the otherisspin-down. Spin- ip relaxation ism uch

slowerthan orbitalrelaxation32,therefore,relaxation to

theground statefrom thestatesj2iand j3iisvery di� er-

ent.However,in theregionofm ixingofspin-up and spin-

down states,the spin- ip relaxation strongly increases

and becom es com parable with orbitalrelaxation. Note

thattheseanticrossingfeaturesin sem iconductorQ Dsare

very sim ilarto the \hotspots" in polyvalentm etals33.

M oreover,itisinteresting to notethatspin relaxation

due to the Rashba SO coupling di� ersfrom thatdue to

the Dresselhaus SO coupling in this m ixing region. As

m entioned above, in the case of the Dresselhaus term

there is no SO interaction between the states j2i and

j3i [see inset in Fig.1(a)], therefore, there is no spin

m ixing ofthese states. Thus,spin relaxation due to the

DresselhausSO couplingdoesnotundergoaconsiderable

increase,in contrasttospin relaxation duetotheRashba

SO coupling. Note that,in the generalcase,when the

SO coupling includes both the Rashba and Dresselhaus

term s,thereisno interplay between theDresselhausand

Rashbaterm sin thespin relaxation ratein perpendicular

m agnetic� elds13 and thetotalrateisjustthesum oftwo

term scaused by these SO couplings. Therefore,we can

study thesetwo term sseparately.

III. SP IN R ELA X A T IO N

W econsidernextphonon-induced relaxation in a Q D.

Thecoupling between electronsand phononswith m ode

kj(k isthephonon wavevectorand jisthebranch index

j = L; T1; T2 forone longitudinaland two transverse

m odes)isgiven by13

U
ph

kj
(r)=

X

j

F (kz)
p
2�V ksj=~

(eA kj � ik�kj)e
ikr
b
+

kj
+ c:c:;

(12)

where � is the crystalm assdensity,V is the volum e of

the Q D,sj isthe sound velocity,A kj = �i�ld
kj
m �ilm ,� =

k=k,dkj is the phonon polarization vector,�kj is the

deform ation potential,and �ilm isthepiezotensor,which

hasnonzerocom ponentsonlywhen allthreeindicesi;l;m

aredi� erent:�xyz = �xzy = :::= h14="S ("S isthestatic

dielectricconstant).ForG aAs,eh14 = 1:2� 107 eV=cm ,

"S = 13:2,�kj = �j;L�0,and �0 = 6:7eV).In Eq.(12)

weintroduced theform -factorF (kz)which isdeterm ined

by the spread of the electron wave function in the z-

direction:F (kz)=
R
dzeikzzj 0(z)j

2,where  0(z)isthe

ground stateenvelopewavefunction ofan electron along

the z-direction. The form factorF (kz)equalsunity for

jkzj� d� 1 and vanishesforjkzj� d� 1 (seeRef.13).

Letus� nd contributionstotherelaxation rateoftran-

sitions between the levels j1i and j2i (�21);j2i and j3i

(�32);j1iand j3i(�31). In the fram ework ofthe Bloch

{ Red� eld theory, the phonon-induced relaxation rate

(1=T1)ofa two-levelsystem isa sum oftransition prob-

abilities between levels accom panied by absorption and

em ission ofphonons34 and,for a Q D,the decoherence

tim e isT2 = 2T1
13.Therefore,using Ferm i’sgolden rule

and the expressionsfor the three lowestlevels with the

Dresselhaus SO coupling [Eqs.(5) and (6)],we get the

rates

�21 =
l4!3Z (N !Z

+ 1=2)

8�~�� 2
D

�
!1

!1 + !Z
�

!2

!2 � !Z

� 2

�
X

j

s
� 5

j e� !
2

Z l
2
=2s

2

jI
(3)

j (!Z ); (13)

�32 =
w 5l6 (N w + 1=2)

32�~�� 2
D

�
!1

!1 + !Z
�

!2

!2 � !Z

� 2

�
X

j

s
� 7

j e
� w

2
l
2
=2s

2

jI
(5)

j (w); (14)
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FIG .1: (color online). Contributions to the relaxation rate 1=T1 ofphonon-induced transitions between the states j1i,j2i,

and j3i of a G aAs Q D with ~!0 = 1:1 m eV and d = 5 nm due to (a) the D resselhaus and (b) the Rashba SO couplings

(�D = �R = 8 �m ). The dashed and dot-dashed curves are orbitalrelaxation rates, the solid and dotted curves are the

relaxation rates with a spin ip. The crossing (a) and the anticrossing (b) ofthe levels E 3 and E 2 are shown in the insets.

The cusplike structure ofthe spin relaxation curve due to the Rashba SO coupling iscaused by the m ixing ofthe spin-up and

spin-down statesatthe anticrossing.

�31 =
!31 (N !1

+ 1=2)

8��m �


X

j

s
� 5

j e� !
2

1
l
2
=2s

2

jI
(3)

j (!1);(15)

wherew = !1 � !Z ,N w =
�
e~w =T � 1

�� 1
,and

I
(m )

j (!) =

Z 2�

0

d’

Z �=2

0

d#sinm #e
!
2
l
2
cos

2
#=2s

2

j

� F
2(! cos#=sj)

"

(eA kj)
2
+
!2

s2j
�j;L �

2
0

#

:(16)

In the case ofparabolic con� nem ent along the growth

direction ofa Q D,I
(m )

j (x)can be expressed in term sof

errorfunctions(seeAPPENDIX A).

In the caseofRashba SO coupling alone,wehave

�21 =
w�

3
�
N w � + 1=2

�

8��m �


�

sin=2+
(l=�R )!2

!2 + !Z
cos=2

�2

�
X

j

s
� 5

j e� w �
2
l
2
=2s

2

jI
(3)

j (w� ); (17)

�32 =
!5R ~(N !R

+ 1=2)

32��(m �
 )2

�
1

2
sin+

(l=�R )!2

!2 + !Z
cos

�2

�
X

j

s
� 7

j e� !
2

R
l
2
=2s

2

jI
(5)

j (!R ); (18)

�31 =
w+

3
�
N w +

+ 1=2
�

8��m �


�

cos=2� sin=2
(l=�R )!2

!2 + !Z

� 2

�
X

j

s
� 5

j e
� w +

2
l
2
=2s

2

jI
(3)

j (w+ ); (19)

where w� = (!1 + !Z � !R )=2 and !R is de� ned by

Eq.(11).

IV . A N A LY SIS A N D D ISC U SSIO N

Figure 1 shows these contributions to the relaxation

rateduetotheDresselhausand theRashbaSO couplings.

Ascan beseen from this� gure,theorbitalrelaxationrate

(thedashed and dot-dashed curves)isindependentofthe

SO coupling.Thebehaviorofthespin relaxationrate�32
(thedotted curves)isqualitatively thesam eforboth the

Dresselhausand the Rashba SO couplings. Solid curves

correspond to the the spin relaxation rate �#" between

the Zeem an-splitorbitalground state levels(�#" = �21
for the Dresselhaus SO coupling and in the case ofthe

RashbaSO coupling�#" = �21 on theleftsideofthecusp

and �#" = �32 on the right ofthe cusp). Signi� cantly,

�#",in the case ofthe Rashba SO coupling,possessesa

cusplikestructureattheanticrossingpoint35,whereas,in

the caseofDresselhausSO coupling,�#" isa m onotonic

function ofB 36,37.

It should be noted that at B > 1 T the relaxation

due to deform ational acoustic (DA) coupling is m uch

faster than that due to piezoelectric (PE)coupling,ex-

cept in the case oforbitalrelaxation at high m agnetic

� elds,when relaxation induced by PE-phononsisofthe

sam e order as that due to DA-phonons. Since d � l0
and q � l

� 1

0 , the factor F (qz) � 1 in the electron-

phonon interaction operator (see Ref. 13) and the re-

laxation is practically independent ofd aside from the

orbitalrelaxation atlow m agnetic � elds: �31(B = 0)�

!40(N !0
+ 1=2)�20e

� !
2

0
d
2
=2s

2

1=6��m �s71 (thespin relaxation

ratesarezero atB = 0).Theorbitalrelaxation ratehas

a m axim um when thephonon wavelength iscom parable

to the lateralsize l ofa Q D (ql � 3). At high m ag-

netic � elds, the orbitalrelaxation rate decreases with

B [as (!0=!c)
6 for DA coupling and as (!0=!c)

4 for
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PE coupling],since !1 ! !20=!c at high B . The rate

�32 / !2Z (!1 � !Z )
5 at low m agnetic � elds,is zero at

the anticrossing,and �32 / !4Z athigh m agnetic � elds.

Thespin relaxation ratebetween theZeem an-splitlevels

�#" / !kZ (atlow m agnetic � eldsk = 7 forDA coupling

and k = 5 for PE coupling. At high B ,k = 3 for DA

coupling and k = 1 forPE coupling).In theanticrossing

region,thespin relaxationrateduetotheDresselhausSO

coupling isa m onotonicfunction ofB :�#" = �21 / !3Z ,

but that due to the Rashba SO coupling has a strong

increase at the anticrossing point and near this point

�#" / !3Z =[(1� !Z =!1)
2 + 4(l=�R )

2].Therefore,thereis

both aqualitativedi� erence(in them agnetic-� eld depen-

dence)and quantitative di� erence (at4:8T the Rashba

SO coupling gives�#" � 104 s� 1 buttheDresselhausSO

coupling gives�#" � 70s� 1)in the behaviorofthe spin

relaxation rate �#" due to the Dresselhaus and Rashba

SO coupling.Thiscan serveasa m eansofextracting in-

form ation on the di� erentcontributionsto the totalSO

coupling strength39.

Note that,with a decrease in the lateralsize l0 ofa

Q D,thecusp and them axim um in theorbitalrelaxation

rate areshifted to high m agnetic � elds.Fora largerSO

coupling (sm aller SO length),the spin relaxation rates

have higher values, because �#" / �� 2so , and the cusp

shape issm oother. The tem perature dependence ofthe

relaxation ratesisonly im portantfortransitionsbetween

the levelswith a separation com parableto the tem pera-

ture:theratesdecreasewith tem peraturefortheorbital

relaxation athigh m agnetic� elds(when thelevelspacing

� ~!20=!c),forthespin relaxation between Zeem an-split

levels (when the Zeem an energy � T) at low m agnetic

� elds, and for �32 at the anticrossing (when the level

spacing j!1 � !Z j� T).

V . C O N C LU SIO N S

W ehaveshown thatatan accidentaldegeneracy point

the Rashba SO coupling leads to an anticrossing. The

m ixing ofthe spin-up and spin-down states at the an-

ticrossing enhances the spin relaxation rate due to the

Rashba SO coupling relative to the spin relaxation rate

due to the DresselhausSO coupling.
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A P P EN D IX A :PA R A B O LIC C O N FIN EM EN T

A LO N G T H E z-D IR EC T IO N

In the caseofparaboliccon� nem entalong the growth

direction ofa Q D,F (kz)= exp(� d2k2z=4),whered isthe

width ofthequantum well,and integralsin Eq.(16)can

be expressed in term s ofthe im aginary error functions

er� (x).Aftersom ealgebra weget
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p
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where�2j = (l2 � d2)=2s2j.
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