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T he spin-orbit splitting of the electron levels in a tw o-din ensionalquantum dot in a perpendicular
m agnetic eld is studied. It is shown that at the point of an accidental degeneracy of the two lowest
Jevels above the ground state the Rashba spin-orbit coupling leads to a level anticrossing and to
m ixing of spin-up and spin-down states, whereas there is no m ixing of these levels due to the
D resselhaus tem . W e calculate the relaxation and decoherence tim es of the three lowest levels due
to phonons. W e nd that the spin relaxation rate asa finction ofam agnetic eld exhibitsa cusplike
structure for R ashba but not for D resselhaus spin-orbit interaction.

I. NTRODUCTION

Recent years have seen an incrpasing interest in the
spin properties of nanostructures’. M anipulation and
readout of spins in solids could open the way to the de—
velopm ent of a generation of electronic devices such as
soin transistors, spin  lers, and spin m em ory devices.
In addition, the soin of an electron con ned to a quan-—
tum, dot @D) is a prom isihg candidate for a quantum
bir. Owing to the zero din ensionality of QD s, the
electronic orbital states are quantized and the electron
spin states are very stable due,to a substantial suppres-
sion of spin— ip mechanis 8€. P rogress in nanctech—
nology has allow ed the fabricgtion,QfQ D s w ith desirable

cently it has been possble to m easure the spin of an
electron In a QD . A singlk elctron spin has been de-
tected by m agnetic resonance force m jcrosoopyEq and
the readout of an individual electron spin In a 0D via
pulsed relaxation-m easurem entdl and optical ordenta—
tion experin entd have been reported. In these exper—
In ents, an external m agnetic eld was used to distin-
guish soin-up and spin-down states split by the Zeam an
energy. Spin rglagation m easurem ents between Zeem an
vels .n a QD% con m the theoretical predictions
that spin— Jp relaxation in a QD is suppressed with re-
spect to a buk structure®®td . deed, very Iong single—
soin relaxation tim es have been ocbsgrved: up to 0:85m s
in two-din ensional 2D ) G aA s.QD &3, and up to 20m s
in selfassambled GahAs QD <4, The spin relaxation
is expected to be dom inated by hyper ne interagtigns
with the nucki at magnetic elds below 0:5 4238
and by spin-orbi (SO ) interactions for m agnetic elds
of about 1 Tesla (see Ref. -:4) and for higher m agnetic
elds (see Ref.:_-l_'B) . In general, the SO interaction con-—
sists of fwo distinct contrdbutions: the D ressehaus SO
coupling’ which is due to buk nversiop_asymm etry of
the lattice and the Rashba SO couplindt? which is due
to structure inversion asymm etry along the growth di-
rection. Both of these SO tem s result in the splitting
of electron energy levels and in the m ixing of the elec—
tron spin states. The latter m akes spin— Ip relaxation

between Zeam an lkvels possble, for exam ple, due to the

phonon scattering. N ote that usually it is not simple to

separate these two SO m echanisn s and estin ate the rel-
ative contributions of each SO tem . In experim ents, to

obtain nform ation about ope.af the SO couplings, nor-
m ally the other is neglected?9292% . This kads to a lack

ofprecision in estin ates ofthe SO coupling strength and

to a neglect ofthe e ects of the inteplay of the Rashba
and the D ressehaus SO coupling23%42i. Hence, i is

very In portant to nd a way to separate these SO m ech-
anismn s, to increase our understanding of the SO relax-—
ation processes, and to Im prove predictions of the soin

properties of nanostructures. It is well known4 that for

2D quantum wells the di ,erent-SO couplings can be dis—
tinguished experin entally?42924 via detection ofthe as-
sociated anisotropy ofthe spin splitting in the conduction

band. In contrast, such a detection isnotpossblen QD s

since the spin splitting of the levels, being quadratically

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

now , the SO couplings in QD s can be distinguished via

their associated spin relaxation rates since they strongly

di erdueto di erent kvelm ixing properties.

In this paper, the electron energy spectrum and the
soin relaxation fora 2D QD inm agnetic eldsperpendic—
ular to the QD surface are studied. Level anticrossing?’
(due to the SO coupling), at a point of accidental level
degeneracy (due to the interplay between the orbitaland
m agnetic con nem ent), is analytically investigated. T his
anticrossing is caused by the Rashba SO tem only, lead-
Ing to a cusp structure in the m agnetic— eld dependence
of the soin relaxation rate, whereas the soin relaxation
rate due to the D ressehaus SO coupling is a m onotonic
function ofm agnetic eld in this region. This qualita-
tive di erence in the spin relaxation fordi erent SO cou—
plings can serve to extract the di erent contrbutions in
SO ooupling.

II. MODEL AND ENERGY SPECTRUM

W e consider a 2D isotropic QD with parabolic lat-
eral con nem ent potential. An externalm agnetic eld
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is applied perpendicularly to the surface ofthe QD . The

Ham ilttonian of this system reads

H B T I I @)
= -m !j x = 27

0 om 2 0 Yy 2g B

whereP = p+ (BF0)A (¥),A (r) = B=2)( y;x;0) isthe

vector potential In the sym m etric gauge, ! is the char-
acteristic con nem ent frequency, and = (x; y; 2) i
the vector of the P aulim atrices.

The SO interaction .'lS taken Into gacount by adding the
Tinear D ressehaug 128 and Rashbdd tem s Hr conduc—
tion band electrons n a [001] two-din ensional electron
gas 2DEG),

Hp = «( xPx t yPy);HR=

( xPy yPx): @)

The axes x, vy, and z are aligned along the principal crys—
tallographic axes of G aA s.

Tt is convenient to introduce new phase coordinates
@7 ®; p1; P2) which connected to the previous ones
X; Yi Px; Py) by the Hllow ing form w2y

1 S p—
x = 192:(p!10h+ L) i
y = 1 P1 P2
mo o2 I T
r__
_ P1 P2
Px = - =t p=
2 [ [
r__
py = m 5( 19+ 2%R) ;
w here
9q — e
= '(2)+ !§=4;!1;2= 7:

Here !, = #B=m c is the cycltron frequency. In the
new phase coordinates, H ¢ has the canonical form

2 2

Ho = %+ m?(!qu+ 156) + %g 5B .: ()
In this case, H ¢ can be considered as the Ham ilttonian
oftwo independent hamm onic oscillators w ith hybrid fre—
quencies ! 1;; . Therefore, the energy spectrum and eigen—
states of electrons In a QD w thout the SO coupling are
given by

EO  _

nm s, ~lin+ 1=2)+ ~!y m + 1=2) ~ly 8,5
p— p—

hpehms,i = L@ m !'1=) n@ m !2=) %1

wheren;m = 0;1;2;::3 s, = 1=2 is the electron-spin

progction on the z-axis, !z = PJ g B=~ is the Zeam an

frequency, and , (@) are oscillator fiinctions.
Let us consider the three lowest levels:
0 _ —.
Eggn = ~ ~l =2; Eoo# ~ o+~ =2
0)
Ejgn = ~ +~l1 ~lz=2:

The rst kevel is the ground state. In the case of weak
m agnetic con nement (! 1), the second level is

Iower than the third one (Eoo# < ElO")' However, at
high m agnetic elds, when the m agnetic con nem ent is

much stronger than the lateralcon nement (ly o),

) ) ) ) 2
u ~12=)
E o4 > EgusbecauseE Eggn ¥ ~!5=!¢

tion for a crossing ofthe levelsE 0(33# and E 1(?)) is given by
1 = !, . In other words, this ]evgl crossing takes place
when the m agnetic length ~=m !, is equal to
bl @ + 1)1, wherey = ~=m !, isthe character-
istic lateralsize ofa QD andg = P =2m (. Note that
the level crossing occurs at accessible m agnetic  elds for
QD swih lateralsize Iy > 15nm .

Now we take SO coupling into account and nd the
energy goectrum and eigenstates of electrons in a QD .
ForaGaAsQD rheSO lengthsare p = ~=m ; R =
~=m 8 m¥% d are much larger than the hybnd
orbital length 1 = ~=m ofa QD (p; =r 1.
T herefore, the SO tem s can be considered as sn all per—
turbations.

First we consider the D ressehaus SO coupling [see
Eg. ('_2;!)] &t is Inportant to note that In  rst-order
pertuﬂoatjon theory there is no SO interaction between
the levels Eoo# and Em?. due to the D ressehaus tem
000 # Hp 1O "i = 0). Hence we can apply standard
perturbation theory for nondegenerate levels. Thus, in

rst-order perturbation theory, we get E, = E Ifo) ,

. The condi-

(1=

i = PO i+ ¢310 #i; @)
i+
Pi = PO #i w:'ol " )
12 1
, . 2(I=rp)!1 .
Bi= JO"i+ 20 #1: (6)
Dt

Now we consider the Rashba SO coupling term . In

this case, there is a SO interaction between the levels
E 0‘3; and E 1(3) . Therefore, applying perturbation theory

for degenerate levels, we have

Ey = ~ ~lgiBza= - +§(!1 R); )
i = Po"i D1 #i; (8)
Pi= COSE:DO#i s:lnajlo i+ SJIlEjl.l #i; )
Bi= s:inEj)O #i+ oosEjLO "i OOSEle #1; (10)
w here
q
g = (f1 12)2+ 40 )2 (11)
tan = 2(=r)!1= 2 );
= (= r)lo=0U2+ !z):

As can be seen from Eqg. {j7:), In the case of strong lat—
)

eral con nement [} !y E=r)'1l E2 = Egy



1(3), but In the case of strong m agnetic

(I=r)!1], the levels E, and

0) _ 0)
Elovv, E3 = EOO#' At the

crossing point for the levels E(;g; and El(g) 'y = 13),

Egpn=~ + ~lg=2 (=g )~!z . Therefore, the Rashba
SO ooupling kads to an anticrossing of the kwvels E,
and E 3 at the point of accidental degeneracy of the lev-
el E 0, and E), [ee inset in Fig. 1 ®)E%. The dis-
tance between the levelsE , and E 5 at the anticrossing is

= 2= g )~!y . ForaGaAsQD wih ~!yg= 1dme&Vv
and r = 8 m, this anticrossing is too an all for ex-—
perin eptal observation ( ,-0.5 eV), but foran InA s
g BY and 01 m'%) QD with the sam e size,
the anticrossing can reach 0:dlm €V . N ote that this anti-
crossing featuresw ere num erically studied for narrow -gap
ODsin Ref.21.

Letus study_the states Piand PBi. A scan be seen from
Egs. @ and ((0),if!y !z  (=r)1 [ =00 &)

and Ej
con nement [l ]

E3 change places: E, =

Pi= PO#i+ O (= r); Pi= JO"i+ O (I= r):

W ih increasing B, the Zeem an energy becom es larger
than ~!;. In the case of !y 5} (= r)!', =

+ O (I= r) and these states change place. T herefore,
the spin s wih a transition trough the anticrossing
region. In the region of the anticrossing ( =2),
the SO coupling of these states due to the Rashba term
becom es essential and leads to a m ixing of spin-up and
soin-down states:

P_

(PO #i+ L0 "H)= 2+ O (= g );
P_

PO #i+ 0 "i)= 2+ O (I= »):

Pi
Bi= (

N ote that, although fora GaAs QD the lvel anticross—-
Ing is a quite small e ect, the m ixing of spin-up and
soin-down states occurs In a su clently large region of
magnetic elds (braGaAsQD wih ~lpj= 11mé&V and
R = 8 m, the m xing occurs essentially In the region
of width 1 Tesla) and thus can be observed exper—
In entally. Indeed, lt us consider relaxation processes
between the state jli (spin-up) and the states i, Bi.
Beyond the m ixing region one of the latter states is spin—
up, the other is spin-down. Sp_'in I relaxation ismuch
slower than orbital relaxation®3 1, therefore, relaxation to
the ground state from the states Riand Piisvery di er—
ent. H owever, In the region ofm ixing of spin-up and spin—
down states, the spin— I relaxation strongly increases
and becom es com parable w ith orbial relaxation. Note
that these anticrossing features in sem iconductorQ D sare
very sin ilar to the \hot spots" in polyvalent m etaldd.

M oreover, it is Interesting to note that spin relaxation
due to the Rashba SO coupling di ers from that due to
the D ressehaus SO coupling In this m ixing region. As
m entioned above, n the case of the D resselhaus tem
there is no SO interaction between the states i and
Bi [eee lnset n Fig. :}'(a)], therefore, there is no soin
m ixing of these states. T hus, spin relaxation due to the
D resselhaus SO coupling doesnot undergo a considerable

Increase, In contrast to spin relaxation due to the R ashba
SO ooupling. Note that, in the general case, when the
SO coupling includes both the Rashba and D ressehaus
temm s, there isno interplay betw een the D resselhaus and
R ashba tem s jn the soin relaxation rate in perpendicular
m agnetic eld%? and the totalrate is Just the sum oftwo
term s caused by these SO ocouplings. T herefore, we can
study these two temm s separately.

ITI. SPIN RELAXATION

W e consider next phonon-induced relaxation n aQD .
T he coupling betw een electrons and phonons w ith m ode
kj (k isthephonon wave vectorand j isthe branch index
j= L; T1l; T2 for-one Iongitudinal and two transverse
m odes) is given byt3

X F (k) -
197 kj

ph _
Uies &)= 2 Vks:=
37

ik kj)ejkrkij + cey
j
12)
where isthe crystalm ass density, V is the volum e of
theQD,sjjsthesoundvelocjty,Akj= ild;];j ilm 7 =
k=k, d*7 is the phonon polarization vector, j is the
deform ation potential, and iy, isthe piezotensor, which
hasnonzero com ponents onJy when allthree ndices i; ;m
aredi erent: yy, = xzy = :::= h1s="g ("s isthestatic
dielectric constant). ForGaAs, eh;y = 12 10 eV=am,
"s =132, xj= 41 o,and o= 67eV).In Eq. {14)
we Introduced the form “factorF (k,) which is determ ined
by the spread of the electron wave function in the z-
direction: F (k;) = dze®:?j ((z)F, where , (z) isthe
ground state envelope w ave function ofan electron along
the z-direction. The form factor F (,) equals umty for
%, d ! andvanishes or k,j d ' (sceRef.|13).
Letus nd contrbutionsto the relaxation rate oftran—
sitions between the levels jli and i ( 21); Riand Bi
2); Jliand PBi ( 31). In the fram ework of the B loch
{ Red eld theory, the phonon-induced relaxation rate
(1=T;) ofa two—Jlevelsystem isa sum oftransition prob—
abilities between levels accom panied by absorption and
em ission of ph01;1on£4I and, ©r a QD, the decoherence
tineisT, = 2T1_ 2. Therefore, using Fem ¥s golden rule
and the expressions for the thre'e lowest kevels w ith the

D ressehaus SO coupling Egs. 5 and (-d) we get the
rates
T W, + 1=2) ' ,
2 g ~ 2 Ll 1,
X 5 121P=282-03)
s;°e 7 I g ) 3)
j
WP N, + 1=2) ' , ?
* 32~ 2 '1+ 1y L
X
s.7e wil= (5) W) ; (14)

J
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FIG.1l: (color online). Contrbutions to the relaxation rate 1=T; of phonon-induced transitions between the states jli, i,
and Biofa GaAs QD wih ~!p = 11meV and d = 5nm due to (@) the D ressehaus and (o) the Rashba SO couplings
(p = r = 8 m). The dashed and dot-dashed curves are orbital relaxation rates, the solid and dotted curves are the
relaxation rates wih a spin Ip. The crossing (a) and the anticrossing () of the kevels E 3 and E, are shown in the insets.
T he cusplike structure of the spin relaxation curve due to the Rashba SO coupling is caused by the m ixing of the spin-up and
soin-dow n states at the anticrossing.
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IVv. ANALYSISAND DISCUSSION

Figure :1;' show s these contributions to the relaxation

wherew = !, I, , N, = evT 1 1,and rate due to the D ressehausand theR ashba SO couplings.
A scan be seen from this gure, the orbitalrelaxation rate

2, 2 o R (the dashed and dot-dashed curves) is independent ofthe

L") = ar a# sin™ ge' T o #7255 SO coupling. T he behaviorofthe spin relaxation rate 3,

0 0 " # (the dotted curves) is qualitatively the sam e orboth the

12 D resselhaus and the Rashba SO couplings. Solid curves

correspond to the the spin relaxation rate *" between
the Zeem an-split orbital ground state kevels ( *" = 5
In the case of parabolic con nement alng the growth  ©PrtheD J:esse]halus S?H coupling and in tl?e case of the
i , nofaQD,Ij(m)(x) can be exp ! in tem s of Rashb#at'SO coupling = 21 onthe]eﬂ:s:de.of’.checusp
] - and = 3, on the right of the cusp). Signi cantly,

error finctions (see APPEND IX AY). PEE .

In the case of R ashba SO oo Ln on h , In the case of the Rashba SO couplihg, possesses a
upng alone, we have cusplike structure at the anticrossing pojntfﬁf, whereas, In

» the case of D peselhaus SO coupling, *" isam onotonic

F2 (! cos#=s5) (eAkj)2 + ? 3L g (1:6)
J

3 _
0 = i Nw +1=2 sn =2+ MOOS =2 function of B2427.
X8 m . ERIRE It should be noted that at B > 1T the relaxation
S5 Sg W TI=2s) Ij(3) W ); (17) due to deform ational acoustic DA) coupling is much
i faster than that due to piezoelctric PE) coupling, ex—
15~ 0, +1=2) 1 (= =), 2 cept In the case of orbital relaxation at high m agnetic
32 = & — > 5 s + ————— cos elds, when relaxation induced by PE -phonons is of the
gz m ) 2 2t ot sam e order as that due to DA phonons. Since d b
s 7o 'aP-2s] Ij(5> (r); a8) and g 1!, the factor F (q,) 1 in the electron-
5 phonon interaction operator (see Ref. |13) and the re-
w.l N + 1= = )1 2 laxation is practically independent of d aside from the
g = — W cos =2 sin =2— R’°2 orbital relaxation at low magnetic elds: 3; B = 0)
X o 2o s e 1&m,, +1=2) 2e '19°25i=¢ m ] (the spin relaxation
s;%e M Ij(3) o) ; (19) ratesare zero atB = 0). The orbital relaxation rate has
3 amaxinum when the phonon wave length is com parable
to the lateral size 1 ofa QD (gl 3). At high mag-
wherew = (1 + !y 'R)=2 and !z is de ned by netic elds, the orbital relaxation rate decreases w ith

Eq. {L1). B Rs (1o=!.)° ©r DA coupling and as (!o=!.)* Pr



PE coupling], since !; ! !2=!. at high B. The mte

2/ 12 12)° at low magnetic elds, is zero at
the anticrossing, and 3, / ! g at high m agnetic elds.
T he spin relaxation rate between the Zeem an-split levels

#"/ 1% (@t ow magnetic edsk = 7 HrDA coupling
and k = 5 for PE coupling. Athicgh B,k = 3 forDA
coupling and k = 1 orPE coupling). In the anticrossing
region, the spin relaxation rate due to the D ressehaus SO
coupling is a m onotonic function ofB: *'= ,; / 12,
but that due to the Rashba SO ooupling has a strong
Increase at the anticrossing point and near this point

B/ 13=1@ 13='1)?+ 4(= g )?]. Therefore, there is
both a qualitative di erence (in them agnetic—- eld depen-
dence) and quantiative di erence (@t 4:8 T the Rashba
SO coupling gives *" 100 s ! but the D ressehaus SO
coupling gives ¥ 70s?!) in the behavior of the spin
relaxation rate *" due to the D ressehaus and R ashba
SO coupling. T his can serve as a m eans of extracting in—
form ation on the,di erent contrbutions to the total SO
coupling strength®d.

Note that, with a decrease in the lateral size Iy of a
QD ,the cusp and them axinum in the orbialrelaxation
rate are shifted to high m agnetic elds. For a larger SO
coupling (am aller SO length), the spin relaxation rates
have higher values, because " / SOZ, and the cusp
shape is sn oother. The tem perature dependence of the
relaxation rates isonly in portant for transitionsbetw een
the lkevels w ith a separation com parable to the tem pera—
ture: the rates decrease w ith tem perature for the orbial
relaxation at high m agnetic elds (when the level spacing

kevels When the Zeem an energy T) at low m agnetic
elds, and for 3, at the anticrossing Wwhen the level
spacing j! 1 73 T).

V. CONCLUSIONS

W e have shown that at an accidentaldegeneracy point
the Rashba SO coupling leads to an anticrossing. The
m ixing of the spin—up and soin-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 D resselhaus SO coupling.
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APPEND IX A:PARABOLIC CONFINEM ENT

ALONG THE zDIRECTION

In the case of parabolic con nem ent along the grow th
direction ofa QD ,F () = exp( dk2=4),whered isthe
w idth ofthe quantum well, and integralsin Eq. C_ié) can
be expressed in tem s of the In agihary error functions

~!§=!c),ﬁ)rthe soin relaxation between Zeem an-split er (x).A fter som e algebra we get
|
2
eh 9 2 5 105 p— 9 45 105
@) 14 a
a= = — € 1+ -+ — er @) at+ —+ —+ —
Lo e " 434 az  4at @ 2a 4a® 8a°
P—
+ 2 28+ Ter @@=a+2a)EE d&);
2
eh 1 2 15 o 3 15
Gy, _ 14 a .
pemr) = == 5 ¢ o2 er @ At oS
2
eh 1 2 45 945 p— 33 90 945
(3) 14 2 3
a= = — & 22°+ 9+ —+ — er @) 2a°+ 8a+ —+ —+ —
Iz @=12) " 43* 2a¢  4at @ a a’  8ad
® e L) ey, © 9 L. 13,105 945 P o, 6,45 105 945
a= = — € —+ — + — er @ a+ —+ —+ —+ —
L v " 434 2a2  4a*  8a’ a 2a® 2a° 16a’
P_
+ 20 B+ 28)et + er @ (@=2a+ 2a+28)Fa’ @ d&);
2
eh 1 2 5 105 p— 9 45 105
) 14 a
a= = — € 1+ —+ — er @) at+ —+ —+ — ;
Ty 6= r1) " at az  4a* @ 2a 4a® 8a°
2
eh 1 2 51 315 8505
) 14 5
= = — & 2a°+ 10+ —+ —+ ——
Iz @=r2) " 43* a2  2at 8ab
| 45 345 3465 8505
3
+ er @) 2a + 9%9a+ —+ — + ;
a 2a3 8a® 16a’

where 2= (¥
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