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A quantum cluster expansion m ethod is developed for the problem of localized electron spin

decoherence due to dipolar uctuations oflattice nuclear spins. At the lowest order it provides

a m icroscopic explanation for the Lorentzian di�usion of Hahn echoes without resorting to any

phenom enologicalM arkovian assum ption. O urnum ericalresults show rem arkable agreem entwith

recentelectron spin echo experim entsin phosphorusdoped silicon.

PACS num bers: 03.67.-a;76.60.Lz;03.65.Y z;76.30.-v;03.67.Lx

Itwasrealized a long tim e ago thatspectraldi� usion

duetothedipolar uctuationsofnuclearspinsoften dom -

inates the coherence decay in electron spin echo exper-

im ents [1, 2]. The recent advent of spin-based quan-

tum com putation in sem iconductor nanostructures re-

vived theinterestin spectraldi� usion,which isexpected

to bethedom inantchannelforlow-tem peraturespin de-

coherence in severalspin-based quantum com puter ar-

chitectures [3]. In spectraldi� usion,the electron spin

Zeem an frequency di� usesin tim e due to the noise pro-

duced by the nuclearspin bath. Dipolar uctuationsin

the nuclearspinsgiveriseto a tem porally random e� ec-

tive m agnetic � eld at the localized electron spin,lead-

ing to irreversible decoherence (i.e. a T2-process). All

available theoriesto date are based on classicalstochas-

ticm odeling ofthenuclear� eld,a M arkovian theoretical

fram ework which isinevitably phenom enologicalsinceit

requiresan arbitrary choice forthe spectrum ofnuclear

 uctuations.Such a classicalM arkovian m odeling isar-

guably incom patiblewith thestrictrequirem entsofspin

coherence and controlin a quantum inform ation device.

In addition,recentrapid experim entalprogressin single

spin m easurem ents[4],which in the nearfuture prom ise

sensitive m easurem entsofquantum e� ects in spin reso-

nance,also warranta quantum theory ofspectraldi� u-

sion.Herewe proposea quantum theoreticalfram ework

forspectraldi� usion which isnon-stochasticand fullym i-

croscopic. In addition,ourtheory producesan accurate

quantitativeprediction fortheinitialdecoherence,which

isthem ostim portantregim eforquantum com putation.

To the bestofourknowledge,oursisthe � rstquantum

theory forelectron spin spectraldi� usion.

Spectraldi� usion is not a lim iting decoherence pro-

cess for silicon or germ anium based quantum com puter

proposals because these can,in principle,be fabricated

freeofnuclearspinsusing isotopicpuri� cation.Unfortu-

nately thisisnottruefortheim portantclassofm aterials

based on III-V com pounds,where spectraldi� usion has

been shown to play a m ajorrole[3,5].Thereisasyetno

experim entalm easurem entoflocalized spin decoherence

(echo decay) in III-V m aterials,but such experim ental

resultsareanticipated in the nearfuture.

O urtheory revealsthatthe inclusion ofquantum cor-

rectionstonuclearspin  uctuation increasesthedegreeof

decoherence,as is best evidenced from our explanation

ofthe existing factor ofthree discrepancy between the

M arkovian stochastic theory [5]and experim entaldata

[6,7,8]ofspin echo decay in phosphorusdoped silicon.

O ur m ethod allows a fully m icroscopic explanation for

the observed tim e dependence ofHahn echo decay due

to a nuclearspin environm ent.Itwaspointed outa long

tim eago[2,7]thattheobservedtim edependenceofthese

echoesarewell� tted to theexpression exp(� �2)(here�

ishalfofthe tim e lag between the initialsignaland an

echo),a behavior which can be derived phenom enolog-

ically by assum ing Lorentzian Brownian m otion for the

electron spin Zeem an frequency [2,9]. In our m ethod

this behavior arises naturally from the collective quan-

tum evolution ofthedipolarcoupled nuclei,withoutany

phenom enologicalassum ption on thedynam icsoftheen-

vironm entresponsiblefordecoherence.A properdescrip-

tion ofcoupled spin dynam ics is rather di� cult due to

the absence ofW ick’s theorem for spin degrees offree-

dom .In thatregard,variationsofourm ethod m ay prove

ratheruseful,sinceenvironm entalspin bathsareubiqui-

tous in any device exploiting the coherentpropertiesof

quantum spin system s.

The free evolution Ham iltonian forthe spectraldi� u-

sion problem isgiven by [5]

H = H Z e + H Z n + H A + H B ; (1)

where

H Z e = SB Sz; (2)

H Z n = � IB
X

n

Inz; (3)

H A =
X

n

A nInzSz; (4)

H B =
X

n6= m

bnm (In+ Im � � 2InzIm z): (5)
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HereS denotestheelectron spin operatorwhich couples

to thenuclearspin In located atthelatticesiteR n.The

nuclearspinsarecoupled to theelectron through thehy-

per� neconstantAn.W ehavetruncated Eq.(4)sincethe

non-secularhyper� necoupling can beneglected atm od-

erate m agnetic � elds (B > 0:1 Tesla for the Si:P case).

Thisinteraction leadsto interestinge� ectsatB = 0 [10],

but at the m oderate m agnetic � elds required for spin

resonance m easurem entsitonly contributesa sm allvis-

ibility decay [11]. Each nuclear spin is coupled to all

othersvia thedipolarinteraction Eq.(5),which isagain

truncated in the rangeofm oderateB � elds(Forfurther

detailswe referto Ref.[5]). The Hahn echo experim ent

consistsin preparing theelectron spin in theinitialstate

jyei = (j"i+ i j#i)=
p
2, and then allowing free evolu-

tion fortim e �. A �-pulse (here described by the Pauli

operator �x;e) is then applied to the electron spin,and

after free evolution for one m ore interval� an echo is

observed,which providesa directm easurem entofsingle

spin coherence(i.e.T2 orTM in the usualnotation).

W e willnow derive an exactexpression for the Hahn

echo decay due to Eq.(1).The density m atrix (forelec-

tron and nuclearspins)describing Hahn echo isgiven by

�(�)= U (�)�0U
y(�); (6)

with the evolution operator

U (�)= e� iH �
�x;ee

� iH �
: (7)

Here �0 is taken to be a therm alstate for the nuclear

spins,

�0 =
1

2M
jyeihyej
 e� H n =kB T ; (8)

where H n = H Z n + H B and M isitspartition function

(M � 2N for T � nK [5],where N is the num ber of

nuclearspins).Thespin echo envelopeisthen given by

vE (�)= 2jTrf(Sx + iSy)�(�)gj: (9)

An explicitexpression forEq.(9)can beobtained by not-

ing that the electron and nuclear spin Zeem an energies

com m ute with the totalHam iltonian,and �x;e anticom -

m uteswith Sz.Aftera few m anipulationsweget

vE (�)=
1

M

�
�
�Tr

n

U+ U� e
� H n =kB T U

y

+ U
y

�

o�
�
�; (10)

where

U� (�)= e� iH � � (11)

areevolution operatorsunderthee� ectiveHam iltonians

H � = H B �
1

2

X

n

A nInz; (12)

which describe dipolar evolution under the e� ect ofan

electron spin up (H + ) or down (H � ). The trace in

Eq.(10)istaken overnuclearspin statesonly.

In the high tem perature lim it (kB T � IB ) we can

expand Eq.(10)in powersof� to get

vE (�)= 1�

1X

l= 1

D 2l�
2l
: (13)

De� ning the param eter

cnm =
A n � Am

4bnm
; (14)

we obtain the � rst� ve coe� cientsD2l asa powerseries

ofcnm and bnm . For exam ple,the � rst two coe� cients

becom eexplicitly D 2 = 0,D 4 = 4
P

n< m
c2nm b

4
nm .Trun-

cating Eq.(13)givesphysicalresultsonly forextrem ely

short � unless m ost nuclear pairs satisfy the condition

cnm � 1.Neverthelessm ostphysicalproblem sarechar-

acterized by severalcnm � 1,m aking evidentthe need

foran alternativeexpansion.Thusthe� expansion,while

being form ally exact,is not practicalfor coherence cal-

culation exceptforextrem ely short�.

In the cnm � 1 regim e,non-degenerate perturbation

theory is applicable to Eq.(12). W e introduce a book-

keeping param eter� such that� H � = H 0 � �H 0. Here

theunperturbed Ham iltonian H 0 =
1

2

P

n
A nInz isdiag-

onalin the nuclearspin z-basis,while H 0 = 1

�
H B isthe

dipolarinteraction rescaled to havethe sam em agnitude

as H 0. A convenient choice for an order ofm agnitude

estim ate of� � 1=jcnm jis to use the m inim um possi-

ble value ofbnm =jA n � Am jbetween nearestneighbors:

�� M ax(bnm )=M ax(A n)� 10� 3 forSi:P.Below we in-

troduceaclusterexpansion thatcan berelated topowers

of�in thisperturbation approach when cnm � 1.

Let D be a subset ofthe nucleiin the problem . Let

vD (�) be the solution ofvE (�) [Eq.(10)]when only in-

cluding thenucleiin D .W erecursively de� nethecontri-

bution from subsetD asvD (�)m inuscontributionsfrom

any propersubsetofD ,

v
0
D (�)= vD (�)�

X

S� D

v
0
S(�): (15)

For the em pty set, we de� ne v0
;
(�) = v;(�) = 1.

Consider a subset contribution written in the form of

the non-degenerate perturbation expansion. Assum ing

M ax(bnm )� � 1,we can show by the speci� c properties

ofH 0 thata clusterofsize k iscom posed ofterm sthat

are O (�k) or higher. In other words,we can write the

following expansion,

vE (�)= 1+

k0X

k= 2

X

jD j= k

v
0
D (�)+ O (�k0+ 1); (16)

where the second sum m ation isoverallpossible nuclear

subsetsofsizek (containing k distinctnuclearsites).W e

notethata subsetofsize 1 givesno contribution.
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The O (�k0+ 1)errorin Eq.(16)ism isleading because

the num berofterm sofa given orderof� m ay be large

com pared to �.The natureofthisproblem ,aswellasa

solution,becom esapparentwhen weusea nearestneigh-

borapproxim ation.W ith thisapproxim ation,we ignore

theinteraction between distantnuclei(i.e.pairsofnuclei

for which bnm is below som e threshold) and divide our

nuclearsubsetsinto connected \clusters." A subsetcon-

tribution isthen theproductofitsclustercontributions.

Considerallpossiblecontributingsubsetsofsizek.W e

can categorize these subsets by the num ber ofclusters

they contain. To estim ate the num berofsubsetsofsize

k with lclusters,considerbuilding the subsetrandom ly.

Firstselectlnucleiatrandom foreach ofthe lclusters.

The rem aining k � l nucleiare chosen random ly from

the neighborsofany previously chosen nuclei. LetL be

the average num berof\nearestneighbors" foreach nu-

cleus.Theprobabilitythatanucleuswillbridgetwoclus-

ters thatwere m eantto be separate is atm ostO
�
kL

N

�
.

So the probability that any ofthe k nucleiwillbridge

two clusters is at m ost O

�

1�
�
1� kL

N

�k
�

! O

�
k
2
L

N

�

.

Therefore,aslong as k2 � N =L,we can accurately es-

tim atethenum berofsubsetsin thism annerofchoosing

nucleiatrandom . Under this condition,the num ber of

subsetsofsize k with lclusterswillscaleroughly (with-

out dividing out perm utations) as O (N lLk� l),growing

exponentially with N asweincreasethe num berofclus-

ters.Clustersofsizeonegiveno contribution;therefore,

assum ing k �
p
N =L and N � L, the possible con-

tributing subsets ofsize k are dom inated by those con-

taining allpairs(and a single triplet ifk is odd) which

m axim izes the num ber ofcontained clusters. Ifk = 2l

iseven,then the num berofcontributing subsetsofsize

k �
p
N =L,largely com posed oflpairs,is O

�
(N L )

l

2ll!

�

.

Therefore,our subset expansion [Eq. (16)]error grows

with k0 = 2l0 �
p
N =L as O

�
(�

2
N L =2)

l0

l0!

�

. This is

problem aticbecause�2N L isnotnecessarily sm all.Not-

ing,however,that m ost contributing subsets are com -

posed entirelyofpairs(excepttheonetripletofodd-sized

subsets),we can approxim ate the solution up to order

k0 �
p
N =L by adding allpossibleproductsofpaircon-

tributionsasobtained by distributing theproductin the

following,

vE (�) =
Y

n< m

f1+ v
0
nm (�)[1+ O (�L)]g (17)

+ O

�
(�2N L)l0

2l0l0!

�

;

which gives the lowest order of our cluster expansion.

The correction O

�
(�

2
N L =2)

l0

l0!

�

is in� nitesim alprovided

l0 = k0=2 �
p
N =L � �2N L,or� � 1=(N L 3)1=4. For

N � 104 and L � 10,we get�� 0:02 asthe condition

fordisconnected pairsto dom inatespectraldi� usion de-

cay.TheO (�L)in Eq.(17)representstheerrorincurred

by not considering clusters larger than pairs (including

whatisrequired forodd subsets)and can be thoughtof

asthe contribution you getby adding a neighborto one

ofthe distributed pairs. Not allofthe term s obtained

by distributing Eq.(17) willcontain pairs that are dis-

connected from each other. However, using the sam e

argum ent we used to estim ate num bers ofcontributing

subsets,l< k0=2 random pairs willm ost likely be dis-

connected when k0 �
p
N =L. These extraneous term s

arethereforenegligibleateach orderbelow k0.

Fora clusteroftwo nuclearspins(D = fn;m g)exact

evaluation ofvD (�)using Eq.(10)in the high tem pera-

turelim itleadsto

vnm (�) = 1+ v
0
nm (�)

= 1�
c2nm

(1+ c2nm )
2
[cos(!nm �)� 1]

2
; (18)

!nm = 2bnm
p
1+ c2nm ; (19)

with cnm de� ned in Eq. (14). Using Eq.(17) and the

condition M ax(bnm )� � 1 we write the � nalexpression

forthe lowestorderclusterexpansion as

vE (�)� exp

(
X

n< m

v
0
nm (�)[1+ O (�L)]

)

: (20)

Note that including clusters ofthree adds a correction

O (�L)to the decay.

W e have presented two theories. Both require � �

M ax(bnm )
� 1
;however,in problem swe’veconsidered,the

decay tim eiswellwithin thislim it.W eargued the� ex-

pansion[Eq.(13)]convergesforcnm � 1whilethecluster

expansion [Eq.(17)]forcnm � 1.Theclusterexpansion

becom es non-perturbative through the use ofthe exact

solution Eq.(18). In fact,in the sam e way thatcluster

sizewasrelated to m inim um ordersof�in theperturba-

tionexpansion,wecanalsorelateclustersizetom inim um

ordersof� in the �-expansion. For exam ple,by taking

cnm � 1 in Eq.(18)werecoverEq.(13)to lowestorder,

showingthatthisexactsolution interpolatesbetween the

tworegim esatlowestorder.Forphysicalproblem swhere

a widerangeofparam eterscnm coexist,exactevaluation

oflargerclustersprovidesa novelsystem aticapproxim a-

tion to the problem ofspectraldi� usion.

W euseEqs.(20)and (18)to perform explicitcalcula-

tionsofelectron spin echodecayofphosphorusim purities

in silicon [5,6,7].In thiscasetheparam eterA n isgiven

bythehyper� neshiftofanuclearspin positioned avector

R n from the donorcenter,

A n =
8�

3
SI~j	 (R n)j

2
: (21)

W e used S = 1:76 � 107(sG )� 1 and I = 5:31 �

103(sG )� 1. Here 	 (R n) is the K ohn-Luttinger wave

function ofa phosphorus donor im purity in silicon,as
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FIG .1: Hahn echo decay vE (�;�) ofa phosphorus donor

electron spin in silicon. (a) Theory (solid lines) and experi-

m entis shown for severalorientation angles ofthe m agnetic

�eld with respectto thecrystallattice,ranging from the[100]

to the[110]direction (�= 0;10;20;:::;90).(b)Hereweplot

� lnvE (�;�)+ lnvE (�;�= 0),allowing fortherem ovalofany

decoherencem echanism which isindependentof�.Thequali-

tativeand quantitativeagreem entbetween theory and exper-

im ent is rem arkable,in contrast to the stochastic approach

(dashed).

described in Ref.[5]. The central31P nuclearspin does

notcontributeto spectraldi� usion becauseitshyper� ne

energy is signi� cantly larger than any ofits neighbors,

suppressing the spin  ipsby energy conservation.Dipo-

larcoupling isgiven by

bnm = �
1

4

2

I~
1� 3cos2 �nm

R 3
nm

: (22)

Itcontainsan im portantanisotropy with respectto the

angle�nm form ed between theapplied m agnetic� eld and

thebond vectorlinking thetwo spins(R nm ).Thisprop-

ertyleadstoastrongdependenceofspin echodecaywhen

the sam pleisrotated with respectto the applied B � eld

direction.Fig.1 showsexperim entaldata when thesam -

ple isrotated from the [100]to the [110]direction.Here

the clusterapproxim ation isexpected to be appropriate

for� � 1� 5 m s.Finally,in a naturalsam ple ofsilicon

only a sm allfraction f = 4:67% oflatticesiteshavenon-

zero nuclearspin (these are the spin-1=2 29Siisotopes).

Averaging Eq.(17)weget

vE (�)=
Y

n< m

�
(1� f

2)+ f
2
vnm (�)

�
: (23)

O ur num erical calculations of Hahn echo decay for

severalm agnetic � eld orientation angles are shown on

Fig.1(a). W e also show experim entaldata taken for

bulk naturalsilicon with phosphorus doping concentra-

tion equalto 2� 1015 cm 3 [8]. The high concentration

ofphosphorusdonorsleadsto an additionaldecoherence

channelarising from the direct spin-spin coupling be-

tween theelectron spinsthatcontributetotheecho.This

contribution can beshown to add a m ultiplicativefactor

exp(� �=1m s)toEq.(23)[12].Becausethiscontribution

isindependentofthe orientation angle,we can factorit

outby subtracting the � = 0 contribution from the log-

arithm ofthe experim entaldata taken at angle �. The

resultis shown on Fig.1(b)(log-log scale). O urtheory

seem sto explain the tim e dependence ofthe echo quite

well. To check convergence ofour clusterexpansion we

have gone to the nextorder. Including clustersofthree

am ounts to a contribution of0:1% ,in agreem ent with

ourestim ate of�fL � 10� 3. W e have also veri� ed that

our cluster expansion results agree quantitatively with

Eq.(13) for sm all� when excluding nucleiclose to the

centeroftheelectron wavefunction wherecnm � 1.This

resultisto be com pared with the recentstochastic the-

ory developed by two ofus[5](Dashed line in Fig.1(b)

showsthe stochastic calculation for� = 60�). Although

the stochastic theory yields correct order ofm agnitude

forthe coherence tim es,itfailsqualitatively in explain-

ing the tim e dependence.Thepresentm ethod isableto

incorporate allthese featureswithin a fully m icroscopic

fram ework.

An im portant issue in the context ofquantum infor-

m ation is the behavior ofspin coherence at the short-

esttim e scales. The experim entaldata in Fig.1 reveals

severaloscillating features which are not explained by

our current m ethod. These are echo m odulations aris-

ing from the anisotropic hyper� ne coupling om itted in

Eq.(1) [7]. This e� ectcan be substantially reduced by

going to higherm agnetic� elds(In a quantum com puter

B � 9 Tesla willprobably be required in orderto avoid

lossof� delity duetoechom odulation [13]).O n theother

hand,spectraldi� usion isessentiallyindependentofm ag-

netic� eld even to extrem ely high values(B � 10 Tesla).

Neverthelessthise� ectisexpected to beabsentin III-V

m aterials[14],hence ourtheory allowsthe study ofspin

coherenceattim escalesofgreatim portanceforquantum

inform ation purposes but currently inaccessible experi-

m entally.

In conclusion,wedescribeanew quantum approachfor

theproblem oflocalized electron spin decoherencedueto

the  uctuation ofdipolarcoupled nuclearspins.In con-

trastto form ertheories,ourm ethod requiresno ad hoc

stochastic assum ption on the com plex dynam ics ofthe

environm entresponsible for decoherence. Hence it pro-

vides an im portant exam ple where directintegration of

theenvironm entalequationsofm otionprovidesasystem -

atic understanding ofthe lossofcoherence which needs

to be controlled for quantum inform ation applications.

W e are indebted to A.M .Tyryshkin and S.A.Lyon for

providing the experim entaldata shown in Fig. 1. This

work issupported by ARDA,ARO ,and NSA-LPS.

After the com pletion of the review process of our
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m anuscript, a preprint by W ang Yao, Ren-Bao Liu,

and L.J.Sham [15]appeared exactly reproducing our

lowest order theoretical result by a com pletely di� er-

ent technique which treats excitations ofnuclear pair-

correlationsasquasi-particlesthatarenon-interactingfor

� � M ax(bnm )
� 1
.Thisindependentagreem entdem on-

stratesthe validity ofourclusterexpansion technique.

[1]B.Herzog and E.L.Hahn,Phys.Rev.103,148 (1956).

[2]J.R.K lauder and P.W .Anderson,Phys.Rev.125,912

(1962).

[3]R.deSousa and S.D asSarm a,Phys.Rev.B 67,033301

(2003).

[4]J.M .Elzerm an etal.,Nature 430,431 (2004);M .Xiao

etal.,Nature 430,435 (2004);D .Rugar etal.,Nature

430,329 (2004).

[5]R.deSousa and S.D asSarm a,Phys.Rev.B 68,115322

(2003).

[6]M . Chiba and A. Hirai, J. Phys. Soc. Japan 33, 730

(1972).

[7]E.Abe,K .M .Itoh,J.Isoya and S.Yam asaki,Phys.Rev.

B 70,033204 (2004).

[8]A.M .Tyryshkin and S.A.Lyon,Private com m unication;

A.M .Tyryshkin,S.A.Lyon,A.V.Astashkin,A.M .Rait-

sim ring,Phys.Rev.B 68,193207 (2003).

[9]Refs.[6,8]used a two param eter�tvE = exp(� � � �
3
),

which is strongly a�ected by the echo m odulations.As

noted in Ref.[7]and in ourFig.1(b)exp� �2 providesa
better�t.

[10]A.V.K haetskii,D .Loss, L.G lazm an Phys.Rev.Lett.

88,186802 (2002).

[11]N.Shenvi,R.deSousa,and K .B.W haley,Phys.Rev.B

71,224411 (2005).

[12]A. Abragam , The Principles of Nuclear M agnetism

(O xford University Press, London, 1961), chapter IV,

Eq.(63).

[13]S. Saikin, L. Fedichkin, Phys. Rev. B 67, 161302(R)

(2003).

[14]E.Yablonovitch etal.,Proc.oftheIEEE,91,761(2003).

[15]W ang Yao, Ren-Bao Liu, and L. J. Sham , cond-

m at/0508441 (2004).

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0508441
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0508441

