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A quantum cluster expansion m ethod is developed for the problem of localized electron spin
decoherence due to dipolar uctuations of lattice nuclear spins. At the lowest order it provides
a m icroscopic explanation for the Lorentzian di usion of Hahn echoes w ithout resorting to any
phenom enological M arkovian assum ption. O ur num erical resuls show rem arkable agreem ent w ith
recent electron spin echo experin ents In phosphorus doped silicon .

PACS num bers:

Tt was realized a long tin e ago that spectraldi usion
duetothedipolar uctuationsofnuclarspinsoffen dom —
nates the coherence decay In electron spin echo exper—
In ents E:, :_2]. The recent advent of spin-based quan-—
tum com putation iIn sem iconductor nanostructures re—
vived the Interest in spectraldi usion, which is expected
to be the dom inant channel for low -tem perature spin de—
coherence In several spin-based quantum ocom puter ar-
chitectures B]. In spectral di usion, the elctron soin
Zeem an frequency di uses In tin e due to the noise pro-
duced by the nuclear soin bath. D Ipolar uctuations in
the nuclear soins give rise to a tem porally random e ec—
tive m agnetic eld at the localized electron spin, lead-
Ing to irreversble decoherence (ie. a Trprocess). A1l
available theordes to date are based on classical stochas—
ticm odeling ofthe nuclkar eld, aM arkovian theoretical
fram ew ork which is inevitably phenom enological since it
requires an arbitrary choice for the spectrum of nuclear

uctuations. Such a classicalM arkovian m odeling is ar—
guably ncom patdble w ith the strict requirem ents of spin
coherence and controlin a quantum nform ation device.
In addition, recent rapid experim ental progress In single
soin m easurem ents i_4], which in the near future prom ise
sensitive m easuram ents of quantum e ects In spin reso—
nance, also warrant a quantum theory of spectraldi u-—
sion. Here we propose a quantum theoretical fram ew ork
for spectraldi usion which isnon-stochasticand fully m i-
croscopic. In addition, our theory produces an accurate
quantitative prediction for the iniial decoherence, which
is the m ost In portant regim e for quantum com putation.
To the best of our know ledge, ours is the rst quantum
theory for electron soin spectraldi usion.

Spectral di usion is not a lm iting decoherence pro—
cess for silicon or gem aniim based quantum com puter
proposals because these can, In principle, be fabricated
free of nuclear spins using isotopic puri cation. Unfortu—
nately this isnot true forthe im portant classofm aterials
based on ITIV com pounds, where spectraldi usion has
been shown to play am a prrole g,:_ﬂ]. T here isasyet no
experin entalm easurem ent of localized spin decoherence
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(echo decay) in IITV m aterials, but such experin ental
resuls are anticipated in the near future.

O ur theory reveals that the inclusion of quantum cor-
rectionstonuclearspin  uctuation increasesthe degree of
decoherence, as is best evidenced from our explanation
of the existing factor of three discrepancy between the
M arkovian stochastic theory f] and experin ental data
ig', :_'l, :_g] of spin echo decay in phosphorus doped silicon.
Our method allow s a fully m icroscopic explanation for
the observed tin e dependence of Hahn echo decay due
to a nuclear spin environm ent. It was pointed out a long
tin eago Egl, :j] that the observed tin e dependence ofthese
echoesarewell tted to the expression exp ( 2) (here
is half of the tin e lag between the initial signal and 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 -Q, -'_Si]. In our method
this behavior arises naturally from the collective quan-—
tum evolution ofthe dipolar coupled nuclki, w ithout any
phenom enologicalassum ption on the dynam ics ofthe en—
vironm ent responsble for decoherence. A properdescrip—
tion of coupled spin dynam ics is rather di cult due to
the absence of W ick’s theorem for spin degrees of free—
dom . In that regard, variations ofourm ethod m ay prove
rather usefii], since environm ental spin baths are ubiqui-
tous In any device exploiting the coherent properties of
quantum spin system s.

T he free evolution H am iltonian for the spectraldi u-—
sion probkm is given by f]

H=HZe+HZn+HA+HB; (l)
where
Hze = sBSy; @)
X
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n
X
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ném


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0501503v3

Here S denotes the electron spin operator which couples
to the nuclear soin I, located at the lattice siteR , . The
nuclear spins are coupled to the electron through the hy—
per neconstant?d, . W ehave truncated Eq. @) since the
non-secular hyper ne coupling can be neglected at m od—
erate magnetic elds B > 0: Tesh for the SiP case).
T his interaction leadsto interestinge ectsatB = 010],
but at the m oderate m agnetic elds required for soin
resonance m easurem ents i only contrbutes a am all vis-
bility decay [_1-]_:] Each nuclear soin is coupled to all
others via the dipolar interaction Eq. (), which is again
truncated In the range of m oderate B elds (For further
details we refer to Ref. E]) . The Hahn echo experim ent
consists in preparing fhe electron spin in the initial state
Yei= (J'i+ i #i)= 2, and then allow ing free evolu—
tion fortine . A -pulse (here described by the Pauli
operator ;) is then applied to the electron spin, and
after free evolution for one more interval an echo is
observed, which provides a direct m easurem ent of sihglke
soin coherence (ie. T, or Ty in the usualnotation).

W e willnow derive an exact expression for the Hahn
echo decay due to Eq. Q'J:) . The density m atrix (for elec—
tron and nuclkar soins) describing H ahn echo is given by

()=TU() oUY(); ©)

w ith the evolution operator

U()=e® ¥ : )
Here ( is taken to be a themn al state for the nuclear
spins,
1. . Hnp=kg T
0= EYeﬂIYej e’ " i ®)

whereH, = Hy;, + Hg and M is its partition finction
™ 3 orT nK 5],whereN is the num ber of
nuclar spins). T he soin echo envelope is then given by

vg ()= 2TrfESy + iSy) ()gj: ©)

An explicit expression orEq. @') can be obtained by not—
Ing that the electron and nuclkar soin Zeam an energies
comm ute w ith the totalH am iltonian, and 4, anticom -
muteswih S,.Affera few m anjpulationswe get

n o

Tr U,U e B TygYyYy 10)

1
VE()=M—

w here

U ()=e® an
are evolution operatorsunder the e ective Ham itonians
1X
2

n

H = Hg AnThzs 12)

w hich descrbe dipolar evolution under the e ect of an
electron sopin up H4+) or down H ). The trace in
Eqg. C_l-g) is taken over nuclkar soin states only.

In the high tem perature lim it kg T 1B) we can
expand Eqg. C_l-Q') In powersof to get

% 21
ve ()=1 Do ¢ 13)
=1
De ning the param eter
A A
G = ——; 14)
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we obtain the 1rst ve coe cientsD; as a power series
of ¢ and by, . For exam ple, thﬁ rst two coe clents
becom e explicitly Do = 0,Dg=4 . & b .Tmun-
cating Eq. I;Lj) gives physical results only for extrem ely

short unless m ost nuclkar pairs satisfy the condition

Cam 1. N everthelessm ost physical problem s are char-
acterized by several ¢, 1, m aking evident the need

foran altemative expansion. Thusthe expansion,while

being form ally exact, is not practical for coherence cal-
culation except for extrem ely short

In the cin 1 regin e, non-degenerate perturbation
theory is applicable to Eq. C_l-’f}') . W e introduce a book-
keeping parameter such that H g Ho HC. Here
the unperturbed H am iltonian H ¢ = % o AnLy; isdiag-
onal in the nuclkar spin z-basis, whik H %= 1Hg isthe
dipolar interaction rescaled to have the sam e m agniude
as Ho. A oconvenient choice for an order of m agnitude
estin ate of 1=T3n jis to use the m nimum possi-
bl value ofb, =An A, jbetween nearest neighbors:

M ax (n )M ax@,) 10 ° HrSiP.Below we in-
troduce a cluster expansion that can be related to pow ers
of in thisperturbation approach when cpp, 1.

Let D be a subset of the nucki in the problem . Let
v () be the solution of vy () Eq. {10)] when only in—
cliding thenucliin D . W e recursively de ne the contri-
bution from subsetD aswvp ( ) m inus contributions from
any proper subset ofD ,

X
v ()= () vi(): 15)
s D
For the empty set, we de ne ¥() = v, () = 1.

Consider a subset contrbution written in the form of
the non-degenerate perturbation expansion. A ssum ing
M ax (oan ) 1, we can show by the speci c properties
of H © that a cluster of size k is com posed of tem s that
are O ( *) or higher. In other words, we can w rite the
follow ing expansion,
X X 0 ko+ 1
vp ()+0 (77 7); (Le)
k=29 Fk

w here the second sum m ation is over all possible nuclkar
subsets of size k (containing k distinct nuclear sites). W e
note that a subset of size 1 gives no contribution.



The O ( **1) error in Eq. (16) is m iskading because
the num ber of tem s of a given order of m ay be large
com pared to . The nature of this problem , aswellas a
solution, becom es apparent when we use a nearest neigh—
bor approxin ation. W ih this approxin ation, we ignore
the Interaction betw een distant nuclki (ie. pairsofnuclei
for which b, is below som e threshold) and divide our
nuclear subsets Into connected \clisters." A subset con-—
tribution is then the product of its cluster contributions.

Consider allpossible contrbuting subsetsofsizek . W e
can categorize these subsets by the num ber of clisters
they contain. To estin ate the num ber of subsets of size
k w ith 1clusters, consider building the subset random Iy.
First select 1 nucleiat random for each of the 1 clusters.
The rem aining k 1 nuclei are chosen random ly from
the neighbors of any previously chosen nucki. Let L be
the average num ber of \nearest neighbors" for each nu—
cleus. T he probability that a nucleusw illbridge tw o clis—
ters that were m eant to be separate is at most O kL

N
So the probability that any of the k nuclei w ill bridge

X
two clusters isatmost 0 1 1 X- 10 k;L

T herefore, as long as k? N =L, we can accurately es—
tin ate the num ber of subsets in thism anner of choosing
nuclei at random . Under this condition, the num ber of
subsets of size k w ith 1clisters w ill scale roughly (W ith-
out dividing out pem utations) as O N L* 1), grow ing
exponentially with N aswe increase the num ber of clus—
ters. C lusters of gsize one give no contrbution; therefore,
assum Ing k N=L and N L, the possbl con—
tributing subsets of size k are dom inated by those con—
taining all pairs (@nd a single triplet if k is odd) which
m axin izes the num ber of contained clusters. Ifk = 21

is even, then the num ber of contributing subsets of size

ML)t
2111

T herefore, our subsgt expansion Eq. C_ié)] error grow S

2 o
wih ko = 21 N-=L aso 2

problem aticbecause 2N L isnot necessarily sm all. N ot—
ng, however, that m ost contrbuting subsets are com —
posed entirely ofpairs (exospt the one triplet ofodd-sized
sub ), we can approxin ate the solution up to order
ko N =L by adding all possible products of pair con—
tributions as obtained by distributing the product in the
ollow ing,

k N =L, largely com posed of 1 pairs, is O

This is

Y
ve () = f1+ v, ()L+0(L)lg A7)
2 1o
+0 7( NL) ;
2b 1y

which gives the lowest order of our cluster expansion.

. ( ’N L=2)% . . .
T he correction O — 7 — B nitesim al provided
b___ !
I = ko=2 N =L °NL,or 1=N L ). For
N 1¢ and L. 10, we get 0:02 as the condition

for disconnected pairs to dom inate spectraldi usion de-

cay.TheO (L) mEq. (1;-7_:) represents the error incurred
by not considering clusters larger than pairs (including
what is required for odd subsets) and can be thought of
as the contrbution you get by adding a neighbor to one
of the distributed pairs. Not all of the termm s ocbtained
by distributing Eq. {I%) will contain pairs that are dis-
connected from each other. However, using the same
argum ent we used to estim ate num bers of contrbuting
subsets, 1< k=2 J:andlgm pairs will m ost likely be dis-
connected when kg N =L . These extraneous tem s
are therefore negligble at each orderbelow kg .

For a cluster of two nuclear spJns O = fn;m g) exact
evaluation of v () ushg Eq. ClO In the high tem pera-
ture Iim it leads to

Vam () = 1+ vl ()
G

=1 !'im 11; as

1+(%m os('nm ) 115 @8)

A 1+C§m’ @9

with G,n de ned in Eq. (14). Using Eq. (177) and the

condition M ax (O, ) 1 we write the nalexpression
for the lowest order cluster expansion as

( )
X

exp ven () I+ 0 (L)]

n<m

@0)

ve ()

Note that ncluding clusters of three adds a correction
O (L) to the decay.

W e have presented two theories. Both require
M ax (onn ) ! ; how ever, In problem swe've considered, the
decay tin e iswellw ithin this Iim it. W e argued the ex—
pansion Eg. €13) oonverges foram 1 while the cluster
expansion Ed. Cl% )] O G 1. T he cluster expansion
becom es non-perturbative through the use of the exact
solution Eq. C_l-g‘) In fact, in the sam e way that cluster
size was related tom inin um ordersof in the perturba-
tion expansion, we can also relate cluster size tom inim um
orders of in the -expansion. For exam ple, by taking
Chm 1hEqg. ClS)wereooverEq Cl3 ) to lowest order,
show ing that this exact solution interpolates betw een the
tw o regim es at low est order. Forphysicalproblem swhere
a w Ide range ofparam eters q,, coexist, exact evaluation
of lJarger clusters provides a novel system atic approxin a—
tion to the problem of spectraldi usion.

W euseEgs. C_Z-(_)') and C_f§') to perform explicit calcula—
tionsofelectron soin echo decay ofphosphorus in purities
in silicon 'L_';,:_é, lrj]. In this case the param eter A, is given
by thehyper ne shift ofa nuclar soin positioned a vector
R, from the donor center,

8
A,=— 5 1~7 Ra)T:

21
3 (1)

Weused ¢ = 176 10(sG) ' and ; = 531
103(sG) . Here (Ryp) is the Kohn-Luttinger wave

function of a phosphorus donor In purity in silicon, as
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FIG.1l: Hahn echo decay vk ( ; ) of a phosphorus donor
electron spin in silicon. (a) Theory (solid lines) and experi-
m ent is shown for several ordientation angles of the m agnetic
eld w ith respect to the crystal lattice, ranging from the [100]
to the [110] direction ( = 0;10;20;:::;90). (o) Herewe plot
nve (; )+ Inveg (; = 0),allow ing for the rem ovalofany
decoherencem echanism which is independent of . The quali-
tative and quantitative agreem ent betw een theory and exper—
in ent is rem arkable, In contrast to the stochastic approach
(dashed).

descrbed in Ref. [5]. The central*'P nuckar spin does

not contrbute to spectraldi usion because its hyper ne
energy is signi cantly larger than any of is neighbors,
suppressing the spin  jps by energy conservation. D ipo—
lar coupling is given by

1 3c0d nm

@2)
Rin

1

bin = Z ;%'”

Tt contains an im portant anisotropy w ith respect to the
anglke ,, formm edbetween the applied m agnetic eld and
the bond vector linking the two spins R , ). T hisprop—
erty leadsto a strong dependence of goin echo decay w hen
the sam ple is rotated w ith respect to the applied B  eld
direction. Fjg.:]: show s experim entaldata when the sam -
plk is rotated from the [L00] to the [110] direction. Here
the cluster approxin ation is expected to be appropriate
for 1 5ms. Fihally, n a natural sam ple of silicon
only a am all fraction £ = 4:67% of lJattice sites have non—
zero nuckar spin (these are the spin-1=2 *°S1 isotopes).
Averagihg Eq. I;L]') we get

Y
vg ()= 1

n<m

F)+ £2Van () @3)

Our num erical calculations of Hahn echo decay for
several m agnetic eld ordentation angles are shown on
Fig. -'}'(a). W e also show experin ental data taken for
bulk natural silicon w ith phosphorus doping concentra—
tion equalto 2 10° an® {]. The high concentration

of phosphorus donors kads to an additional decoherence

channel arising from the direct soin-spin coupling be-
tw een the electron spinsthat contribute to the echo. This

contrbution can be shown to add a m ultiplicative factor
exp ( =lms)toEq. :fZ_'B) :_[-1_'2] B ecause this contribbution
is Independent of the orientation angle, we can factor it
out by subtracting the = 0 contrbution from the log-—
arithm of the experin ental data taken at angle . The

result is shown on Fig. :}'(b) (logJog scale). O ur theory

seam s to explain the tin e dependence of the echo quite

well. To check convergence of our cluster expansion we
have gone to the next order. Including clusters of three

am ounts to a contrbution of 0% , In agreem ent w ith

our estinate of fL. 10 3. W e have also veri ed that
our cluster expansion results agree quantitatively w ith

Eqg. C_lijl) for snall when excluding nuclei close to the

center ofthe electron w ave function where ¢, 1.This
result is to be com pared w ith the recent stochastic the—
ory developed by two ofus Ej] D ashed line in Fjg.-'j(b)

show s the stochastic calculation for = 60 ). A Ithough

the stochastic theory yields correct order of m agnitude

for the ocoherence tin es, i fails qualitatively iIn explain—
Ing the tim e dependence. T he present m ethod is able to

hoorporate all these features w thin a fiilly m icroscopic
fram ework.

An Inportant issue in the context of quantum nfor-
m ation is the behavior of spin coherence at the short-
est tin e scales. T he experin entaldata in Fjg.:;I: reveals
several oscillating 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. {I) []. Thise ect can be substantially reduced by
going to higherm agnetic elds (In a quantum com puter
B 9 Tesla w ill probably be required in order to avoid
lossof delity due to echom odulation :_[1_'3]) . On the other
hand, spectraldi usion isessentially ndependent ofm ag—
netic eld even to extrem ely high values B 10 Tesl).
N evertheless thise ect is expected to be absent in IV
m aterials [_l-é_l'], hence our theory allow s the study of spin
coherence at tin e scales ofgreat in portance for quantum
Inform ation purposes but currently inaccessble experi-
m entally.

In conclusion, we describe a new quantum approach for
the problem of localized electron spin decoherence due to
the wuctuation ofdipolar coupled nuckar soins. In con—
trast to fom er theories, our m ethod requires no ad hoc
stochastic assum ption on the com plex dynam ics of the
environm ent responsible or decoherence. Hence it pro—
vides an in portant exam pl where direct Integration of
the environm entalequations ofm otion providesa system —
atic understanding of the loss of coherence which needs
to be controlled for quantum inform ation applications.
W e are Indebted to A M . Tyryshkin and SA . Lyon for
providing the experin ental data shown in Fig. :}' This
work is supported by ARDA,ARO,and NSA-LPS.

A fter the com plktion of the review process of our



m anuscript, a preprint by W ang Yao, Ren-Bao Liu,
and L. J. Sham f_l-§‘] appeared exactly reproducing our
lowest order theoretical result by a compltely di er—
ent technique which treats excitations of nuclear pair-
correlationsasquasiparticlesthat are non-interacting for
M ax (o, ) ' This Independent agreem ent dem on-
strates the validity of our cluster expansion technique.
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