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C onduction electrons and the decoherence ofim purity-bound electrons in a

sem iconductor
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Departm ent of Physics and Institute for O pticalSciences,

University of Toronto, 60 St. G eorge St., Toronto

W e study the dynam icsofim purity bound electronsinteracting with a bath ofconduction band

electrons in a sem iconductor. O nly the exchange interaction is considered. W e derive m aster

equationsforthedensity m atricesofsingleand two qubitsystem sundertheusualBorn and M arkov

approxim ations. The bath m ediated RK K Y interaction in the two qubit case arises naturally. It

leads to an energy shift signi�cant only when the ratio (R T ) of the inter-qubit distance to the

therm aldeBroglie wavelength ofthe bath electrons is sm all. This bath m ediated interaction also

hasa profound im pacton the decoherence tim es;the e�ectdecreasesm onotonically with R T .

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

The dynam ics ofthe im purity bound electrons in sem iconductors have been studied previously in the context

ofpopulation relaxation1,2,3. Experim entalstudiesofelectron spin relaxation were centralto understanding various

m echanism sofrelaxationofnuclearand electron spinsin 31P atom sin Si.Sincethen,theoreticalworkhasexhaustively

considered the e� ectsofvariousinteractionsam ong electronsand atom son therelaxation ofpopulationsin di� erent

quantum states.Variousresearchershaveconsidered thee� ectsofspin-orbitcoupling,hyper� ne,exchange,Coulom b,

and dipolar interactions. Current interest in the unusually long relaxation tim es predicted and observed in these

system sstem sfrom possible applicationsin solid-state quantum com puting. The sem inalproposalby K ane4 to use
31P atom sem bedded in Sicrystalasqubitsidenti� esonestrategy fortherealization ofquantum com puterhardware

in the solid state.

Recentinvestigationsofdecoherence m echanism sin these schem esassum e the presence ofa strong m agnetic � eld

and low tem peratures,typically,a few m K ;thispreventsspontaneousspin  ipsby breaking thedegeneracy ofbound

electron spins4,5,6,7,8.Thedom inantdecoherencem echanism sin thiscaseincludethehyper� neand dipolarinteraction

ofelectronswith nuclei,and dipolar-dipolarinteraction am ong the electrons. Recentcalculations5,6 suggestthatat

low tem peraturesdecoherenceisdom inated by spin di� usion induced by hyper� neand dipolarinteractionsofqubits

with the spin bath ofSiatom s.In principle,and to a high degree in practice,thism echanism can be elim inated by

using ultra pure 28Sicrystals.Butitwould bedesirableto operatesolid statequantum devicesatlow m agnetic� elds

and highertem peratures,and the price forthisisthe im portance ofadditionaldecoherence channelsin the system .

O neoftheseisdueto theinteraction ofqubitswith abath ofconduction electrons.Studiesofdecoherencedueto this

channelhaveappeared in literatureonly recently9,10.Theproblem investigated by K im etal.9 concernstheexchange

interaction ofa qubitwith a spin polarized onedim ensionalstream ofelectrons.However,itonly addressesthe spin

 ip ratesofthe qubit,and uses a bath thatis physically di� erentfrom an unpolarized gasofconduction electrons

typically found in a sem iconductor. The latter type ofbath is used by Rikitake etal.10 who study the e� ects of

decoherenceon theRK K Y interaction oftwo qubitsin a bath consisting ofa non-interacting degenerateelectron gas.

In thispaperweconsidera sim plem odel,sim ilarto thatofRikitakeetal.10,in which thespinsofelectronsbound

to donoratom sactasqubitsand scatterthe conduction electronsvia the exchange interaction. Forreasonably low

donordensities,we show that the conduction electrons form a Boltzm ann gasatalltem peratures. Therefore,in a

K ane type m odelonly a classicaldistribution need be considered. The tem perature isconsidered high enough that

the ratio ofbound to free electron density ensures that interactionsam ong qubits are negligible com pared to their

exchange interaction with conduction electrons. For P atom s in Si,these assum ptions are satis� ed,in the absence

ofm agnetic � elds,for donor densities ofthe order of1016cm � 3 or lower. The nature ofthe bath has im portant

consequencesforthe tem perature dependence ofdecoherence. Thusthe resultsin the presentpaperare in contrast

to those in ofRikitake etal.,despite sim ilar m aster equations obtained in both. Furtherm ore,the present paper

addressesthe K ane m odelm ore concretely and m akesstrongerconnection between the param etersofthe equations

derived and fundam entalpropertiesofsem iconductors.

In thefollowing,we� rstpresentafullm asterequation forthedensitym atrixofasinglequbitand obtain an intuitive

analyticalresultforthedecoherenceand relaxation tim es.Theresultissim ilarin form to thephenom enologicalresult

obtained by Pinesetal.2 forthe relaxation ratesunderconditionssim ilarto those considered here. W e then derive

the m aster equation for a system oftwo m utually non-interacting qubits,and study the decoherence due to their

interaction with theconduction electron bath.W eplan to includethee� ectsofinteractionsam ong qubitsin a future

paper.

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0502629v3
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II. M O D EL A N D FO R M A L EQ U A T IO N S

W econsidera silicon latticeatnonzero tem peraturesdoped with a density nD ofphosphorusatom s.Each P atom

donatesan electron,which eitherbecom esa conduction electron oriscaptured by anotherionized P atom form ing an

\atom " with hydrogen-likeproperties.The captured electronsare usually in s-stateswith a \Bohrradius" ofabout

25 angstrom sand a binding energy ofabout0.044 eV 8,11.Theconduction electronsform a gasofapproxim ately free

particleswith an e� ective m assof0:2me,where m e isthe bare m assofthe electron. The density ofthe gasbuilds

up (from zero atT = 0)astem perature risesand m ore donorsare ionized. A sim ple statisticalm echanicsanalysis

showsthattheexpected num berdensity ofbound electronsattem peratureT isnb = nD [1+
1

2
z� 1 exp(� Eb=kB T)]

� 1,

wherez isfugacity ofthetotalsystem com prised ofbound and unbound electrons,E b istheenergy needed to excitea

bound electron into theconduction band,and kB isBoltzm ann’sconstant.Theconduction electron gashasa num ber

density of

nc(T) = 2�� 3
T
F3=2(z); (1)

where F3=2(z) =
R1
0

dx
p
x(z� 1ex + 1)� 1 is the Ferm i-Dirac function, and �T = ~(2�=m kB T)

1=2 is the therm al

deBrogliewavelength.Forcing nc + nb = nD ,we� nd

F3=2(z)[2z+ e
� E b=kB T ] =

1

2
nD �

3
T e

� E b=kB T
: (2)

Forthe param eterschosen,the product�3T e
� E b=kB T < 10� 24cm 3 fortem peraturesbelow 300 K ,which im pliesthat

fornD � 1016cm � 3,we can take z � 1 and F3=2(z)� z . Consequently,the distribution ofconduction electron gas

rem ainsBoltzm ann down to T = 0.

W esim plify thepictureby assum ingthequbitstobein s-states,with onlythespin actingastheirdegreeoffreedom ,

and supposethere areno external� eldsbreaking thedegeneracy ofthespin states.The conduction electronscollide

occasionally with the qubits elastically;we assum e they do not excite them into higher states. However,the spins

ofthe two m ay becom e entangled or even exchanged. Since the conduction electron m oves throughoutthe crystal

interactingwith m any electronsand atom sbeforethequbitscattersanotherconduction electron,itlosesitscoherence

m uch fasterthan thequbits,and m ay bethoughtto bein an incoherentsuperposition ofm om entum eigenstatesover

thetim escaleofinterest.Thusitisalso independentofotherbath electrons,whilebeing on thesam efooting asthem .

This allowsus to study only the case ofinteraction between a qubitand one m ixed state conduction electron,and

m ultiply by the num berofthe latterin the end result.Thuswecan takeourHam iltonian as

H =
p2

2m
+ V; (3)

where p isthe m om entum ofthe conduction electron and m isitse� ective m ass.The operatorV isthe interaction

Ham iltonian acting on theelectron and thequbit(s).W eareconcerned only with theexchangeinteraction,and study

two cases.W e � rstconsidera singlequbitatthe origin forwhich the interaction takesthe form

V = Jr
3
0�(r)S � s; (4)

where J is the exchange coe� cient and r0 is an e� ective Bohr radius characterizing the size ofthe qubit. The

spin operatorsS and s act on the qubit and the conduction electrons respectively. W e also considertwo m utually

non-interacting qubitsforwhich the interaction is

V = Jr
3
0

�

�(r�
1

2
R )S1 � s+ �(r+

1

2
R )S2 � s

�

; (5)

whereS1 and S2 arethe qubitspin operators,and the two qubitsareplaced sym m etrically at� R =2.To treatm ore

than two qubits,sim ilarterm swould be added to V ,with delta functionscentered atthe respective qubitlocations.

Despitetheabsenceofdirectexchangeinteraction between them ,thetwo qubitscan stillexchangespinsvia indirect

exchangeinteraction.Physically thisoccurswhen thebath rem ainscorrelated longenough fortheconduction electron

to link two qubits;the indirectexchangecoupling between qubitscan ariseeven when they aretoo faraway to have

signi� cantdirectexchangeinteraction.Thiscoupling issigni� cantonly when theinter-qubitdistanceism uch shorter

than the coherence length ofthe bath,which is approxim ately the therm aldeBroglie wavelength �T . The results

found heredepend naturally on these two im portantlength scales.

In addition,there are also directinteractionsbetween the qubits. The im portantqubit-qubitinteractionsinvolve

the exchange interaction between bound electrons,the hyper� ne,dipolar,and spin-orbitcoupling ofthese electrons
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to the bath ofSinuclei. Forlow doping densitiesthe � rstofthese can be ignored asa starting point. Fora donor

density ofnD = 1016cm � 3,and T = 100K ,the inter-donor distance is R � 50 nm ,whereas the m ean radius of

the electron orbits is r0 � 2:5 nm . Thus the exchange energy is sm all,as we expect little overlap between the

qubitwave functions. The second and third have been studied by variousauthorsin the contextofboth relaxation

and decoherence rates1,2,3,5,6,12,13. The hyper� ne and dipolarterm scan be m ade arbitrarily sm allby purifying the

Sisam ples to contain only the 28Siisotope. For naturalSi,which contains 95.33% 28Si,it is estim ated that the

hyper� ne and dipolar couplings com bined are ofthe order of10� 7 eV or less8. This is m inute com pared to the

exchangeinteraction on theorderofm eV thatweconsider.Spin-orbitcoupling islikewisesm all,and weneglectthese

additionale� ectsin thisprelim inary investigation.

W e pointoutthatthe m odelhasim portantdi� erencesto the one used by Chang etal. in theirgeneralstudy of

dissipative dynam icsofa two-state system 14. They considera biased qubitthatiscoupled to the bath via Sz only,

and the coupling induces no spin- ips in either the bath orthe qubit. Furtherm ore,spin  ips are introduced by a

tunneling param eterthatisindependentofthe bath state. Thisisclearly notthe case in (4-5)where the isotropic

coupling ofsystem and bath causesjointspin  ipsin the two subsystem s.A m ore generalcase ofBrownian m otion

in a ferm ionic environm enthasalso been studied in severalpapersby Chen15,16,17,who m ainly focused on m apping

between ferm ionic and bosonic environm ents. None ofthese studies discussesdecoherence directly,and itishighly

nontrivialto extend the resultsofthese papersto arriveatthose in thiswork.

W e � rstdevelop a generalequation forthe density m atrix �(t)ofa system coupled to a bath and the fullsystem

evolving via the Ham iltonian in (3). The following notation is used. W e labelthe conduction electron states by

j�pi= j�i
 jpi,wherej�iand jpiarethe eigenstatesofsz and the m om entum operatorofthe conduction electron

respectively. The kinetic energy ofthe bath electron isdenoted by ~!p = p2=2m ,and the norm alized system states

arelabelled using Rom an letters.Fora generalinteraction V ,wewritetheinteraction Ham iltonian in theinteraction

picture as

H I(t) =
X

ij

jiihjj

X

�;� 0

X

p;p0

e
i(!p� !p0)tj�pih�pjVij j�

0
p
0
ih�

0
p
0
j (6)

Here we de� ned bath operators Vij = hijV jji which depend param etrically on system states. It is shown in the

Appendix thatforan unpolarized bath undertheBorn approxim ation,thedensity m atrix � ofthesystem isgiven by

_� = � i!R K K Y

X

ijkl

�ijkl[�ij�kl;�]+ 
X

ijkl

�ijkl(2�kl��ij � �ij�kl� � ��ij�kl); (7)

wheretheoperators�ij = jiihjjaresystem operators.Thetensors� and � ,and theconstants and !R K K Y ,result

from specializing (A7)and (A11)to thetwo theform sofV shown in (4)and (5).Itisevidentthat� isinvolved with

a unitary evolution of�(t)and � with thedecoherenceprocesses.Thuswelabelthe� rstsum astheunitary term and

the second asthe dissipative ornon-unitary. The frequency !R K K Y isa shiftresulting from the RK K Y interaction

between the two qubits. No such term arisesin the single qubitproblem . The constant� 1 is an interaction tim e

constantofthe system and the bath,(seeappendix forderivation); and !R K K Y arede� ned as

 = 4(2�)�
3

2 nc(T)(Jr
3
0m ~

� 2)2

r
kB T

m
; (8)

!R K K Y (R ) = � (2�)3~� 1(Jr30)
2
�(R ) (9)

=
4

�
nc(T)(Jr

3
0m ~

� 2)2
~

m R
e
� �(2R =�T )

2

: (10)

In thede� nition (9)of!R K K Y ,�(r)isthefreeelectron susceptibility,and theexpression in (10)specializesthisde� -

nition toaBoltzm ann distribution fortheconduction electron gas.Apartfrom dim ensionlessfactors, isaproductof

thetherm al uxofconduction electronsand an \e� ectivearea"(Jr30m ~
� 2)2 overwhich thebound electron experiences

this  ux. O n the otherhand,the therm al ux in the de� nition of!R K K Y isreplaced by nc~(m R)
� 1 exp(� 4�R2T ),

which dependson the inter-qubitdistanceand the therm aldeBrogliewavelength ofbath electrons.Both these rates

aregiven by a m ean num berofscattering events,wherethe scattering occursvia theexchangeinteraction.The1=R

divergence of!R K K Y is typicalofthe �(r) in three dim ensions18,19 but the spatialdam ping factor in the case of

Boltzm ann distribution isG aussian asopposed to exponentialin the degenerate lim it19. Furtherm ore,the increase

in decoherencewith nc and J isaccom panied by a correspondingly fasterunitary evolution,asthe ratio � 1!R K K Y

isindependentofboth theseparam eters.
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III. A P P LIC A T IO N T O T W O SP EC IFIC C A SES

A . D ynam ics ofa single qubit

Thisisthe sim plestapplication ofthe generalexpressionsgiven above,and we use itto estim ate the tem perature

dependenceofrelaxation and decoherencetim es.Thetensors� and � in thiscaseareequaland theirtensorelem ents

arefound to be

�ijkl =
1

2
hijS

z
jjihkjS

z
jli+

1

4
hijS

+
jjihkjS

�
jli+

1

4
hijS

�
jjihkjS

+
jli; (11)

where S� = Sx � iSy. Substitution ofthisexpression in (7)yieldsthe m asterequation fora single qubitexplicitly

in the Lindblad form . The unitary term becom es[S2;�],and itvanishesbecause S2 isproportionalto identity. W e

de� ne a superoperatorL(:)such thatL(A)� = 2A�Ay � AyA� � �AyA,whereA isa generaloperator,and obtain

_� =


2
[L(Sx)� + L(Sy)� + L(Sz)�] (12)

= �


2
([Sx;[Sx;�]]+ [Sy;[Sy;�]]+ [Sz;[Sz;�]]): (13)

The latter equality follows due to the Herm iticity ofthe spin operators. Besides ensuring com plete positivity and

trace preservation,thisform isalso invariantunderarbitrary rotationsofthe spin. Therefore we m ay considerany

pure initialstate to be a spin up state in the Sz basisofa suitable coordinate fram e.In the Bloch form alism ,these

states reside on the surface ofa unit sphere and their loss ofpurity is described by the decay in the length ofthe

vectorrepresenting them .From (13)we then � nd thatthe initialdecay ofpurity isequalto dTr[�2]=dt= �  forall

purestates.

Tostudy theevolution ofageneralstate,westudy theBloch vectorwith com ponentsu = �01+ �10,v = i(�01� �10),

and w = �11 � �00.Here0 identi� esthe\spin down" stateand 1 the\spin up" state.From them asterequation (13)

itfollowsthat

_u = � u; _v = � v; _w = � w: (14)

From these equationswe � nd thatthe longitudinaland transverseratesare T
� 1

1 = T
� 1

2 = .Thusthe relaxation

rateisproportionaltothecollision rateofaqubitwith atherm alized bath ofparticles.Thetworatesareequalbecause

the system isunbiased,and both relaxation and decoherence ariseonly through elastic scattering.The conventional

relation 2T2 � T1 holdstrueonly when severaldistinctscattering processesdeterm ineT2 whileonly a subsetofthem

isresponsibleforT1.W hen no such distinction existswecan haveT1 = T2 ,asBloch noted m any yearsago
20.

In Si:P with physicalparam etersde� ned in Section II,weestim ateJ � 6m eV.Takinginto accountthetem perature

dependence ofnc(T),shown in Figure (1),we plotlog(� 1)asa function ofT in Figure (2)(the logarithm base is

10).Itisevidentfrom the� gurethataboveabout70 K ,� 1 islessthan a m icrosecond,which m eansthatconduction

electrons present a signi� cant decoherence m echanism in this regim e. The e� ectiveness of this channelvanishes

signi� cantly atlow tem peraturesdueto thelossofconduction electrons(asdiscussed in Section II);nc islessthan 1

percentofnD forT < 35K .The
p
T dependenceofthetherm al ux,which isassociated with adecreasein conduction

electron velocity with lowering tem perature,also contributesto the rapid decreasein  astem peratureisdecreased.

B . D ynam ics oftw o m utually non-interacting qubits

W e now considera system oftwo m utually non-interacting qubitsthatrelax and decohere via the exchangeinter-

action with theconduction electrons.Again,thegeneraldynam icalm ap (7)describestheevolution upon specializing

thetensors� and � to (5)using thede� ning equations(A7)and (A11).Asexpected a contribution oftheform (11)

fora singlequbitcom esfrom each m em berofthe system .W e callthis�0 and write itas

�0
ijkl =

2X

q= 1

1

2
hijS

z
q jjihkjS

z
q jli+

1

4
hijS

+
q jjihkjS

�
q jli+

1

4
hijS

�
q jjihkjS

+
q jli; (15)

where q = 1;2 labels each qubit. However,there also exist \cross-coupling" term s which representthe process by

which a conduction electron m ediatesa spin exchangebetween the two qubits.Thesearegiven by �00 where

�00
ijkl =

1

2
hijS

z
1 jjihkjS

z
2 jli+

1

4
hijS

+

1 jjihkjS
�
2 jli+

1

4
hijS

�
1 jjihkjS

+

2 jli
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Figure 1:Ratio ofconduction electron density to donordensity asa function oftem perature
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Figure 2:D ecoherence tim e fora single qubitasa function oftem perature (logarithm base 10).
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+
1

2
hijS

z
2 jjihkjS

z
1 jli+

1

4
hijS

+

2 jjihkjS
�

1 jli+
1

4
hijS

�

2 jjihkjS
+

1 jli: (16)

The two tensorsadd to form the tensorsthatappearin (7):

�ijkl = �0
ijkl+ �(RT )�

00
ijkl; (17)

�ijkl = �00
ijkl; (18)

�(RT ) =

Z 1

0

xe
� xsinc2[R T

p
4�x]dx =

� iErf(iRT
p
4�)

4R T

e
� 4�R

2

T (19)

where R T = R=�T is the inter-qubit distance m easured in units ofthe therm aldeBroglie wavelength,and Erf(:)

denotesthe errorfunction. The tensor� dependsonly on �00 because the term corresponding to �0 com m uteswith

�(t), as can be veri� ed from (7). The dim ensionless integral�(RT ) represents the strength ofindirect exchange

coupling between thetwo qubitsrelativeto theirdirectexchangeinteraction with theconduction electrons.Them ost

dom inantcontribution to theintegralcom esfrom x < �=4R2
T .Thuswe� nd,asexpected,thatthestrength ofindirect

exchange decreases rapidly as qubits m ove out ofthe coherence region ofthe conduction electron,and the plot of

�(RT )in Figure (3)showsa m onotonic decrease asR T increases. W e pointoutthatifthe Ferm idistribution were

applicable,�(R;T) would be given by the sam e form ula as above,but with xe� x replaced by the x(z� 1ex + 1)� 1,

wherez isthefugacity ofthegas.Atvanishingly sm alltem peratures,theFerm iwavelength would then taketherole

ofthetherm aldeBrogliewavelength in setting thelength-scaleofindirectexchange.Butwestressthatforthem odel

presented in section IIthe Boltzm ann distribution isrelevantforalltem peratures.

Com plete positivity and trace preservation isguaranteed in the two qubitcase aswell. Substitution of(15-16)in
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Figure 3:�(R T )asa function ofR T = R =�T
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(7)yields

_� = �
i

~

[H eff;�]+

6X

k;l= 1

ckl[2Fk�F
y

l
� fF

y

l
Fk;�g]; (20)

wherewehavede� ned an e� ective Ham iltonian

H eff = ~!R K K Y S1 � S2; (21)

which causes unitary evolution due to system bath interaction. The dissipative part contains six operators

(F1;F2;F3;F4;F5;F6)= (Sz1;S
+

1 ;S
�

1 ;S
z
2;S

+

2 ;S
�

2 ),and a 6� 6 sym m etriccoe� cientm atrix

c =

�
a �a

�a a

�

; (22)

a =
1

4

2

4
2 0 0

0 1 0

0 0 1

3

5 : (23)

The m atrix c is positive sem ide� nite,as can be veri� ed from its non-negative eigenvalues for 0 � � � 1. This is

su� cient to ensure com plete positivity of(20). The equation is reduced to Lindblad form by diagonalizing c and

obtaining an orthonorm alsetofeigenvectors.Thus

_� = �
i

~

[H eff;�]

+
1

4
(1+ �)[L(Sx2 + S

x
1)+ L(S

y

2 + S
y

1)+ L(Sz2 + S
z
1)]�

+
1

4
(1� �)[L(Sx2 � S

x
1)+ L(S

y

2 � S
y

1)+ L(Sz2 � S
z
1)]�: (24)

An equation ofthesam eform hasbeen derived by Rikitakeetal.butwith theparam etersspeci� cto a degenerate

bath10. Let us now com pare this m ap with the single qubit m ap (12) by ignoring the unitary term . For the case

� = 0,cisalready diagonal,and thespin operatorsofeach qubitform thesetofLindblad operatorsin thedynam ical

m ap.The m ap then consistsofa sum ofm aps(12)foreach qubit,which im pliesthatthe reduced dynam icsofeach

qubit isindependent ofthe other. Physically,at� = 0,the coherence length ofthe bath is m uch sm allerthan the

inter-qubitdistance,and thereforethe qubitsscatterbath electronsindependently ofeach other.

In the presenceofindirectcoupling,the Lindblad operatorsarenotthe spin operatorsofthequbitsbuttheirsum

S = S2 + S1,and di� erence � = S2 � S1. Forsigni� cantvaluesof�,the coherence length ofthe bath coversthe

inter-qubitdistance.W hen scattering the bath electrons,itisthen reasonableto expectthatthe two qubitsbehave

as a single entity with totalspin S. In fact,in the extrem e lim it offullcoherence over the region containing the

qubits,� = 1,and the m ap hasexactly the sam e form asthatofthe single qubitm ap. The di� erence operator,� ,

accounts for the deviation from perfect coherence ofconduction electrons atthe two sites,and allowsindependent
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evolution to takeplace;them agnitudeofthise� ectisoforder1� �.Thissuggeststhatthesingletstatewith a total

spin zero should be free ofdissipative dynam icswhenever� = 1,and thisisfound to be the case in the solution of

(24)presented below.Note thatthisistrue notjustwithin the contextofthe Born approxim ation to the scattering

am plitudes. Since � = 1 strictly only forR = 0 (itis m eaninglessto considerT = 0 asnc(0)= 0),the interaction

becom es V = J�(r)s� S. The operator S has a nullspace with the singlet as its only m em ber,and therefore,the

singletstopsinteracting with thebath when � = 1,and rem ainspureinde� nitely.M oregenerally,thepurity isclearly

long lived whenever�T � R,and � � 1. Note also thatno state otherthan the singletcan be in isolation because

a nonzero totalspin would alwaysinteractwith the bath electrons. Finally,the dynam icsofthe singletwasbrie y

considered by Rikitakeetal..They � nd sim ilarbehaviorforthesinglet,butwherethetherm aldeBrogliewavelength

isreplaced by Ferm iwavelength,aswaspointed outearlierforthe caseofa degenerategas.

Letusnow considerin detaila realisticcaseofinterm ediatevaluesof�.In orderto proceed,weanalytically solve

(24),which isdonem ostconveniently in theBell-basisrepresentation of�(t),wherethebasisvectorsareenum erated

in the orderthey areshown below:

�
j00i+ j11i

p
2

;
j00i� j11i

p
2

;
j01i+ j10i

p
2

;
j01i� j10i

p
2

�

:

The � rst (second) sym bolcorresponds to the � rst (second) qubit. In this basis the operators S and � take a

particularly sim ple form as shown in Table (I). It is evident from the table and (24) that the diagonalterm s of

the density m atrix do not couple to the o� -diagonalones. This sim pli� es the calculation and yields the following

population equations:

d

dt
(�22 � �11) = � (2+ �)(�22 � �11); (25)

d

dt
(�33 � �11) = � (2+ �)(�33 � �11); (26)

d

dt

X

i= 1;2;3

�ii = � 2(1� �)
X

i= 1;2;3

�ii+
3

2
(1� �) (27)

d

dt
�44 = � 2(1� �)�44 +



2
(1� �): (28)

The� rsttwo equationsshow thatthepopulationswithin thetripletm anifold equilibrateto a uniform distribution at

a rate of(2+ �). The lasttwo show thatthe population transferbetween this and the singletm anifold occursat

a rate of2(1� �),con� rm ing ourobservation thatthe singletceasesto evolve at� = 1. The o� -diagonalelem ents

coupleonly to theirconjugates.W ithin the tripletm anifold they obey

�12(t) =

�

<[�12(0)]+ i=[�12(0)]e
� (1+ �)t

�

e
� t

; (29)

�13(t) =

�

<[�13(0)]+ i=[�13(0)]e
� (1+ �)t

�

e
� t

; (30)

�23(t) =

�

<[�23(0)]e
� (1+ �)t+ i=[�23(0)]

�

e
� t

; (31)

while the elem entsbetween the tripletand the singletm anifoldsobey

�14(t) = <[�14(0)]

�

cos(!0t)� (i! + 
0)
sin(!0t)

!0

�

e
� (3� �)t=2

+ i=[�14(0)]

�

cos(!0t)� (i! � 
0)
sin(!0t)

!0

�

e
� (3� �)t=2

; (32)

�24(t) = <[�24(0)]

�

cos(!0t)� (i! � 
0)
sin(!0t)

!0

�

e
� (3� �)t=2

+ i=[�24(0)]

�

cos(!0t)� (i! + 
0)
sin(!0t)

!0

�

e
� (3� �)t=2

; (33)

�34(t) = <[�34(0)]

�

cos(!0t)� (i! � 
0)
sin(!0t)

!0

�

e
� (3� �)t=2

+ i=[�34(0)]

�

cos(!0t)� (i! + 
0)
sin(!0t)

!0

�

e
� (3� �)t=2

: (34)
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Here we de� ned the di� erence ofeigenvalues ofHeff in the triplet and singlet m anifolds as ~! = hkjH eff jki�

h4jH eff j4i , where k = 1;2 or 3 labels the triplet states. The renorm alized frequency !0 =
p
!2 � 02, where

0= (1� �)=2,representsthe oscillationscaused by the unitary evolution resulting from the RK K Y interaction.It

followsfrom Table(I)thattheseoscillationsareabsentwithin thetripletm anifold;they also disappearfor! < 0 in

theaboveequations.W enotethattheo� -diagonalelem entsalwaysdecay atleastwith a rateof,and each ofthese

elem entsisuncoupled from allothers.Hencedephasing between any pairofBellstatesproceedsindependently ofthe

restofthe states.

Equations(25-28)show that,for� 6= 1,the� nalstateofthedensity m atrix isthem axim um entropy state� =1
4
1.

However,for � = 1,the relaxation between the singlet state and the triplet m anifold ceases,and the � nalstate

becom es�
final

44 = �44(0)and �
final

ii = 1

3
(1� �44(0))fori= 1;2;3.Therelaxation rateofthesingletcan becom ezero,

butallotherstatesattain a m inim um relaxation rateof2.

Severalotherpropertiesofthedynam icalm ap (24)becom eevidentwhen weconsidertherateofdecreasein purity

ofan initially pure state;the m ap ensuresthatthe purity p(t)= Tr[�2(t)]isa m onotonically decreasing function of

tim e.A generalequation forthe rateofchangeofpurity followsstraightforwardly from (24)as

dp

dt
= � 3(1� �)p� 2�Tr[S2�2]+ Tr[(1+ �)(S�)� (S�)+ (1� �)(� �)� (� �)]: (35)

Forpureinitialstates�(0)= j ih j,the initiallossin purity occursatthe rate

_p(0) = � 3(1� �)� 2� h jS2 j i+ (1+ �)kh jS j ik
2
+ (1� �)kh j� j ik

2
: (36)

Itiseasily veri� ed thatthe separable statesofthe generalform jaijbilose initialpurity atthe rate _p(0)= (� 3+

2khajS1 jaik
2
+ 2khbjS2 jbik

2
),which is independent of�. Thus the size of� has no e� ect on the initialdecay in

purity ofunentangled states. Furtherm ore,since any state corresponds to \spin up" in som e direction,we have

hajS1 jai� hajS1 jai= hbjS2 jbi� hbjS2 jbi= 1=4,and allseparable statesare on an equalfooting with respectto the

initialrateoflossin purity.

W e now show thatthisisin factthe m inim um rate achievable within the tripletm anifold. An arbitrary state in

the triplet m anifold has h jS2 j i = 2,and h j� j i = 0,which when substituted in (36) yields the initialrate

_p(0) = � (3+ � � (1 + �)kh jS j ik
2
) with only one state dependent variable,kh jS j ik. The m axim um value

ofkh jS j ik occurs for a separable  ,which consists ofparallelspins. Therefore,we see that within the triplet

m anifold,separablestatesarethem ostrobustagainstlossin purity.

O n theotherhand,thesinglethasj_p(0)j= 3(1� �),which becom eslessthan 2 for� > 1=3.Thereforethesinglet

ism ore robustthan the separable-statesin thisregim e. The rate corresponding to any superposition ofsingletand

separablestatesisgreaterthan theaverageoftheratesofthesestates.Consequently,thesetofrobuststatesdoesnot

changein any continuousm annerwith �,and itinstead changesfrom separableto singletat� = 1=3.Fort> 0,the

� delity,f(t)� Tr[�(t)�(0)],o� ersa characterization forpredictability in which f(t)� 1 identi� esa highly predicable

state and f(t)� 0 a poorly predicable one. In a study of� delity,notreported here,we found thatthe setofm ost

predicablestatesm akesa transition from separableto singletstatefor1=3< � < 1=2,depending on thetim eelapsed.

W eend thissection by discussing thetim e-dependentbehaviorof _p(t)fora few sim plecases.SinceforourHilbert

spaceofdim ension 4,p(t)decreasesm onotonically to thevalue1=4 for� 6= 1,itisusefulto de� nean \instantaneous

rate" forpurity

a(t) = �
_p

p� 0:25
;

in term sofwhich

p(t) =
1

4
+
3

4
exp

�

�

Z t

0

a(t0)dt0
�

:

Thefunction a(t)highlightsdi� erencesin _p(t),and itisespecially usefulwhen di� erentstateslead to sim ilarbehavior

for _p(t).W e � rstconsiderthe separablestatesofthe form

j i = j0i(cos(�)j0i+ sin(�)j1i)

Table I:Bellbasisrepresentation ofthe spin operatorsS and � .

j! x y z

S
j

j1ih3j+ j3ih1j � ij2ih3j+ ij3ih2jj1ih2j+ j2ih1j

�
j

� j2ih4j� j4ih2j� ij1ih4j+ ij4ih1jj3ih4j+ j4ih3j
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Figure 4:The \instantaneousrate" a(t)for(a)�= 0 and (b)�= 0:7
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and plotthe�-param eterized ratea�(t)asa function of� and tim etfordi� erentvaluesof�.Figure(4a)showsthat

allseparablestatesgiveriseto exactly thesam erateatalltim esfor� = 0.Hereweset! = 0 to describethe e� ects

ofnon-unitary dynam icsonly.Thee� ectofnon-zero exchangecoupling becom esevidentin Figure(4b)whereweset

� = 0:7.Here the function a�(t)decaysm uch m oreslowly with tim e forstates� � �=4 than for� 2 f0;�=2g.Thus

while � plays no role initially for the separable states,the m ore stable states are those with both qubits prepared

paralleloranti-parallelto each other(seediscussion after(36)).Sim ilarly,them ostvulnerableofseparablestatesare

thosein which the qubitsareeigenstatesofspin operatorscorresponding to orthogonalCartesian directions.

The purity ofthe fourBellstateshasthe following tim e dependence:

pi(t) =
1

4
+

1

12
e
� 4(1� �)t+

2

3
e
� 2(2+ �)t

; i= 1;2;3

p4(t) =
1

4
+
3

4
e
� 4(1� �)t

:

Thusthe three stateswith totalspin S 6= 0 lose purity forallvaluesof�,and do so attwo di� erentratesfor� 6= 1.

Initially,the decay isdom inated by the rate 2(2+ �),while attim esm uch longerthan the inverse ofthisrate,the

decay approachesthe slowerrate 4(1� �).The corresponding rate a(t)decreasesfrom 4(1+ �=3)to 4(1� �)as

tim e increases.In contrast,the rateforthe singletisindependentoftim e.

IV . C O N C LU SIO N

In sum m ary,we havederived and studied the m asterequationsforim purity bound electrons(qubits)scattering a

bath ofconduction electronsin a sem iconductor.W eshow thatthedistribution ofbath electronsrem ainsBoltzm ann

at alltem peratures,due to the tem perature dependent � lling ofthe conduction band. Thus our analysis,based

on this result,is in contrastwith other studies on decoherence ofqubits in an electron gas obeying a Ferm i-Dirac

distribution9,10. The m aster equations are obtained in the Lindblad form for a single qubit and a system oftwo

m utually non-interacting qubits. In the form er,the Lindblad operators are found to be the spin operatorsfor the

qubit.In thelatter,thesearereplaced by thesum and di� erenceofthespin operatorsofeach m em berofthesystem .

TheBloch equationsderived fora singlequbitshow thatdecoherenceoccursatthesam erateasrelaxation in theSz

basis. Thisdepartsfrom the conventionalinequality 2T2 � T1 because the two levelsin the system are degenerate,

and thereforerelaxation and dephasing processesareboth elastic.Theinverserelaxation tim esareequalto ,which

isproportionalto theproductoftherm al ux ofthebath electronsand an e� ectivecrosssection thatdependson the

exchange coe� cientJ and the Bohrradiusofthe qubit. Calculationsshow that� 1 is on the orderofsecondsfor
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tem peraturesbelow 10 K ,and decreasesrapidly to below a m icrosecond above 70 K .Thusthe conduction electron

bath isdom inantin causing decoherencecom pared to othersources4,5,6,7,8 fortem peraturesabove70K .

The sam e param eter also sets the tim escale ofdecoherence and relaxation in a two qubitsystem . Howeveran

additionalparam eter,�(RT ),representing the indirectexchange coupling ofthe two m em bersofthe system ,a� ects

the ratesprofoundly.The function �(RT )decreasesm onotonically from oneto zero with R T ,the ratio ofinter-qubit

distance to therm aldeBroglie wavelength ofconduction electrons. The dissipative part ofthe dynam icalm ap is

dom inated by the totalspin operatorwhen � � 1. As a result the singletstate,with zero totalspin,becom es the

m ostrobuststatein thislim it.Forsm all�,however,theseparablestatesin which both m em bersofthesystem arein

an eigenstateofthesam eCartesian com ponentofthespin operatorexhibittheslowestrateoflossin purity.Pairsof

Bellstatesarefound to dephase independently ofeach other,and theirdephasing rate neverexceedsthe population

transferrate. The unitary RK K Y interaction arisesnaturally between the two qubitsin ourm asterequation. The

frequency shiftassociated with thisinteraction isfound to be proportionalto the free electron susceptibility ofthe

bath,in agreem entwith paststudiesofRK K Y interaction between two spinsm ediated by a gasoffreeelectrons18,19.

W hilethesestudiesfound theinteraction todecay exponentially asafunction ofinter-qubitdistanceforaFerm i-Dirac

distribution,we� nd a G aussian decay fora Boltzm ann distributed electron gas.Theresultsin thetwo qubitsystem

can be understood qualitatively in term softhe coherence length ofthe bath electronsand the initialentanglem ent

between thequbits.Electronswith largetherm aldeBrogliewavelength tend to scatterasifthetwoqubitswereacting

asasingleentity,whilethosewith sm allwavelength scattero� each qubitindependently oftheother.Sim ilarly,qubits

prepared in pureseparablestateslosepurity independently of�,whilethesensitivity to� ism uch greaterforentangled

initialstates.

The generalization to include the e� ects ofan externalm agnetic � eld is straightforward and willrestore the in-

equality 2T2 � T1 in addition to theprecession ofqubitsin the� eld.However,interactionsam ong thequbitsdem and

a m ore involved calculation,because unlessthey are m uch largerorm uch sm allerthan the system -bath interaction,

they renderthesecularapproxim ation invalid.Thisapproxim ation iscentralto m ostderivationsofa coarse-grained,

M arkovian m asterequation.
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A ppendix A :D ER IVA T IO N O F M A ST ER EQ U A T IO N

Herewederivethem asterequation (7)ofsection 2.Thedensity operator,denoted W (t),forthejointqubit-electron

system evolvesunitarily via the transform ation W (t)= U (t)W (0)U y(t),where the unitary operatorU = 1+ iT and

T satis� esthe equation

T = �
1

~

Z t

0

H I(t
0)dt0�

i

~

Z t

0

H I(t
0)T(t0)dt0: (A1)

By unitarity ofU (t)itfollowsthati(T � Ty)= � TyT,and the evolution ofW (t)can then be written in term sofT

as

W (t)� W (0) =
i

2
[T + T

y
;W (0)]+ TW (0)T y

�
1

2
T
y
TW (0)�

1

2
W (0)T y

T: (A2)

W e consideronly the productinitialstate,W (0)= �0 
 RB ,where R B is the therm aldensity m atrix ofthe bath.

W e � rstshow thatunderthe second orderBorn approxim ation and appropriatecoarse-graining oft,(A2)yieldsthe

following equation forthe system density m atrix:

�(t)� �0 = � i
X

ijkl

tN ijkl[�ij�kl;�0]+
X

ijkl

tM ijkl(2�ij�0�kl� �kl�ij�0 � �0�kl�ij): (A3)

The tensorsN ijkl and M ijkl areindependentoftim e,and �ij aresystem operatorsde� ned by �ij = jiihjj.

W e deriveeach sum in (A3)from the corresponding term in (A2),correctto second order.Since the expansion of

T startsatthe � rstorderin HI,the dissipative term becom essecond orderautom atically. Application ofthe � rst
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orderexpansion ofT then yieldsthe second sum in (A3)with the tensorM ijkl given by the expression:

tM ijkl =
1

2~2

Z t

0

dt
0

Z t

0

dt
00
X

�;� 0

X

p;p0

e
i(!p� !p0)(t

00
� t

0
)
h�p;ijV j�

0
p
0;jih�0p0;kjV j�p;liN p; (A4)

whereN p isthe num berofparticlesin the m om entum statep.W e now evaluatethe integralsand sum sin the lim it

ofa largecrystal.Let
 representthe crystalvolum e,and within thisvolum e,letn(p)be the density ofconduction

electronsin thephasespace.Then N p = 
 � pn(p),where� p = (2�~)3=
 isthevolum ein p-spaceassociated with a

m om entum state.Introducing thephasespacevolum eforp0 in a sim ilarm annerand letting 
 be largewe� nd that

X

p

N p

X

p0

!

Z

dp
 n(p)

Z

dp
0 


(2�~)3
:

Nextwe introduce the rescaled operators ~Vij = 
 (2�~)� 3 hijV jjiand substitute them in (A4). M aking a change

ofvariablesin t0;t00 we� nd that

tM ijkl = 4�3~
X

�� 0

Z t

0

d�
0

Z + L (t;�
0
)

� L (t;�0)

d�

Z

dpdp
0
e
i(!p� !p0)�n(p)h�pj~Vijj�

0
p
0
ih�

0
p
0
j~Vklj�pi;

where L(t;�0)= 2�0 for �0 � t=2 and L(t;�0) = 2(� � �0) for � � t=2. The integralover� is essentially a Fourier

transform ofa p� dependentfunction and itisexpected to drop quickly fortherm aldistributionsatsu� ciently high

tem peratures21.Therefore,weswitch to a coarse-grained tim escalewhich capturestheevolution ofthequbitbutnot

the behaviorofthe bath correlations. In thislim it,L(t;�0)m ay be considered in� nite foressentially all�0 without

introducing errorin theintegralover�.The resultis

tM ijkl = t8�4~
X

�� 0

Z

dpdp
0
n(p)�(

p02 � p2

2m ~
)h�pj~Vijj�

0
p
0
ih�

0
p
0
j~Vklj�pi: (A5)

The factor t appears from the integralover �0 due to the absence ofsystem dynam ics;in the presence ofsystem

dynam ics,�0 iscoarse-grained furtherto be insensitive to the energy di� erence between the system levels. W e now

integrate over p0 m aking use ofthe form ula n(p)dp = 4�p2n(p)dp(dû=4�),where n(p) is the occupancy ofenergy

state p2=2m divided by phase space cellvolum e,and dû is an elem ent ofthe solid angle centered about û. After

substituting these de� nitionswe� nd that

M ijkl = 2(2�)6(m ~)2
Z 1

0

dp
p

m
p
2
n(p)

X

�� 0

Z
dû

4�

dû0

4�
h�pûj~Vij j�

0
pû

0
ih�

0
pû

0
j~Vklj�pûi: (A6)

In a sim ilartreatm ent22 itwasshown thata m oreaccuratecalculation yieldsa resultobtained by replacing the� rst

order scattering am plitudes in this form ula with their exact counterparts. W e expect the sam e to hold here,but

sincetheexchangeinteraction isoften introduced with param etersassum ed appropriateforonly a lowestorderBorn

calculation,wedo notpursuethisissuehere.W e� nalizethisform ula by substituting theBoltzm ann distribution for

n(p),

n(p) = nc(2�m kB T)
� 3

2 e
� p

2
=2m kB T ;

wherewerem ind the readerthatnc isthe totalnum berofconduction electronspresentattem peratureT.Itiscon-

venientto introducethedim ensionlessvariablex = (2m kB T)
� 1p2 in term sofwhich (v = 4(2�)9=2nc(m ~)

2
p
kB T=m )

M ijkl = v

Z 1

0

dxxe
� x

Z
dû

4�

dû0

4�

X

�� 0

h�;pûj~Vij j�
0
;pû

0
ih�

0
;pû

0
j~Vklj�;pûi: (A7)

O urnexttaskistoexpand iTrB (T+ T
y)=2and obtainatim e-independentexpressionforN ijkl.Asthebath distribution

doesnotdepend on spin,the� rstorderterm vanishesby thezero traceproperty ofPaulim atrices.Thesecond order

term then yields,

i

2
TrB [T + T

y
;W 0] =

� 1

2~2

Z t

0

dt
0

Z t
0

0

d�TrB [[H I(t
0);H I(t

0
� �)];�0 
 RB ]: (A8)
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The com m utator[H I(t
0);H I(t

0� �)]takesthe following form wherethe sum m ation isdoneoverallp and �:

[H I(t
0);H I(t

0
� �)] = �ij�kl

X
e
i(!p00� !p)t

0

�

e
i(!p0� !p)� � e

� i(!p0� !p00)�
�

� j�pih�pjVij j�
0
p
0
ih�

0
p
0
jVklj�

00
p
00
ih�

00
p
00
j:

W e convertthe sum m ationsoverm om entum to integralsand substitute the resultin (A8).Taking the tracewe� nd

i

2
TrB [T + T

y
;W 0] = [�ij�kl;�0]t(� 4�3~)

X

�;� 0

Z

dpdp
0

Z 1

0

d�2isin[(!p0 � !p)�]h�pj~Vij j�
0
p
0
ih�

0
p
0
j~Vklj�pin(p): (A9)

The integralover� yields2iP (!p � !p0)
� 1,whereP denotesthe principalvalue.Com paring (A9)with (A3),weget

N ijkl = 4�3~

Z

dpdp
0 2P

!p0 � !p
n(p)

X

�;� 0

h�pj~Vij j�
0
p
0
ih�

0
p
0
j~Vklj�pi]: (A10)

Substitution ofthe Boltzm ann distribution and re-expression in term s ofthe dim ensionless variable de� ned above

yieldsthe following expression:

N ijkl =
v

�

Z

dxdy
p
xye

� x P

y� x

Z
dû

4�

dû0

4�

X

�;� 0

h�pj~Vijj�
0
p
0
ih�

0
p
0
j~Vklj�pi: (A11)

Having shown the validity of(A3),we can obtain a coarse-grained di� erentialequation for�(t) by iterating this

equation afterreplacing �(t)� �(0)by �(t+ �t)� �(t).Thus

d�

dt
= � i

X

ijkl

N ijkl[�ij�kl;�]+
X

ijkl

M ijkl(2�kl��ij � �ij�kl� � ��ij�kl): (A12)

W hen the expressions(4)and (5)are substituted forV ,the tensorM becom es� ,where  isa constantde� ned

in (8)and � isgiven by (11)forthe single qubitand by (17)forthe two qubitsystem .The com m utatorassociated

with thetensorN vanishesforthesinglequbit.In thetwo qubitsystem ,thetensorN = !R K K Y � ,where!R K K Y is

de� ned in (9),while� isgiven by (18).

W e now outline the calculation to obtain the RK K Y splitting in term softhe susceptibility ofthe bath. W e � rst

observethat(A10)can be written as

N ijkl = 4�3~

Z

dpdp
02<

�
1

!p0 � !p + i�

�

n(p)
X

�;� 0

h�pj~Vij j�
0
p
0
ih�

0
p
0
j~Vklj�pi];

where� ! 0 attheend ofthecalculation.Substituting (5)in theaboveexpression,keeping only thecross-term s,and

changing the variablesofintegration to k = p=~,we� nd that

N ijkl = �ijkl4�
3
~
� 2(Jr30)

2

Z
dk

(2�)3

dk0

(2�)3
n(k)ei(k

0
� k)� R2<

�
1

!k0 � !k + i�

�

+ c:c:

Here k;q are wave-vectors,n(k)dk now represents the density ofelectrons with wave-vector within dk ofk,and

�ijkl represents the sum m ation over spin indices �;�0. W e now m anipulate the sum by � rst writing it as a sum

oftwo identicalcopiesofitselfand then interchanging k;k0 in one ofthe integrals. Then doing the transform ation

k;k0! � k;� k0 in thatintegral,we� nd that

N ijkl = �ijkl4�
3
~
� 2(Jr30)

2

�Z
dk

(2�)3

dk0

(2�)3
e
i(k

0
� k)� R

n(k)<

�
1

!k0 � !k + i�

�

�

Z
dk

(2�)3

dk0

(2�)3
e
i(k

0
� k)� R

n(k)<

�
1

!k0 � !k + i�

�

+ c:c

�

:
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W edo notchangethesign ofi� in thesecond integralsincetherealpartisuna� ected by it.An expression equivalent

to the one aboveis

N ijkl = � �ijkl4�
3
~
� 1(Jr30)

2

Z
dq

(2�)3
e
iq� R

Z
dk

(2�)3

[n(k + 1

2
q)� n(k � 1

2
q)]

~
2k � q=m + i�

+ c:c:

Theintegraloverk in the lim it� = 0 isthestaticLindhard function23,which de� nesthe Fouriertransform ,�(q),of

the staticsusceptibility �(r)19,24.Since �(r)= �(� r),

N ijkl = � (2�)3~� 1(Jr30)
2
�(R )�ijkl:
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