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E lectron Transport in D ouble Q uantum D ot govermned by N uclear M agnetic F ield
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W e investigate theoretically electron transfer in a doble dot in a s:tuatJon where it is govemed by
nuclearm agnetic eld: Thishasbeen recently achieved In experin ent [L] W e show how to partially
com pensate the nuclkar m agnetic eld to restore Spin B lockade.
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M uch m odem research is devoted to practical realiza—
tion of quantum m anipulation and com putation QM C).
A Ythough QM C can be perform ed w th convenient m ag—
netic resonance technigques [g.’], this necessary involves
m acroscopically m any identical spins. T he challenge is
to do QM C with Individual soin states, eg. those of Io—
calized electrons. R em arkable experin ental progress has
been recently achieved in preparation, m anipulation and
m easurem ent of ndividual spin quantum states In quan-—
tum dots. An Inportant issue to resolve in this case is
the soin m easurem ent: to do this, one hasto convert spin
into charge and/orelectric current 'E_’.,:fﬁ]. Such conversion
has been realized in a single quantum dot E_'E;',-r_é]. O ther
experim ents were focused on the transport through two
coupled quantum dots U, :é]. A though such double dot
is a m ore com plicated system w ith m any additionalpro-—
cesses In uencing spin and charge transfer, the advan—
tage is an Inm ediate access to spin-charge conversion.
In a doubl dot, two electron soins can be entangled
In the course of quantum m anipulation form ing either
symm etric soin sihglet or antisym m etric triplet states.
Thisstrognly a ectselectron transport giving rise to Spin
B lockade ofelectron tunneling i_S}]. The quantum dotsare
comm only fabricated in G aA sbased sem iconductor het-
erostructures. The speci cs of GaA s is a strong hyper—

ne interaction between electron and nuclkar spins :_[-15)]
T herefore, the spin of an electron localized In a a quan—
tum dot can be strongly a ected by the e ective spin
m agnetic eld BY arising from random con guration of
m any nuclear spins situated in the dot. This eld helps
the transitions between the com ponents of spin doublt
t_l-]_]] as well as between singlt and triplet states @-2_;] It
hasbeen experin entally proved that the nuclear eld not
only lifts Spin B lockade in a double dot but gives rise
to tin edependent spin-driven oscillations of the current
t_l-z;]. Sin ilare ectshave been also cbserved in Q uantum
H all constriction t_l-é] T he origin of the oscillations is
the m odulation of the current by nuclkar eld and feed—
back ofelectron spin on nuclear spins that resuls in their
nutations {15 Since the nuclear eld is random and
hardly controllable, tsin uence on the electron spin sig—
ni cantly com plicates QM C . This has m otivated inten-—
sive research ain ed to m easure and to predict thee ect
ofthe nucleion spins in quantum dots 'g:,-rj,:g].

T he study presented here hasbeen stin ulated by very

recent experin ent in this direction rE:]. T he advantage
achieved In this experim ent is the better control of elec—
tron levels n the dots and, m ost in portantly, the pos—
sbility to controland tune the tunnel coupling betw een
dots In a wide range. M ost Interesting results were ob—
tained near the boundary of Coulomb diam ond where
the states that di er by number of electrons in the dot
are aligned in energy. The authors of rE,'] were ablk to
dem onstrate the orderofwvalie change of the current by
anom alously an all extermalm agnetic eld Bexe © 5m T
thatm atchesthenuclear eld. By tuning the tunnelcou—
pling, they ocbservethise ect in severaldi erent regim es.

W e provide an adequate theoretical fram ew ork for this
experin ental situation. W e derive and sole density m a—
trix equation valid in the regim es of interest. W e con—
centrate on the fact that nuclear eld random ly changes
at tin e scale bigger than that of electron dynam ics but
an aller than the m easurem ent tim e and therefore pro—
vides "frozen disorder" for electron spins. W e achieve
agream ent w ith experim ent in rather ne details. Very
In ortant resul of our analysis is that for any given con—

guration ofnuclarm agnetic eld there isalwaysa value
ofexternalm agnetic eld at which there is no current |
stopping point. T his encourages us to speculate that the
fast current m easurem ent In this setup can be used to
m easure and, via extemal feedback, partly com pensate
the nuclearm agnetic eld. T he setup would be stabilized
In the stopping point where Spin B lockade is resored and
QM C ispossbly enabled.

The charge con guration of the doubl dot is given
by the number of electrons in the lft and right dot
Ny Ngr). The gate and bias voltages are tuned in
the experin ent to provide the follow ing transport cycle:
@€;1) ' ©;2)! ®(@©;1)! * (1;1). Two last processes
are Inocoherent tunnel transitions w ith electron transfer
from the lft and to the right lead, the tunneling rates
being 1 and g respectively. The rst transition m ay
be coherent and is due to tunnel coupling t between elec—
tron statesin di erent dots. If oin istaken into account,
there are four possble quantum states in (1;1) con g—
uration: a singkt S (1,1) and there com ponents of the
triplet T; (1,1). Asto (0;2) con guration, only a singlet
state Sq4 (0,2) participates in the transport: The triplet
states of (0;2) arem uch higher in energy ow ing to strong
exchange Interaction between two electrons in the sam e
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dot. The essence of Spin B lockade is the soin selection
il or (1;1) ! (0;2). Provided spin is conserved, there
isno m atrix elem ent connecting any triplet state T (1,1)
and Sq (0,2) . T herefore the transition doesnot take place,
the system gets stuck in one of the triplet states and the
current is blocked.

T he part of the Ham iltonian for (1;1) and (0;2) con—

gurations that conserves spin is presented in the triplet—
singlet states basis (T;,S and Sg) as

|

X
Ho=E BPihsj+ Jriyhr;y + € + ) PgikSg i+
i
+E(FEiSgJ+ Pgiks I @)
Here is the detunning of (1;1) and (0;2) states linear

In the gate and bias voltages. T he experim entsw ere con—
centated at the edge of the Coulom b blockade diam ond
where j j eV;E¢ . The tunnel coupling between the
dotsm ixestwo singletsat ' tbutdoesnotalertriplet
states. Fig.')

T he leakage current in spin blockade regim e can only
arise from the spin-dependent interactions that m ix sin-—
glt and triplet states. Theoretically, such Interactions
can be caused by m any m echanisn s [_l-é] E xperim enally,
the m ost relevant one appears to be hyper ne interac-
tion w ih nuclar spins. Since there are m any nuclar
spins interacting w ith an electron state in each dot, their
net e ect can be presented in tem s of classical vari-
ables: e ective elds Ej;R .Wwemeasure elds In energy
units) In the absence of net nuclkar polarization, these

elds are random depending on a concrete con gura-
tion of nuclear spins [_1]_;] Owing to central lin it the-
oram , the distrbbution of both elds is G aussian w ith

B? B = EZN. ,E, 0:135m eV for GaAs
being the energy splitting induced by fully polarized nu—
clki, N, being the e ective number ofnucleiin the dot,
Ne ' 10° ® for typicaldots. T is inportant or our
approach that nuclear elds change at tim e scale of nu—
clear spin relaxation (* 1 s), that is much bigger than
any tim e scale associated w ith electron transport. This
iswhy they can be regarded as stationary random elds.
T he electron spins inside the dots feel therefore e  ective
stationary elds described by

Hon=BY §+BY S+ Bu: G2+ SZ) @)

S1;r being the operators of the electron spin In each dot

and the externalm agnetic eld isk z. W e rew rite this in

triplet-singlet representation as
X

CB ext + B ; )

i
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Hopm = stAr4iHT; 3+ B 2B 4T+

X BX

whereB,,s = Y BY)=2 and sl = 1;0;1 is the
progction of the soin of ;i state on z-axis. W e see

s 1B, . . BY iBY . .
—Pz—jfolhT 1J+ —apz—jSlhT 1J+ he: )

that the sum ofe ective eldsm ixes and splits triplet
com ponents only. The di erence ofthe eldsm ixes the
sodn singlet S (1,1) and triplet T (1,1) states, this being
the source of leakage current.

T he energy levels of the resulting H am ittonian I-fst =
HAO + I'fspjn are detem Ined now not only by the tunneling
t and m isalignm ent ofthe levels but also by the elds,
the corresponding energy scales can be com parable. The
m ixing of the singlet and triplet in the eigenstates of the
Ham iltonian can be signi cant as well. A lready from
analisys ofthis sin ple H am iltonian we can conclide that
the current is absent if either By k B, orBg ? B,
since here B ¢ consists of the extemaland sum ofnuclear
magnetic elds. To see this explicitly from IZB), Xkt us
choose z-axis in the direction of Bg. IfB s k B,, two
triplet states T ;11 are not m ixed w ih the singlkt. If
Bs ? B,, i isone state o1 that isnotm ixed. In both
cases the system stucks in one of the non-m ixed triplet
states resulting in no current. In portantly, the stopping
point B 5;B ;) = 0 can be achieved at any con guration
ofnuclkar eldsby adjisting Bext -

To evaluate the current in general situation, we pro—
ceed with formulation of a suitable densiy m atrix ap—
proach rst elaborated for double quantum dot in :_[-1_'7]
Current for the trasport cycle given is proportional to
the probabilty to nd a system in the state §, I =
€ R s,s, - Alhough the transport involves 7 states, the
probabilities of (1;0) doublets are readily expressed via
other probabilities. So the density m atrix to work with
is spanned by ve singlet-triplet states discussed. U sing
the equations of m otion, we derive the equations for the
stationary density m atrix (d”=dt = 0). Five diagonal

equations read
1 A
2 R SeSs G IH «; *1Tsi= 0
1 . .
2 R SSs n ss  ISH i NPi=0

g, 3 o7 N1 Bgi= 0 @)

w here, m otivated by experim ent, we also include inelastic
transitionsbetween S and Sy with therate i, i 6 0if

< 0. The comm utator temm s include non-diagonalele—
m ents of density m atrix, so we also need 20 non-diagonal
equations,

R S48, T i ss

%( T+ Y 5 igH ;N ki= 0: )

Here j;k = T;;S;Sq number the ve states basis,j 6

k. The "rates" ; are zero for triplt states and are
R ( in) ©OrSy (S). To close the set ofequatjonﬁwe use

the nom alization condition for density m atrix, 35+
ses; U+ r=1)=1;J= TyS.

T he solution gives the current for a given realization
of nuclear elds. Nom ally, one expects selfaveraging
over di erent realizations at tim e scale of a single m ea—
surem ent. Since nuclear relaxation tim es are large, this



point deserves som e discussion. In fact, raw data aqui-
sition tin e in experin ent i_]:] was 0:1 s per point, which

is probably less than the relaxation tim e. However, the

raw data are noisy (see Fig. -'_4) due to both instrum en—
talnoise and random changes ofnuclar elds.An accu—
ratem easuram ent requires, say, 50 data points, this takes

tin e much bigger than the relaxation time. This leads

us to two conclusions: (i) sm ooth part of experim ental
data corresponds to the current averaged over realiza—
tions, (i) a realistic (factor of 30) im provem ent of the

m easurem ent speed and accuracy will allow to m easure

current for a given realization. So that, to com pare our
theory w ith experim entalresuls, we average the current

obtained from the solution of equation set @), (ioj) over

G aussian distrdbution of elds.

Both solving and averaging can be easily done num er—
ically. To present the physics behind, we give analytical
results in two lin ting cases. The rst, natural lim it cor—
resoonds to an allnuclkar eds, By max (Bext). In
this case, the systam ispreferentially in one ofthe triplet
states whose energies are 0; Bg. It is convenient in this
case to choose soin quantization axis along B g and work
w ith parallel and perpendicular com ponents ofB 5, B 2;?
w ith respect to this axis. T he current reads

|
£ F Bs)

Re=I: + H

B2 BI)
“)=t); ®)

=t +BZQ2+ B2+

where the st tem is due to transitions from jhi and
the second due to transitions from T ;1. A s expected,

the current stops if either B = 0 orB? = 0. The
average current in this lin it

__ BZ=15¢ B! O

=== B2t=3B* B ! 1 @)

W e plot the results in this lim it for average curent aswell
as for two arbirtaty realizatons ofthe eld (Fjg.:_;'Z) . The
stopping pointsat Bkt / By are visble for realizations,
w hile no features in average current are seen in this range

The alemative lim it of blg elds is achived provided
Bext;Bx max (t;2= ). In this case, the system sticks
In one ofthe four states (1,1) w ith energies (B Br).
T he current is determ ined by decay from these statesand
reads

2
T== RM ®)
8( 2+ B2)

wheren, z areunit vectors In the direction ofB 1 g . At
Bext = 0 I=e’ t?=B? and i drops signi cantly at

Bext ' max®By; ).
Eqg. :_8 seem Ingly contradicts to our general statem ent
giving non—zero currentat B ? B,.A nepoint isthat
Eqg. -_8 is not valid in close vicinity stopping point where

two of the four states are degenerate. O ne has to take
Into acoount that this degerenacy is lifted by coupling to
Sg.Asa resul, the current develops a narrow Lorenzian-—
shaped dip in the vicinity ofthe stopping point,

B = Bext Bextr
Since the dip is narrow (see Fig. d), i is washed away
upon averaging.

T he average current

By =6B*( *+ B?) ;B By
I=e ; = =12 2 By  Bext
const =B { ;B By

©)
W e encounter a sim ilar situation under conditions
where the four states are em ptied by inelastic tunnel-
ng, in r (= )? while their splitting is determ ined
by m agnetic eld, By . It is experin entally con—
m ed that thisalways takes p]aoe atsu ciently big neg—
ative . The current is again an inverse of the sum of
Inverse partial rates and reads

2

I=e= i i ImR) (10)
T he average current as a function ofB ¢+ becom es
hii=e= 1S Bext=Bn ); 11)
w here
S (k) 4=¢% 6=X+ P e (x=p 2) (6=x°
2=%)exp( ¥=2) 3 er? (x=p5)exp( 2)=x° (12)

In is interesting to note a special form of this fiinction:
The graph of S gives a peak with at top, S*(0) = 0.
This funbction provides an excellent t to experim en—
taldata Fig. :ff), those are Inpossbl to t wih more
conventional peak functions. Such at peaks are thus
speci ¢ for them odel in use and provide strong support
of its experin entalvalidiy.

In conclusion, we have presented the theoretical fram e—
work forthe electron transport via a doubl quantum dot
In uenced and govermed by nuclkarm agnetic eld. Our
approach is based on density m atrix equations and we
achieve good agreem ent with experimn ent i_]:] assum ing
averaging over realizations of nuclear elds. An Inpor—
tant feature which is yet to be observed in the course of
faster and m ore accurate m easurem ent is the presence of
stopping points or any given realization ofnuclkar elds.

If one Interprets the e ect of nuclear m agnetic elds
In tem s of spin coherence tin e, the resuls of rE:] are
discouraging if not forbidding for QM C In G aA s quan—
tum dot system s. The coherence tin e estim ated is just
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FIG .1: Energies of the states w ith two electrons. T he tunnel
coupling between the dotsm ixes singlet states S;Sy and does
not In uence triplet states (split by m agnetic eld).
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FIG . 2: Average current (solid) and that for two random

rela]jzam'ons ofnuclearm agnetic eld in the lim it of validity of
) =By = 50; =t= 1).Note stopping pointsatB exc ' By

seen for the realizations.

too short, 10 7 s. W e speculate that the presence of
stopping points can rem edy the situation. Faster cur-
rent m easuram ent would allow to characterize and, w ith
the aid of extemal feedback, partially com pensate the
nuclkar elds by stabilizing the system In the stopping
point.
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