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E lectronic spin precession and interferom etry from spin-orbital entanglem ent in a
double quantum dot
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A doubl quantum dot inserted in parallel between two m etallic leads can entangle the electron

soin wih the orbital (dot Index) degree of freedom .

An Aharonov-Bohm orbial phase can be

transferred to the spinorw avefunction, providing a geom etrical controlofthe spin precession around
a xed magnetic eld. A fully coherent behavior occurs in a m ixed orbital/spin K ondo regim e.
Evidence for the spin precession can be obtained, either using spin-polarized m etallic leads or by
placing the double dot in one branch of a m etallic loop.

PACS numbers: 72.15Qm , 85.35G v, 85.75.d

C ontrol of the electron soin is in portant for the real-
ization of novel nanoelectronic devices for spintronics or
for quantum inform ation processing. In the latter case,
m anipulation of individual spins is necessary. The use
of tim edependent gates, put orward som e years ago ],
has seen considerable progress ]. Y et another possibil-
ity is to build single or two-spin operations (gates) into
a given device geom etry, w th static control param eters
only. Thism ay allow faster processing soeed and facili-
tate Integration into m ore com plex devices. O ne way of
controlling the spin In quantum dots is through energy

Yering by applied gate voltages, as proposed for spin
entanglem ent [3], teleportation @], and spin ltering E].
Spin precession has also been put Prward In m etallic
rings, due to spin-otbit R ashba) interaction [@].

In the present Letter, we explore m eans of achieving
individual spin precession In quantum dots, which allow s
fully transparent operation (unitary transm ission). It
also paves the way for findam entaltests of quantum m e~
chanicsw hich have not yet been realized w ith single elec—
trons. T he basic unit is a doubl quantum dot In paral
], coupled to m etallic keads. A s previously shown in [1],
com bining a strong m agnetic eld with wellchosen gate
volages allow s a Zeam an splitting in each dot, such that
soins "up" travelthrough dot 1 while soins "down" travel
through dot 2. T he splitting of a non-polarized incom ing
current into two oppositely polarized currents was pro—
posed by us in a three-term inalgeom etry as an electronic
Stem-G erlach splitter ﬂ]. Here we show that closing the
set-up In a loop enclosing an A haronov-Bohm @AB) ux

(Figurel) gives rise to new phy%}cs Indeed, an I31oom -
ing state aj"i+ bj#ibecomesaji Uit be' i J#4,
then aj"i+ be' j#iattheoutputwhere’ = 2 £ isthe
AB phase between the two branches. The intermm ediate
state involves entanglem ent betw een soin and orbialde-
grees of freedom , thus applying an orbital phase causes
a rotation of the spinor around the xed m agnetic eld.
Thispem itsa purely geom etrical controlofthe spin pre—
cession angle, by static param eters such as the gate vol—
ages and the AB ux. This set-up indeed belongs to the
class of "Stem-G erlach interferom eters", st considered

as gedanken experin ents ], then realized w ith neutron
Interferom etry ]. T he success of soin precession relies
on quantum coherence between the two branches, and no
"which-path" nform ation being gained. Thus our pro—
posalbased on a nanoelectronic device provides a very
sensitive test of decoherence e ects.
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FIG .1: Left: Schem atic representation ofthe proposed setup:
two sm all quantum dots coupled by a capacitance Co and
connected to left and right partially polarized reservoirs. D e~
pending on the choice of gate voltages, the upper branch
ters spins up and the lower one spins down, or vice versa. A
m agnetic ux threads the whole device. R ight: The polar-
ization axis n; and nmr make an angle =2 wih the & axis
and B = Be,.

Let us consider two an all quantum dots in paralkl,
keeping only one orbital level, w ith charge num ber states
0;1;2 In each ofthem . Under an applied Zeem an eld,
i has been shown ] that a single dot may XYer spins
"up" or "down", depending on the applied gate voltage
Vg ( = 1;2) via the capacitances Cy . Indeed, in a res-
onant regim e, transitions between num ber states 0;1 in—
volve spins " only (states 0;"), while transitions betw een
num ber states 1;2 instead Involve spins # only (states
";"#). W e assum e the two dots to be coupled by a large
capacitance Cy, and label the doubledot DD ) states as
( 17 2). The gate voltages are chosen such that the
Iowest-lying states be (";") and (0;"#) and be degen-
erate. Singleelectron transitions from (to) the leads in—
volve higher-energy states such as (0;"), (";"#).One can
achieve a Kondo regin e where the resonance between
states (";") and (0;"#) Inhvolves spin-up transitions In
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dot 1 and spindown transitions in dot 2. This is an
orbital/gpin K ondo e ect entangling spin and orbitalde—
grees of freedom . It achieves a novel sector of the K ondo
physics, com plting the already existing pure soin K ondo
[L0] and pure orbital Kondo [L1,12] ones. Here, both
dots are connected to the sam e kft and right lead w ih
tunneling hopping parameters 5, and tg . In view of
a direct detection of the spin precession, we allow for
soin-polarization in the leads. T he corresponding tunnel
Junctions capacitancesare Cp, (keft), Cx (right). A m ag-
netic eld B, ordented in the plane ofthe setup, is applied
to each dot. The optinum K ondo regin e is reached at
the sym m etricpoint w here the low est-lying excited states
©;™), (";"#) hvolve the sam e charge excitation energy

— ezco _
Ec= 55 cyacy WhereC = Cp + Cr + C5 (We assume

Cy=Cq Cy2). The isolated DD system m ay be de—
scribed [L3] at low energy by

ET T

Hgot = gp B1ST + B2S5); 1€)

where we have de ned the orbital pseudospin T? =
(n, n+ 1)=2 = 1=2 from the charge occupations
n .Here E = 5-EgVq2 V1) el. The second
term in H gor represents a am all parasitic tunneling am —
plitude between the dots [1]. The last term expresses
the e ective Zeam an splitting. D ue to exchange contri-
butions with the leads [14], the local elds B in the
dots m ay be di erent. Notice that a large level spacing
(or equivalently am all quantum dots) is necessary to
elin inate the triplkt states (0;t) E]. Under the condi
tion E = 2g 5 B1+ B;), the states (";") and (0;"#)
are degenerate. The totalspin S* = S¥ + S % is en—
tangled w ith the orbial pseudospin T?, eg. a spin
is Jocked to an orbital pseudo-spin . Therefore the
K ondo screening of the spin Involves spin-up electrons in
branch 1 and spin-down electrons In branch 2. Notice
that the gate voltage di erence com pensates for the Zee—
m an splitting between spinsup in dot 1 and down in dot
2, and no splitting of the K ondo zero-bias conductance
peak occurs.

The system Ham iltonian isH = Hpads+ Hiun + Hgot-

T he leadsaredescribed by H ag5 = " ;o5 or

ki i

w here c}i; , Creates an ekctron w ith energy "« in lead
= L;R wih spin along =n . Spin polarization in
the leads would result In a spin asymm etry in the den—
sity of states (). W e further neglkct the energy
dependence in the density of states and also suppose
.Thermtiop= (4 )=( + + ) denotes

the degree of soin polarization in the leads, which m ay
have a noncollinear polarization. The tunneling jinc—
tions betw the leads and the dots are described by
t ¢, d s+ H ) whered ; destroys

P

Hin =
ki is=
an electron In dot = 1;2wih spin s=
In addiion to the applied eld, the polarized elec—
trodesm ay also generate e ectivem agnetic eldsB cf¢; -
They depend on p, on the dot Intemal param eters and
gate voltages, and on the tunnelcoupling strength =

P
. + r where = vee I F s.An explicit

m ean— eld calculation ofB of¢; isderived In [L4]where it
wasshown that Berr; iszero fora particle-hole symm et-
ric situation. In what follow s, we assum e that the elds
Berr; can be neglected. W e suppose that the lead m ag-
netization axis lies in the dot plane (& ;e,), w ith a rela—
tive angle (seeFig. 1). Follow ing IL4], i is convenient
to quantize the dot soin along the B axis corresponding
toe, = @ r ), the other vector coordinates being
& = [y + mp)=Pr +t nrje = @ R )=11 ® J
In this rotated basis, the tunneling Ham iltonian then
reads(l14]

X

H tun g, (V' d,+Hx @
k;
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The c{;L; of the
c{;L;"=# and are relted by (Ci;L=R;+ ;qZ;L=R; ) =

. i =4 ("4 %) -
prmiCr )€ —#=—. In order to deter
m Ine the e ective coupling between the double dot
and the leads, we consider virtual excitation to both
excited states (0;") and (";"#) generated by H i -
U sing a Schrie erW olf (SW ) transform ation, the K ondo
Ham iltonian H g is obtained:

R;" ! ")

are linear combinations

1 ?

HK = ET (JL e ir=2 {,, L#+ J;Reilzz g" R#)
1 2y 2y
+ ET JLg 7w r#t+ Jgp gw n#)t+ Hx:
+ sz gy by
2 Gpy o L JEL L4 L#)
1, vy oy
+ ET Ugr z» R" ':‘{:R R4 R¥)
1 z ir=2 12" y i’ =2 -z# y
+ ET e JLR Lm R" e JLR L# r# T H<c: ;
P y )
where 1_g; Kk &z=r; and T = &, s

both the spin and the orbital pseudo-spin. W e have
Introduced several K ondo couplings J ?; £at 2 and

Ec

Z;":# = wih ; = L;R. Asusualthe k-
dependence ofthe K ondo couplings isneglected. The J*
K ondo ocouplings are In general spin-dependent, due to
Intrinsic asym m etries in the two branches, except when
t t, t . However, due to the entanglem ent of
orbitaland spin degrees of freedom , a geom etricalasym —
m etry is easily com pensated wih an orbital eld, ie.
with a ne-tuning of the dot gate voltages V4, and Vg, .
If not stated, t ; t, t is therefore assum ed in the
follow ing. O ther cotunneling termm s nvolving higher en—
ergy states lke ("#;"), tum out to be irrelevant under
renom alization group RG) in the low-energy lin i and
thus do not spoilthe spin  tering. In the uniary lim i,
the spin S orequivalently the pseudo-soin T is com pletely
screened and an entangled spin/orbital singlet is form ed
w ith the left and right electrodes. W e can get rid of the
phase in the Ham iltonian in eq. [@) by de ning the new

L i-2t 12



rotated basis ([ _p» [py) = (e 1o RTC7=2).
In this spin-rotated basj% th%K ondo Ham iltonian takes
thesimplerform : Hg = J YT g~ o:The

i sist=

AB phase’ hasdisappeared from the the K ondo H am ik
tonian and has been swapped onto the spin direction in
the source and lad. In this basis the angles and ’
therefore play a sin ilar role [L3].

For weak polarization, the K ondo tem perature iswell
approxin ated by Tk exp ( m) w ith

the dot level spacing|1€]. At T Tx , the system

reachesthe uniary lim it [L0]Jand the T = 0 trananm ission
am pliude T reads:

T (p)= 2122 b
SR
where n(p) = 4(p)= =2 is the Kondo phase
shift and r the Femm ienergy. A ssum e one prepares an
ncom ing state j i, in a superposition of " and # states,
J in = aj"i, + bi#iy ), the outgoing state reads

lsin( (g)); @)

bt g

P _ r=2)
J dout 217% T 2 S

aj"ig + e bij#iz : (5)

O ne seesthat by m anjpulating the AB ux, one can per—
form a coherent precession of the spin of the incom ing
wave function around the m agnetic eld axis. This ef-
fect has a signature in the low -tem perature conductance
through the DD :

2p )
G1=0G sin ; 6
1 0 1+ 2 > ()
where G = %ﬁ(1+ p?) isthem axinum conduc—

tance obtained for paralkl kead polarization. In Eq. [@),
the conductance reaches s maxinum valie for’ = ,
show ing that a smallAB ux com pensates them ism atch
of non-collinear polarizations.

T he above resultsw ere derived assum Ing T = 0 and ne—
glecting environm ental uctuations inherent to any m eso—
soopic setup. W hile the DD operates close to the uniary
regine T Tx , Inelastic processes nduced by a nite
T are rather sm all and theirm ain e ects are to reduce
the am plitude of the outgoing wave vector and give a
dephasing tine ' T2 [L7]. Another source of deco—
herence isbrought by the circuit electrom agnetic uctua-
tions, that couple to tunneling eventsto and from each of
the dots. W e have used an equivalent circuit representa—
tion of our Stem-G erlach Interferom eter (SG I) ollow ing
Ref. [L8]. By m odeling the environm ent by an extemal
In pedance Z , we have shown using a RG analysis that
only a lJarge in pedance of order Rx is able to destroy
the global coherence of the electronic SG I. This w ill be
detailed elsew here [19].

T he above proposalofdetecting the precession directly
by soin Itering the source and drain electrodes is sin -
lar to polarized neutron interferom etry experin ents [B].
Still, it m ight be di cul to controlthe spin ltering in

the leads, ashigh Zeam an elds are necessary for the or-
bial/spin Kondo e ect. These elds can be estin ated

as B few T for GaA sbased dots, and one order of
m agniude less for InA s dots ow ing to the much larger

22

FIG .2: The doublk dot is embedded into a larger AB inter—
ferom eter. Two AB ux and , corresponding to the large
and sm all loops, have been introduced.

O

A tematively, there exists anotherw ay ofdetecting the
precession. Suppose one inserts the DD in the branch
(II) of a larger Ioop including a ux [20] F gure 2).
The whole loop is supposed to be phase-coherent. The
tranan ission through the upperbranch (I), aswellasthe
scattering m atrices at the loop extrem ities do not involve
any soin dependence. AB Interference in the large loop
am ountsto adding a spin-conserving am plitude in branch
(I) and a spin-precessing am plitude in branch (I0) .

Consider rst for sim plicity an open AB interferom e—
ter ABI) realizing the equivalent of Young’s doubleslit
experin ents (see Ref. R1] for an experim ental realiza—
tion) and assum e perfect transm ission probability in both
branches (this mpliesty = tg and = =2). The con—-
ductance then reads

2
G = % 1+ cos("=2)sin @2 e =h)): (7)

Two di erent periodicities appear w ith the orbial eld
B, responsble for the uxes. First, a fast oscillation, of
period -, ismainly due to the ux in the section S of
the large lIoop. Second, a slow one com es from the ux
In the anallDD loop of area s. ks period is’ = 4

Instead of 2 , owing to the spinor nature of the wave—
function. This results In slower (peating) oscillations,
w ith period % . Notice that the visbility of the fast
AB oscillations ism inin a for a rotation of’ = 2 , for
w hich the spinor changes its sign. T his very striking con—
sequence of quantum m echanics was proposed R2] and
veri ed [23] w ith neutron interferom etry. Let us or ex—
am ple com pare this resul to the situation in which the
dots are not capacitively coupled and are tuned indepen—
dently In the K ondo regim e. T he conductance then reads
G = e&?=2h(1+ cog ( =2)+ 25 2 e =h)cos(’ =2)). The
conductance isalso 4 -periodic in ’ but herethe 4 pe-
riod can be traced back to the spin-independent interfer—
ence between the upper am of the large AB I and both
branches in the lower am . Neverthelss, this expres—
sion of the conductance is clearly di erent from the one
in Eq. [0 and precession can in principle be detected.



A nother striking consequence of precession in branch IT
is the spin polarization In the output, even when the in—
com ing electrons are not polarized. Indeed one ndsthat
Ws,i= cos( e )=h)sh (' =2) while iS*i= 0 wih-
out spin precession. M axin um polarization com es from
a destructive interference occurring for one spin direction
only. Testing the latter prediction requires spin ltering
only in the output and should be easier than the previous
test based on Fig. 1.

For a closed interferom eter, one m ay also try to com —
pare the conductance in the large ABT obtained when
the spin is precessing with a SGI in the lower am ) to
a reference case where no such precession is present (like
fortw o lndependent quantum dots in the K ondo regin e) .
W e have described both forks ofthe arge ABIby 3 3
S-m atrices as In Ref. R4]. N evertheless, one does not
observe clear signatures through the conductance. Fur-
them ore, the latter strongly depends on our choice of
param eters entering the S-m atrices and we did not nd
any universal feature able to unam biguously distinguish
between the two situations. Ik is therefore preferable to
use an open large ABI.

Let us brie y discuss the feasbility of this proposal
Conceming the rst experim ent, one possibility is to use

ferrom agnetic sem iconductors GaM n)A s as lead elec—
trodes coupled to InAs quantum dots RS5]. Another
prom ising route isto use carbon nanotube (CN ) quantum
dotswhereK ondo e ectshavebeen shown [2€6]. T hey can
be coupled to ferrom agnetic electrodes and large m ag—
netoresistance e ects have been observed recently [27].
Conceming the second experin ent, two dots in parallel
can be fabricated and Inserted in an AB-loop 28], and a
strong m utual capacitive coupling could be achieved (the
residual tunneling am plitude only needs to be an aller
than the Zeem an energy[1]). This does not require any
lead polarization if one searches for beating e ects in the
AB interferences. This latter experim ental proposal is
achievable and m ay be easier than the rst one.

In summ ary, we have shown how spin interferom etry
can be perfom ed using orbital/spin entanglem ent in a
double dot. The unitary tranam ission obtained in the
K ondo regin e is acoom panied by spin precession, lead—
Ing to a novel periodicity in an AB expermm ent. The
authors acknow ledge usefiil discussions w ith G . Zarand,
P.Nozieres, C .Balseiro and T . Kontos. This work was
partially supported by the contract PN ano \Q uSpns" of
A gence N ationale de la Recherche.
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