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Voltage probe m odel of spin decay in a chaotic quantum dot, w ith applications to

Spin— ip noise and entanglem ent production

B . M ichaelis and C. W . J. Beenakker
InstituiutLorentz, Universiteit Leiden, P O . Box 9506, 2300 RA Leiden, The N etherlands
(D ated: D ecem ber 2005)

T he voltage probe m odel is a m odel of incoherent scattering In quantum transport. Here we use
this m odel to study the e ect of spin— P scattering on electrical conduction through a quantum
dot w ith chaotic dynam ics. The spin decay rate is quanti ed by the correlation of spin-up and
soin-down current uctuations (soin— ip noise). T he resulting decoherence reduces the ability of the
quantum dot to produce spin-entangled electron-hole pairs. For greaterthan a criticalvalie ., the
entanglem ent production rate vanishes identically. T he statistical distrdoution P ( ) of the critical
decay rate In an ensem ble of chaotic quantum dots is calculated using them ethods of random -m atrix
theory. For sm all . this distribbution is / T :2, depending on the presence ( = 1) or absence
( = 2) of tim ereversal symm etry. To m ake contact w ith experin ental observables, we derive a
one-to-one relationship between the entanglem ent production rate and the spin—resolved shot noise,
under the assum ption that the density m atrix is isotropic in the spin degrees of freedom . Unlke
the B ell nequality, this relationship holds for both pure and m ixed states. In the tunneling regin e,
the electron-hole pairs are entangled if and only if the correlator of parallel spin currents is at least
tw ice lJarger than the correlator of antiparallel spin currents.

PACS numbers: 73233, 03.67M n, 0545M t, 73.63K Vv

I. NTRODUCTION

The voltage probe m odel, introduced by Buttiker in
the early daysofm esoscopicphysicsy givesa phenom eno—
logicaldescription ofthe loss ofphase coherence in quan—
tum transport. E lectrons that enter the voltage probe
are rein gcted into the conductor w ith a random phase,
so they can no longer contribute to quantum interference
e ects. Such a device is no substitute for a m icroscopic
treatm ent of speci ¢ m echanian s of decoherence, but i
serves a purpose In dentifying m odel independent \uni-
versal' features of the transition from coherent to inco—
herent electrical conduction.

In this work we introduce and analyze a novel appli-
cation of the voltage probe m odel, to spin-resolved con—
duction through a quantum dot. T he volage probe then
servesa dualrole: It random jzesthe phase, as In the orig—
inal spin-independent m odel! but it also random izes the
soin. Two spin transport e ects are exam ined: spin— i
noise and spin entanglem ent. The two e ects are funda—
m entally connected, in the sense that the degree to which
soin-up and spin-dow n current uctuationsare correlated
provides a m easure of the degree of spin entanglem ent of
electron-hole pairs exiting the quantum dot#

T he geom etry is sketched In F Jg:-_l: T he coupling ofthe
electron spin to other degrees of freedom (nuckar spins,
m agnetic In purities, other electrons ::: ) is replaced by
an arti cial reservoir connected to the quantum dot via
a tunnel barrier. The reservoir draw s neither particles
nor energy from the quantum dot® Both the tin e aver—
aged current and the tin e dependent uctuationsvanish,
enforced by a ygtuating distrdbbution function of the ar-
ti cial reservoir?€ T his phencm enolgical description of
decoherence has found m any applications in the context
of (spIn-independent) shot noise. R ecent references in-—

clude :_é;j,u_g,:_élt) For all:e'mgtjs_fe m odels of decoherence in
that context, see Refs. 6,10,11,12,13.

In the context of spin—resolved conduction, the vol—
age probe Introduces two altogether di erent decay pro—
cesses: spin Jp and decoherence. These are character—
ized in generalby two independent decay tin es (denoted
T, and T, 2T, regoectively) . In order to obtain two
di erent tin e scales we could introduce, in addition to
the soin-isotropic voltage probe, a pair of ferrom agnetic
volage probesthat random ize the phase w ithout ipping
the spin (pure dephasing) . H ere we w ill restrict ourselves
to the simplest m odel of a single voltage probe, corre—
soonding to the lim it T, = 2T; . T his choice ism otivated
by the desire to have as few free param eters as possble
In this exploratory study. The m ore generalm odel w ill
be needed to m ake contact w ji:hl:the exjsting m icroscopic
theory for the soin decay tim esi2134447

T he applications of the voltage probe m odel that we
consider center around the concept of electron-hole en—
tanglem ent. A voltage V applied over a singlechannel
conductor produces spin-entangled electron-hole pajrs.'lg:
T he entanglem ent production rate is m axin ally eV=2h
bits/second, for phase-coherent spin—ndependent scgt=—
tering. Them al uctuations in the electron reservoirdtd
as well as dephasing voltage uctuations in the electro—
m agnetic environm ent2423 reduce the degree of entan—
glem ent ofthe electron-hole pairs. Unlke other quantum
Interference e ects, which decay am oothly to zero, theen—
tanglem ent production rate vanishes identically beyond
a critical tem perature or beyond a critical decoherence
rate.

O ne goalofthis nvestigation is to detem ine the prob—
ability distrdoution of the critical decoherence rate in an
ensam ble of quantum dots w ith chaotic scattering. The

uctuations in the arti cialreservoir reduce the entangle—
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FIG.1l: TIlustration of the voltage probe m odel. A chaotic
quantum dot is connected to a voltage source by two single-
channel leads. D ecoherence is Introduced by m eans ofa cti-
tious voltage probe, which conserves particle num ber w ithin
each energy range E eV,on tinescales t= h=E . (The
dashed line in the gure Indicates the tunnelbarrier that sep—
arates the voltage probe from the quantum dot.) T he random
soin  Jps introduced by the voltage probe give a nonzero cor—
relator of spin-up and spin-down currents (= spin— ip noise).
T he voltage probe also reduces the entanglem ent production
by transform ing the pure spin-singlet state of electron-hole
pairs into a m ixed W emer state.

m ent production by transform ing the pure state of the
electron-hole pair nto a m ixed state. For decoherence
rates ¢ the density m atrix of the electron-holk pairs
becom es separable. The value of . is sample speci c,
with a probability distrdbution P ( o) that ye calculate
using the m ethods of random -m atrix theory 3

T he entanglem ent production is related to physicalob—
servables via the spin—resolved shot noise. T he correlator
of soin-up and spin-down currents (spin— ip noise) is of
particular interest, since, i provides a direct m easure of
the soin relaxation tin 23 By assum ing that the elastic
scattering in the quantum dot is spin-independent no
soin-orbit interaction), we derive a one-to-one relation
betw een the degree of entanglem ent (concurrence) ofthe
electron-hole pairs and the spin—resolved shot noise. In
the m ore general spin-dependent case such a relation ex—
ists orpure states242? through a B ell inequality, but not
form ixed statesti T he expressions for the concurrence C
take a particularly sin ple form in the tunneling regin e,
where we nd that C is nonzero if and only if the corre-
lator of spin current uctuations is at kast twice larger
for paralkel spins than it is for antiparalkel spins.

W e derive closed-form expressions for the ensem ble av—
eraged correlators in the regin e of weak decoherence,
both in the presence ( = 1) and absence ( = 2) of
tin ereversalsym m etry. W hilke the average soin-resolved
current correlators are analytic in the decoherence rate

around = 0,theaverage concurrenceCihasa singular-
ity at that point: a square+oot singularitty 1  hCi/ b-
for = 1, and a logarithm ic singularity 1 i/ Jh j
for = 2. The sihgular e ect of a an all decoherence
rate on the entanglem ent production also shows up in
the probability distrdbbution P ( ) ofthe critical decoher-
ence rate: It does not vanish for . ! 0, but instead has
abrgeweight / o= °.
_ Theoutline ofthispaper isas ollow s. W e start in Sec.
I wih a description of the system (quantum dot with
voltage probe) and a form ulation of the twofold question
that we would lke to answer (what is the entanglem ent
production and how is it related to spn noise) . A solution
in generaltemm s ispresented in Sec.:p-j:. W ebegin in Sec.
lr_]:I_I_A‘I by sin plifying the problem through the assum ption
of spin-independent scattering in the quantum dot. The
concurrence of the electron-hol pairs is then given as
a rational function of spin—resolved current correlators
(Sec. :1];13:) . These correlators are expressed in term s of
the scattering m atrix elm ents of the quantum dot w ith
voltage probe (Sec.g]_I_CE) . To evaluate these expressions
an altemative formulation, n term s of a quantum dot
w ithout volrage probebut w ith an im aginary potential, is
m ore convenient (Sec. :p:_rp:) . T he connection to random —
m atrix theory ism ade In Sec. :_1\-{: . By averaging over the
random scattering m atrices we obtain the nonanalytic
-dependencies m e_n_tjoned above (Secs. f_f: and Y-_ﬁ) . We
conclude in Sec.V IT.

II. FORMULATION OF THE PROBLEM

W e consider a quantum dot coupled to source and
drain by singlechannel point contacts. The volage
probehasN channels, and is connected to the quantum
dot by a barrierw ith a channel-independent tunnel prob—
ability .By taking the Im it ' O,N ! 1 at xed
(din ensionless) conductance N , we m odel gea—
tially hom ogeneous decoherence w ith coherence tin &4

. . h
Iim Im —:
T ON ! 1

@1)

coherence =

W e denote by the mean spacing of spin-degenerate
levels.)) Since the mean dwell tin e in the quantum dot
(W ithout voltage probe) is gyen = h=2 , one has

@2)

= 2 guel™ coherence:

The scattering m atrix S of the whole system has di-
mension N + 2) N + 2). By convention the index

= 1 labels the source, the index n = 2 labels the drain,
and the indices3 n N + 2 labelthe channels In the
volage probe. A 1l ofthis refers to a sihgle soin degree of
freedom . Each channel is spin degenerate. A sm entioned
above, we assum e that the scattering is spin independent.
In particular, both the Zeem an energy and the spin-orbit
coupling energy should be su ciently an allthat soin ro-
tation symm etry is not broken. The applied volage V



between source and drain is assum ed to be large com —
pared to the tem perature, but su ciently an all that the
energy dependence of the scattering can be neglected.

T he energy range €V above the Femm i level is divided
Into an all intervals E eV . The volage probe con—
serves particle number and energy w ithin each energy
Interval, on tine scales t = h=E . W e wrte this re—
quirementasI E;t)= 0,whereI E ;t) isthe electrical
current through the voltage probe in the energy interval
E;E + E), averaged over the tin e Interval (t;t+ t).

Because the voltage probe does not couple di erent
energy intervals, we m ay consider the entanglem ent pro—
duction in each interval separately and sum over the in—
tervals at the end of the calculation. In what ollowswe
w ill refer to a single energy interval w thout w riting the
energy argum ent explicitly).

The density m atrix ofthe outgoing state n each en-
ergy interval, traced over the degrees of freedom of the
volage probe, contains com binations of 0, 1, or 2 exci-
tations In the spin degenerate channel of the source lead
and the drain kad. O nly the profction o, onto a singly
excited channel in the source aswellas 3 the drain con—
trioutes to the entanglem ent production 14 W e denote by
w = TrP the weight of the profction, wih P the op—
erator that pro fcts onto sihgly excited channels (so that
W en = P PY). The label \eh" stands for \electron-hole
pair", where \electron" refers to the single excited chan—
nelin the drain and \holk" refers to the single nonexcited
channel in the source.

In the absence of decoherence o, ispure (4, = ).
T he voltage probe transform s o, Into am ixed state. O ur
ain is to calculate the loss of entanglem ent of o, as a
function of and to relate it to the spin—resolved current
correlators.

III. GENERAL SOLUTION
A . Sim pli cation for spin-isotropic states

T he assum ption of spin-independent scattering im plies
that the 4 4 density m atrix o, is nvariant under the
transformation U U)o, UY UY)= o, Prany2 2
uniary matrix U . A s a consequence, o must be of the
W emer orm 27

en=3@0 )L+ Jpenih penF 3 1, 1)
w ih 1 the unit m atrix and
Jogeni= 2% "1 i 32)

the B ell state 28 (T he spin-up and spin-down arrows "; #
label the two eigenstates of the Paulim atrix ,.)

The concurrence? (degree of entanglm ent) of the
W emer state is given by

3
C=Emax 0; (3.3)

The W emer state is separable for 1=3. The entan—
glem ent production rate (ois per second)-in the energy
range E under consideration is given by%%

E = —wF i+ 1 @ ; 34)

F &) 35

I
><
o)

Q
X

T =x)bgl x):

The param eter that de nes the W emer state d_’a:j,')
can be obtained from the soin-spin correlator
Tr en . z = (3.6)

In order to m ake contact w ith the voltage probe m odel
we now relate this correlator to a spih-resolved current

B . Solution in term s of current correlators

Wede neN ;“t (t) as the num ber of electrons going
out of the quantum dot In a time Interval Gt + t)
through the source krad X = S) or through the drain
lad X = D) with soin up ( =") or with spin
down ( =#). In tem s of the current Ix; (t) one has
NS @)= 3, © teN"O=1 I, @ t=e,wih
the convention that the current is positive if electrons
enter the quantum dot. T he spin-spin correlator {_5_.2}) is
expressed by

BN O NSFOINSE O NSOk

AN 255 (D) + N S5 () IN S35 () + N U (01i

1
( Lte)Z;hﬂs 0 EBa®Ih© B ®©I
3.7)

2e=tlh » O+ I 4 O
3.8)

(t=e)’h[Is;» ©) + Is;s (©)

w here the brackets h
m easurem ents.

The tin edependent current Iy ; () = Ix; + Ix; (0
hastin e average Iy ; . The current uctuations Iyx; (©)
on the tine scale t = h= E have cross correlatar
hls, ) I, i= (E=h)P ,with spectraldensity?d

Z

dth Is; ©0) I, ()i
1

(3.9)

T he total spectral density of charge noise is given by

Z

X X

P charge = dth Is, (0) Is, ()i= p

1
(3.10)

P
(Tg;e mihus sign appears because

I, ; ,asa consequence of current conservation.)

Is; =

i Indicate an average over m any



Substitution into Egs. {3.7) and 3.8) gives

h 1
= > — h=E) (IS;" IS;#) (ID " 5 ;#)
e Ew
+ Pun+ Pyy  Pug Pyn ; (3.11)
o h=E) T, + I 22 E=h)p ,» + Ip )
w = = . e E= ;
2 & S; S i ; D #
+ Pun + Pyyp + Poy + Pyn (312)
Because of the spin isotropy, Ix ;v = Ix ;4, Pun = Pyy,

and Pwy = Pyn . W edenote by I > 0 the totaltin e aver—
aged current from source to drain in the energy interval
E . Spin iotropy inpliesIs; = I and I,; = 1.

Egs. 8.11) and 3.12) then sin plify to

B Pug  Pun )
el lm=E)2 lp ’ G 43)

2 2t charge

2h 1 2 1
w = ez B el 2 (h: E )I EPcharge : (3.14)

C . Solution in term s of scattering m atrix elem ents

So far the analysis is general, not tied to a particular
m odelof decoherence. Now we tum to the volage probe
m odel to express the average current and the current
correlators in termm s ofthe scatteringm atrix elem ents and
the state of the reservoirs. For a recent exposition ofthis
m odelwe referto R ef.-rj . The generalexpressionstake the
follow ing form in the case of spin-independent scattering
considered here:

po 2B o T Tre 3.15)
n 112 N R ;
€E Q T 1T
Puy =
2h w R )2
T 2+ T
+ Q1 121+ Q2 11 ; (316)
N R
&2
Puwe = Q12+ Puy: 347)
We have ¢e ned the transmission and re ection
probabilitied
Ny +2
Torm = :Smnjzf R = jsnm f; (3.18)
nm=3
Ny +2 Ny +2
Tin= :anjz; Tn :Smn:jzf3-l9)
n=3 m=3

and the correlators of intrinsic current uctuationg3}

NX+2
Qum = nn® nm© Snnosnmo
no%m 0=1
mm? mn® Snmﬂsmno fhod £ 0);(320)
NX+2 NX+2
Qn = Qum i Q = Qunm : (321)
m=3 n;m=3

T he state incident on the quantum dot from the reser—
voirs is fully characterized by the m ean occupation num —
ber £, , given by

8

> 1 1;
0 2i (322)
N + 2:

For the source and drain reservoirs this is a state ofther-
m alequilbrium at zero tem perature. For the ctitious
reservoir this is the nonequilbrium state

NY+ 2
= foal PiH, + (L

n=3

£)Pin07j ; (323)

with a’ the operator that excites the n-th m ode In the
volage probe. These are all G aussian states, m eaning
that averages of powers ofa, and a’ can be constructed
out of the second moment hal a,i = £, by the rule of
G aussian averages.

D . Reformulation in term s of Im aginary potential
m odel

The m odel of a quantum dot w ith voltage probe can
be reform ulated In tem s ofa quantum dotw ithout vol—
age probe but w ith an in aginary potentjal.@q T his refor-
m ulation sin pli es the expressions for the entanglem ent
production, so we w ill carry it out here.

The unitarity of S m akes it possible to elim inate from
the expressions in Sec:_ﬁ_f_c-: allm atrix elem ents that in—
volve the voltage probe. O nly the four m atrix elem ents
Som s nym 2 £1;2g9, hvolving the source and drain re—
m ain. Thissub-m atrix ofS form sthe sub-uniary m atrix

S11 S12 r ¢
T Sy, Szt G24)
A s derived in Ref. :_2-_6, the m atrix s corresponds to the
scattering m atrix ofthe quantum dotw ithout the voltage
probe, but w ith a spatially uniform im aginary potential
i =4 .The ooe cientst;t % r;r° are the transn ission
and re ection am plitudes of the quantum dot w ith the
In aghhary potential.
A fter perform ing this elin ination, the expressions

@:2_ {§:2:1:) for the correlators Q n, that we need take



the fom
Q12 = j1  £)8,,S, £S.,8,,F; (3.25)
Qu = Q= £ @ P+ @ £)FuF
@ £)a suf)r+ £ Ffi G20
Q = 2Qi12+ Qu1); (327)
Q1 = Q2 = 30 ; (3.28)
w ith m ean occupation num ber
Tq: 1 g
fo_t1t 1 Eom, (329)
N R 2 Trssg
W e also de ne the quantity
T, 1 g
£ = . (s )11; (3.30)
N R 2 Trss

which equals £ in the presence of tin ereversal sym m e~
try When Tny m = Tn 1 n) | but isdi erent ;n general.

the correlators P sim plify to
2e E
- ——fa Fof)+ @ £)Paf); B31)
Puy = P ezEQ —eZEQ Fa £) L
"t n 2h 2 "
332)

Som e m ore algebra show s that

el %(h= E)I? = 2 E=h)Q11;
0 =21 £f)d

(333a)

Detsd): (333b)

Substitution ofEgs. (332) and 3.33) into Egs. 3.13)
and {_3;1_4) nally gives com pact expressions for the
W emer param eter and the weight w of the electron—
hole pair:

= kd ; (334)
X +Y
= 2K +Y); (3.35)
X = f@ f£)E @ f£)+1]
(1 Dets3); (3.36)
Y = ¥t f (V) F: 337)

T he spin—resolved current correlators {3_ :2) are expressed
sim ilarly by

e E e E
Y:
h

Detsd):

Pun +

Puy = GX  2); (338)

Z = £ @ f)a (339)
Al

Let us check that we recover the known result? for the

entanglem ent production in the absence of decoherence.

In that case s is a unitary matrix s, so X ;Z ! 0 and

Y ! ot f | Independent of £ . (The label 0 ndi-
cates zero decoherence rate.) Hence = 1 (naximally
entangled electron-holk pairs) and
Wwo= 29001 )i (3.40)
wih go = JoF the phase coherent conductance of the
quantum dot 1 units of 2e’=h. T he total entanglem ent
production rate (integrated over all energies) becom es
Eo= @V=h)wo= @eV=h)go 1 @); 341)
In agreem ent w ith Ref.EZ. Furthem ore, we verify that
In this case Pry = 0 (no sopin— Pp scattering w ithout
the voltage probe), while Pun = € E=h)go @ @)
is given by the shot noise form ula or spin-independent
scattering 8483

IVv. RANDOM MATRIX THEORY
A . D istribution of scattering m atrices

T he expressions ofthe previous section referto a singlke
quantum dot. W e now consider an ensam ble of quantum
dots, generated by sn allvariations in shape orFerm ien—
ergy. For chaotic scattering the ensamble of scattering
m atrices is described by random -m atrix theory, charac-
terized by the symm etry index = 1 in the presence of
tin exeversal symm etry and = 2 if tim exeversal sym —
m etry is broken by a m agnetic ed 24 (T he m agnetic

eld should be su ciently weak that the Zeem an energy
does not lift the spin degeneracy.) Since we assum e that
soin-orbit coupling is not strong enough to break the spin
rotation symm etry, the case = 4 of sym plectic symm e~
try does not appear24

In the absence of decoherence, s isunitary and is dis—
tribbution isthe circularensam ble. W ith decoherence, s is
sub-unitary. Its distrbution P (s) was calculated in Ref.
:_2§‘ It isgiven in temm s of the polar decom position

u’; 4.1)

wih unitary matrices u® = u’ if = 1 and u® inde-
pendent of u if = 2. These m atrices are unifom ly
distrbbuted In the unitary group. The real num bers
17 2 2 ;1] are the two elgenvalues of 1 sg. Their
distrloution P (1; ») isgiven asa function of by Eqg.
(17) ofRef. :_2-6 (It is a rather lengthy expression, so we
do not repeat i here.)

W e param eterize the 2 2 unitary m atrix u by

o ettttzoos et 2sin 42)
u= A ) L ;
etz 1gn et 11 2c0os !

and sin ilarly oru’. Theangles 1; »; 3 areunifom k
distrdbbuted in the interval (0;2 ), while the angle 2
(0; =2) hasdistrdbution P ( ) = sn2 .



_In this param eterization the occupation numbers
B29) and B3d) are
£ =21+2lcos2 02 423)
1t 2
£ =21+ 1cos2 2; 44
1t 2
|
X = £@Q¢ £)pf @ £)+1l(1+ 2 1 2)7
i P . 0 - .
Y = e 1 ;1 sin cos e 1 , cos sin
2
+3f (1 2)sh2
Z = £ Q@ £)(1+ 2 12)
Thephase = ,+ {isuniom Iy distrbuted n (0;2 ),

regardless of the value of

B . W eak decoherence

In the regin e 1 of weak decoherence the expres—
sions sin plify considerably. The distrjoytion P

(17 2)
is then given by the Laguerre ensem 12483

1 1 jl 2j .
Lt gy

4.8)

3 +2

P (1;2)=cC expl 3

(12

wih ¢ = 1=48 and ¢, = 1=24. Since 1; , <
m ay expand

1, we

X = £ @ £)REA@ £)+ 111+ 2)+0 ()
@.9)
Y = g0 @)@ 1 2+ (1 2E 3)
@ 2)oos2 + fcos2 °+0(7); @10)
z = £ @ f)(1+ 2)+0(5): @a1)

T he phase coherent conductance gy = o F is given in
tem s of the angles ; % by

1 0

9o = 3 %oos2 cos2 %sjn2 sin2 %cos2 :
412)
It is independent of ; and », with distrbution®
P@=12%qg, ;0 g 1 @13)

with %= if =
determ ine

1. The quantities X , Y, Z that
yW,Pny,Pne becom e

@.3)

4.6)

@4.7)

V. ENSEM BLE AVERAGES

A verages over the ensam ble of chaotic cavities require

a Pur-Hld integration ©r = 1 when °= ),
Z .2, Z, z
h ;=1 di1d 2P (17 2) — sin2 d
0 o o 2 ¢
(6.1)
and a ve-fold integration for = 2,
Z .7 Z
. 141 2 4
h 2 =1 d 1d 2P2 (17 2) ru
0 o 0
7 7
sh2 sn2 %°dd ° 52)

0 0

Resuls are plotted in Fjgs.:g: and r_d In Fjg.:_2: we see
that the correlator P«» of parallel spin currents (lower
curves) is reduced in absolute value by the voltage probe
| In contrast to the spin— Ip noise Pw4 (upper curves),
which is ncreased in absolute value. For large all cor-
relators tend to the sam e 1im it,

63)

regardless of the presence or absence of tim ereversal
symm etry. In Fjg.:f. we see how the decoherence intro—
duced by the voltage probe reduces both the entangle-
m ent per electron-hole pair (quanti ed by the concur-
rence C), as well as the total entanglem ent production
rate E.

In the lim it of weak decoherence, the averages can be
calculated In closed form using the ©mulas from Sec.
IV Bl. For the spin—resolved current correlatorswe nd,
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FIG .2: D ependence on the dim ensionless decoherence rate

= 2 gwell™ coherence Of the ensem ble averaged spin-resolved
current correlators Pwy and Pww, both In the presence ( = 1)
and absence ( = 2) of tin ereversal sym m etry. The solid
and dashed curves are com puted by averaging Eq. CS .38 ) with
the random -m atrix distribbutions, according to Egs. @ 1, ) and

.2% T he dotted lines are the weak-decoherence asym ptotes
6 4{6 7) For strong decoherence all curves tend to the value

—eV—h

FIG.3:

D ependence on
entanglem ent production rate E. T he solid and dashed curves
are com puted by averaging Egs. 83{8 4) and 63.34{13 .35)

T he dotted lines are the weak-decoherence asym ptotes ® 9{

of the average concurrence C and

5 13 T he asym ptote for lCi, _converges poorly, because the
next tem oforder in Eqg. (5 .lOI) is not much an aller than
the term oforder In

to order 2:

_ 7 eV 5.4)
wpdy = —_— K
Fa 120 h

_ 23 v 55)
wyly = —_—
= 378 h

) 2 7 e’v
WPwniy = —y — 5.6)
15 120 h
) 1 31 ev
Wiy = Sy = . 6.7)
6 378 h

W e have replaced E by €V, to obtain the total inte—
grated contributions.)
T he average W emer param eter,
X

hi=1 i 538)
X +Y

is nonanalytic n  around = 0, because X =gpi di-
verges. SInceP (gp) / go1+ -z ,ctL.Eqg. @:l::;’),theaverage
has a squareroot shgularity for = 1 and a logarithm ic
singularity for = 2. The average concurrence has the

sam e sihgularity, in view ofEq. @.3) To lading order
n we nd

hi=1 075'2) ;=1 143 '7%;(5.9)
, 13 1 , 1
hipb=1 — h=-) Wi,=1 = =h=(10)
42 28

The ensemble averaged weight twi =
the electron-hole pairs is analytic in

2 4+ Yi of

4 11 1 e
wi = — ; wiz = — 4+ —
15 30 3

T he average entanglem ent production is given, to leading

(6.11)

order in ,by

) ev , 3 .

HEi =— 2IXK +Y1i —h i 54a2)

h n2

8
3 4 11 9 v
SEL= Y% Tomz n

) 3 ) 1 62 58 ev 6.13)
T HEL = -+ — —:

3 189 632 h

W e have again replaced E by &V for the total entan—
glem ent production.)

VI. CRITICALDECOHERENCE RATE

For each quantum dot in the ensamble, the entangle—
m ent production rate E vanishes identically for greater
than a certain valie . at which the W emer param eter
has dropped to 1=3. For slightly less than . wemay
expand = 1=3+ O (. ). In view ofEgs. 13.}) and
B 4) the entanglem ent production rate has a logarithm ic
sihqularity at the critical point,

E/ (o Fh(e 'y iE " o 641)



FIG.4: P robability distribbution of the critical decoherence
rate .,beyond which the entanglem ent production vanishes.
The solid and dashed curves are com puted from E(g. {_6._2)
T he dotted lines are the weak-decoherence asym ptotes {_6;4) :

1+ 2

P(c)/ c :ﬁ)rc 1.

T his isa generic feature ofthe loss ofentanglem ent by the
transition to a m ixed state, cf. the logarithm ic singular-
iy in the tem perature dependence of the entanglem ent
production found in Ref.:;Lgs.

T he statistical distribution P ( o) ofthe critical deco—
herence rate In the ensem ble of chaotic quantum dots is
de ned by
A )i ;

62
3 ! 62)

P ()=

c

wih &) theunit step function ( &)= 1ifx 0 and
x) = O_J;fX < 0). The resul of a num erical evaluation
ofEq. (62) ispbtted in Fig.4. The ensem ble average is

0954 if = 1;

0957 i = 2: 6.3)

h.ad =
SInce = 2 gwell™ coherences the critical decoherence rate
of a typical sam ple In the ensem ble of chaotic quantum
dots is of the order of the inverse ofthem ean dwelltin e.
A lthough the mean of the distrbutions for = 1 and
= 2 isaln ost the sam g, their shape isentirely di erent,
cf.Fig.4.
T he fullprobability distribution show sthat sam pleto—
sam ple uctuations are large, w th a substantial weight
for . 1. Foramall . the distrdbution P ( ) has the

sam e lin iting behavior/ '~ ~° asthe conductance gy

kf.Eqg. @:l:?;)]. M ore precisely, as derived in App. A,
1=2 . _ ..
P (= 0985 T i =1

. (6.4)
c! 0 13=42 if = 2:

VII. DISCUSSION

A . Strength and weakness of the voltage probe
m odel

W ¢ have shown how the voltage probe m odel of shot
noise?®® can be used to study spih relaxation and deco—
herence in electrical conduction through a quantum dot.
T he strength of this approach to spin transport is that
it is nonperturbative in the dim ensionless conductance
Jo, pem iting a solution for gy of order uniy using the
m ethods of random -m atrix theory. It is therefore com -
plem gntary to existing sem iclassical approaches to spn
noise21 which requireqg, 1.

T he weakness of the voltage probe m odel is that it
is phenom enological, not directly related to any speci ¢
m echanisn for decoherence. W e have exam ined here the
sin plest in plem entation w ith a sihgle voltage probe, cor-
resgoonding to a single decay rate . The dom inant deco-
herence m echanism of electron spipns n a quantum dot,
hyper ne coupling to nuclkar spins24 hasamuch shorter
(ensam ble averaged) decoherence tim e T, than the soin—

Ip tine T; . Pure dephasing (decoherence w ithout spin

Ips) can be nclided into the m odel by m eans of ferro—
m agnetic volage probes. This is one extension that we
Jeave for iture investigation.

Another extension is to include spin-orbit scattering
(symmetry ndex = 4). W e sum ise that the result

P(o)/ o' 7 forthe distrbution of the critical de—
coherence rate In the weak decoherence regin e, derived
here for the case = 1;2 without spin-orbit scattering,
hods or = 4 as well | but this still needs to be
dem onstrated.

B . Entanglem ent detection for spin-isotropic states

By restricting ourselves to a system w ithout a prefer-
entialbasis in spin space, we have derived in Sec. [IIB!
a one-to-one relation between the entanglem ent produc-
tion and the spin—resolved shot noise. T his relation goes
beyond the volage probe m odel, so we discuss it here in
m ore general temm s.

T he basic assum ption is that the conduction electrons
have no preferential quantization axis for the spin. This
socalled SU (2) invariancem eans that the failldensity m a—
trix is nvariant under the sim ultaneous rotation ofeach
electron spin by any 2 2 unitary matrix U :

0) U 0) Yu u Y wY uY = (7.1)
The4 4matrix o,,obtained from by profcting onto
a single excited channel in the source as well as in the
drain, has the sam e invariance property :

U U UY

U= o (72)

As explained in Sec. :JZI-_I-_A-:, the concurrence of the



electron-holk pairs then follow s directly from

T 1

Ceh z Z 3
Here we have excluded a spontaneous breaking of the
soin-rotation symm etry (o ferrom agnetic order). The
m ore general case has been considered In the context of
the isotropic H edsenberg m odel®?

The concurrence in this spin-isotropic case is related
to the spin—resolved shot noise by Egs. 3.3) and @.13).
T he entanglem ent production rate E follow s according to
Eq. B84) from C and a weight factor w, given in tem s
of the shot noise by Eq. (3.14). To detect the spin en-
tanglem ent one thus needs to m easure the correlator of
paralleland antiparallel spin currents. This is in essence
a form of\quantum state tom ography", sin pli ed by the
fact that an SU ) invariant m ixed state oftwo qubits is
described by a single param eter (the W emer param eter

). T he isotropy assum ption does away w ith the need to
com pare correlaters in di erent bases, as required for the
Bell nequaliy 2421 or or quantum  state tom ography of
an arbitrary density m atrix £4

In closing, wem ention the rem arkable sin pli cation of
the generalexpressions of Sec..ITIB! ifthe (dim ensionless)
conductance g 1 (tunneling regin e). Then the shot
noise isPoissonian, hence Paharge = €I = 2 (Pwn + Puy).
M oreover, the tetm quadratic in I is an aller than the
term linear in I by a factor gy, so it m ay be neglected.
Thstead of Egs. {_3:1:3) and @-;l-_ll) we thus have

P nn PV'# h

= —; w=——1I:

Pun+ Puy e E

3
C=§max 0; (73)

(7.4)

T he expressions ¢_§;3.’) and @:4) for the concurrence and
entanglem ent production sin plify to

Pun  Puy 1

C = -—max 0j——— = (75)
2 Poo+ Puy 3
2 : .

= —maxf0;Pw] 2PyH; (7.6)

el
I P

E=-F ;+3 1 ¢C 7.7

e

W e thus arrive at the conclusion that the electron-hole
pairs produced by a tunnel barrier in a single-channel
conductor w ith spin-independent scattering are entan-—
gkd if and only if Penj> 2P that is to say, if and
only if the correlator of parallel spin currents is at least
tw ice as large as the correlator of antiparallel spin cur-
rents. W e hope that this sin ple entanglem ent criterion
w illm otivate furtherexperin entale ortsin the detection
of soin noise.
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APPENDIX A:DERIVATION OF EQ. (5.4)

W ew ish to evaluate the distrdoution P
ijcaldecoherence rate In the Iim it . !

( o) ofthe crit—
0.W ecan use the

expressions ofSec.:_I-\{-l_g: for the weak decoherence regim e.
It 1 the criticality condition = 1=3 isequivalent
togyl @)= Q ,with thede niion

)+ )+l @)
1 1 0 .
5)oos2 + 50032 :

@A1)

M+ ~)f Q0 £)E @
2) @

T he Laguerre distribution @:8) of the rescaled variables
~ = ;= Iisindependent of in the Imi ! _O_ (W hen
~ ranges from 0 to 1 ). Substitution into Eq. {63) gives

1
P (9= 2L @ @2)

0
We rstconsiderthecase = 1. Then %= , =0 gy

and Q sim plify to

g = (sh2 sin ) ?; @3)
Q = (m+ =) 70 £)P+if 0 f)+gl 9)
(r  2)E  F)gcos2 : ®4)

T he average over contributes predom inantl’ near =

0and = ,wih the result
r__
m () 1 1
IR the 2 c
* +

£2+2f @ £) "

sin 2

1

A 5)

The ram aining average over ~4 and gives sin ply a nu—
m erical coe cient, resuling in Eq. (6_-.{} .

Tuming now to the case = 2, we rst cbserve that
the Iimit . ! 0 contains equal contrbutions from gy
near0 and 1. Hence Eq. @2) sinpli esto

]jEnOPZ(C)= 2 ()i, ¢ @ 6)

%and = Oor .Expand-
= 0, we have to second order

To reach gy = O weneed
ing around = %and

Q= Z2sin®2 + ( 92, There is a sin ilar expansion

around = .Usihgthe dentity @2+ )= @) b
we thus arrive at

@)= —— % )+« ) @7
sin 2

Substiition into Eq. {A ) gives the lin iting valie

lin P () (it ) 2820 £+ £ Q £)

13

E; A 8)

as stated in Eq. C_é;z;).
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