
ar
X

iv
:c

on
d-

m
at

/0
60

16
99

v2
  [

co
nd

-m
at

.o
th

er
] 

 4
 D

ec
 2

00
6

EurophysicsLetters PREPRINT

C harge qubit entanglem ent in double quantum dots

S.W eiss,M .T horwart and R .Egger

Institutf�urTheoretische Physik,Heinrich-Heine-Universit�at,D-40225 D�usseldorf,Ger-

m any

PACS.73.21.La { Q uantum dots.

PACS.03.65.Ud { Entanglem entand quantum nonlocality.

PACS.73.23.-b { Electronic transportin m esoscopic system s.

A bstract. { W e study entanglem ent ofcharge qubits in a verticaltunnel-coupled double

quantum dotcontainingtwointeractingelectrons.Exactdiagonalization isused tocom putethe

negativity characterizing entanglem ent.W e� nd thatentanglem entcan bee� ciently generated

and controlled by sidegate voltages,and describe how it can be detected. For large enough

tunnelcoupling,the negativity shows a pronounced m axim um at an interm ediate interaction

strength within the W ignerm olecule regim e.

Sem iconductorfew-electron quantum dots(Q Ds)continue to attracta lotofinterest,as

ithasnow becom e possible to experim entally controlboth the electronic spin and charge in

a condensed-phaseenvironm entin an unprecedented m anner.In particular,doublequantum

dots (DQ Ds) can be fabricated in a well-controlled fashion in high-quality sem iconductor

devices,and arecurrently underintensestudy [1{9].Verticalorlateraltunnel-coupled DQ Ds

are am ong the m ost prom ising candidates for realizing spin or charge qubits in a quantum

inform ation processor[10{12].Theirm ain advantagesarescalability,good controlofphysical

propertiesvia tunableexternal(sidegate-)voltagesorm agnetic�elds,and spatialseparation

ofthe individualQ Ds (allowing to perform one-or two-qubit operations). Recent progress

hasbeen very swift,and present-day experim entsareperform ed on DQ Dscontaining justone

ortwo electrons.

W e present an exact diagonalization study of ground-state entanglem ent in a vertical

tunnel-coupled DQ D containing two interacting electrons.In general,entanglem entprovides

a crucialresource for quantum com puting,m aking certain tasks faster or m ore secure [13].

W hile coherent single-electron dynam ics has been successfully realized in DQ Ds,see,e.g.,

Refs.[8,9],system aticstudiesofthetwo-electron dynam icsand ofentanglem entareonly now

com ing into reach [4]. In view ofthese developm ents,it seem s tim ely to provide theoreti-

calpredictions for two-electron charge entanglem entin DQ Ds,including both the e�ects of

electron-electron interactionsand ofspin-orbit(SO )couplings.Entanglem entoftwo ‘charge

qubits’,which here arise because an electron m ay reside in the upper or the lower dot,in

such a bipartitem ixed statecan,forinstance,bedeterm ined by thePeres-Horodeckim easure

(the ‘negativity’N )[14,15]in a m athem atically su�cientand necessary way. O therentan-

glem ent m easures exist [16],for instance,the com m only used concurrence C [17],which is

m athem atically equivalent. It obeys the inequality C � N [18,19],although we �nd only
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sm alldeviationsbetween C and N (oforder10� 3 in ourcase).Forsu�ciently weak m agnetic

�eld,thetwo-electron system isalwaysin a spin singletstate,and thereforetheelectronshave

oppositespin projections.Since both chargequbitsphysically occupy the sam eDQ D,thisis

essentialto m ake entanglem entuseful: spin projection allowsto distinguish di�erentcharge

qubits,and thereby chargeentanglem entdetection and/orexploitation becom espossible.W e

outlinea concreteproposalbelow.

Starting from a separable(non-entangled)statein thenon-interactinglim it,entanglem ent

is enhanced with increasing interaction strength between the two charge qubits. For sm all

tunnelcoupling � between the Q Ds,only very weak interactions are necessary to entangle

the qubits,see Eq.(2) below,allowing for e�cient entanglem ent generation. Interestingly,

forsu�ciently large�,N exhibitsa m axim um atan interm ediateinteraction strength,with

suppressed entanglem entforboth weakerand strongerinteractions.The‘optim al’interaction

strength correspondsto a Bruecknerparam eterrs & 2,where W ignerm olecule form ation is

expected [20,21].O urresultsim ply thatentanglem entoftwo chargequbitsin DQ Dscan be

generated and controlled by gate electrodes,as these a�ect the lateralsize ofthe Q Ds and

hencethe e�ective interaction strength.

W e consider two identicalQ Ds with a two-dim ensional(2D) parabolic con�nem ent (in

the x-y plane) offrequency !0. In the perpendicular (z) direction,we take a very steep

con�nem entsuch thatonly the loweststate jLi(jU i) willbe occupied in the lower(upper)

Q D.Fora given electron,thistwo-levelsystem de�nesthe chargequbitofinteresthere.W e

assum eadistanced between theQ D centersalongthezaxis,leadingtoatunnelingam plitude

�couplingtheQ Ds.Thein-planecoordinatesofthetwoelectronsarer 1;2 = (x1;2;y1;2),while

thez-coordinateisdescribed by theeigenvalue�i = � 1 ofa pseudo-spin m atrix �z,wherethe

Paulim atrices�x;y;z actin thechargequbit(jL;U i)space.W ith dielectricconstant� ofthe

substrate,e�ectivem assm �,and dim ensionlessRashba SO coupling �R ,

H =
X

i= 1;2

h
p2i

2m �
+
m �!20r

2
i

2
�
�

2
�
x
i + !0l0�R (1)

� (px;i�
y

i � py;i�
x
i)

i

+
e2=�

p
(r1 � r2)

2 + d2��1;� �2

:

Since the Dresselhaus term or other SO contributions due to the con�nem ent are typically

weaker and not tunable by gate voltages,we only keep the Rashba term ; Paulim atrices

�x;y;z act in spin space. W e use l0 =
p
~=m �!0,the dim ensionless interaction param eter

� = e2=(~�l0!0) related to rs [20],and put � = ~! 0 exp(� d=l0), consistent with the �-

function con�nem entalong the z-direction.

W ith integer radial(n � 0) and angular m om entum (M ) quantum num bers,the �R =

� = 0 spin-degeneratesingle-particle eigenstatesto energy E �
nM

= (2n + jM j+ 1)~!0 � �=2

are

 
�
nM
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0 LjM j
n (r2=l20)

with associated Laguerrepolynom ialsLm
n .TheHam iltonian (1)isrepresented in theproduct

basisfjU U i;jU Li;jLU i;jLLig
 fj""i;j"#i;j#"i;j##ig
 (nc;M c)
 (nr;M r);whereweuse

center-of-m ass(CO M )and relativequantum num bers(nc;r;M c;r),respectively.For�R = 0,a

singletspin stateS = 0 isrealized forarbitrary � [1],and then werestricttherepresentation
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to this sector. M oreover,the CO M part com pletely decouples in that case. For �R 6= 0,

however,this decoupling does not hold anym ore,no assum ptions about the spin sector are

allowed,and thefullproblem hasto bediagonalized.(Com pletespin entanglem entwasfound

for all�R studied below.) In the exactdiagonalization schem e,we im pose an UV cuto� in

(n;M )spaceand increaseituntilconvergenceisachieved.G iven therepresentation ofH ,the

antisym m etrictwo-electron statej	 0ican becom puted,and hencethe T = 0 density m atrix

j	 0ih	 0j. To study charge qubitentanglem ent,we form the 4� 4 reduced density m atrix �

by tracing out the spin and (nc;r;M c;r) degrees offreedom . The Peres-Horodeckim easure

(i.e. the negativity)then follows as N = 2j�m inj[14],where �m in is the sm allesteigenvalue

ofthe partially transposed �T2 associated with the m ixed statedescribed by �.Thepartially

transposed ofthereduced two-particledensity m atrix ��1�2;�01�
0

2
(where� = U;L)isde�ned as

�
T2
�1�2;�

0

1
�0
2

= ��0
1
�2;�1�

0

2

,i.e.one hasto transposewith respectto one ofthe two electronsonly.

Form ixed bipartitesystem s,thenegativity providesa m athem atically rigorousdescription of

entanglem ent[14{18]. Fora separable (non-entangled)state,N = 0,whereasform axim ally

entangled states,N = 1.

Letusthen discussresults,starting with �R = 0. In the absence ofinteractions,� = 0,

both electrons occupy the sam e pseudo-spin state (jLi+ jU i)=
p
2 with di�erent spin. The

two-electron chargestatethusfactorizes,and N = 0.In thepresenceofinteractions,however,

we �nd a �nite negativity N ,see Fig.1,indicating strongerentanglem entwith increasing �

forall� and 0< � . 1.Thiscan berationalized in term sofa sim pleenergy scaleargum ent.

Forsm all�,only the transverse ground state isoccupied (nr = M r = 0). Interactionsthen

tend to localize electronsin the jLi;jU istates,and antisym m etry ofthe total(spin-singlet)

wavefunction im pliesasym m etrictwo-electron pseudo-spin state,(jL1U2i+ jU1L2i)=
p
2.Tun-

neling opposesthislocalization tendency,and a balanceisreached forsom evalue�c.W etake

N (�c)= 1=2 to de�ne �c,which setsthe crossoverscale from weak to strong entanglem ent.

An estim atefor�c followsby equating the two relevantenergy scales,

�c = (�=~! 0)jln(�=~! 0)j: (2)

Detailed com parison shows that Eq.(2) is in excellent agreem entwith the values following

from thenum ericalresultstogetherwith thede�nition N (�c)= 1=2.Forsm all�,onereaches

a m axim ally entangled Bellstate(N = 1)already forvery weak interactions,seeFig.1,which

dem onstratesthatchargeentanglem entcan be e�ciently generated.

The data shown in Fig.1(a) revealan interesting feature for su�ciently large tunnel

couplings,�=~! 0 & 0:25,nam ely a pronounced entanglem entm axim um atan interm ediate

interaction strength �m > �c. Note thattunable � reaching a few m eV have been reported

in recent DQ D experim ents [3,8]. Since typically ~!0 . 10 m eV,our param eter range for

� is accessible. W hile for �=~! 0 . 0:2,N = 1 for � � �c,in the strong-tunneling case,

entanglem entdecreasesagain for� > �m .The m axim um shiftsto lower�m when tunneling

is increased. To give concrete num bers,�m = 3:53 for �=~! 0 = 0:37,while �m = 2:13 at

�=~! 0 = 0:5,corresponding to rs � 4:8 and 2:4,respectively. These interactions indicate

thatonehasreached theincipientW ignerm oleculeregim e[20,21],whereinteractionsbecom e

strong enough to induceW ignercrystallization in this�nite-sizesystem .Thers valuesneces-

sary forobservingthem axim um in N (�)arelargebutwithin reach ofpresentexperim ents[1].

In orderto understand thisbehavior,itiscrucialto addressthe role ofhighertransverse

statesin the individualQ Ds.Those statesplay no signi�cantrole forweak interactions,but

can bepopulated forstronginteractions.Toelucidatethis,considerthefollowingsim pleDQ D
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m odelwith two spin-degeneratelevelscorresponding to the lower/upperdot,

H s = U0

X

j= L ;U

n";jn#;j + V0nL nU � �
X

�

(d�;L d
y

�;U
+ h:c:); (3)

where d�j is the annihilation operator for spin � = ";# in Q D j = L=U , n�j = d
y

�jd�j,

and nj = n";j + n#;j with nL + nU = 2. The interaction between electrons on the sam e

dot (on di�erent dots) is U 0 (V0). The negativity can then be calculated in the sam e way

as before and is shown as a function ofU0 in Fig.2,with the order-of-m agnitude estim ate

V0 = U0=(d=l0). These results indicate that for any tunneling am plitude �,entanglem ent

becom esstrongerwith increasing interactions.Thesam econclusion isreached by using m ore

sophisticated estim atesforU0;V0,startingfrom Eq.(1)and projectingthefullHam iltonian to

thetransverseground state.W econcludethatH s isnotableto reproducethesuppression of

entanglem entatlarge� seen in Fig.1(a),and thereforehighertransversestatesoftheQ Dsare

crucialin understanding thise�ect.In fact,keeping only oscillatorstateswith nr � n in the

diagonalization ofEq.(1),Fig.2(b)showsthatwith increasing � higherstatesbecom em ore

and m ore relevant.For�=~! 0 = 0:37,see Fig.2(b),we recoverthe entanglem entm axim um

once n � 3. The relevance of these higher-lying transverse states for the suppression of

entanglem entalso followsfrom an energeticargum entinvolving thecom petition oftunneling

and Coulom b repulsion.Forthis,considerthe energy di�erence

"m in(�;�)= E sam e � Edi�; (4)

where the two electrons either reside on the sam e dot (E sam e) or on di�erent dots (E di�).

For� = 0,we have "m in = 0,corresponding to degenerate pseudo-spin states and therefore

to N = 0. In general,we can then expect that a correlation between N and "m in exists,

with large (sm all) "m in corresponding to large (sm all) N . This correlation is natural[11],

since the entangled state corresponds to the electrons occupying di�erent dots,leading to

theenergy E di�,whileentanglem entisdestroyed onceboth electronsresideon thesam edot.

Diagonalizing H separately for these two cases,the num ericalresult for "m in is shown for

various� asa function of� in Fig. 1(b). The energy di�erence "m in growswith increasing

� for �=~! 0 . 0:2,but has a m axim um for �=~! 0 & 0:25. Rem arkably,the behavior of

"m in perfectly reectswhatwe obtain for the negativity. The decrease in "m in with large �

does not occur for H s (data not shown),which again points to the im portance ofhigher-

lying transverse states. Intuitively,the interaction energy is m inim ized by pushing the two

electronsto opposite sidesin the x-y plane,which correspondsto occupation ofthese states.

By that m echanism ,the Coulom b repulsion between electrons located on di�erent dots is

e�ciently reduced,and thereby entanglem entcan be suppressed. W e m ention thatforvery

largeinteractions,asim pleclassicalcalculation (i.e.,neglectingthekineticenergy)showsthat

"m in reachesa constantvalue,"m in / d2. Thisin turn im plies by the above argum entation

thatthe negativity doesnotvanish as� ! 1 ,butinstead staysata �nite value.

Letusthen briey addressthe e�ectsof�nite SO couplings� R on charge entanglem ent,

see Fig.3. In general,SO couplings tend to weakly decrease N . For InAs dots,where SO

couplingsareexpected tobequitestrong,valuesin theregim e�R . 1werem easured [22].For

such couplings,we�nd thatN decreasesbyatm ost20% .Thedecreaseism ostpronounced for

strongtunnelingbetween thedotsand/orstrongelectron-electron interaction.In thepresence

ofvarioustypes ofSO couplings,already for just one electron in the DQ D one m ay expect

‘hyperentanglem ent’[23]ofspin and charge. However,keeping only the Rashba coupling in

Eq.(1) does not lead to a non-zero hyperentanglem ent negativity,even when allowing for

di�erentSO couplingsin the two dots.
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W hen tuning entanglem entby adiabaticm anipulationssuch asslow changesofgatevolt-

ages,som e relaxation m echanism isim plicitly needed forequilibration. However,we require

relaxation to beweak enough,forotherwisequantum coherenceisa�ected oreven destroyed.

Typicalcharge relaxation tim es in high-quality DQ Ds presently approach 1�s [9],and thus

thecoherencerequirem entsshould posenom ajorobstacle.Letusthen discusshow thecharge

qubitentanglem entproduced in theDQ D can bedetected and/orexploited by application of

the schem esuggested in Ref.[24],seeFig.4.Two electronicbeam splitters[25]areattached

togetherwith two side gatesin one inputarm ofeach.The latterallow to induce controlled

phase shifts �A and �B on the orbitalstates [26]. The accessible observables are average

currentsI�� and zero-frequency currentcorrelatorsS�;��;� with �;� = A;B and �;� = � ,see

Fig.4. Suppose now that the contacts to the beam splitters can be individually addressed

by adiabatic gate voltage pulses switching them from ‘closed’to ‘open’. Two electrons are

then em itted from the double dotand enterthe detection region. The two-particle reduced

density m atrix (and henceN )then followsfrom 16 currentcorrelation and 8 averagecurrent

m easurem ents[24].

To conclude,wehavestudied chargequbitentanglem entin doublequantum dots.Entan-

glem entcan becreated and altered by adiabaticchangesofelectrostaticpotentials.W hilewe

have speci�cally discussed verticaldouble dots,ourgeneralconclusionsalso apply to lateral

double dotsorcarbon-nanotubebased dots.The caseofm orethan two interacting electrons

rem ainsasan interesting open challenge,where the m athem aticalfoundationsforentangle-

m entm easuresarelessclear.

W e thank D.Bru�, T.Heinzel, and H.K am perm ann for discussions. This work was

supported by the ESF network INSTANS.
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lowerdotin the D Q D are indicated by U and L,respectively.The D Q D isconnected by switchable

barriersto two beam splittersA and B ,and two side gatesinduce controlled phase shifts�A =B .


	

