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R ecent experin ents have dem onstrated quantum m anipulation oftwo-electron spin states in dou-
ble quantum dots using electrically controlled exchange interactions. Here, we present a detailed
theory for electron spin dynam ics In tw o-electron double dot system s that was used to guide those
experin ents and analyze the results. Speci cally, we analyze both spin and charge relaxation and
dephasing m echanisn s that are relevant to experim ents, and discuss practical approaches for quan—
tum control of two-electron system s. W e show that both charge and spin dephasing play in portant
roles In the dynam ics ofthe two-spin system , but neither representsa fundam entallin it for electrical
control of spin degrees of freedom In sem iconductor quantum bits.

PACS numbers: 7321La, 03.67Mn, 8535D s

E kctron spins n quantum dots represent a prom is—
ng system for studying m esoscopic physics, developing
elem ents for sphtronicst?, and creating building blocks
r quantum hfom ation processingg?2£€, In the eld
of quantum inform ation, con ned electron spins have
been suggested as a potential realization of a quantum
bi, due to their potential ©r ong coherence tin es!£2 .
However, the delkterious e ects of hyper ne coupling
to lattice nuclear spingt0d11243:14,13.161718 o5 fiyund in
experin entst?2021:22:23  can severely lin it the phase co-
herence of electron spins. Thus, it is In portant to un—
derstand dynam ics of electron spin coupled to nucleiand
to develop corresponding quantum control techniques to
m itigate this coupling.

R ecent experin ents by our group explored coherent
sodn m anjpulation of electron spins to observe and sup-—
press the hyper ne nteraction?%2124 | T this paper, we
present a detailed theory describing coherent properties
of coupled electrons in double quantum dots that was
used to guide those experin ents and analyze the resuls.
T he theory ncludeshyper ne interactions, extemalm ag—
netic eld, exchange tem s, and charge interactions.

O ur approach relies upon an approxim ation based on
the separation of tin e scales between electron spin dy-—
nam ics and nuclkar spin dynam ics. In particular, the
tin e scales goveming nuclkar spin evolution are slower
than most relevant electron soin processes. This al-
low s us to treat the nuclkar environm ent using a type
of adiabatic approxin ation, the quasistatic approxin a—
tion @ SA )28, I thism odel, the nuclkar con guration
is xed over electron spin precession tin es, but changes
random ly on the tim e scale over w hich data points in an
experim ent m ight be averaged (current experim ents ac—
quire a single data point on 100 m s tin escales). W e
also consider the rst corrections to this approxin ation,
w here experin entally relevant.

In what ollow s, we start by review ing the theory ofhy—
per ne interactions in single and doubl quantum dots,
focusing on electrostatic controlof electron spin-electron

sodn interactions. W e then consider the role of charge de—
phasing and chargebased decay in experin ents invoking
so—called spin blockade, n which a sin ultaneous spin I
and charge transition is required for electrons to tunnel
from one dot to anotherf?. Consistent w ith the experi-
ments, we nd that blockade is reduced near zero m ag—
netic eld over a range set by the average m agniude of
the random O verhauser (huclkar) eld.W ethen consider
the e ect of fast control of the local electrostatic poten—
tials of doubl quantum dots, and show how thism ay be
used to perfom exchange gates’2222 | and to prepare and
m easure two-spn entangled states??2®. Various lin ita—
tionsto the preparation, m anipulation, and m easurem ent
techniques, due to nuclkar spins, phonons, and classical
noise sources, are considered.

T heordes that explicitly lnclude quantum m echanical
state and evolution e ects of the nuclear soins both
w ithin and beyond the Q SA have been considered by sev—
eral authors Refs.|10,12)15)17%)18/27,28,29) . D ephasing,
deooherence, and gating error In double quantum dots
have also been vestigated previousl2?2%21; the present
work develops the theory behind quantum control tech—
niguesused In experin ents, connecting the previous gen—
eraltheoreticaltreatm entsto speci cexperim entalobser-
vations. T he paper is organized as follow s. Interactions
of a singlk electron in a sihgle quantum dot, including
hyper ne tem s, are reviewed in section E. The quasi-
static regim e is de ned and investigated, and dephasing
of electron spins by hyper ne interactions in the quasi-
static regin e is detailed. This provides a basis for ex—
tending the resuls to doubl quantum dot system s. W e
then develop a theory describing the two-electron spin
states of a double quantum dot ncliding the response of
the system to changes in extemal gate volages, and the
roke of elastic charge transitions?22334 | This is com —
bined w ith the theory of spin Interactions in a single dot
to produce a theory describing the dynam ics of the low
energy states, ncluding spin tem s, ofthe double dot sys—
tem in two experim ental regin es. O ne is near the charge
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transition between the two dots, where the charge state
of two electrons in one dot is nearly degenerate w ith the
state w ith one electron in each dot. T he other is the far-
detuned regim e, where the two dots are balanced such
that the states w ith two electrons in either dot arem uch
higher in energy.

In the rem aining sections, we investigate situations re—
lated to the experim ents. F irst we consider spin blodk—
ade near the charge transition, as investigated in Ref.|20,
considering e ects due to di erence in dot sizes and ex—
panding upon several earlier, nform al ideas. W e then
analyze approaches to probing dephasing and exchange
Interactions, show ing how errors e ect fast gate con-
trolapproaches for preparation and m easurem ent oftwo—
electron spin states, as well as controlled exchange inter—
actions and probing of nuclkar-spin-related dephasing, as
Investigated in Ref.2]1. Finally, we consider lin itations
to exchange gates and quantum m em ory of logicalqubits
encoded in double dot system 228,

I. HYPERFINE INTERACTIONS IN A DOUBLE
QUANTUM DOT:A REVIEW

W e begin by review Ing the basic physics of hyper ne
Interactions for electron spins In single G aA s quantum
dots. T his section review s the established theory for sin—
gle quantum dotsti221835 and considers dynam ical cor-
rections to the m odel of Refs.|[11,16. This m odel will
be used In subsequent sections for the doubledot case.
Additional termm s, such as spin-orbit coupling, are ne-
glected. Theory?#”? and experin ent222%37 have dem on-
strated that spih-orbit related temm s lead to dephasing
and relaxation on tin e scales ofm illisesconds, w hereaswe
w ill focus on Interaction tim es on the order of nanosec—
onds to m icroseconds.

A . Electron spin H am iltonian for a single quantum
dot

The Ham iltonian for the Kramer's doublt of the
ground orbial state of the quantum dot (denoted by the
spin-1/2 vector S) including hyper ne contact interac-
tions w ith lattice nuclkei (spins T #3) isti-38
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eBext S+ ~ ¢ b
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H =~ ;8 17 M)

where =g

soin S; sum s are over nuckar soecies ( ) and unit cells
(). Correspondingly, b is the e ective hyper ne eld

dueto species wihinaunitcel, withbsygs= 184T,
bog,= 152T,andbig,= 1:95T rGaAsé. The
coe cient 3, = wJ (ey; )F is the probability of the
electron being at uni cell j W ith nuclkar soin species

), Vo is the volum e of the unit cell 2 nuclki), and (r)
is the envelope w avefunction of the localized electron.

B =~ Is the gyrom agnetic ratio for electron
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FIG.1l: (@) A schem atic potential and energy level diagram
for a single quantum dot in which one electron is con ned
to the low energy spectrum of a three dim ensional potential.
Only the ground and rst-excited states, each a Kramer's
doublkt, are shown. (o) The lowest orbital state has a spin—
1/2 electron interacting with the lattice nuclear spins. (c)
E ective m agnetic eld due to both extemal eld and the
nuclear eld. W hen the extermal eld is large, the transverse
com ponents of the nuckar eld are neglkcted in a rotating
wave approxin ation.

Tt is convenient to rewrie the Ham iltonian usihg
a coollective operator for the nuclear spins, é\nuc
F b F . T . This operator allow s us to w rite the
Ham iltonian as an electron spin interacting w ith an ex—
temalm agnetic eld, Bext, and an intrinsic eld, B:nuc:

A

~ e Bext+ Bnue) S @)

Several characteristic valiest?38 for this iteraction
are noted In Tabk [J. The maxinum nuckar eld
va]ueP(a]l soins mg; polarized with value I = 3=2) is
hg = b &xI) . x,wherewehave ssparated out
the relative population of nuclar species, xisps = 1,
Xesga = 0%, and xn1g, = 04 for GaA s, ram oving the

dependence from the §; . Thisgiveskhy = 53 T.
Second, when the nuclear spins m ay be described by a
density matrix = f=@QI+ 1) (in nite tem perature ap—
proxim ation for N nuclki), the root-m ean-square (m s)



strength ofthe eld! is

q S %
Bhue = hﬁnucfi=3= bz i; hjf ’.kj2i=3 3)
ik
s % Z
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P R
where we have replaced ;Vo  with dr.

zlihe characteristic strength parameter is h; =
jg
2IT+1)=3 xP = 40 T Hr GaAs, and N

is de ned as the num ber of nuclkiw ith grhich the elec-
tron has signi cant overlap, ie,N = 2=[ &rj @ Fvl.
T hese num erical values are speci ¢ for G aA s quantum
dots. D ots in otherm aterials w ith non-zero nuclear spin
may be descrbed by sin ilar param eters: a m axin um

eld strength param e’igr_ho and a ms eld strength
param eter, B, = h;= N.

B . The quasistatic approxim ation for nuclear
spins

By writing the Ham iltonian (Eq.[2) with nucleias an
e ectivem agnetic eld, we have in plicitly indicated that
the eld may be considered on a sin ilar footing to the
extermal m agnetic eld. In other words, the operator

Bhuc m ay be replaced by a random , classicalvector By,
and observablesm ay be calculated by averaging over the
distribution of classical values. T he distrdbution in the
large N Iin it is

P @)= sz ew( B B)=2BZ,.) : ()

(2 Bguc
This is the quasistatic approxin ation Q SA) used In
Refs.11)16% : we assum e that overtin e scales correspond—
ng to electron spin evolution, the nuclear term s do not
vary.

In tem s of dephasing, we cie the results of Ref.[11.
At zero extemalm agnetic eld in the H eisenberg picture,

the electron soin S evolves to:

A

BS () inue = % a+2a

(Brucb)?e (eBmety: )
O n the other hand, at large extemalm agnetic elds, $ 2
is conserved, but transverse soin com ponents (e4g., §x)

1 A di erent convention than that of Ref.|11 is : gaussians
are always described by their mn s, Jiglt_her than = 2 tin es their
m s. Thus our value ofBpye = = 2, and sin ilarly for other
values to follow .

2 The QSA is designated the quasistationary uctuating elds
approxin ation in Ref.[11.

decay as:

N S«
Midne = - @+ e 2Bt ®)
A tim e-ensem bleaveraged dephasing tin e due to nuclei
In a singlke dot at lJarge extemalm agnetic eld (eg., dot
i) is
Ty, = L : )
2 eB nuc;i )
Thisde nition isappropriate when considering the decay
of coherence of a single electron in a single quantum dot.
G eneralizing to all eld values, for tin es longer than
T,,

St T,)=hESt=0 n)nic (10)
is the average electron spin value, averaged over a tin e
=2 =!.

At low m agnetic elds,theQ SA isvalid up to the single
electron spin-nuclear spin interaction tine © (~N=A)),
which is of order m icrosecondst! . In contrast, at large
extemal elds, the regim e of validity for the Q SA is ex—
tended. Tem s non-com m uting w ith the Zeem an interac—
tion m ay be elin inated (secular approxin ation or rotat—
ing wave approxin ation), yielding an e ective Ham ilto-
nian

He =~ ¢Bext + BAo)Ss ¢ 1)

The z axis is set to be paralkl to the extemal m ag—
netic eld. Corrections to the Q SA have a sinple in-
terpretation in the large eld lm it. A s the Zeem an en—
ergy suppresses spin— i processes, we can create an ef-
fective H am ittonian expanded In powers of 1=B o4+ us—
Ing a Schrie erW olf transform ation. In the interac-
tion picture, we w rite the corrections to H. by setting
BZ.= B,+ B,(), where B, is the QSA tem , and
]§Z (t) are uctuationsbeyond the Q SA .W hen the num —
berofnuckiN islargeand uctuationsam all, we approx—
mate B, by its Hurier transfom ed correlation function:
Z

hE, t+ )B,@i= d! s () (12)

where S (! ) has a high frequency cuto eBhuc-
The form of S (! ) depends on the detailed param eters
of the nuclear spin Ham iltonian and the nuclear spin-—
nuclear spin interactions, and in generalrequiresam any—
body treatm ent. A variety of approaches have been used
to successfillly estin ate these correctionst/A8:27:28:29,39
Any approach with an expansion In inverse powers of
the external eld is com patble with our assum ption of
S (!), provided that the num ber of nuclear spoins is suf-

ciently large that G aussian statistics m ay em erge. In
contrast, the validity of the Q SA in the low- eld regin e
rem ains unproven, thoughrecent sin ulations*® suggest it
m ay break-down before ~ N =A tim escales.



Type |T In e| Energy M agnetic eld|Typicalvalue
Charge

Charging energy Ec S5mev

O rbital level spacing ~1y lmev

Single dot two-electron exchange near B ext = 0 J 300 eV

D oubledot tunnel coupling Tc 10 ev

D oubledot inelastic tunneling () 0.01{100 nev
E lectron spin

Lam or precession t, B ext B ext 0{200 ev

Fully polarized overhauser shift AI ho 130 &v

R andom ) overhauser shift T, ~ «Bruc Bhuc = p% 01{1 &v
Nuclear soin species

Lam or precession thr; ~ Bext B ext 0{100 nev

K night shift t; |~ eBnue ;5 - sBN_nuc <B g 0.1{10 nev

D poledipole interaction (hearest neighbor) taq (~VO )* ~VO 0.01 nev

TABLE I:Tine, energy, and m agnetic eld scales for electron
fast to slow .

C . Hyper ne interactions in a double quantum dot

W e consider standard extensions to the single electron
theoretical m odel to describe the case of two electrons
In adpoent, coupled quantum dots, by considering only
charge—related couplings, then including soin couplings.
T he relevant states are separated electron states, in which
one electron is in each quantum dot, and doubly-occupied
states, w ith tw o electrons in one ofthe two dots.

T he doubly-occupied states are assum ed to be singlets
(@appropriate for sm all perpendicular m agnetic eld)?.
T he higher excited states that are doubly-occupied are
triplets wih a large energy gap J . This singlet{triplet
energy gap for doubly-occupied states facilitates elin i
nation of the spin Interactions and the doubly-occupied
triplet states. Furthem ore, by controlling the relative
potential of the two quantum dots using electrostatic
potentials applied by extemalgates, the ground state can
be changed from one ofthe doubly-occupied statesto one
of the separated electron states (fardetuned regin e on
the other side of the charge transition)#! . E lectrostatic
control of the double dot Ham ittonian w ill be analyzed
in m ore detail in sections[II{IVI.

Fom ally, we elin nate all but one of the doubly—
occupied states follow Ing the prescription ofRef.l27. W e
include the doubly-occupied state (0,2)S, where (i;n.)
denotes num ber of electrons in left, right dots respec—
tively, and S denotes a singlet ofelectron soin, in addition
to the singkt and triplet m anifolds ofthe (1,1) subspace.
For notational convenience, we sest = 0 to occur at the
avoided crossing between (1,1) and (0,2) in Fig.[2. T here
is an avoided crossing at = 0 for the soin singlet m an-
il due to quantum m echanical tunneling T. between
the two quantum dots, while the soin triplet m anifold
is una ected. The Ham ittonian for the states j(0;2)S 1,

and nuclear spins in a single and double quantum dots, from

j(@;1)S 1 can be written as

T
T. O

[¢]

Hi1 02= 13)

A s the tunneling coe cient and extemalm agnetic eld
are assum ed constant, we w ill choose T, to be realby an
approprate choice of gauge
Fora slow Iy varying ortin e-independent H am ittonian,
the eigenstates of E q.[13 are given by
E
s
E
G

cos Pi+ sh §0;2)S1 14)

sin Pi+ cos 3jO;2)S1i : @5)

W gintroduce the tilde states as the adiabatic states, w ith
G the higher energy state. T he adiabatic angl is

arctan (—P% ), and the energies of the two states
are )
Tc
Es = Etan( ) (16)
Tc

Es = ?tan(=2 ) : @7)
W gen E 3 ! 0, the eigenstates becom e
g ! $i; & ! j0;2)Si. For T3 ! =2,

E
and the eigenstates are switched, with S ! 3J0;2)Si
E

and G ! $i. Aswillbe discussed later, controllably

changing allow s for adiabatic passage betw een the near
degenerate spin states $i; T, i (far detuned regim e) to
past the charge transition, wih j(0;2)Si as the ground
state ( .9 . This adiabatic passage can be used for
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FIG .2: (a) Charge stability diagram fora double dot system .
D oubl dot occupation is denoted by (ni;nr). The detuning
is param eterized by , and the fardetuned regim e (light blue)
and charge transition (yellow ) are shown. (o) Schem atic ofthe
double well potentials along one axis (x) with tight con ne—
m ent in the other two axes (ie., y and z). In the fardetuned
regin e, the (1,1) charge states are the ground state, while in
the charge transition regine, (0,2) can be the ground state.
T riplet states are indicated In red, while electron charges are
indicated In orange. (c) Energy level structure of the double
dot system as a function of detuning. From lft to right the
Jow est energy charge state asa function of is (2,0), (1,1), and
(0,2). The detuning at the m iddle of the graph corresponds
to = E.=2, where E. is the charging energy of a single
dot. The three (1,1) triplt states (shown in red) are split by
Zeam an energy.

singlet generation, singlet detection, and In plem entation
of exchange gates?: .

W e now add spin couplings to the double dot sys—
tem , ncluding both Zeem an interactions and hyper ne
contact coupling. Two e ective Ham iltonians, one for

JEjand one for 0 are developed. Our ap—
proach is sin ilar to that ofRef., and we include it
here for com pleteness. The spin intgractions in a doublk

quantum dot for the states I, i; S m ay be w ritten for
Ejas

Hugrot = Hige + Hpge  J()PIS (8
where land r refer to left and right dot, respectively, the
nuclkar eldsare detem ined by the ground orbital state
envelope wavefunctions of the single dot Ham iltonians
eFg.R),andJ ()= E ().

R eordering tem s sin pli es the expression:
st 91

cB St+ ST+ dB J( )P

19)

Hnfitor = ~

FIG .3: A doublequantum dot in the (1,1) con guration. (@)
Schem atic ofthe tw o-electron wavefunction in the fardetuned
regin e Interacting with lattice nuclear spins. () E lectron
soins In the left and right dots interacting w ith their respective
e ective nuclkar elds in the quasistatic approxim ation.
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FIG.4: (a) Levels in the fardetuned regin e including all

couplings of Eqn.[20. (o) Levels near the charge transition;
the T+ 18 ‘S> is near resonance, w ith the coupling between

i, iand ’S> indicated, as per Eqn.[22.

B ;11 Bruce; \
nuc;l nuc;r al‘ld dl er—

wih an average eld B = Byt +
ence ed dB = Bruc;i Bnucxr)=2. The orm ofEqn.[I9
Indicates that term sw ith B and J ( ) are diagonalin to-
tal spin and spin profction along B, creating a natural
set of singlet and triplet states. H owever, the temm w ith
dB breaks total soin symm etry, and couples the singlet
to the triplet states.

W e can now write Eqn.[I9 in m atrix form in the basis

£, 1;Toi; 0 i;B4g,

0 1
B, 0 0 Lrp By gdBY
B
- B 0 0 . g
e% 0 0 B, dB¥§J.dByA
dB ,+ idB , dB, dB g+ idBy J ()=

2 2

(20)
T he corresponding level structure isgiven in Fig.[da. W e
have In plicitly assum ed the Q SA In writing this Ham il
tonian by de ning the axis of spin up and down as B,
which isa sum of the extermal eld and the average nu-—
clear eld. Ifthenuclkar eld uctuates, those tem scan
contrbute by coupling di erent triplet states together.
W ih no extemalm agnetic eld, allstatescoupleto the
sihglet, and soling the dynam ics requires diagonalizing
the 4-by—4 m atrix ofE gn [20. H owever, at nitem agnetic
eld, a large Zeam an solitting which sets B, B huc)
allow sus to separate the system . T he fardetuned regin e
only has transitions between them 3 = 0 states; in this



basis (£¢i; P ig), the m atrix becom es

0 dB,
de J( )=e

@1)

T his two-level system has appropriately straightforward
dynam ics, and we investigate it in som e detailbelow .

N ear the charge transition and at nitem agnetic eld,
angther coupling can occur, this tim e between T4 i and

S . This resonance corresponds to the adiabatic singlet
E

S having an exchangeenergy J ( ) close to the Zeem an-

split triplet’s Zeem an energy, E, = ~ B, .W enote that
extemalm agnetic eld for G aA sw illbe negative in this
context (due to the negative glectron g-factor = -0.44).

W ritten In thebasis £, i; S g, the Ham iltonian is

dB idB
B, —"pz—yoos
H ; = ~ )
p op e dB,+idB
—*p— Ccos J( )=

2

@2)
W e have subscripted g gn.[22 with \ ip- op" indicating
that IPpsbetween S and T, iresulkt n the Ipping of
a nuclkar spin, which can be seen by identifying dB, =
dB, + j-dBy = (B/\nuc;]ﬁ B/\nuc;r;+ )=2.

Because the S{T; resonance lads to soin Ips and
eventual polarization of the nuclkar eld, the QSA will
not be valid if appreciable change of eld occurs, and
the overalldynam icsm ay go beyond the approxin ation.
T hishasbeen exam ined experin entall?242 and theoret—
icall434448 f5r som e speci ¢ cases. W hile the discussion
to ollow m entionsthis resonance, i w ill focus on the zero

eld m ixing ofE gn.[[d and the fardetuned regin e’s nite
eld m ixing of Eqn.[2Il. W e rem ark that E gns.21 and[22
have been previously derived outside of the Q SA27 .,

W e have now established that in the fardetuned
regin e, the relevant soin interactions are lim ited to dy-
nam ics wihin the singlkttriplt subspace and deter-
m ined by the Ham iltonian in Eqn.[2d. Sim ilarly, near
the charge transition a resonance between $iand T4 i
may be cbserved; as this resonance allow s for nuclar
spin polarization, it m ay only be partially described by
the Q SA, and we do not consider its dynam ics in de—
tail. However, we note that In the absence of nuclear
sodn polarization the resonance occurs when the Zeem an
splitting of the extemal eld equals the exchange energy,
J (). Thus, if the Zeam an energy is known, m easuring
the position ofthe splitting gives a m ap betw een extemal
param eters and the actual exchange energy.

II. NUCLEAR-SPIN-M EDIATED RELAXATION
IN DOUBLE DOTS

In this section w e consider the case in w hich the ground
state of the system is j(0;2)S i and the low -lying excited

statesarethe (1,1) states, £51i; I ig. T his situation oc—
curs in dc transport w hen the system isin the spin block-
ade regin e, where transitions from I i to j0;2)S1i are
suppressed because they require both a spin and charge
transition. P revious theoretical work for two electron
system s has focused on triplet and singlet decay of two—
electron states n a shgle quantum dot?’; in contrast,
the present analysis deals with a double quantum dot
system where the electrons can be well separated. Con—
trary to m ore general spin blockade calculations?® and
experin ents, the present work is focused entirely on the
rate lim ting step of blockade: the spin i ollowed by
charge transition w ithin the double quantum dot. Sev—
eral groups2®2742 have studied spin relaxation between
Zeem an split spin states at high magnetic eld B >4
T).Them easured relaxation rates were found to scalk as
B *, consistent w ith a spin-orbitm ediated spin relaxation
process’ . Sim ilarly, single dot m easurem ents of triplet—
singlet relaxation when J eBruc (e, when thee ect
ofnucleiis am all) ndicate long lifetim es, likely lim ited by
sim ilar spin-orbitm ediated m echanisn sor cotunneling to
the leads*320 . O n the other hand, at Iow el and sn all
exchange, w hen the splitting betw een spin statesbecom es
com parable to By, the hyper ne interaction dram ati-
cally increases the spin relaxation rate. Recent experi-
m ents have m easured spin relaxation between nearly de—
generate singlet and triplet spin states in this regin 2922 ,
E xperin ental techniques are discussed in Ref3?, and a
full analysis of the eld and energy dependence of the
relaxation rate is discussed in Ref2?. We only brie y
outline the salient features of experim ent, focusing in-
stead on developing a m ore rigorous basis for the theory
of previous, published work.

Experim ents are performed near the two-electron
regin e wih very weak tunnel coupling so that T. is
slower than the pulse rise tines (Tc 1 &V).Pulsed-
gate techniques are used to change the charge occupancy
from (©0,1) to (1,1) to (0,2) and back to (0,1). In the (1,1)
charge con guration w ith weak interdot tunnel coupling
the $1 and T, i states are nearly degenerate. Shift-
Ing the gates from (0,1) to (1,1) creates a m xture ofall
four states, $i;Tn-= 1;0;11by Joading an electron from
a nearby Fermm i sea. Then, the system is rapidly (non-
adiabatic w ith regpect to tunnel coupling T.) shifted to
the (0,2) regine, wih j(0;2)S1i as the ground state. In
this rapid shift procedure, the singlet i does not adia—
batically follow to the doubly-occupied singlet j(0;2)S i,
but Instead follow sthe Zenerbranch ofthe avoided cross—
ing and stays in $1i, as is illustrated in Fig.[H.

RBast Ehe charge transition, when the adiabatic basis
S ; G isan appropriate representation of the system ,
it is possble for the system o experience inelastic dgr
cay from the excited state G to the ground state S

via charge coupling, eg., to ﬁhonons. T he energy gap
for LjisE, Eg = 24+ 49 ¥ Tnelas—
tic decay near a charge transition in a double quantum
dot has been hvestigated In great detaiB?-2453, and we
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FIG.5: (@) Energy kvelstructure as a function of detuning.
Coupling to a Fem i sea wih kT e B ext Jleads to equal

lling of all four low energy states in the fardetuned regim e
(labelled start). Then is changed rapidly wih respect to
the tunnel coupling, lrading to all four spin states still in the
(1,1) charge con guration. The tin e spent waiing in this
con guration results in slow decay of the m etastable (1,1)
states to the j(0;2)S i state. (b) Nuclkar soins couple between
the eigenstates of exchange, and slow inelastic decay at a rate

proceeds from Hito j(0;2)Si. (c) T he sam e process, but for
the eigenstates of the double dot H am iltonian. Them s = 0
states are equal superpositions of $1i and decay rapidly to
j(0;2)S 1, while the jn s j= 1 states are only weakly m ixed at
large m agnetic eld with the i, resulting in slow decay to
j0;2)s 1.

do not seek to reproduce those results. Iﬁstead, we note
that the decay from the excited state G to the ground
E

state S iswelldescribed by a an oothly varying, energy—
de]%endent decay rate pn ( ). Incoherent population of
G by absorption of a therm alphonon is suppressed as

long as 2T, > kT, which issatis ed or T = 0:01 mev
and T = 100mK.

Finally, we can com bine the coherent spin precession
due to interaction with nuclear spins with the charge—
based decay and dephasing m echanism s go investigate
relaxation of I, i states to the state S O f partic—
ular interest is the regin e past the charge transition,

T., where G B 1 becom es nearly degenerate
wih Joi, as was studied in the experin ent of Ref.[20.
An e ective vedevel system is form ed with the levels
£, i;Toi; T i; P igdescribed by the soin H am ittonian
ofEqn .[20, while inelastic decay from $1ito j0;2)S1i (the

fth level) ispossblata rate ( ), asshown in Fig.[Bb.

To analyze this process, we start w ith the Louivillian

superoperator that describes nelastic tunneling:

_= il H=1+ ( )=2hj315j + BiS]
230;2)S 1S3 fh(O;Z)S; @3)
where
H=-~_.B's%4B" §r](1;1) ~ 40;2)SH(0;2)S§: ©4)

land r indicate keft and right spins for the (1,1) charge
space. A ssum ing the nuclear eld is quasistatic Q SA),
we can diagonalize H . The eigenstates are the ground
state, j(0;2)Si, and (1,1) states with spin aligned and
antialigned w ith the Iocalm agnetic elds, BY = B+
B Y . W e write these eigenstates as F;js’i= Fi,  Fi,
where s;s° = 1=2 are the eigenvalues of the spin pro—
“ction on the eldsofthe land r dots, respectively. T he
eigenvalue for j(0;2)Si s Eg = and the other four
eigenstates ;%1 have energy

Es;s°= S e:Blj+ SO e:Brj: (25)

In considering decay from the energy eigenstates of
the nuclkar eld, js;soi to j(0;2)S i, we elim lnate rapidly
varying phase tem s, eg., 1=2; 1=2ih 1=2;1=23 This
is appropriate provided that the inelastic decay m echa—
nism, (), isslow In com parison to the electrons’ Lar-
m or precession In the nuclkar eld B,y.. In this lim i,
each state ;5% decays to j(0;2)Siwith a rate given by

( )ihs; L 500;2)81F, as ndicated in Fig.[Be. A detailed
analysis is given in appendix [Bl. For convenience, we
write cs;0 = bhs;s® §(0;2)S 4.

Starting w ith a m ixed state ofthe (1,1) subspace (@sin
Ref.|20), we can nd analytical expressions for the tin e
evo]utgon of the density m atrix of an initial orm (£ =
0) = . Fis’bs;s"54. This initial state corresponds
to a m xture of the four (1,1) spin states. The charge
m easurem ent distinguishes only between (1,1) statesand
j0;2)S i; accordingly, we evaluate the l@vo]uu'on of the

projctor for the (1,1) subspace P1y = ., F;s%hs;s"3.
In particular,
Pp=e OF:Ttppe OB Jig ©26)

F inally, we m ust average over possbl iniial nuclkar
soin con gurations to nd the measured signal. This
m eans evaluating HP 11 (t)iyue, @ di culk task in general.
H ow ever,

( hi finuctzz .

@7)
In this approxim ation, we replace the average of the
exponents w ith the average values for the coe cients
oy Fie F. The validity of this approxin ation can
be checked w ith num erical integration, and for the range
ofparam eters presented here the approxim ation holds to
better than 1% .

Wy @igge e (R Thuctpy o
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FIG. 6: The product I;I, as a function of extemal m ag—
netic eld B In units of average nuckar eld, B uc =

(B nuc;1 + Bnuc;1)=2. Several ratios of dot nuclear elds, r =

Bhnuc;1=Bnuc;r are considered: r = 1 (lack), r = 1=3 (red)
and r= 0 (plue). Cusp behavior near zero eld is found In
the lim it of highly iInhom ogeneous dot eld strengths.

Them ean valuesofthecoe cients £, 4 ;7 Farein
tum straightforward to calculate approxin ately (@sdone
in Ref.|20, supplem ental inform ation® ), giving

Yy )
+ = ()hp jzlnuc = %(14' L) @8)
ve = Ohk Finwe = %(1 L) (9)
w ith
1
L= &/ (30)

[+ 3Ee)?]

and sin iarly or I, . W e plot the product I;I,, ound In
both Eqns.2829, as a fiinction ofextermalm agnetic eld
for increasing di erence in dot sizes in Fig.[d. T his indi
cates that the e ective decay rates are largely indepen-
dent ofthe ratio of dot sizes, relying only on the average
e ective nuclear eld, B nuc = Bnuciit Bnucir)=2.

W e nd that past the charge transition w ith eI
the states $1iand JTpidecay to j(0;2)Siwih a lifetime

+ !, whilkthetwo in sJj= 1 triplet stateshave a lifetin e

+1.At nite m agnetic eld, ++,and we can
call the states of the jn sj= 1 subspace \m etastabk".
T he m etastability allow s for chargebased m easurem ent
to distinguish between £5i;Toig and T i subspaces:
by using a nearby charge sensor, the decay of $i; ol
m ay be detected long before T i has nite probability
ofdecay in the weak tunneling lim it. T his iIndicates that,
while at zero eld decay of the (1,1) states to the state
j(0;2)S 1 is govemed by a single exponential, a double—
exponentialbehavior appearsasB > B,y issatis ed, In
direct con m ation of the results ofRef.20.

3 In contrast to Ref.|[20, where Baye = \/ hBnucfi, we de ne

Bnuc = \/ hﬁnucfi:3.

Contrary to expectation, the blockade is contributed
to sokly by the Insj= 1 trpplet states. In particular,
soin blockade is charge transport at nite bias through,
for exam ple, the charge states (0;1) ! (;1) ! (0;2).
Forbiasesbetween left and right leads that are less than
J only the ur (1,1) spin states and the state j(0;2)S i
are necessary for understanding the process. An elec—
tron (ofarbirary soin) loads from the lkft lead, creating
w ith equalprobability any ofthe states F;s%. T his then
tunnelswih a rate + or .; to the state j(0;2)S4i,
after which the extra electron on the right tunnels into
the lads, and the cyclk repeats anew . T he average cur—
rent through the device is dom inated by the slow est rate,
which In the absence of cotunneling, is ++ . In other
words, loading into a soin-aligned state ;si prevents
further charge transport until it decays, wih rate .4,
or is replaced from the leadsby a cotunneling process.

T hem easurem entsby Johnson et al. dem onstrate that
the transition probability from (1,1) to j(0;2)S i depends
strongly on both magnetic eld and detuning?’. Our
theoretical m odel, which accounts for hyper ne m ixing
coupled w ith Inelastic decay agrees wellw ith experin en—
talresults for tim escales kessthan 1 m s. T he discrepancy
betw een experin ent and theory for longer tin es suggests
that other spin relaxation processesm ay becom e in por—
tant above 1 m s (spin-oroit).

III. QUANTUM CONTROL OF TW O
ELECTRON SPIN STATES

W e now analyze how tim edependent control of gate
param eters (€g. ) may beused to controlelectron spin
In double quantum dots. O fparticular interest arem eth—
ods for probing the hyper ne interaction m ore directly
than in the previous section. The new technigues we
use are prin arily rapid adiabatic passage and slow adia—
batic passage. Rapid adiabatic passage RAP) can pre—
pare a ssparated, tw o-goIn entangled state ($1iin the ar-
detuned regin e), and when reversed, allow s a pro fctive
m easurem ent that distinguishes the state $i from the
triplet states, I, 1. A sin ilar technique used at large
extemal m agnetic eld, slow adiabatic passage (SAP),
Instead prepares and m easures eigenstates of the nuclear

eld, B; si. W e connect these techniques w ith the ex—
perin ents in Ref.|21 and estin ate their perform ance.

A . Spin-to—charge conversion for preparation and
m easurem ent

A diabatic passage from T to T. m aps the
fardetuned regin e states $i; T, ito the statespast the
charge transition j(0;2)Si; T, 1, allow ing for a charge
m easuram ent to distinguish between these results?+2¢.
In the quantum optics literature, when adiabatic trans—
fer of states is fast w ith respect to the relevant dephasing
(huclkear spin-induced m ixing, In our case), i is called
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FIG.7: (a) Rapid-adiabatic passage: starting in the state

j(0;2)S 1, the detuning is changed from T. to T,
fast w ith respect to the nuclearenergy scale, <Bnuc. ©) Slow
adiabatic passage: as above, but once the system is past the
S T. degeneracy point, the change of ism ade slow wih
respect to the nuclear energy scale. The zoom ed-in section
show s the current nuclkar energy splitting () and the nuclear

eld eigenstates, ; siand j s;si. Both procedures m ay
be reversed to transfer either §i1 RAP) or ; si (SAP) to
j(0;2)S iwhilke keeping the other statesw ithin the (1,1) charge
con guration, allow Ing for chargebased m easurem ent of the
system .

\rapid adiabatic passage" RAP) and we adopt that ter—
m nology here.

W hen the change of detuning, , is adiabatic w ith re—
spect to tunnelooupling, T, butmuch fasterthan B nyuc
(the hyper ne coupling), the adiabatic passage is inde—
pendent of the nuclar dynam ics. For exam ple, startipg
past the charge transition w ith the state j(0;2)Si & S )
and T. and using RAP to the fardetuned regine
causes adiabatic ollow Ing to the state $i. This pre-
pares a separated, entangled spin state. T he procedure
is shown in Fig.[Za.

The reverse procedure may be used to convert the
sihglt state to the charge state (0,2) whilke the triplet
remains n (1,1). Then, charge m easurem ent distin-
guishes singlet versus triplet. Speci cally, if we start
w ith som g superposition in the fardetuned regin e, j i=
G Pi+ n Gn Tm iwhere ;G are quantum ampli-

tudes, after RA P past the charge ition, w ith T.,
the state is § %1 = oge* j§0;2)Si+ | G Jm i, where

is the adiabatic phase accum ulated. Recalling that
j0;2)S1iis in the (0,2) charge subspace, whilke T, istates
are In the (1,1) subspace, a nearby electrom eterm ay dis—
tinguish between these two results, perform ing a pro—
Bctive m easurem ent that leaves the T, i subspace un-
touched. Furthem ore this m easurem ent is independent
of the adiabatic phase.

In contrast, if the change of is slow w ih respect to
nuclki, adiabatic passage follow s to eigenstates of the hy—
per ne interaction. For sin plicity, we assum e that RAP
is used between the charge transition to just past the
S T, resonance of Eqn.[22, such that we m ay neglect
transfer between the S and T, states (see also Fig.[8b.
This requires an extermalm agnetic eld B ext] B huc-
Continuing from this ( < T) point to the fardetuned
regine, ischanged slow Iy with respect to ~ ¢Bpyc. A
cordingly, adiabatic passage proceeds Into eigenstates of
the nuckar eld, B; si, asshown in Fig[lb. These are
the product spin states, w ith one spin up and the other
down w ith respect tom agnetic eld. T histechniquem ay
be called slow adiabatic passage (SAP).

Rapid adiabatic passage maps Bi S
et J0;2)S1;Fmi $ ni, laving the triplkt states
unperturbed. For SAP, the m apping is

8
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Tt is always the current, lowest energy eigenstate of the
nuclkar eld that j(0;2)Simaps to. That is, we choose
s such that Eg; ¢ < E 55, With Eg; s = S ¢ B ey
Blic:z)s (see Section [, Eqn.[25, evaluated at large ex—
temalm agnetic eld). W e rem ark that SAP allows for
determ inistic preparation and m easurem ent of states ro—
tated =2 wih respectto $i;Loiw ihout direct know -
edge of which states they correspond to for each realiza—
tion.

W e now exam ine the adiabaticity condition for slow
adiabatic passage. In SAP, is changed at a constant
rate to approach the fardetuned regim e (point S).U sing
the approxin ate relation J ( ) = 4T?= , the adiabaticity
condition is ~J- (~1)?. Neglcting factors of order
unity, this can be rew ritten ~_T; ~1)2.

Asa speciccase, weconsider T,/ 5 &V,and 2

B0;550] &V. The required tin e to m ake the 500 &V
2

change, , gives ~_ = =500 €V, and roughly, ~_T§ =

Z 50neV.hunitsoftine, ~(  13ns).For = 1000
ns, the adiabaticity requirem ent is that the current value
ofl1=3'3j. 3 1000 13 ns= 300 ns. For the nuclkar

elds in lateral quantum dots such as those of Ref. 120
(each dot wih a T, = 10 ns), the probability of 1=3! >
300 ns is

Z3 g1 e(T2)2
P(j!j<3 Sl)=2 d pﬁ
0 2

(32)



T his gives an error probability of3% f©or 300 nsrisetin e,
that is, every 1 in 30 experin ental runs, the nuclear gra—
dient willbe too am all for the adiabatic Iling of j ito
occur.

W e can ask the e ect of nite, residual exchange en—
ergy Jps at the S point. Finie J lads to 1ling of a
superposition of 5; siand j s;si:

(33)

w here the value of s is, as above, de ned by the cur-
rentvalueof ! and = arctanJes=( JZ,+ !2+ 3 J)lis
the adiabatic angle. T he resulting loss of contrast w illbe
sin?( )’ (J=2!)2. For residual Js 0:l , the error
is lessthan 1% . FOr Jyeg 025 the error is order 2% .
The role of residual nuckar elds during the exchange
gate is evaluated elsew here®? .

cos( )B; si sin()j s;si;

B . Probing the nuclear eld and exchange
interactions w ith adiabatic passage

W e now consider how adiabatic passage can be used
to probe the dephasing and exchange energy of a soin—
singlet state. T his relates directly to a critical question in
quantum inform ation science: how long can two electron
spins rem ain entangled when the electrons are spatially
separated on a G aA schip. In ourm odel, variations in the
local nuclear environm ent cause the spatially separated
electrons to experience distinct localm agnetic elds, and
hence precess at di erent rates, m ixing the singlt and
triplet states. If m any m easurem ents are taken to de-—
term ine the probability of rem aining a sihglet, the tim e~
ensam bleaveraging lads to an observable dephasing of
the singlet state (T, )2t.

To evaluate the e ectsofnuclkion thisprocess, wew ill
calculate the singlet autocorrelation function Ag (&) =
jhS () B 0)iF Porthe fardetuned regin e. T his autocor-
relation function hasbeen evaluated for quantum chem —
istry®, but not Hrthis speci ¢ scenario. W e rem ark that
our approach is sin ilar to the single dot case considered
n Refs.[11)12.

W e start by evaluating the evolution operation U (t),
where the Schrodinger picture B )i = U (t) Bi. Tak-
ing J ! 0 for the fardetuned regine, we solve ana-
Itically the equation of motion any spin state of the
1,1) subspace. In particular, we take the Ham ilto—
nian of Eqn.[18 and write it in the form two e ective

elds, each acting separately on one spin. The evolu—
tion operator, U () = exp( iH t=~) can be factorized as

U@®=U.) U (t),where
U; () = eXp( ietB + B’nuc;i] si) (34)
is a rotation of spin i about an axis n; = Xi;yi;zi) /

B + Bhuc;i ofangle t!; where

'y = e:B + B’nuc;ijzz-
If the system is prepapd by RAP in the state
Be=01i= J#1 H#"1)= 2, and subsequently m ea—

sured using RAP to distinguish the singlt and triplet
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FIG . 8: Pulse sequences: detuning param eter versus tin e,
for (@) RAP for m easurem ent of the singlet autocorrelation
function, (o) SAP forthe exchangegate sequence, and (c) the
singlet-triplet echo sequence. B lue is the charge transition
region, whilke yellow is the fardetuned regine. The charge
degeneracy point (the crossing from (1,1) to (0,2)) and the
degeneracy between ‘S> and T+ 1 when j() =
shown for reference.

ej3extj) are

subspaces, the m easurem ent probes the state’s autocor-
relation function. Starting in a singlet at t = 0, the
probability of rem aining a singlet after a tin e t is given
by the autocorrelation fnction

s © B = 0)iF
Jjoos(! 1t) cos (! t) + my

As (tB) (335)

asin (1 t) sin (!0 F

To obtain the signal in the quasi-static approxin ation,
Eqn .39 must be averaged over the di erent possible nu—
clear eld valies. W e exam ine the zero— eld and nie-
eld cases.
W hen B = 0, the properties of n; wihin the Q SA
are descrbbed by m;; ny; i= 33 =3. Averaging over
nuclki, the signalis

As (0) = hoos” (! D) inuchoos” (! p D) inge +

1
ghs:'n2 (! Dinuchsin® (! ;D igue  (36)



w here
l 1 2
hoos (! ) dnue = Sh+e & (=T,
l 1 2
bsin (1 Bipe = S0 e 7T A (=T,)M)]

Werecallthat T,,; = ( eBnuc;i) . A distinct di erence
of this m odel from other dephasing m echanisn s is the
order 10% overshoot of the decay at short times, and
the asym ptoptic approach of Ag (t T,;0) to 1/3. A
classicalm aster equation would exhibit neither of these
features| they are unigque identi ers of the quasistatic
regin e, In which di erent coherent dynam ics are aver—
aged over m any realizations. Num erically we nd that
these qualitative features do not depend on the relative
size of the two quantum dots B nuc;1=B nuc;r) fOr varia—
tions of up to 50% .

Another regin e of Interest is when the extemal eld
is much larger than the e ective nuclear elds (B j
Bhuc;i). Spin— i tem s are highly suppressed and the
system is restricted to two els, fiand themgs = 0
triplet, Loi= (J'#i+ #"i)= 2. This is described by the
Ham iltonian of Eqn.2I. Thise ective tw o—levelsystem ’s
evolution operator is straightforw ard to evaluate:

1 _
Bs (B Buse) = hood (PDi= ~L+ e Toped) ]

q (37)
with T, = 1= 3[(T,,;) 2+ (T,,) 2]. Qualitatively,
the decay of the autocorrelation function Ag due to

the nuclkar eld is described by G aussian decay w ih a
tin escale T2;e . Sin ilarto the case of zerom agnetic eld,
the behavior of this autocorrelation fiinction is indepen-
dent of variations in dot size up to * 50% .

W e now indicate how slow adiabatic passage at large
extemalm agnetic eld allow sm easurem ent ofthe resuls
ofan exchange gate. In particular, SAP allow s for prepa-
ration and m easurem ent of the indiridual spin eigen-
states, jl=2; 1=2i and j 1=2;1=2i. An exchange gate
Jeads to partial rotation between these states, w here the
rotation angl is given by the product of the exchange
energy during the gate, J ( ), and the tim e the exchange
energy is non-zero, tz . Finally, reversing SAP takes the
lower energy eigenstate (B; si) back to j(0;2)S1iwhik
the higher energy eigenstate (j s;si) ism apped to i,
a (1,1) charge state. The nalm easurem ent determ ines
whether the nal state is the sam e as the initial state
(the (0,2) resul) orhaschanged to the state w ith thetwo
spins exchanged (the (1,1) resul). Thus, preparing the
state J1=2; 1=2iand m easuring In the sam e basis distin—
guishes the resuls of the exchangebased rotation of the
two-spin state. Forexam ple, w heli})the probabilty is 50%
for etther m easurem ent resul, a SW AP gate hasbeen
perform ed. W hen the probability goes to 100% of recov—
ering the higher energy eigenstate (m easuring (1,1)), a
com plete swap of the two spins has occurred (SW AP).

A s before, we consider the probability of retuming to
the lower energy eigenstate. N ow , however, this state is
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the B; sistate as describbed in the previous subsection.
A fter preparing this state, we perform the resonant ex-—
change gate ofangle g = Jt=~ where t isthe tin e spent
waiting w ith exchange energy J . T his leads to a rotation

ofthe state ; si. Its autocorrelation function is given
by

(38)
(39)

I s®bs; sP
cof (g =2) :

Ag; s

Ifthe exchangeterm J ~ B huc, then additionale ects
due to nuclkeiw ould be cbserved; w e evaluate these below .

W e em phasize that the com bination ofRAP forprepa—
ration (orepares $i), SAP Por preparation (prepares
lower energy eigenstate of the nuclkar ed, j i), RAP
for m easurem ent (spin-to-charge in Pi; Lol basis) and
SAP for measuram ent (spin-to-charge In current eigen—
states ofthe nuckar eld, j i), when combined w ith the
exchange gate (rotationsofj ito j i+ ij i) allows for
full state tom ography in the $1i; i subspace.

C . Errors in exchange gates

The prin ary error in exchange gates is lkely due to
chargebased dephasing and is directly related to the
param etric dependence ofthe exchange energy, J, on gate
voltages near the charge transition??2%22 | Tn addition,
other errors are possble due to the stochastic nature of
the nuclear eld. For exam ple, there is the possbility
that the current value ofthe eld gradient frequency, *,
is su ciently smallto m ake the initialand naltransfer
stages non-adiabatic. A lso, the gradient can I sign in
the course of the experim ent. Finally, nite residualex—
change Interaction during SAP reducese ectiveness. W e
consider each of these In tum below .

In the fardetuned regin e, the energy gap between the
(1,1) singlket/triplet space and higher orbital states, as
well as 2,0) and (0,2) charge states, is large (of order
~1y, the orbial level spacing of a single dot, and E .=2,
the single dot charging energy, respectively) . At dilution
refrigerator tem peratures, this energy gap ism any tin es
greater than kT, and absorption of a quanta of energy
from the environm ent leading to incoherent excitation
m ay be neglected. A lso in this regin e, the residual ex—
change splitting isboth num erically sm alland insensitive
to rst order uctuations in detuning, , leading to little
charge-based dephasing due to di erentialcoupling ofthe
B 1 state to the doubly-occupied states when com pared
to the I, i states’ couplings to doubly-occupied states.
T he system rem ains sensitive to chargebased dephasing
up to second order due variations in the tunnel coupling,
T.. Ifwe can w rite variations of T, from themean as T,
its correlation function is given generally by

Z
hT.a+ ) Ti=~* dl S (1)e” (40)

T he corresponding phase noise tem in the Ham ilto—

nian s Vi = L@ ( , FniTn 3 PHSI=2 where
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() near the charge transition w ith chargedbased decay and
dephasing.

SEEJ 10 3, again usihg E. = 5mev, J = 03

meV,and iT.i= 0:01mev.
A s an exam ple, a coherence between the $iand I, 1
subspace in the fardetuned regin e could be expected to
decay due to the noise on T, according to
Z
e = Jo @’ ey exp( 2

sin? ( 1=2)
(1 =2)2

41)
W hile we consider a vardety of noise sources in Ap-—
pendix [B], it is instructive here to take the case of white
noise spectrum wih Sy = (=2 . It leads to exponen-—
tial decay of coherences between Hi and states of the
I i subspace with a constant ¢, = 2 ;. In general,
as 1, this decay w illbe negligble.

The charge transition will have stronger dephasing
when com pared w ith the fardetuned regine. In addi-
tion to inelastic decay of the excited adiabatic state to
the ground adiabatic state, the system is susceptible to

uctuations In both  and T., as J is potentially large
and strongly dependent on gate param eters. In so far
as the power spectra associated wih T. and have no
appreciable spectral com ponents at frequencigs of ordegr
, the excitation/relaxation tetm sbetween G and S

m ay be neglected. Then we m ay restrict considerations
to dephasing ofgoherence between the subspace of Jn i

and the state § , and w rite the e ective H am iltonian as

d! sr. (1)

X
Vii 02= [0 Te( )+ @ () FniTnj §HSI2
42)
with °= 2= and ® = 10+ —~). The ac

com pgnying noise is given again by Eqn.[ll, but with
= (92 + (92 and the power spectrum replaced
w ith

0o 2 o 2

S11 02()= — S )+ — S () 43)

W hile °may be anall ( 1), near the charge tran—
sition @ is of order unity. This ndicates that noise in
the detuning param eter has signi cant repercussions
for coherences between singlet and triplet states during
exchange gate operation.
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FIG . 10: D ecay of exchange oscillations for the four scenar-
ios (clockw ise from lower left): white noise, 1=£f, ohm ic, and
super-ohm ic (! 2). W hite corresponds to probability 1 ofend—
ing in the nitialstate J; siafter exchange Interaction is on
fora tine g (@ottom axis), while black is probability 0 of
ending in the Initial state. Tunnel coupling is taken to be 10

eV , and the spectraldensity ( ) is chosen for sim ilar behav-
lornear = 50 €&V .Note that 1=f tem s increase decay in
the slow oscillation lim it, while increasing powersof ! (white
noise= 0, ohm ic = 1, superohm ic = 2) lead to m ore oscilla—
tions for an aller exchange energies.

W e consider chargebased dephasing for the exchange
gate according to Eqn.[4dl. In all cases we assum e the
spectral fiinction has a high—-frequency cuto such that

J . This assum ption prevents dephasing noise from
producing population changes (relaxation) due to en—
ergy conservation. A dditionally, we rew rite the expected
probability of m aintaining phase coherence Eqn.[41) as

exp( °P) (44)

S(!)sjnZ(E 1=2)

where P = Rd! =57 Is set by the spectral
function and the tim e of the exchange gate, r . This
allow s sgparation of the interaction strength ( ) and the
noise spectrum . Each spectrum considered hasa nom al-
ization param eter such that S (! ) has units of inverse
tine.

W e note that In general, the num ber of cbservable ex—
change oscillations w ill be lin ited by these dephasing
processes. By nding T, = P ' ( ?) the observabk
num ber of oscillations goes as T,J=~. W hen, for exam —
pk, S(!)= =2 ,wemay easily nvert P (t) and nd
T, = 2=.

C om paring the behavior of the ohm ic and super-ohm ic
casesto the 1=f case (see A ppendix[B]), the lin iting value
of P for the super-ohm ic case and the power law tail of
the ohm ic decay indicates that for am all coupling pa—
ram eter , the superexponential 1=f tem s (going as a
gaussian) w illdom inate at long tin es. For very short in—
teraction tin es, allthree w illbe Jess than the white noise
contribution, which goes linearly in time. The di erent
behaviors are shown in Fig.[I0.

T his Indicates that electrical controlofexchange inter—
actions in double dot system s m ay be relatively robust
w ith respect to nuclear soin degrees of freedom . How—
ever, during the exchange gate, the system is susceptible



to chargerelated dephasing. T he observed decay of os—
cillations of Ref.|21, in which the decay rate appears to
m atch the exchange energy such that the number of ex—
change oscillations observed is ndependent of the detun-
ing, is qualitatively sin ilar to the behavior of oscillations
In the presence of sub-ohm ic noise. A m ore detailed ex—
perin ental analysis of the noise w ill be required before
a direct com parison between experim ent and theory w ill
be possble.

IVvV. EXCHANGE GATESAND ECHO
TECHNIQUES

T he techniques of rapid adiabatic passage, slow adia—
batic passage, and tim e-resolved control of the exchange
Interaction in the previous section have far reaching ap—
plications or quantum controlofsping?®. In this section,
we considerhow exchange gates can undo the e ect ofthe
quasistaticnuclar eld, greatly reducing the deleterious
e ects of nuclkar spins on electron spin coherences and
allow Ing forelectron spoin m easurem entsto determm ne nu-—
clear spin correlation functions.

A . Spin-echo in the singlet-triplet basis

Since the nuclear eldsvary slow ly on tin escales com —
pared to a typical pulse cyclke tine, a soin-echo pulse
sequence can be used to refocus the spin singlt state. A
spin-echo pulse sequence based on fast electrical control
ofthe exchange interaction was dem onstrated in Ref.|21.
T he experim ent startsby using RAP to transfer j(0;2)S i
to Pi, preparing a separated sihglkt pair of electron
spins. As demonstrated in the T, experiment, the hy—
per ne interaction m ixes the singlet and triplet states
on a 10 ns tine scale. A fter a separation time tg, a
exchange pulse (SW AP) is perform ed by adjusting the
detuning to a region with a nite exchange energy. T he
exchange energy is then set to zero by m oving to the far-
detuned regin e for a tin e tgo, during which the singlet
state refocuses.

T he dephasing due to hyper ne interactions occurs by
producing a relative, unknown phase between J'#i and
F#"i. Switching between these two states via exchange
gatesw illproduce an echo (recovery ofthe origihal state,
Bi) ifthe waiing tin e before and after the SW AP op—
eration is the sam e. In other words, the psesudo-spin of
PBiand i (them s = 0 subspace) is am enable to echo
techniques using exchange interactions.

W e will use the pulse sequence of Fig.[8c. In the far-
detuned regine at nite eld, $iand JT(pimix due to
nuclki, as per the Ham iltonian of Eqn.[2]l. This m ixing
is driven by a relative constant, but unknown, energy,
corresponding to the current value of

~P = B/\nuc;r;z) : @45)

AN
e CB nuc;l;z
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W ithin the correctionsto the quasistatic approxin ation,
t= e ( B/\l;z (t) B/\r;z (t)r w here B/\l(r);z (t) are random ’
G aussian variables described by Eqn.[12. For clarity, we
rew rite it here:

ht e+ )P @i= d! s ()e (46)

For exam pl, the singlkt-singlet correlation finction at
nite eld Eqn.[37) ismodi ed, noting that

Z ¢ Z .2
P (O)atd)i= 1 1+ exp( da! S(!)w)
0 2 (1=2)2
@)
For S (!) wih a high frequency cuto below 1= , we
can Taylor expand the sin term . T hen, com parison w ith
Eqn.[37 indicates:

hoos? (

SZ—

T, = dr s () 8)

Now, we consider how this result changes wih the
m ore com plex sequence given by Fig.[8c, in particular
is dependence on g and so. If g = 0, then nothing
has changed from before, exoept now the system evolves
according 0 Upyc(s9)Unuc(s) = Upuc(s + so). How—
ever, what happenswih nie g?

For our reduced two—Jlvel system , when r & 0 the
e ective H am iltonian during this stage is given by

Heff;E = N!\Ax=2+ J(g)"=2: 49)

where Paulim atrices w ith states $i; o1 as a psuedo—
soin, In our logical basis de ned above ({e., , =
ToilToj PibS). Taking the tum-on of nite J to be
Instantaneous, the total evolution operator is

iHeff;E E=)nuc(s) :
(50)
W hen the exchange energy for the m iddle point satis es
J(g) B nucs Wwe approxin ate them iddle term ofthe
evolution operatorby Ug (g ) exp(  J(g)"=2~).
For now, taking * to be constant, at the end of the
pulse sequence, the probability of retuming to the state
J(0;2)S1 (C) is given by

U (so; 7 s)= Upnuc(go)exp(

2

. i rA = : N L nA o
C = Toue Hje fs07 =2 129(2)%=2vg 1:8%=2 g5

(1)
T o see the analogy betw een thisevolution and a spin echo
experim ent, we Insert uniy afterthe initialket, ie., Pi=
et (8)7%:=2~g W (&) D=2~ i 350 is the -1 elgenstate of
2+ The overall phase is irrelevant due to the absolute
value termm s, and so we rew rite the above as



C = Truce

The term in parenthesis, an exchange gate, is a rotation
ofangle g = g J (g )=~ about the z axis ofthe psuedo-
spin. T actson the operatorUpyc(s) = e 15772, -
ping the sign ofthe , operatorwhen gy = (SWAP).

W e can probe itse ectsby analogy w ith standard spin
echo. For exampl, when 5 = ,wegetC = %[l +
exp ( h!21i( s So)2=2)].Thjsmeansthedephasjngdue
tonuclkeiin the rsthalfofthe sequence isexactly undone
when the rephasing tine isequal (s = o). For xed

s + g0, the probability of retuming to the singlkt state
asa function of § goand g should exhibit 50% m ixing
expected for dephasing when jg soJ> T, , and when

g J=~ isnot an odd integerm ultiple of . Forexampl,
setting g+ so= 100ns,andusing g suchthatJ (g ) =
~ ¢ @0mT), the probability exhiits this behavior.

In practice, the Instantaneous approxin ation breaks
down in realistic situations, as does the J eB nuc as—
sum ption. The form er iseasily xed by noting that such
a \Rabi" type pylse only has sensitivity to the integrated

area, ie, = J( ())dt. The latter requires working
wih nie g .Thise ect hasbeen considered in detail
elsew here®? .

B . Probing nuclear spin dynam ics through echo
techniques

So farthe analysishasworked entirely w ithin the Q SA .
However, the echo sequence In principle reveals higher
order dynam ical inform ation about the nuclkar eld and
other noise sources. E ects of nuckar soin dynam ics on
electron spin decoherence has been considered by sev—
eral authorst42327:2822 ' {f e now consider the echo se-
quence wih *(t) a G aussian variable slow Iy varying in
tin e. This allow s a Jarge range of possble noise sources
and correlation functions to be considered.

A ssum ing (for the m om ent) that the exchange gate is
ofhigh delity and insensitive to the current value ofK,,
the m easured result of the echo sequence is given by

zZ ts +tgo
C = 30 jexp (@ P )dt =2
Z ., e
i M Odt .=2) Prif 53)
6]
Z ts + tgo Z ts
= oo [( ™ )de+ ™M )do)=2] (64)
ts 0
1 i i
= Z e + e + 2] (55)
_ }Ee h 2i=2 1] (56)
2
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2

L4 ohAL= ; Ampe i oMAL=D 4 N ,
hojelso.XZ e e J(e)=2vg 10 %=2 18T (5)"2=2 Pi . (52)

R
ts+t50
where = ~° =° 1

S

ment of is

R
(t)dt + Ots » ©)dt. The second m o—

h?i=h2ii+h 2i 2hgo si G7)
R
withh 20i= d S( )ssih®(se =2)’ (so=T,)? and
sim flarly or 5. The cross tem , corresponding to the
correlations between the two frequencies, is
Z

Dhyo sie 4 5( SRl TV D) ey 2,

S()

( =2y
(58)
Finally, when t5 = t5o0, the second m om ent is
Z 2
. - .
h%i=2 d S )L((t_‘”’z)2 nod= 1 69
For low frequency noise, with cuto !
[d ?s()}? 1=ty, we obtain h %i ’
2 (ts )? 6 ), or decay in the total wait time

2ts wih an e ective tin e constant
TZ;SE = 81:4 (T2= )1=2 H (60)

Our evaluation has in plicitly assum ed that above the
cuto , ,S (') dieso atleastasl=!3.W e suggest that
this is appropriate for interaction tim es on the order of
m jcroseoonds| iniial decay of the nuclkar soin correla-
tion fiinction is quadratic. For longer interaction tim es,
a di erent decay m orphology (going asexp( t)) could
be observed.

O urpredicted decay is consistent w ith the experin ents
ofRef.2]. mRefs.17,18/26/29, isoforderlOms !, giv—
Ing Tz;sg = 2 s. However, addition exponential decay
could be observed if the high frequency cut-o assum ed
above has a too-slow decay, gongas! 2 wih < 1.
Furthem ore, higher order pulse sequences, such asC arr—
Purcell, w ill likely allow for extensions ofthe echo signal
to substantially Jonger tin es??=822

The experim ents discussed In the previous sections
dem onstrate that the hyper ne interaction is e cient at
dephasing an initially prepared spin singlet state on a 10
nstin escale. By using a sin ple spin-echo pulse sequence,
this bare dephasing tin e was extended by over a factor
0f 100, to tines T,> 12 s. Further experim ental e ort
w il be required to fully m ap out the nuclear correlation
function and extend the lower bound on electron spin
coherence tin es.

V. CONCLUSIONS

W e have shown how a model combining charge and
spin interactions for two-electrons In a double quan-
tum dot e ectively describes the experin ental results



of Refs. 120)21. By starting with the case of a single
electron in a sihgl dot, we em ployed the quasistatic
approxin ationt0121517,18.272829 and considered its ap-
plicability to describing current experin ental results.

T he soin interactions w ith nuclear spins are extended
to the double dot case, and two regin es em erge: the far-
detuned regim e, In which two electrons are in sgparate
dots and interact w ith independent nuclkar elds, and
the charge transition, in which the two electrons m ay
transition from a separated orbial state to a doubly—
occupied, single-dot state.

Thism odelwasused to describe spin blockade, and we
found spin blockade is broken by interactionsw ith nuclei
near zero m agnetic eld, explaining the experim ental re—
sults of Johnson et al. Ref.|20). A strking m agnetic

eld dependance is derived, consistent w ith observed ex—
perin ental behavior. This indicates that the dom inant
mechanisn for soin blockade at nie magnetic eld is
trapping ofthem s = 1 separated spin states, as their
m xing w ith the chargetransition-allowed sihglt {51 is
suppressed by nite Zeem an golitting. O bservation ofthe
breaking of spin blockade near zero eld provides a sen—
sitive m easure of the m agniude of the random nuclear-
soin-nduced m agnetic eld.

Timedomain control of local potentials, achieved
through m anipulation of electrostatic depletion gates,
provides powerfil m echanian s for preparing and m ea—
suring spin singlkts, as well as eigenstates of the nuclear

eld. These techniques have been exploied by Petta et
al. to m easure the e ective dephasing of a two-spin en—
tangled state, and to probe via coherent oscillations in
them s = 0 two-spin subspace the exchange interaction
as controlled by gate voltages?!. Lim iting m echanism s
for such oscillations, due to charge uctuations of inde-

=21
3 1=21

x01 x*

The lim i is taken only to rem ove the degenerate case of eld antialigned w ith the z-axis, ie.,, B = (0;0;

2n(n+ z)
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term inate nature, are considered for a variety of environ—
m entalnoise spectra.

Finally, we analyzed how controlled exchange interac—
tions can protect the electron spin from the deleterious
e ect ofnuclear spins by working w ithin a two-soin sub—
space, putting in speci ¢ tem s protocols previously con—
ceived m ore generally. W e expect the 1im iting m echanism
for the rephasing of the two-spin states com es from cor-
rections to the quasistatic approxin ation, and as such,
soin-echo experim ents provide a usefiil m easure of the
validity of this approxim ation.
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APPENDIX A:ADIABATIC ELIM INATION FOR

NUCLEAR-SPIN-M EDIATED INELA ST IC
DECAY

W ew illtransform the superoperator Eqn.[23) into the
Interaction picture, but st Introduce m atrix elem ents
betw een the eigenstates of the quasistatic elds and the
state B1i occurring in the superoperator. For a single
soin In a magnetic eld B = B, c&;y;z) and B j=
B huch (the rom an variablesx;vy;z;n are chosen such that
the nuclear eld contribution w illbe of order unity), the
eigenstates m ay be w ritten by rotation from spin states
aligned w ith the z-axis (£7'i; §#ig):

n+z x 1y '1
e v D
x°+1ly n z Fi

B ), which

would be degenerate forthism atrix, and is im plicit in what ollow s. T he corresponding eigenvalues ofthe H am iltonian

are ~ n=2 in this notation.
Setting i = (J'#i
Béuc x1;v1721); B lj= n; and sin ilarly for r), we w rite

H#"i)= 2 and using the single spin transform ations for 1 and r separately with B! =

11 1
Cl=2;1=2 = E'E S = N (61 + 1y1) e + 2Z) + z1) 621+ dyi)] A2)
1 1 1 , ,
G2; 12 i 3 s = N [ i+ z) e+ 20) &+ Iy) & Ig)] @ 3)
11
C 1=21=2 2i52 5 T G 1m ®4)
1 1
Ci=; 1-2= i 78 Cloz;1=2 @5)
andN = 8niny M1+ z1) My + 2Z:) A 6)



16

It is convenient to de ne ¢, + = G-, and ¢ = C»; 1—» as the spin-aligned and spin-antialigned coe cients,
respectively. T his allow s us to express $ i occurring in Eqn.[23 in temm s of the eigenstates of the H am iltonian as

ﬁ.x . o 11, 101 11, 101 A
i= 0 Bisi= <iz =i =z iz c -i =z
s_socS'Sﬁ G+ 305 “ ¢ 2'2 2" 2
In the interaction picture, each eigenstate F;s'i evolves according to
jS;SO(t)i= e J'ES;Sot:~ jS;SOi= e i(sny eBnaucpit sonr eBruc;r)t ; (A8)
P
and B Qi= .0 Cse0 Bis’ 1
W ith these resuls, the ouivillian m ay be put into the interaction picture:
X i[(r s)n; B + @ s"n: B It
~ = ( )=2 Cs;socr;roel r s)ny eBnpycat (r s r eBnuc;r Ls;so;r;ro [~] (A9)
s;5%;1;r0
where Lge0,r00 V] = 5t %+ ~F; 1% 2% dr; P9 °4G @®10)

So far, this result is exact within the Q SA .

W hen () eBnucj1; eB nucirs the exponentialphase term s ofE gn A9 oscillate substantially fasterthan ~ evolves.
A diabatic elim nation becom es an appropriate approxin ation when we m ay neglect quickly rotating tem s, ie., ifwe
m ay neglect certain degenerate cases, such as situations with 7113 eBnruci ™ eBnucir] - (). In addition, we are
mplicitly assuming that () *  ( + Eg;s0 Er;r0), which is appropriate for Jarge  and sm ooth phonon density of
states.

M ore explicitly, we can average each term of over several soin rotations and m ake a B om approxin ation:

Z t
il sIny eBaucnt (° sUn: eBauesr Je, RSN oY oS Sillr 8Ny eBuuent (° sOn: B ey I g0 L gs0;520 [~ (©)]
t
®11)
The tim e averaging for a given s;s% ;¥ is straightforward so long as 1B nue1 6 NeB nucyr, giving
Z t
. 1 il(r s)n B I+ (rO so)n B . ]t:0 0

l;[nl — e 1 ePnuc;l r eDnuc;r dt = sir SO;]’.‘O @12)

) t
T hus tem s w ith quickly varying phase go to zero.
APPENDIX B:DEPHASING POW ER SPECTRA 2. 1=f noise

W e now evaluate dephasing in exchange gates due to Wih S(!) = 2=! and frequency cuto sB < ! <
charge uctuations for a variety of spectral finctions. 1=t,
The error should go as [1 exp( 2P )E2, where the
valle depends only on the detuning param eter. The P = 2log[ =B I( t)2 : B2)
In pact ﬁfthe particular spectral fiinction is encom passed
np= d s )s:'n2 (t!jZ) W e have assum ed that S (! ) For a bath of 1=f distrbuted uctuators, the i
! D=7 - !

tial dephasing is quadratic in the tim e of Interaction,
and Increases as the m easurem ent tin escale (1=B) In-
creases. At long tin es, the decay is gaussian, w ith super-
exponential suppression of coherence.

has a high frequency cuto 1=t.

1. W hite noise

Wests (!)= e "~ . Then we can evaluate 3. Ohm i .
. m 1C noilse
B ,osin® (1=2) )
b= d! (=22 © t: ®1) Takihg S (') = gle '~ , evaluation of P is possible,

giving
T his Indicates the expected exponential decay of coher-
ence due to white noise dephasing. P = 2glogll+ ( t°]: ®3)
4 W hen integrating over nuclear spin degrees of freedom , this
corresponds to a surface of m easure 0.



W hen considered i the decay fiinction exp( 2P ), this
gives a non-exponential decay law, exp ( py = [L+
( 921 29°. Tn the short tine lim i, this is quadratic
decay, goingasl 2(@?)( £+ 0O (( t)*), whil the long
tin e behavior is a power law w ith power 4g 2.

4. Super-ohm ic noise

For the nal spectral finction considered here, we set
S()= ' 1 e'" where > 1 indicates superohm ic
noise. Evaluation of P proceeds in a straightforward
m anner, giving

h i o

Ltan?( ] :B4)
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where (x) is the gamm a function. This type of decay
has a lm iting value of

Im P =4 ( 1) —
th1

®B5)

and short tin e behavior according to

1

1) — (t?+0 (') : B6)

For visual com parison, we calculate the expected, ob—
servablk R abioscillationsusing SAP asa function oftin e
at nite exchange () and at detuning i Fig.[Id.
In essence, Increasing the exponent of the noise spectra
(from 1=! to constant to ! ) leads to m ore oscillations
asdetuning ism adem ore negative, ie., asthe adm xture
of charge decreases.
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