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A bstract

T he ability to perform high-precision one-and two-qubit operations is
su clent for universal quantum com putation. For the LossD iV incenzo
proposal to use single electron spins con ned to quantum dots as qubits,
it is therefore su cient to analyze only single- and coupled doubledot
structures, since the strong H eisenberg exchange coupling between spins
in thisproposalfallso exponentially w ith distance and long-ranged dipo—
Jlar coupling m echanism s can be m ade signi cantly weaker. This scal-
ability of the LossD iV incenzo design is both a practical necessity for
eventual applications of m ultiqubit quantum com puting and a great con—
ceptual advantage, m aking analysis of the relevant com ponents relatively
transparent and system atic. W e review the LossD iV incenzo proposal for
quantum -dot-con ned electron spin qubits, and survey the current state of
experin ent and theory regarding the relevant single—and doub le-quantum
dots, with a brief look at som e related altemative schem es for quantum
com puting.
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1 INTRODUCTION

R ecent advances In sam iconductor spintronics and, m ore speci cally, soin-based
quantum com puting in solid-state system s, have encouraged signi cant research
e orts in the last years P rinz 1998, W olf et al. 2001, Aw schalom et al 2002).
M uch of this ressarch is m otivated by pressure on the electronics industry
to maintain M oore’sJaw growth in system s with com ponents that are very
quickly approaching the nanoscale, where quantum m echanics becom es in por—
tant (ITR S 2005). A dditionally, nanoscale devices provide a unique opportunity
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to study the fundam ental physics of quantum phenom ena In a controllable en—
vironm ent.

Independent ofthe particularm otivation, ifquantum inform ation processing
is to progress beyond basic proofofprinciple experin ents, it m ust be based on
a viable, scalable qubi (@ quantum m echanical two-Jdevel system , which can be
placed In an arbitrary superposition of itsbasis states: 7 i= a Pi+ bii). The
tw o states of sihglk electron spins ('i= Piand HFi= Jli), con ned to sem icon—
ductor quantum dots (the LossD ¥ incenzo proposal), are one such qubit (Loss
and D & ncenzo 1998). T hese qubits are viable, in the sense that they m ake use
of fabrication technigques and electrical control concepts that have been devel-
oped overthe last ve decades In research laboratories and industry. T he secret
to scalability in the LossD ¥ incenzo proposal lies in localgating; this proposal
would im plem ent gating operations through the exchange interaction, which
can be tuned locally with exponential precision, allow ing pairs of neighboring
qubits to be coupled and decoupled independently. T his is to be contrasted w ith
proposals that m ake use of longranged interactions (eg., dipolar coupling) for
w hich scalability m ay be called into question. T he local, tunabl nature of inter—
qubit interactions In the LossD iV incenzo proposal iswhat m akes it possible to
consider rst isolated onequbi (shgle-quantum -dot), then isolated two-qubi
(doublequantum -dot) system s. Once sihgl- and double- quantum dots are
understood, along w ith environm ental couping m echanism s, a quantum com pu—
tation can proceed through a series of one-and two-qubit operations, w ithout
great concem regarding interactions between three, four, and m ore qubits.

T here are m any other proposals for qubits and associated quantum control
processes. Som e exam ples include various proposals that use superconducting
devices (for review s, see M akhlin etal. 2001,Burkard 2004)), proposals for \adi-
abatic quantum com puting”, in which quantum com putations are perform ed
through adiabatic m anipulation of coupling constants In physically realizable
Ham iltonians Farhiet al. 2000, Farhiet al. 2001, W u et al. 2005) which m ight
be used to perform fast quantum sinulations of, eg., superconducting pair-
Ingmodels W u et al. 2002)), electron spin qubits encoded in two-soin states
(Levy 2002) orm any-spoin chains M eleret al. 2003b, M ejer et al. 2003a) (recent
work show ing that such spin chains can be built-up atom -by-atom on a surface
H irjbehedin et al. 2006) is a possble rst step to im plem enting such a pro—
posal), caviy-Q ED schem es (Slkatorand W einfurter 1995,D om okoset al. 1995),
trapped-ion proposals (C irac and Zoller 1995), etc. Each of these proposals has
advantages and disadvantages. Here we do not com pare the relative m erits of
all proposals, but Instead focus on proposals involring electron soins con ned
to quantum dots.

Before a quantum com putation can begin, the qubis in a working quantum
com puter m ust be initialized to some state, eg. Pi. These qubits must be
su ciently isolated from the surrounding environm ent to reduce decoherence,
there must be som e way to perform fast single- and two-qubi operations in
a tin e scale much lss than the qubi decoherence tin e, and it m ust be pos—
sble to read out the nal state of the qubits after any quantum com putation
(O iV incenzo 2000) . In the ollow Ing sections, w e address these issues and others
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which are In portant for the LossD ¥ incenzo proposal. In the process, we sur-
vey som e recent work on quantum com puting with electron soins In quantum
dots.

Due to the rapid developm ent of this eld, there have been m any recent
review s on quantum -dot quantum com puting. Am ong these num erous review s,
there has been work that focuses on sihgleelectron charge qubis in double
dots (Fujisawa et al. 2006), the in plem entation of singleelctron spin reso—
nance (ESR), and the m olecular wavefiinctions of coupled double dots (van der
W delet al. 2006), various proposals for spin-based quantum com puting (€ erletti
et al.2005), silicon-based proposals forquantum com puting K oilleret al. 2005),
general quantum com puting In the solid state, including both quantum dots
and superconducting system s Burkard 2004), experin ents and experin ental
proposals or quantum -dot-con ned electrons (Engel et al. 2004a), the m any
coupling schem es and decoherence m echanian s for quantum -dot spin qubits
(Hu 2004), and optical properties of quantum dots (H ohenester 2004). In this
review , we analyze the LossD ¥ incenzo proposal from the viewpoint that this
proposal can be decom posed into rst single and then double quantum dots,
w ith a specialem phasis on double-dot physics.

T his review is organized as follow s: in Section 1_2 we give a brief summ ary of
the LossD ¥ incenzo proposal for quantum com puting. In Sectjon-'_?: we discuss
the characterization and m anipulation of spin and charge states of electrons in
single quantum dots. Section :_4 contains a description of double quantum dots
that em phasizes the sihgleelectron regim e, which is relevant for quantum dot
quantum com puting. In Sectjon-'_55 we survey In portant decoherencem echanism s
for electron spins in single-and double-quantum dots. In Section E webrie y
review som e proposals forthe generation and detection ofnonlocalentanglem ent
of electron spins in nanostructures, and in Section :_1 we conclude w ith a brief
sum m ary of im portant topics for future study.

2 SPINSIN QUANTUM DOTS:AN OVERVIEW
OF THE LOSSDIVINCENZO PROPOSAL

In the originalLossD ¥V Incenzo proposal, the qubits are stored in the two spin
states of single con ned electrons. The considerations discussed in (Loss and
D ¥V incenzo 1998) are generally applicable to electrons con ned to any structure
(eg. atom s, m okecules, defects, etc.), although the origihal proposal focused
on applications in gated sem iconductor quantum dots, as shown in Figure -}'
Volages applied to the top gates of such structuresprovide a con ning potential
for electrons in a two-din ensional electron gas @D EG ), below the surface. A
negative voltage applied to a back-gate depletes the 2DEG locally, allow ing
the num ber of electrons In each dot to be reduced down to one (the single-
electron regim e) . A dvances in m aterials fabrication and gating techniques have
now allowed for the realization of singlke electrons in single vertical (Tarucha
et al. 1996) and gated lateral (C lorga et al. 2000) dots, as well as double dots
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Figure 1: A double quantum dot. Top-gates are set to an electrostatic volage
con guration that con neselectronsin the two-din ensionalelectron gas RDEG )
below to the circular regions shown. Applying a negative voltage to the back—
gate, the dots can be depleted until they each contain only one singl electron,
each with an associated spin-1=2 operator Sy r, for the electron in the lft
(right) dot. The J'i and H#i soin-1=2 states of each electron provide a qubit
(tw oJevel quantum system ).

(E Izem an et al. 2003, Hayashiet al. 2003, Petta et al. 2004).

Initialization of all qubits In the quantum com puter to the Zeem an ground
state J'1 = Pi could be achieved by allow ing all spins to reach them alequi-
Ibriim at tem perature T In the presence of a strong m agnetic eld B, such
that § g B j> kg T, wih gfactorg < 0, Bohrm agneton 5, and Bolzm ann’s
constant kg (Lossand D IV incenzo 1998) . For further initialization schem es, see
Section 82 below .

O nce the qubits have been initialized to som e state, they should rem ain In
that state untila com putation can be executed. In the absence ofenvironm ental
coupling, the spins1=2 of single electrons are intrinsic tw oJevel system s, w hich
cannot \lak" into higher excited states. A dditionally, since electron spins only
couple to charge degrees of freedom indirectly through the spin-orbit (or hyper—

ne) interactions, they are relatively mmune to uctuations in the surrounding
electronic environm ent.

Single-qubit operations in the LossD ¥ incenzo quantum com puter could be
carried out by varying the Zeem an splitting on each dot ndividually (Lossand
D &V incenzo 1998). It m ay be possble to do this through g-factor m odulation
(Salis et al. 2001), the inclusion ofm agnetic layers M yers et al. 2005) (see also
Figure -'_22), m odi cation ofthe localO verhauser eld due to hyper ne couplings
Burkard et al. 1999), or w ith nearby ferrom agnetic dots (Loss and D iV incenzo
1998). There are a num ber of altemate m ethods that could be used to perfom
sihgle-qubit rotations (see Section 52) .

T wo-qubit operations would be perform ed w ithin the LossD ¥V incenzo pro—
posal by pulsing the exchange coupling between two neighboring qubit spins
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back gates magnetized or heterostructure
high-g layer quanturn well

Figure 2: A series of exchange-coupled electron soins. Single-qubit operations
could be perform ed In such a structure using electron soin resonance ESR),
which would require an rf transverse m agnetic eld B ¢, and a site-selective
Zeeam an splitting gx) g B> , which m ight be achieved through g-factor m odu-—
Jation orm agnetic layers. T w o-qubit operationsw ould be perform ed by bringing
tw o electrons into contact, introducing a nonzero w avefiinction overlap and cor-
resoonding exchange coupling for som e tine (two elctrons on the right). In
the idle state, the electrons can be separated, elim Inating the overlap and cor-
responding exchange coupling w ith exponential accuracy (wo electrons on the
left).

\on" to a nonzerovalue J () = Jo6 0;t2 £ =2::: s=2q9) for a switching
tine 4, then switchingit\o " J@t) = 0;t2f =2::: s=29). This switching
can be achieved by brie y lowering a centergate barrier betw een neighboring
electrons, resulting in an appreciable overlap ofthe electron w avefiinctions (L.oss
and D ¥ Incenzo 1998), or altematively, by pulsing the relative back-gate voltage
ofneighboring dots Petta et al. 2005a) (see Section :fl:a') . Under such an opera-
tion (and in the absence of Zeam an orw eaker spin-orbit or dipolar interactions),
the e ective two-soin H am iltonian takesthe form ofan isotropic H eisenberg ex—
change tem , given by (Loss and D & lncenzo 1998, Burkard et al. 1999)

Hex (©) = J (B)SL, ISH 1)

where Sy g, is the spin-1=2 operator for the electron in the lkft (dght) dot, as
shown in Figure :J: The Ham jll:onjanRH ex (£) generates the unitary evolution
U()= expl RL S ®), where = J@)dte=~. If the exchange is sw itched
such that = J@@)de=~= Jy &=~ = , U ( ) exchanges the states of the two
neighboring spins, ie.: U ( ) h;n%i= 1%ni, wheren and n° are two arbitrar
ily oriented unit vectors and $1;n% indicates a sin ultaneous eigenstate of the
tw o operators Sy, nandg$ % U () inplements the so-called swap opera—
tion. If the exchange is pulsed on for the shorter tine =2, the resulting op—

eration U ( =2) = (U ( ))1=2 is known as the \squareroot-ofswap" swap).
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The psw—ap operation in combination with arbitrary single-qubit operations
is su cient Por universal quantum ocom putation @Barenco et al. 1995a, Loss
and D i ncenzo 1998). The swap operation has now been successfillly in —
plem ented in experin ents nvolving two electrons con ned to two neighboring
quantum d%ts (@s n Figure :}') Petta et al. 2005a, Laird et al. 2005). E rrors
during the =~ swap operation have been investigated due to nonadiabatic tran—
sitions to higher orbital states (Schliem ann et al. 2001, Requist et al 2005),
Son-orbit-interaction Bonesteel et al 2001, Burkard and Loss 2002, Stepa-
nenko et al. 2003), and hyper ne coupling to surrounding nuclkar spins P etta
et al. 2005a, C oish and Loss 2005, K lJauser et al. 2005, Tayloret al 2006). The
isotropic form of the exchange interaction given in E quation (:}') is not always
valid. In realistic system s, a nite spin-orbi Interaction leads to anisotropic
term s which m ay cause additional errors, but could also be used to perform
universal quantum com puting w ith two-spin encoded qubits, in the absence of
single-spin rotations B onesteelet al. 2001, Lidarand W u 2002, Stepanenko and
B onesteel 2004, C hutia et al. 2006) (see also Section @ 4 below ).

In the LossD IV incenzo proposal, readout could be perform ed using spin—
to<harge conversion. This could be accom plished with a \spin ler" (spin—
selective tunneling) to lads or a neighboring dot, coupled w ith single-electron
charge detection (see also Section :_37;2, below ).

3 SINGLE QUANTUM DOTS

T he fuindam entalelem ent of nform ation In a quantum com puter is the quantum
bit, orqubi. The qubisofthe LossD ¥ ncenzo proposal (Lossand D IV incenzo
1998) are encoded In the two spin states J'i and H#1i of single electrons con ned
to quantum dots.

T here are m any di erent types of quantum dot that can be m anufactured,
each wih distinct characteristics. G ated lateral quantum dots (as shown in
Fjgw:es:gjI and :j) o er the bene t that their shape and size can be controlled
to suit a particular study, and the tunnel coupling between pairs of these dots
can be tuned In a straightforward m anner: by raising or lowering the barrier
between the dots. G ated vertical dots (Tarucha et al. 1996) are created by
etching surrounding m aterial to form a pillar structure, w ith vertical con ne-
m ent provided by a double-barrier heterostructure. Verticaldots allow for the
controlled fabrication of quantum dots w ith large level spacing, although tun—
ability of the coupling in these structures is restricted due to the fabrication
process. To resolve this issue, hybrid laterally-coupled vertical double quantum
dots have been m anufactured, in which the interdot tunnel coupling is control
lable H atano et al. 2005). Selfassam bled quantum dots are yet another type of
dot that can be used for quantum nform ation processing. Selfassem bled dots
form spontaneously during epitaxial grow th due to a lattice m ism atch between
the dot and substratem aterials. T hese dots can bem ade w ith very large single—
particle level spacings, but typically form at random locations, which m akes
controlled coupling through a tunnel jinction di culk. Such dots can, how—
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ever, potentially be coupled w ith optical cavity m odes (Im am ogli et al. 1999),
and new techniqueshavenow allowed the fabrication of cavitiesw ith m odes that
couplem axim ally directly at the positionsofisolated dots B adolato et al. 2005).

In the rest of this section we focus on lateral quantum dots, as shown in
F jgures:]: and :_2 . A ffera briefreview ofcharge and spin controlin single quantum
dots, we w ill address issues speci ¢ to double quantum dots in Section :ff

3.1 Charge control: C oulom b blockade

To ensure a sihgle two-level system is available to be used asa qubit, i ispracti-
calto consider single isolated electron spins (w ith intrinsic spin 1/2) con ned to
single orbital kevels. A natural rst step to in plem enting the LossD IV incenzo
proposalw as therefore to dem onstrate control over the charging of a quantum
dot electron-by-electron in a single gated quantum dot. This is typically done
by operating a quantum dot In the C oulom b-blockade regin e, w here the energy
for the addition of an electron to the quantum dot is larger than the energy
that can be supplied by electrons in the source or drain lkads. In this case, the
charge on the quantum dot is conserved, and no electrons can tunnel onto or o
ofthe dot. Fora generalreview ofC oulom b blockade phenom ena and the char-
acterization ofm any-electron states in single quantum dots, see K ouw enhoven
et al 2001).

3.2 Spin control: Initialization, operations, and readout.

A sm entioned in Section :_2, nitialization of all electron spins to the \up" state
J'i could be achieved by allow ing all spins to equilbrate in a strong m agnetic

eld. Depending on the particular archiechture, this m ay take a long tine
or i may be inconvenient to have large m agnetic elds in the region of the
apparatus. Initialization could also be achieved through spin-inction from a
ferrom agnet, as has been perform ed in buk sem iconductors E iederling et al.
1999, Ohno et al. 1999), w ith a spin-polarized current from a spin— lter device
(P rinz and H athaway 1995, P rinz 1998, Loss and D ¥ incenzo 1998, D iV incenzo
1999, Recher et al. 2000), or by optical pum ping (C ortez et al. 2002, Shabaev
et al. 2003, Gywat et al. 2004, Bracker et al. 2005), which hasnow allowed the
preparation of spin states w ith very high delity, In one case as high as 99.8%
(Atature et al. 2006).

Single-qubit operations can be perform ed in the LossD IV incenzo proposal
whenever the Zeam an energy of the quantum -dot spins can be tuned locally,
as m entioned in Section :_2 A Femative sihglequbitrotation schem esm ay re—
quire globalm agnetic eld gradients W u et al 2004, Tokura et al. 2006), E SR
(see Figure :_2) or, In the presence of spin-orbit interaction, electricdipole soin
resonance (EDSR) technigques. ED SR has been analyzed in great detail for
two-din ensional system s n theory Rashba and E fros 2003, Duckhein and
Loss 2006) and experim ent K ato et al. 2004), and can also be applied to
lowerdin ensional system s (Quantum w ires and quantum dots) (Leviov and
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R ashba 2003, G olovach et al. 2006), w ith the advantage that single-qubit opera-
tions could then be performm ed using fast alkelectrical control. New experin ents
have now shown that i m ay be possble in practice to perform single-soin op—
erations on single quantum dots using ESR, as depicted in Fjgure:_z K oppens
et al 2006).

A s mentioned in Section ?, quantum -dot spin readout can be perform ed
using a spin  ler. Experim entally, spin lters have been reported in the open
(Potok et al. 2002) and C oulom b-blockade regin es Folk et al. 2003), and have
even been used to determ ine the longiudinal soin decay (T;) tine H anson
et al. 2003, H anson et al. 2004) using an n-shot readout schem e, which hasbeen
analyzed In detail Engel et al. 2004b). A single-shot readout has also been
dem onstrated E Izem an et al. 2004) and im proved upon (H anson et al. 2005).
N on-invasive readout schem es using spin-to-charge conversion and quantum —
point-contact (QPC) m easurem ents have been used on two-spin encoded qubits
(Johnson et al. 2005a, Petta et al. 2005a, Petta et al. 2005b, Johnson et al.
2005Db) .

Tom easure the transverse spin coherence tin e T, , there have been proposals
to perform E SR and detect the resulting resonance in stationary current Engel
and Loss 2001), changes in the resistivity of a neighboring eld-e ect transistor
FET) M artin et al. 2003), optically G ywat et al. 2004), or from current noise
(Schaefers and Strunz 2005). ESR in sihgl quantum dots has not yet been
observed, In part because it is challenging to generate high-frequency m agnetic

eldsw ith su cient pow er for single-spin m anjpulation w ithout \heating" elec—
trons on the quantum dot or in the surrounding leads through the associated
electric eld (van derW ielet al. 2006). R ecent experin ents that em ploy a dou-—
ble quantum dot In the spin-blockade regin e m ay have overcom e this problem
K oppens et al. 2006) (see also the discussion on spin blockade near the end of
Section i below ).

4 DOUBLE QUANTUM DOTS

Sihgle qubits are the fundam ental unit of quantum nformm ation in quantum

com puting. H owever, universal quantum com putation still requiresboth single—
qubit and two-qubit operations Barenco et al. 1995b). In the LossD iV incenzo
proposal, twoqubit gates are perform ed w ith exchange-coupled electron spins
con ned to two neighboring quantum dots (double dots). D ouble dots are also
In portant for encoded qubits Levy 2002), in which qubits are encoded into
a two-dim ensional pseudosoin-1=2 subspace of a ourdin ensional tw o-electron
soin system .

In this section we discuss characterization and m anipulation technigues that
are comm only used to extract m icroscopic param eters of double quantum dots.
In Section :_éf_i' we review the charge stability diagram , and ilustrate its con—
nection to a comm only used m icroscopic m odel H am ittonian. In Section :flg
we review work on the coherent coupling of doubl quantum dots, which is
required to generate a large exchange interaction for two-qubit gating. In Sec—
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tion :f-l_.-?i we Eijscuss the use of double quantum dots as two-qubit gates, and
in Section :fl_q we review som e work on using double quantum dots to control
single \encoded" qubits (Levy 2002), a topic which has now com e into vogue
Petta et al 2005a, Taylor et al. 2005, Burkard and Im am oglu 2006, H anson
and Burkard 2006).

4.1 The double-dot charge stability diagram

Just as transport through a single quantum dot and Coulomb blockade phe—
nom ena give nform ation about the orbital level spacing, charging energy, and
spin states of single quantum dots, sin ilar studies can be carried-out on dou—
ble quantum dots. W hereas for single dots, transport phenom ena are typically
understood In tem s of one-din ensional plots of conductance versus gate volt—
age, the prin ary toolused to understand double quantum dots is the doubledot
charge stability diagram . T he stability diagram isa tw o-din ensionalplot ofcur—
rent ordi erentialconductance through the double dot orthrough a neighboring
QPC, given as a function of two independent back-gate voltages (one applied
locally to each dot). Theplot di erentiates regionsw here the double-dot ground
state has a charge con guration N ;;N ), for variousN ; ;N ,, where N; is the
num ber of charges on the left dot and N , is the num ber of charges on the right.
T ransport through double quantum dots and the relevant charge stability dia—
gram hasbeen discussed thoroughly in (van derW ielet al. 2003). In the rest of
this section, we review som e features of the double-dot stability diagram w ith
an em phasis on the connection to a m odel H am iltonian that is comm only used
in the literature K limeck et al. 1994, Pals and M acK innon 1996, G olden and
Halperin 1996, Zieglkr et al 2000).
An isolated double quantum dot is described by the H am ittonian

Hgqa=Hc +Hr + Hg; 2)

where H . gives the singleparticle and interparticle charging energies as well
as the orbital energy, H ¢ is the interdot tunneling term due to a nite over—
lap of dot-ocalized single-particle wavefunctions, which ultin ately gives rise to
exchange, and H g contains explicitly spin-dependent tem s, which m ay inclide
Son-orbit interaction, dipole-dipole Interaction, and the contact hyper ne inter-
action between the con ned electron spins and nuclear spins In the surrounding
Jattice.

T here are several approaches that can be taken to w riting the various com —
ponents of the doubledot Ham iltonian H 44, corresponding to several degrees
ofm icroscopic detail. In the sin plest form , the Hubbard m odel, details of the
electron wavefunctions are neglected and the C oulom b interaction is given only
In tem s of on-site and nearest-neighbor term s. Since this description relies
only on very few param eters, it is the m ost comm only used in the literature
on transport phenom ena through quantum dots. The shape of the con ning
potential, quantum -dot localized wavefuinctions, and form of the Coulomb in-
teraction m ay becom e in portant in certain circum stances, n which case it is
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Figure 3: G round-state con guration for a double quantum dot with large or-
bialand charging energies, and negligible dot-ead and Interdot coupling. (q)

is the source (drain) chem icalpotential, V; () is the left (rdight) localdot poten—
tial, which is related to applied gate potentials by a linear transform ation (see
E quation 6"_3), below ), and both dots are assum ed to have the sam e uniform level
soacing ~!gq.

m ore appropriate to apply either the Heitleri.ondon m ethod (Which neglects
doubly-occupied dot levels), or the Hund-M ulliken m ethod, which inclides the
e ects of double-occupancy. These m ethods predict, for nstance, a variation
of the interdot exchange interaction through zero w ith increasing out-ofplane
magnetic eld Burkard et al. 1999). Experim entally, i has been con m ed
that the exchange coupling can be tuned w ith an out-ofplanem agnetic eld in
single vertical Fujisawa et al. 2002) and sihgle lateralquantum dots (Zumbuhl
et al. 2004), which behave e ectively as doubledot structures. Here we ignore
these e ects and focus on the sin plest H ubbard m odel that reproducesm uch of
the doubledot physics that can be seen in transport phenom ena.

W e m odel the Coulomb interaction with simple on-site U, for the left
(right) dot) and nearest-neighbor U % repulsion. The single-particle chargihg
energy isgiven In term sofa localdot potentialV, () . T he charging H am iltonian
is then

1X X X
He = > UN;N; 1)+ UNN, $j VIN;+ kN7 3)
1 1 k1

xghereNl= « N counts the total num ber of electrons In dot 1, with ny =
d]yk dy , and here djy annihilates an electron on dot 1, in orbitalk, with
soin . i is the energy of singleparticle orbital levelk In dot 1, which gives
rise to the typicalorbital level spacing 1+ 1 x ~ly (see Figure -'_3') .
W ithin the capacitive charging m odel described by the equivalent circuit

10
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Figure 4: Stability diagram plotted in temm s of (a) localdot potentials Vi ;, and
() applied gate potentials V412, w ith on-site charging energiesU; = U; 1= 1;2,
nearest-neighbor charging energy U %, and dot orbital level spacing ~ ! o satisfying
U :~!p :U%= 3:2:1. In addition, for o) w e have assum ed the voltage scaling
factors are the sam e for both dots, and are given by ; = 5, = = 1=2.
(@) Inset: capacitive charging m odel for a double quantum dot, indicating the
source (drain) chem icalpotential 4q,, the charge on the left (dght) dot Q4 ),
the capacitances to source (drain) Cg,, the m utual capacitance C , and gate
capacitances Cq41;2 . () Horizontal lines in the $#3jV; ;) plane becom e skewed
with slope Vg= Vg = CiCy=Cy Cq1 when plotted versus £3Vg1 o) -

11



4 DOUBLE QUANTUM DOTS4.1 The doubldot charge stability diagram

in the inset of Figure :fl @), the m icroscopic charging energies are related to
capacitancesby (Ziegler et al. 2000, van der W ielet al. 2003)

CiC, € 2e*C
s @)

U= —21"2 ~ .y
YU cic, ey’ CiC, 2

whereC; = C4+ Cp + Cq1,C2 = Cq+ Cp + Cy2,and allcapacitancesare de ned
in the Inset ofF jgure:_4' (@) . In experdn ents, the Jocalquantum dotpotentialsVy;,
are controlled indirectly in temm s of gate voltages Vyi;,, which are capacitively
coupled to the dots through gate capacitances Cg;1;2 . For xed quantum -dot
charges ©Q1;Q2) = £jWN1;N ) = const:, di erences in the dot voltages V ;
and V ; are related to di erences in the gate voltages V 41 and V 4, through
(Ziegleret al 2000, van derW ielet al 2003)

Ci1 Ca Vi _ Cg1 Va1 . )
Cu C> Vo Cg2 Vg2

The doubledot stability diagram can then be given equivalently as a two—
din ensional plot with energy axes #3Vi; ®JVz, or with axes £3Vg1; Vg2,
which are skewed and stretched w ith respect to the origihal axes according to
the transform ation given in E quation {5) . Theend e ect isthat parallelhorizon—
tal (vertical) lines in the £V, () plane separated by a distance dV, ;) transform
to skew ed parallel Iines, separated by dVy, 1) = dVy q)= 2 1) along the horizontal
(vertical) ofthe new coordinate system , where (see F igure :ff) :

1= ——; 1= 1;2: ©)

A dditionally, horizontal Iines In the #JV; () plane becom e skewed w ith a slope
Vg1= Vgz = CnCge=C2Cq1 (see Fjgure:fl(b)), and vertical lines are skewed
w ith slope Vg1= ng = C1Cg2=C'm Cgl .

The Ham iltonian in E quation @j) conserves the num ber of electrons on each
dot: H¢;N;]= 0, so we label the ground state by the two dot occupation
num bers, N;;N,), and indicate where each con guration is the ground state
in Figure 4 fr equivalent quantum dots that satisfy | = , = = 1=2,
U; = Uy = U, x+1 ]k=~!oﬁ3ra]lk;],andU:~!0:U0=3:2:
1. The charge stability diagram produces a \honeycom b" of hexagons w ith
dim ensions that are determ ined by three typical energy scales: (1) The on—
site replusion U, (2) the nearest-neighbor repulsion U 0 and (3) the typical
orbital energy ~!o. Figure :ff assum es a ground-state electron 1ling as shown
In Figure -'j, w ith constant orbial energy ~!. In this case, the orbital energy
appears in the din ensions of only every second honeycom b cell of the stability
diagram , along the horizontal or vertical direction, since the spin-degenerate
orbital states 11w ith two electrons at a tin e according to the Pauli principle.
T his even-odd behaviorm ay not be visble in dots ofhigh sym m etry, w here the
orbital levelsarem anifold degenerate. A fematively, the absence ofan even-odd
e ect In low -sym m etry single dotshas previously been attributed to the absence

12



4 DOUBLE QUANTUM DOTS 42 M olecular states In double dots

of spin degeneracy due to m any-body e ects (Stewart et al 1997, Fujsawa
et al. 2001, van derW ielet al. 2003).

Each vertex of a honeycomb cell corresponds to a triplepoint, where three
double-dot charge states are sin ultaneously degenerate. For a double dot con—
nected to source and drain lads at low tem perature, and in the absence of
relaxation or photo-assisted tunneling processes, it is only at these points w here
resonant sequential transport can occur, through shuttling processes of the form
©0;0) ! (@;0)! (©;1)! (0;0). This picture changes when a strong interdot
tunnel coupling H ¢ is considered in addition.

42 M olecular states in double dots

M oleculelike states have been observed and studied in detail in two-electron
single vertical Fujisawa et al. 2002) and lateral quantum dots (Zumbuhlet al.
2004) (the latter behave as an e ective doubledot structure, show ing good
agream ent w ith theory G olovach and Loss 2004)). Evidence ofm olecular states
form Ing In double quantum dots due to a strong interdot tunnelcoupling has
also been found in a variety of system s (Schm idt et al. 1997, Schedebeck et al.
1997, B lick et al. 1998, Brodsky et al. 2000, Bayer et al. 2001, O ta et al. 2005,
Huttel et al. 2005, Fasth et al. 2005, M ason et al. 2004, B iercuk et al. 2005,
G raeber et al. 2006). For exam ple, m olecular states have been observed J'n
m any-electron gated quantum dots in Iinear transport B lick et al. 1998) (so
lines of F igure 5 ©)) and transport through excited states Huttelet al. 2005)
(dashed lnesin F Jgure_lﬂ (b)) . In addition, m olecular states have been ocbserved
in verticalateral gated double quantum dots #H atano et al 2005), gated dots
form ed In quantum w ires Fasth et al. 2005) and gated carbon-nanotube double
dots M ason et al. 2004, B iercuk et al. 2005, G raeberet al. 2006) . A large inter—
dot tunnel coupling is essential for generating a large exchange interaction J,
and is therefore very In portant for the in plem entation of fast twoqubit gates
in the LossD ¥V incenzo proposal.

In this section, we analyze changes to the double-dot stability diagram that
occur due to the Interdot tunneling term Hr . W e focus on the relevant regim e
for quantum com puting, where only a single orbial state is available for occu—
pation on each quantum dot (the lowerleft region of F igures :ﬁf(a,b)) . In the
subspace of these lowest dot orbital states, H 1 is given by:

X
Hp = tiod] dp + Hxy o

where t;, is the tunneling am plitude between the two dots, and &; , 1= 1;2,
annihilates an electron In the lowest sihgle-particle orbital state localized on
quantum dot 1w ith spin

W hen the double dot is occupied by only N = 0;1 electrons and is coupled
weakly to leads, an explicit expression can be found for the current passing
through a sequentially-coupled double dot, as shown In Figure id(a) (Z iegler
et al 2000, G raeber et al. 2006) . It is straightforward to diagonalize H¢e + H 1

13



4 DOUBLE QUANTUM DOTS 42 M olecular states In double dots

(a) ., RN t (), le] 3 <A
e s (1,0) )
Ms Hd &cy (171)
:»iq:\@ el
T T 0.0, , 0.1 |¢|1;

Figure5: (@) A tunnelooupled double quantum dot, w ith tunneling am plitude
t12 . The source and drain lads, at chem icalpotentials s and 4, are connected
to the left and right dots through tunnel barriers w th tunneling am plitudes tg
and ty, regoectively. The left and right dots are set to local potentials V; and
Vy. () M odi cation of the stability diagram in the case of a signi cant tunnel
coupling ty, . To generate this gure we have chosen the ratio of tunnel coupling
to the mutual (hearest-neighbor) charging energy to be t;,=U ° 1=5. At solid
lines, transport occurs via the doubledot ground state £, i and at dashed
lines, additional transport can occur through the st excited state £ 1 (see
E quations @) and C_l-(_]') below).

in the subspace of N = 1 electrons on the quantum dot. This gives the (soin—
degenerate) eigenenergies and corresponding eigenvectors:

1 q —
E () = s 2+ 2d, ; @®)
£ i = oos Y ;0i+ sinh - 0;11; )
s
2
2 2t 2ti5
Here, E (; ) iswritten in tem s of new energy coordinates ; , which are

related to the old (voltage) coordinates through a rotation of the axes by 45

(see also Fjgure:_fg(b)):

1 1 £V
11 £V,

[\)’ﬁ"_l

11)

W e then de ne doubledot chem icalpotentials:
(;)=E (;) Eo; 12)
where Eg = 0 is the energy of the (0;0) charge con guration. In the pres—

ence of a strong tunnel coupling, the eigenstates of the double dot are no
longer labeled separately by the quantum numbersNi; N,. Instead, the sum
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4 DOUBLE QUANTUM DOTS 42 M olecular states In double dots

N = N;+ N, is oons?,tved. If we add to H 4q the double-dot-dead coupling
Ham itonian Haq 1, = , tch & + tacy & + Hwxywhered y, —creates
an electron in the source (drain), n orbitalk with spin , then N can uctu-
ate between 1 and 0 if the doubledot and lead chem ical potentials are equal.
W e dentify double-dot sequential tunneling processes as those that change the
total charge on the doubl dot by one: N ! N 1 G olvach and Loss 2004).
O ne can evaluate golden-rule rates for all sequentialtunneling processes, taking
the dot—lead coupling H 44 1. as a perturbation to cbtain the stationary current
from a standard Paulim aster equation (the Paulim aster equation is valid for
su clently high tem perature, k g T > ), SO that o diagonalelem ents can be
ignored in the double-dot density m atrix). For weak dot-ead coupling, at low
temperature kg T < ~!p,and at zerobias ( = = 4+ , with ' 0),
transport occurs only through the N = 1 ground state, w ith chem icalpotential
+ » The di erential conductance near the N = 0;1 boundary is then given by

2 2
daI - 2£( +) - sin® (+) s g . 13)
d( ) 1+ £( ) 4 o = +sh® = g

h i

wheref €)= 1= 1+ exp 1—

and temperature T, £°€ ) = of € )=dE ,and ;q) = —

isthe Ferm ifunction at chem icalpotential

— ts(d) z isthe tunnerng
rate to the source (drain) w ith a lead density of statesper spin  at the Femm i
energy. If soin degeneracy is lifted, the quant}:tty in brackets in eqiatjon C_l;:') is

replaced by the fam iliar tem (. ) = 1= 4ks T cosh® 35—  (Beenakker

1991). The di erential conductance (Equation @2;)) reaches a m axin um near
the point where the double-dot cheam ical potential m atches the lead chem ical
potential, 4 (; ) = , which we indicate with a solid line in Figure bib).
T ransport through the excited state can occur where (; )= ,and when
the bias = s q or temperature T are su ciently large to generate a
signi cant population in the excited state £ i. Dashed lines indicate where

(; )= inFigurebp).

There are several qualitative changes to the double-dot stability diagram
that take place in the presence of strong tunnel coupling. F irst, the number
of electrons on each dot is not conserved individually. Instead, the sum N =
N i+ N, isconserved, which m eans that there are no lIonger lines separating, for
exam ple, the (1,0) and (0,1) states in Fjgure:_S (). Second, sequentiaktunneling
processes allow current to be transported through the double-dot along the
Jength ofthe \w ings" that de ne the boundariesbetween N and N 1-electron
ground states. This is in contrast to the case where 3, is weak, In which
resonant sequentialtransport can only occur at triple points, w here the shuttling
processes of the type (0;0) !' (;0) ! (0;1) ! (0;0) are allowed by energy
conservation.
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4 DOUBLE QUANTUM DOTS 43 Doublk dots as twoqubi gates

| gnnB o ) 15(0,2))
- Sy 1
2 ) 2V2he

15(0,2))

Detuning ¢

Figure 6: Energy—-level spectrum for two electrons In a double quantum dot.

4.3 D ouble dots as tw oqubit gates

The swap operation descrbed in Section i requires signi cant controlof the
exchange coupling J. The value of J can be controlled by raising/low ering the
Inter-dot barrier, thus changing the tunnel coupling t;, (Loss and D ¥ incenzo
1998), or wih an out-ofplane m agnetic eld or weak In-plane electric eld
Burkard et al. 1999). M ore recently, experim ents have controlled J by varying
the back-gate voltages on two neighboring quantum dots through a large pa-—
ram eter regin €, independently Petta et al. 2005a). Here we discuss this last
m ethod to control J, which has been analyzed in several recent papers @ etta
et al. 2005b, C oish and Loss 2005, Tayloret al. 2006, Stopa and M arcus 2006) .

W e consider a doubl quantum dot In the region of the charge stability
diagram indicated in the lower Inset of F igure l_é Speci cally, we consider the
regin e of gate voltages w here the double dot containsN = 2 electrons near the
degeneracy point of the (1;1) and (0;2) charge states, and ain to diagonalize
the Ham iltonian H¢ + H 1 in the basis of three spin triplets and two relevant
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4 DOUBLE QUANTUM DOTS44 Inidalization oftwo-soin encoded qubits

singlets:

B 0;2)i = &,dr. jaci; 14)

1
PALL = P dr,dln  d.dj, daci; 15)

1
Tol = »= &, + dudj, Jacd; 6)
i = &.d, jacd; an
ri= o&,d, jaci: s)

In the absence of additional spjn—d%vgndent tem s, the triplets are degenerate,
with energy Errper = E 1) = 2 9 whereas the two singlet states have
energies and associated eigenvectors

q__
1
Esngee = Eropme P © (94 e, ; 19)
E s S
Egpger = COS 5 $ 1;1)i+ sin - B ©0;2)i; (20)
s
S 0 o 2
tan — = — 1+ — : 21)
2 2t12 2t12
Here, °and ©are related to the previous coordinates ( ; ) through a sinple
translation of the origin:
0 1 UO
= + p= 22
0 ?_2 U’ U (22)

T his gives rise to the H eisenberg exchange for large negative ° (from E quation
(9n:

P
2

J(% = Errpre E;jng]et j—ogz; °<0; 3% 2t: @3)

By pulsihng °= O@), thg exchange J ( %)) can be pulsed on and 0 again in

order to mplement the SW AP operation, as descrbbed in Section :_2 (see the
nset ofF jgure:_é) . This operation has now been achieved experin entally w ith a
gating tin e on the order 0of 180 ps Petta et al. 2005a), in good agreem ent w ith
the predictions In Burkard et al. 1999) for an achievable sw ching tin e.

44 TInitialization of tw o—spin encoded qubits

F luctuations in a nuclear spin environm ent can lead to rapid decoherence of
singleelectron spin states due to the contact hyper ne interaction (see Sec—
tion :_5, below ). The e ects of these uctuations can be reduced, In part, by
considering a qubi encoded in two-electron singlet Pi= $ (1;1)i and triplt
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4 DOUBLE QUANTUM DOTS44 Inidalization oftwo-soin encoded qubits

states i= o1, asde ned i equations (L5), (L6). W ith thisencoding schem e,
the qubi energy splitting would be provided through the exchange coupling
(E quation C_Z-;’:)), and singlequbit rotations could be perform ed using an inho-—
m ogeneous m agnetic eld (Levy 2002). Two-gqubit operations in this schem e
could be perform ed, for exam ple, using capacitive coupling due to the relative
charge distributions of the triplet and singlet states in neighboring double-dots
(Taylor et al 2005), although the di erence in these charge distributions can
lead to additional dephasing due to uctuations in the electrical environm ent
(Coish and Loss 2005) (see also Section :_5, below ). An altemative schem e to
couple such encoded qubits over long distances w ith optical cavity m odes has
also been proposed Burkard and Im am ogli 2006) . O ne additionaladvantage of
the tw o-spin encoded qubit schem e is that adiabatic tuning ofthe gate voltages
can be used to initialize and readout Infom ation stored in the singlet-triplet
basis (Johnson et al. 2005a, Petta et al. 2005a). W e discuss this initialization
schem e in the rest of this section. E
W e consider the singlet ground-state E ;’mglet , given by E quations C_Z-(_)') and
C_Z:]}) . For large positive detuning, 3%  ti2; °> 0, them ixing angle in E quation
C_Z]}) is 3 and the singlkt ground state is approxin ately given by $ (0;2)1.
For large negative detuning 7% t,; °< 0, we nd $ 0 and the Iowest-
energy singlet is instead given by B (1;1)1i (see Figure :_d). If the tw oelectron
system is allowed to relax to its ground state $ (0;2)1 at large positive detuning
0 and the detuning is then varied adiabatically slow J/ to Jarge negative valies,
the encoded qubit can be initialized to the state Pi= H (1;1)i (see Figure
and insets). It is a straightforward exercise to estin ate the error in such an
operation for a two-din ensionalH am iltonian.
For a linear ramp of % over an in nite hterval Ge., %= ( = &)t t=
1 :::1 wih characteristic sw tching tine 4, to sweep overan interval ),
the result of Zener, for the non-adiabatic Landau-Zener transiion probability
is(Zener 1932)

2
P = exp = Lz = : ©4)
4 t,

LZ

H ere, the Landau-Zener tunneling probability is controlled in term softwo tin e
scales: the switching tine 4, for a typical range of and the Landau-Zener
tin e constant 1z, which has a strong dependence (/ 1=L212) on the interdot
tunnel coupling. For a realistic voltage pulse, ° is swept over a nite inter—
val, and the pulse shape, In general, will not be linear for the entire sweep.
Perform ing an analysis sin ilar to that used for sihgle-spin gates (Schliem ann
et al. 2001, Requist et al. 2005) for this case, one can perform a num erical inte—
gration of the tim e-dependent Schrodinger equation in the subspace form ed by
the tw o singlets oran arbitrary pulse shape. W e have done this for a pulse ofthe
orm %)= o - tanh Q=g )it= 54 :::5 swﬁ,wherewe nd an approx—

1N ote that this type of pulse w ill generally lead to a sm aller value of P for a given set of
param eters since here, d %=dt = sw , Whereas for the linear pulse d %=dt = = 4 forthe
entire sweep.
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time ¢

Tsw

_ tia=5peV

Leakage to |S(0,2))
(=]
~
T

Sweep time 7, (ns)

Figure 7: Leakage (the occupation probability ofthe state $ (0;2)1i at the end of

the sweep) due to nonadiabatic transitions after sveeping from %= 0:7m eV to
0= 6m eV . Leakage isgiven asa function ofthe characeristicswesp tine g, ,

where °(t) = o — tanh Qt=g ), with (= 265meV and = 6meV.

W e show results forty, = 5;7;10;20 €&V . Solid lines show the results ofnum er-

ical integration of the Schrodinger equation and dashed lines give exponential
ts, which decay w ith the tin e constants , given in Tab]e:}'.

In ately exponential dependence ofP on the swiching tine 4, (see Figure -'j) .
F itting to this exponential dependence, we nd a tim e constant + analogous
to the Landau—Zener tine rz. The tine constants 1z (from Equation C_Z-Z_L'))
and  from thenum ericaldata in Fjgure-rj are com pared In Tab]e-:I: for various
values of the interdot tunnel coupling t;, . T he results of F igure :_7. and Tab]e:_]:
suggest that (for this set of param eters) adiabatic sw tching for nitialization or
readout on a timne scalke of 4 . lnscan only be perform ed w ithout signi cant
error if the tunnel coupling 3, ism ade larger than ty, > 20 &V . It is in por—
tant to note that this analysis ignores additional e ects due to m agnetic eld
inhom ogeneities, spin-orbit coupling, or the hyper ne interaction, all of which
can Jead to additional singlet-triplet anticrossings (see Section 5 2, below) and
hence, to additional initialization or readout errors.

5 DECOHERENCE

D ecoherence is the processby which inform ation stored in a quantum bit is lost.
T here are tw o tim e scales used to describe decoherence processes for a spin that
decays exponentially In the presence of an applied m agnetic eld. T; is the
Iongitudinal spin decay tim e, or spin— I tim e, which describes the tin e scale
for random spin ips: J'i! Fi. T,, the transverse spin decay tin e, describbes
the decay of a superposition state a J'i+ b #i. Both of these tin e scales are
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5 DECOHERENCE 51 Spin-orbit nteraction

[tz (V)| 1z @9 ]| ¢ (9]
5 20. 74
7 10. 38
10 49 19
20 12 043

Table 1: Landau-Zener tin e constant 1,; fora lhear ramp of °and the tine
constant  for tsto num erically evaluated data at variousvalues ofthe tunnel
coupling t; .

In portant for quantum com puting, sihoe both e ects lead to qubit errors.

An experin ent perform ed on an ensem ble of system sw ith di erent environ—
m ents can lead to additionaldecoherence, beyond that described by the \intrin—
sic" T, tine (Slichter 1980). For such an experin ent, the ensem bleaveraged
transverse spin decay tim e is therefore often denoted T, to distinguish it from
the single-goin decay tin e. O ther sym bols such as . (the correlation tim e) and
Ty (the m agnetization envelope decay tin e) are often used to distinguish decay
that is non-exponential.

For a quantum -dot-con ned electron spin state to decay, it is necessary for
the spin to couple In some way to uctuations in the environm ent. T here are
tw o In portant sources ofthis coupling forelectron soins in quantum dots. F irst,
the spin-orbit interaction couples electron soin states to their orbial states, and
therefore m akes spins Indirectly sensitive to uctuations in the electric environ—
m ent. Second, the Femm i contact hyper ne interaction between electrons and
surrounding nuclkar spins in the host m aterial can lead to rapid decay if uctu—
ations in the nuclar spin environm ent are not properly controllied. In the rest
of this section we discuss recent progress in understanding decoherence due to
these tw o coupling m echanisn s.

5.1 Spin-orbit interaction

Fora 2DEG fom ed in G aA s, the spin-orbit interaction is given In tem softwo
tem s:

Hso= xy B+ Oy B +0 DI ; ©5)

where ., are Paulimatrices and p = (px;py) is the m om entum operator
in the plane of the 2DEG . The st tem , proportional to , is the Rashba
(or structure-inversion-asym m etry) soin-orbit coupling term . T he R ashba term
is due to asymm etry In the con ning potential and can therefore be tuned
to som e degree with applied gates. The second tem , proportional to , is
the D ressehaus (puk-inversion-asym m etry) tem , and is due to the fact that
GaAs, which has a zindbolende lattice, has no center of inversion symm etry.
C orrections to this spin-orbit Ham itonian of order P 33 are an aller than the
linearm om entum term s In quantum dots by the ratio of z-con nem ent length
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5 DECOHERENCE 51 Spin-orbit nteraction

to the quantum -dot B ohr radius, and are negligble in the two-din ensionallim it
(Cerlettiet al. 2005).

H 5o ocbeystin ereversalsymm etry. T hus, In the absence ofam agnetic eld,
the ground state of a single electron con ned to a quantum dot is twofold de—
generate due to K ram er’s theoram , and H 5o alone can not cause decoherence.
T he character of the ground-state doublt does change, however, due to the
presence of H 50 , m Ixing orbital and spin states. Thus, any uctuations that
couple to the orbial degree of freedom can cause decoherence in com bination
with spin-orbit coupling. These uctuations can com e from Iattice phonons,
surrounding gates, electron-holk pair excitations, etc. (G olovach et al. 2004).
T he Iongitudinal-spin relaxation rate 1=T; due to spin-orbi coupling and lattice
phonons hasbeen calculated, and show s a strong suppression for con ned elec—
trons (w ith large kevel spacing ~! ) in weak m agnetic elds: 1=T; / B °= (~! 0)4
(K haetskii and N azarov 2000, K haetskii and N azarov 2001). This calculation
has been extended to a larger range of m agnetic elds, show ing that the B —

eld dependence of 1=T; saturates and is then suppressed when the phonon
wavelength is com parable to the dot size (G olovach et al. 2004). Further, this
calculation has also been extended to inclide the transverse soin decay tin e
due to spin-orbit interaction alone, show ing that dephasing is lim ited by relax—
ation, or T, = 2T; to leading order in the spin-orbit coupling, independent of
the particular source of uctuations (G olovach et al. 2004). Additionally, 1=T
has been shown to have a strong dependence on the m agnetic eld direction,
relative to the crystal axes Falko et al. 2005), show s a strong enhancem ent
near avoided level crossings, which m ay allow independent m easurem ents ofthe
R ashba and D ressehaus coupling constants B ulaev and Loss 2005a), and plays
a role In phonon-assisted cotunneling current through quantum dots (Lehm ann
and Loss 2006). The relaxation rate of quantum -dot-con ned hole spins due
to spin-orbit coupling and phonons has also been Investigated. In som e cases,
recent work has shown that the hole spin relaxation tin e m ay even exceed the
relaxation tin e ofelectron spins Bulaev and Loss 2005b) . In addition to lattice
phonons, electric eld uctuations can result from the noise n a QPC readout
device, which results in spin decoherence when considered in com bination w ith
spin-orbit coupling. Thism echanisn show sa strong dependence of the decoher—
ence rate 1=F on the dotQPC separation r Borhaniet al. 2005), and can
therefore be controlled w ith carefiil positioning of the readout device.

M easurem ents of relaxation tim es for single electron spins have been per-
form ed in gated lateralquantum dots (H anson et al. 2003, E Izerm an et al. 2004),
giving a T; tin e In good agreem ent w ith the theory ofref. (G olovach et al.2004)
and in selfassem bled quantum dots K routvaret al. 2004), which con m ed the
expected m agnetic eld dependence: 1=T; / B> (K haetskiiand N azarov 2001).
A dditionally, sihglet-triplet decay hasbeen m easured in single vertical (Fujisawa
et al. 2002), and lateral H anson et al. 2005) dots, aswell as Jateraldouble dots
(P etta et al. 2005b, Johnson et al. 2005a).

T here is a general consensus that soin relaxation for quantum -dot-con ned
electrons proceeds through the spin-orbit interaction and phonon em ission at
high m agnetic elds. However, In weak m agnetic elds, and for the transverse
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5 DECOHERENCE 52 Hyper ne interaction

soin decay tin e T, there are strongere ects in GaA s. These e ects are due to
the contact hyper ne interaction between con ned electron spins and nuclear
spins In the surrounding lattice.

52 H yper ne interaction

For a collection of electrons in the presence of nuclkar spins, the Ferm i contact
hyper ne interaction reads

X
Hypys= Av Lc Sf; S ()=
X ;0= g

X
Yok) o o); (26)

N -

where A isthe hyper ne coupling strength, v is the volum e ofa crystalunit cell
containing one nuclkar spin, Iy is the soin operator for the nuclar spin at site
k, S (k) is the electron spin density at the nuclear site, given in tem s of pctel

operators (r) that satisfy the anticom m utation relations ®; Yo (ro) =
€ P& ,0f (@; o&%g= 0;and we have denoted m atrix elm ents by
o=h3j j% where = (4; y; 2) isthe vector of Paulim atrices. The

signi cance of the general form given in Equation @-é) is that there can be
an interplay of orbital and soin degrees of freedom due to the contact hyper ne
Interaction. W hen the orbital level spacing isnot too large, this interplay can be
the lim iting cause of electron-spin relaxation (E rlingsson et al. 2001, E rlingsson
and N azarov 2002) in weak m agnetic elds, where the soin-orbit interaction is
less e ective, and leads to enhanced nuclear soin relaxation in the vicinity of
sequentiaHtunneling peaks for a quantum dot connected to leads, where S (r)
uctuates signi cantly (Lyanda-Geller et al. 2002, Huttelet al. 2004).

T he orbital level spacing in lateralquantum dots isusually m uch larger than
the typicalenergy scale ofH p¢. In this case, it ispossible to solve for the orbital
envelope wavefunction ¢ (r) inh the absence of the hyper ne interaction, and
write an e ective hyper ne Ham iltonian for a single electron con ned to the
quantum -dot orbial ground state:

X
Hpnpo o & ho=Av J 0@ L @7)

where here S is the spin-1=2 operator or a sihgl electron in the quantum -dot
orbialground state. T he prim ary m aterialused to m ake lateral quantum dots
isGaAs. Allnatural isotopes of Ga and A s carry nuckar spin I = 3=2. Each
isotope has a distinct hyper ne coupling constant, but the average coupling
constant, weighted by the relative abundance of each isotope in G aA s gives
A 90 &V (Pagetetal 1977).

D ynam icsunderH j ;0 havenow been studied extensively underm any various
approxin ationsand in m any param eter regin es. H ere we give a brief account of
som e part of this study. For an extensive overview , see review s In (Schliem ann
et al. 2003, Cerlettiet al. 2005). The st analysis ofthe In uence of E quation
@-z:) on quantum -dot electron soin dynam ics showed that the long-tin e longi-
tudinal spin— ip probability, Py  1=gN @urkard et al. 1999) was suppressed
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5 DECOHERENCE 52 Hyper ne interaction

in the lim it of Jarge nuclear soin polarization p and num ber of nuckar soins in
the dot, N . Subsequently, an exact solution for the case of a fully-polarized
nuclear spin system (o = 1) has shown that both the longiudinal and trans—
verse com ponents of the electron spin decay by a fraction 1N according
to a long-tin e power law 1=£=2 on a tine scal of ~N=A ([ haetskii
et al. 2002) (~N =A 1 s fora GaAsdot containing N ' 1® nuclki. This
exact solution for p = 1, which show s a non-exponential decay, dem onstrates
that the electron soin decay is m anifestly non-M arkovian since the tin e scale
form otion in the nuclearspin bath ismuch longer than the decay tim e scale of
the electron spin. For unpolarized systam s, the ensemble averageim ean- eld
dynam ics show a transverse soin decay on a tine scale ~ N =A 5ns
K haetskiiet al. 2002, M erkulov et al. 2002). T he exact solution has been ex—
tended to the case of nonzero polarization p € 1 usihg a generalized m
equation, valid in the lim it of lJarge m agnetic eld or polarization p 1= N
(C oish and Loss 2004). This work has shown that, while the longitudinal spin
decay is bounded by 1=8N , due to the quantum nature of the nucl%ar eld,
the transverse com ponents of spin w illdecay to zero in a tim e & 5ns= 1 P
(w thout ensem ble averaging and w thoutm aking am ean— eld ansatz), unlessan
electron spin echo sequence is perform ed or the nuclkiare prepared in an eigen—
state of the operatorh? through m easurem ent (C oish and Loss2004). T here are
several recent suggestions form ethods that could be used to m easure the oper-
atorhf (G iedke et al. 2005, K Jauseret al. 2005, Stepanenko et al. 2005) in order
to extend electron spin decoherence. O nce the nuclar spin system is foroed
Into an eigenstate of h}, the lowest-order corrections for lJarge m agnetic eld
still show incom plete decay for the transverse soin (C oish and Loss 2004), sug—
gesting that dynam ics nduced by the nuclkar dipolar interaction m ay lim it spin
coherence in this regin e (de Sousa and D as Sam a 2003), although higher-order
corrections have been reported to lead to com plete decay O eng and Hu 2005),
even when the nuclar spin system is static. There have been several ef-
forts to understand the hyper ne decoherence problem num erically (Schliem ann
et al 2002, Shenviet al. 2005b), and other studies have investigated electron
soin-echo envelope decoherence under the hyper ne interaction alone (C oish and
Loss 2004, Shenviet al. 2005b, Shenviet al. 2005a) or the com bined in uence
ofhyper ne and nuclear dipolar interactions (de Sousa and D as Sam a 2003, de
Sousa et al. 2005, W izel et al. 2005, Yao et al. 2005, Yao et al. 2006). O ther
approaches to understanding the hyper ne decoherence problem inclide sam i-
classicaltheories that replace the quantum nuclar eld by a classicaldynam ical
vector E rlingsson and N azarov 2004, Yuzbashyan et al. 2004) or a classicaldis—
trbution function @A Hassanieh et al 2005).

E xperim ents on electron spin decoherence in single quantum dots B racker
et al. 2005, Dutt et al. 2005) and doubl quantum dots (Petta et al 2005a,
K oppens et al. 2005) have now con m ed that the ensem bleaveraged electron
SoIn dephasing tim e is indeed given by ~ N =A 10ns.

For two electron spins con ned to a doubl quantum dot, the hyper ne
Ham iltonian (Equation C_Z-Q')) can be cast In the form (C oish and Loss 2005)
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X
Hngaa = 257+ hy § Si1=
1 p0=

.S?+S h+ S h; 29)

& odp o; (28)

NI

where , = g B isthe Zeam an splitting, d; ;) annihilates an electron in the
single-particle orbital state w ith envelope wavefunction 1) (r) and spIn ,we
de neh = (i + hy)=2, Ph = (h; + hy)=2, where the quantum nuclkar eld
operatorsare hy ) = Av | 1@ (k) 2 Ix , the sum of electron spins is S =

S1+ S, and thedi erenceis S = S S, . W hile the sum S conservesthe total
squared electron spin, and can only couple states of di erent z-progction (9.
Toito T 1), the di erence S does not preserve the total spin, and therefore
couples singlet to triplt €g. $B (1;1)ito i and T i) and will therefore
lead to anticrossings in the energy level spectrum , where § (1;1)i and T 1
or Toi cross. Adding E quation ;_2-9') to the previous doubledot ham iltonian,
Hgqg = Hc + Hp + Hhrqq, and m aking a m ean— eld ansatz for the nuclkar eld
operators, ie., replacing operators by their expectation values: h ! }hiE: leads
to the energy level spectrum shown in Fjgure:_é. In the lim it of lJarge Zeem an
splitting , and large negativedetuning %, an e ective tw o-JevelH am iltonian can
be derived in the subspace of low est-energy singlet and S* = 0 triplet (Bi; Toi)
(C 0ish and Loss 2005):

J oz 1

Hdd;e = ES S+ *hs"+0 — : (30)
An exact solution can be found forpsesudospin dynam ics in the two-din ensional
subspace of $1iand Jpiunder the action ofH gq;c . This solution showsthat a
singlet—triplet correlator undergoes an interesting power-law decay in a charac—
teristic tin e scale that can be extended by increasing J (C oish and Loss 2005),
and has been veri ed in experim ent (Laird et al 2005). As is true for the
transverse com ponents of a single electron spin, the singlettriplet correlator
show s a rapid decay if the nuclkar soin environm ent is not in an eigenstate of
the relevant nuclear eld operator (in this case, h*). The decay tin e can be
signi cantly extended by narrow ing the distrlbbution In  h? eigenstates through
m easurem ent K lauseret al. 2005) orby perform ing a spin-echo sequence P etta
et al 2005a) . Rem aining sources of dephasing include the corrections to H 4q;e
(oforder 1= ,, which can not be rem oved easily) and uctuations in the electro—
static environm ent, although the e ect ofthese uctuations can be rem oved to
leading order at zero-derivative points for the exchange interaction (Coish and
Loss 2005), w here:

— = 0: (31)

2In general, great care should be taken in m aking such a replacem ent. See the discussion,
for exam ple, in (C oish and Loss 2005).
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6 ENTANGLEMENT GENERATION,DISTILLATION,AND
DETECTION

R ecent calculations suggest that these zero-derivative points should be achiev-
ablew ith appropriate controlofthe con nem ent potentialorm agnetic eld Hu
and D as Sam a 2006, Stopa and M arcus 2006).

Since the hyper ne interaction does not preserve the total spin quantum
num ber of electrons, this interaction plays a very in portant role in studies on
soin-dependent transport. In particular, soin blockade W einm ann et al. 1995,
W einm ann 2003) occurs in double quantum dots (O no et al. 2002) when tunnel-
Ing is allowed betwen spin-singlets $ (1;1)i ! B (0;2)i, but not between spin
triplets T (1;1)19 T (0;2)i, because of a Jarge energy cost due to orbial level
soacing and the Pauliprinciple. T his blockade allow s for the extraction of fea-
tures at energy scales m uch lss than tem perature, m aking it an ideal param —
eter regin e In which to perform spectroscopy on double dots P ioro-Ladriere
et al. 2003) and spin-resonance experin ents, which previously su ered from
\heating" e ects in single dots (van der W ielet al. 2003, K oppens et al. 2006).
Thehyper ne interaction m ixesthe $ (1;1)iand T (1;1)istates, allow Ing trans-
port, and e ectively ram oving soin blockade when these states are nearly de—
generate. T his behavior leads to a num ber of intriguing e ects, including stable
undriven oscillations in trangport current (O no and Tarucha 2004, E rlingsson
et al. 2005), and a striking m agnetic— eld dependence of leakage current, which
allow s the extraction of nform ation about the nuclar spin system K oppens
et al 2005, Jouravlev and N azarov 2006) . Even-odd e ects in the soin blockade
ofm any-electron quantum dots have further revealed the shell- lling illustrated
in Figured (Johnson et al. 2005b).

The in uence of spin-dependent temm s, causing decoherence or unw anted
evolution, is a central issue in quantum -dot spin quantum com puting. The re—
quirem ents for ault-tolerant quantum inform ation processing are very stringent.
T his raises the bar for required understanding of these environm entalin uences
to a very high level, and guarantees that quantum -dot spin decoherence w ill
rem ain a challenge for som e tim e to com e.

6 ENTANGLEM ENT GENERATION ,D IST IL—
LATION,AND DETECTION

In addition to the usual requirem ents for control and coherence, to dem on-—
strate the true quantum nature of qubits, there have been m any suggestions
to create and m easure nonlocal m ultiparticle entanglem ent of electron spins
in nanostructures O iV incenzo and Loss 1999, Burkard et al. 2000, Loss and
Sukhorukov 2000, Choiet al 2000, Egues et al. 2002, Burkard and Loss 2003,
Sam uelsson et al. 2004, Recher et al. 2001, Lesovik et al. 2001, M elin 2001,
Costa and Bose 2001, O liver et al. 2002, Bose and Hom e 2002, Recher and
Loss 2002, Bena et al. 2002, Saraga and Loss 2003, Bouchiat et al. 2003, Recher
and Loss 2003, Beenakker and Schoenenberger 2003, Saraga et al. 2004, E gues
et al. 2005). T hese proposals include suggestions to extract soin singlets from

a superconductor through two quantum dots Recher et al. 2001) or nanotubes
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R echerand Loss 2002, Bena et al. 2002), or to create entanglem ent neara m ag-—

netic im purity (Costa and Bose 2001), through a sihgle quantum dot (O liver
et al. 2002), from biexcions in doubl quantum dots G ywat et al. 2002), or
through a triple dot (Saraga and Loss 2003). Tt may also be possbl to dis—
till entanglem ent B ennett et al. 1997) from an unentangled Fem igas through
Coulomb scattering In a 2DEG (Saraga et al. 2004).

A swellasproviding a proofof quantum m echanicalbehavior, entanglem ent
can be used as a resource for m easuram entbased quantum com puting. Some
m easuram ent-based schem es rely on the creation of highly-entangled cluster
states R aussendorf and B riegel 2001), which could be generated in quantum —
dot arrays using the H eisenberg exchange interaction B orhaniand Loss 2005).
O ther m easum ent-based schem es generate entanglem ent through partialBell-
state (parity) m easurem ents (B eenakkeret al. 2004), which could also be In ple-
m ented for spins n quantum dots using spin-to-charge conversion [Engel and
Loss 2005). Independent of the m ethod used, the generation or puri cation
and subsequent detection of entangled electron spinswould present a signi cant
m ilestone on the road to a working quantum -dot quantum ocom puter.

7 CONCLUSIONSAND OUTLOOK

W ehave presented som e ofthe theoreticaland experim entalchallengesto quantum —
dot quantum ocom puting w ith electron spins. The last few years have seen an
extrem ely rapid rate of progress In experim ents which show that m any of the
required elem ents of a spin-based quantum -dot quantum com puter can be re—
alized in principle. The m ost signi cant advances include the reduction of the
num ber of electrons con ned to gated quantum dots down to a single electron
(C iorga et al. 2000), the dem onstration H anson et al. 2003) and in provem ent
(H anson et al. 2005) ofelectron soin readout in gated lateraldots, which has led
to therrﬁ)eﬂrem ent ofa spin T; tin e (E Izem an et al. 2004), the dem onstration
of the = swap operation, allow ing for the extraction of an ensem bleaveraged
T, tine, and spin-echo m ethods to extend the decay time within a two-spin
encoded subspace Petta et al. 2005a), and m ost recently the dem onstration of
single-soin rotations under resonant conditions K oppens et al. 2006).

T o dem onstrate viability ofthe LossD iV incenzo proposal, m ore experin ents
are needed. A lthough the LossD iV incenzo proposal is scalable in principle, i
rem ains to be seen if there are signi cant practical obstacles to scaling-up the
num ber of electrons involred wellbeyond two.
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