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A bstract

Theability to perform high-precision one-and two-qubitoperationsis

su� cient for universalquantum com putation. For the Loss-D iVincenzo

proposalto use single electron spinscon� ned to quantum dotsasqubits,

it is therefore su� cient to analyze only single- and coupled double-dot

structures,since the strong Heisenberg exchange coupling between spins

in thisproposalfallso� exponentially with distanceand long-ranged dipo-

lar coupling m echanism s can be m ade signi� cantly weaker. This scal-

ability of the Loss-D iVincenzo design is both a practical necessity for

eventualapplicationsofm ulti-qubitquantum com puting and a greatcon-

ceptualadvantage,m aking analysisoftherelevantcom ponentsrelatively

transparentand system atic.W ereview theLoss-D iVincenzo proposalfor

quantum -dot-con� ned electron spin qubits,and surveythecurrentstateof

experim entand theory regardingtherelevantsingle-and double-quantum

dots,with a brieflook at som e related alternative schem es for quantum

com puting.

K eywords: quantum dots, quantum com puting, single dot, dou-

ble dot, decoherence, entanglem ent, quantum inform ation process-

ing,C oulom b blockade,stability diagram ,encoded qubits,hyper�ne

interaction,spin-orbit interaction,relaxation,spin-echo

1 IN T R O D U C T IO N

Recentadvancesin sem iconductorspintronicsand,m orespeci�cally,spin-based

quantum com putingin solid-statesystem s,haveencouraged signi�cantresearch

e�ortsin the lastyears(Prinz 1998,W olfetal.2001,Awschalom etal.2002).

M uch of this research is m otivated by pressure on the electronics industry

to m aintain M oore’s-law growth in system s with com ponents that are very

quickly approaching the nanoscale,where quantum m echanicsbecom esim por-

tant(ITRS 2005).Additionally,nanoscaledevicesprovideauniqueopportunity
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1 INTRO DUCTIO N

to study the fundam entalphysicsofquantum phenom ena in a controllableen-

vironm ent.

Independentoftheparticularm otivation,ifquantum inform ation processing

isto progressbeyond basicproof-of-principleexperim ents,itm ustbebased on

a viable,scalablequbit(a quantum m echanicaltwo-levelsystem ,which can be

placed in an arbitrary superposition ofitsbasisstates:j i= aj0i+ bj1i).The

two statesofsingleelectron spins(j"i= j0iand j#i= j1i),con�ned to sem icon-

ductorquantum dots(theLoss-DiVincenzo proposal),areonesuch qubit(Loss

and DiVincenzo 1998).Thesequbitsareviable,in thesensethatthey m akeuse

offabrication techniques and electricalcontrolconceptsthathave been devel-

oped overthelast�vedecadesin research laboratoriesand industry.Thesecret

to scalability in theLoss-DiVincenzo proposalliesin localgating;thisproposal

would im plem ent gating operations through the exchange interaction,which

can be tuned locally with exponentialprecision,allowing pairsofneighboring

qubitstobecoupled and decoupled independently.Thisistobecontrasted with

proposalsthatm akeuse oflong-ranged interactions(e.g.,dipolarcoupling)for

which scalability m aybecalled intoquestion.Thelocal,tunablenatureofinter-

qubitinteractionsin theLoss-DiVincenzo proposaliswhatm akesitpossibleto

consider�rstisolated one-qubit(single-quantum -dot),then isolated two-qubit

(double-quantum -dot) system s. O nce single- and double- quantum dots are

understood,along with environm entalcouping m echanism s,a quantum com pu-

tation can proceed through a seriesofone-and two-qubitoperations,without

greatconcern regarding interactionsbetween three,four,and m orequbits.

There arem any otherproposalsforqubitsand associated quantum control

processes. Som e exam plesinclude variousproposalsthatuse superconducting

devices(forreviews,see(M akhlin etal.2001,Burkard2004)),proposalsfor\adi-

abatic quantum com puting",in which quantum com putations are perform ed

through adiabatic m anipulation ofcoupling constants in physically realizable

Ham iltonians(Farhietal.2000,Farhietal.2001,W u etal.2005)(which m ight

be used to perform fast quantum sim ulations of,e.g.,superconducting pair-

ing m odels (W u et al.2002)),electron spin qubits encoded in two-spin states

(Levy 2002)orm any-spin chains(M eieretal.2003b,M eieretal.2003a)(recent

work showing thatsuch spin chainscan bebuilt-up atom -by-atom on a surface

(Hirjibehedin et al.2006)is a possible �rst step to im plem enting such a pro-

posal),cavity-Q ED schem es(Sleatorand W einfurter1995,Dom okosetal.1995),

trapped-ion proposals(Ciracand Zoller1995),etc.Each oftheseproposalshas

advantagesand disadvantages. Here we do notcom pare the relative m eritsof

allproposals,but instead focus on proposalsinvolving electron spins con�ned

to quantum dots.

Beforea quantum com putation can begin,thequbitsin a working quantum

com puter m ust be initialized to som e state,e.g. j0i. These qubits m ust be

su�ciently isolated from the surrounding environm entto reduce decoherence,

there m ust be som e way to perform fast single-and two-qubit operations in

a tim e scale m uch less than the qubit decoherence tim e,and it m ust be pos-

sible to read out the �nalstate ofthe qubits after any quantum com putation

(DiVincenzo 2000).In thefollowingsections,weaddresstheseissuesand others
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LO SS-DIVINCENZO PRO PO SAL

which areim portantforthe Loss-DiVincenzo proposal.In the process,we sur-

vey som e recentwork on quantum com puting with electron spins in quantum

dots.

Due to the rapid developm ent ofthis �eld,there have been m any recent

reviewson quantum -dotquantum com puting.Am ong these num erousreviews,

there has been work that focuses on single-electron charge qubits in double

dots (Fujisawa et al.2006), the im plem entation of single-electron spin reso-

nance(ESR),and them olecularwavefunctionsofcoupled doubledots(van der

W ieletal.2006),variousproposalsforspin-based quantum com puting (Cerletti

etal.2005),silicon-based proposalsforquantum com puting(K oilleretal.2005),

generalquantum com puting in the solid state,including both quantum dots

and superconducting system s (Burkard 2004),experim ents and experim ental

proposals for quantum -dot-con�ned electrons (Engelet al.2004a),the m any

coupling schem es and decoherence m echanism s for quantum -dot spin qubits

(Hu 2004),and opticalpropertiesofquantum dots(Hohenester2004). In this

review,we analyze the Loss-DiVincenzo proposalfrom the viewpointthatthis

proposalcan be decom posed into �rst single and then double quantum dots,

with a specialem phasison double-dotphysics.

Thisreview isorganized asfollows:in Section 2 wegivea briefsum m ary of

the Loss-DiVincenzo proposalforquantum com puting.In Section 3 we discuss

the characterization and m anipulation ofspin and chargestatesofelectronsin

single quantum dots. Section 4 containsa description ofdouble quantum dots

thatem phasizes the single-electron regim e,which is relevantfor quantum -dot

quantum com puting.In Section 5wesurveyim portantdecoherencem echanism s

forelectron spinsin single-and double-quantum dots. In Section 6 we briey

review som eproposalsforthegeneration and detection ofnonlocalentanglem ent

ofelectron spins in nanostructures,and in Section 7 we conclude with a brief

sum m ary ofim portanttopicsforfuture study.

2 SPIN S IN Q U A N T U M D O T S:A N O V ERV IEW

O F T H E LO SS-D IV IN C EN ZO PR O PO SA L

In the originalLoss-DiVincenzo proposal,the qubitsarestored in the two spin

states ofsingle con�ned electrons. The considerations discussed in (Loss and

DiVincenzo 1998)aregenerally applicabletoelectronscon�ned toany structure

(e.g. atom s,m olecules,defects,etc.),although the originalproposalfocused

on applications in gated sem iconductor quantum dots,as shown in Figure 1.

Voltagesapplied tothetop gatesofsuch structuresprovideacon�ningpotential

forelectronsin a two-dim ensionalelectron gas(2DEG ),below the surface. A

negative voltage applied to a back-gate depletes the 2DEG locally, allowing

the num ber ofelectrons in each dot to be reduced down to one (the single-

electron regim e).Advancesin m aterialsfabrication and gating techniqueshave

now allowed for the realization ofsingle electrons in single vertical(Tarucha

etal.1996)and gated lateral(Ciorga etal.2000)dots,aswellasdouble dots
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Figure 1:A double quantum dot.Top-gatesare setto an electrostatic voltage

con�gurationthatcon�neselectronsin thetwo-dim ensionalelectrongas(2DEG )

below to the circularregionsshown. Applying a negative voltage to the back-

gate,the dotscan be depleted untilthey each contain only onesingle electron,

each with an associated spin-1=2 operator SL(R ) for the electron in the left

(right) dot. The j"i and j#i spin-1=2 states ofeach electron provide a qubit

(two-levelquantum system ).

(Elzerm an etal.2003,Hayashietal.2003,Petta etal.2004).

Initialization ofallqubitsin the quantum com puterto the Zeem an ground

state j"i= j0i could be achieved by allowing allspins to reach therm alequi-

librium at tem perature T in the presence ofa strong m agnetic �eld B ,such

thatjg�B B j> kB T,with g-factorg < 0,Bohrm agneton �B ,and Boltzm ann’s

constantkB (Lossand DiVincenzo 1998).Forfurtherinitialization schem es,see

Section 3.2 below.

O nce the qubitshave been initialized to som e state,they should rem ain in

thatstateuntilacom putation can beexecuted.In theabsenceofenvironm ental

coupling,thespins-1=2 ofsingleelectronsareintrinsictwo-levelsystem s,which

cannot\leak" into higherexcited states.Additionally,sinceelectron spinsonly

coupleto chargedegreesoffreedom indirectly through thespin-orbit(orhyper-

�ne)interactions,they arerelatively im m uneto uctuationsin thesurrounding

electronicenvironm ent.

Single-qubitoperationsin theLoss-DiVincenzo quantum com putercould be

carried outby varying theZeem an splitting on each dotindividually (Lossand

DiVincenzo 1998). It m ay be possible to do this through g-factorm odulation

(Salisetal.2001),theinclusion ofm agneticlayers(M yersetal.2005)(seealso

Figure2),m odi�cation ofthelocalO verhauser�eld dueto hyper�necouplings

(Burkard etal.1999),orwith nearby ferrom agneticdots(Lossand DiVincenzo

1998).Therearea num berofalternatem ethodsthatcould beused to perform

single-qubitrotations(see Section 3.2).

Two-qubitoperationswould beperform ed within the Loss-DiVincenzo pro-

posalby pulsing the exchange coupling between two neighboring qubit spins

4
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Figure 2: A seriesofexchange-coupled electron spins. Single-qubitoperations

could be perform ed in such a structure using electron spin resonance (ESR),

which would require an rftransverse m agnetic �eld B ac
k
,and a site-selective

Zeem an splitting g(x)�B B ? ,which m ightbe achieved through g-factorm odu-

lation orm agneticlayers.Two-qubitoperationswould beperform ed bybringing

two electronsinto contact,introducing a nonzerowavefunction overlap and cor-

responding exchange coupling for som e tim e (two electrons on the right). In

the idle state,the electronscan be separated,elim inating the overlap and cor-

responding exchangecoupling with exponentialaccuracy (two electronson the

left).

\on" to a non-zero value (J(t)= J0 6= 0;t2 f� �s=2:::�s=2g)fora switching

tim e �s,then switching it\o�" (J(t)= 0;t=2 f� �s=2:::�s=2g).Thisswitching

can be achieved by briey lowering a center-gate barrierbetween neighboring

electrons,resultingin an appreciableoverlap oftheelectron wavefunctions(Loss

and DiVincenzo1998),oralternatively,by pulsingtherelativeback-gatevoltage

ofneighboring dots(Petta etal.2005a)(seeSection 4.3).Undersuch an opera-

tion (and in theabsenceofZeem an orweakerspin-orbitordipolarinteractions),

thee�ectivetwo-spin Ham iltonian takestheform ofan isotropicHeisenberg ex-

changeterm ,given by (Lossand DiVincenzo 1998,Burkard etal.1999)

H ex(t)= J(t)SL � SR ; (1)

where SL(R ) isthe spin-1=2 operatorforthe electron in the left(right)dot,as

shown in Figure 1. The Ham iltonian H ex(t) generates the unitary evolution

U (�) = exp[� i�SL � SR ],where � =
R
J(t)dt=~. Ifthe exchange is switched

such that� =
R
J(t)dt=~ = J0�s=~ = �,U (�)exchangesthe statesofthe two

neighboring spins,i.e.:U (�)jn;n0i= jn0;ni,where n and n0 are two arbitrar-

ily oriented unitvectorsand jn;n0iindicates a sim ultaneous eigenstate ofthe

two operatorsSL � n and SR � n0. U (�)im plem ents the so-called swap opera-

tion. Ifthe exchange is pulsed on for the shortertim e �s=2,the resulting op-

eration U (�=2)= (U (�))
1=2

isknown asthe \square-root-of-swap" (
p
swap).
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The
p
swap operation in com bination with arbitrary single-qubit operations

is su�cient for universalquantum com putation (Barenco et al.1995a,Loss

and DiVincenzo 1998). The
p
swap operation has now been successfully im -

plem ented in experim ents involving two electronscon�ned to two neighboring

quantum dots (as in Figure 1) (Petta et al.2005a,Laird et al.2005). Errors

during the
p
swap operation have been investigated due to nonadiabatic tran-

sitions to higher orbitalstates (Schliem ann et al.2001,Requist et al.2005),

spin-orbit-interaction (Bonesteelet al.2001,Burkard and Loss 2002,Stepa-

nenko etal.2003),and hyper�ne coupling to surrounding nuclearspins(Petta

etal.2005a,Coish and Loss2005,K lauseretal.2005,Tayloretal.2006).The

isotropic form ofthe exchange interaction given in Equation (1)is notalways

valid. In realistic system s,a �nite spin-orbit interaction leads to anisotropic

term s which m ay cause additionalerrors,but could also be used to perform

universalquantum com puting with two-spin encoded qubits,in the absence of

single-spin rotations(Bonesteeletal.2001,Lidarand W u 2002,Stepanenkoand

Bonesteel2004,Chutia etal.2006)(see also Section 4.4 below).

In the Loss-DiVincenzo proposal,readout could be perform ed using spin-

to-charge conversion. This could be accom plished with a \spin �lter" (spin-

selective tunneling)to leadsora neighboring dot,coupled with single-electron

chargedetection (see also Section 3.2,below).

3 SIN G LE Q U A N T U M D O T S

Thefundam entalelem entofinform ation in aquantum com puteristhequantum

bit,orqubit.ThequbitsoftheLoss-DiVincenzoproposal(Lossand DiVincenzo

1998)areencoded in thetwo spin statesj"iand j#iofsingleelectronscon�ned

to quantum dots.

There are m any di�erenttypesofquantum dotthatcan be m anufactured,

each with distinct characteristics. G ated lateralquantum dots (as shown in

Figures 1 and 2) o�er the bene�t that their shape and size can be controlled

to suita particularstudy,and the tunnelcoupling between pairsofthese dots

can be tuned in a straightforward m anner: by raising or lowering the barrier

between the dots. G ated verticaldots (Tarucha et al.1996) are created by

etching surrounding m aterialto form a pillar structure,with verticalcon�ne-

m entprovided by a double-barrierheterostructure. Verticaldotsallow forthe

controlled fabrication ofquantum dotswith large levelspacing,although tun-

ability ofthe coupling in these structures is restricted due to the fabrication

process.To resolvethisissue,hybrid laterally-coupled verticaldoublequantum

dotshavebeen m anufactured,in which theinter-dottunnelcoupling iscontrol-

lable(Hatano etal.2005).Self-assem bled quantum dotsareyetanothertypeof

dotthatcan be used forquantum inform ation processing.Self-assem bled dots

form spontaneously during epitaxialgrowth dueto a lattice m ism atch between

thedotand substratem aterials.Thesedotscan bem adewith very largesingle-

particle levelspacings,but typically form at random locations,which m akes

controlled coupling through a tunneljunction di�cult. Such dots can,how-

6



3 SING LE Q UANTUM DO TS 3.1 Chargecontrol:Coulom b blockade

ever,potentially be coupled with opticalcavity m odes(Im am o�glu etal.1999),

and new techniqueshavenow allowed thefabrication ofcavitieswith m odesthat

couplem axim allydirectlyatthepositionsofisolated dots(Badolatoetal.2005).

In the rest ofthis section we focus on lateralquantum dots,as shown in

Figures1and 2.Afterabriefreview ofchargeand spin controlin singlequantum

dots,wewilladdressissuesspeci�cto doublequantum dotsin Section 4.

3.1 C harge control: C oulom b blockade

Toensureasingletwo-levelsystem isavailabletobeused asaqubit,itispracti-

calto considersingleisolated electron spins(with intrinsicspin 1/2)con�ned to

single orbitallevels.A natural�rststep to im plem enting the Loss-DiVincenzo

proposalwastherefore to dem onstrate controloverthe charging ofa quantum

dotelectron-by-electron in a single gated quantum dot. Thisistypically done

by operating a quantum dotin theCoulom b-blockaderegim e,wheretheenergy

for the addition ofan electron to the quantum dot is larger than the energy

thatcan be supplied by electronsin thesourceordrain leads.In thiscase,the

chargeon thequantum dotisconserved,and no electronscan tunnelonto oro�

ofthedot.Fora generalreview ofCoulom b blockadephenom ena and thechar-

acterization ofm any-electron statesin singlequantum dots,see(K ouwenhoven

etal.2001).

3.2 Spin control: Initialization,operations,and readout.

Asm entioned in Section 2,initialization ofallelectron spinsto the \up" state

j"icould be achieved by allowing allspinsto equilibrate in a strong m agnetic

�eld. Depending on the particular architechture,this m ay take a long tim e

or it m ay be inconvenient to have large m agnetic �elds in the region ofthe

apparatus. Initialization could also be achieved through spin-injection from a

ferrom agnet,as has been perform ed in bulk sem iconductors (Fiederling et al.

1999,O hno etal.1999),with a spin-polarized currentfrom a spin-�lterdevice

(Prinzand Hathaway 1995,Prinz1998,Lossand DiVincenzo 1998,DiVincenzo

1999,Recheretal.2000),orby opticalpum ping (Cortez etal.2002,Shabaev

etal.2003,G ywatetal.2004,Brackeretal.2005),which hasnow allowed the

preparation ofspin stateswith very high �delity,in one case ashigh as99.8%

(Atatureetal.2006).

Single-qubitoperationscan be perform ed in the Loss-DiVincenzo proposal

whenever the Zeem an energy ofthe quantum -dot spins can be tuned locally,

as m entioned in Section 2. Alternative single-qubit-rotation schem es m ay re-

quireglobalm agnetic�eld gradients(W u etal.2004,Tokura etal.2006),ESR

(see Figure 2)or,in the presence ofspin-orbitinteraction,electric-dipole spin

resonance (EDSR) techniques. EDSR has been analyzed in great detailfor

two-dim ensionalsystem s in theory (Rashba and Efros 2003,Duckheim and

Loss 2006) and experim ent (K ato et al. 2004), and can also be applied to

lower-dim ensionalsystem s (quantum wires and quantum dots) (Levitov and

7
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Rashba2003,G olovach etal.2006),with theadvantagethatsingle-qubitopera-

tionscould then beperform ed using fastall-electricalcontrol.New experim ents

have now shown thatitm ay be possible in practice to perform single-spin op-

erationson single quantum dotsusing ESR,asdepicted in Figure 2 (K oppens

etal.2006).

As m entioned in Section 2, quantum -dot spin readout can be perform ed

using a spin �lter. Experim entally,spin �ltershave been reported in the open

(Potok etal.2002)and Coulom b-blockaderegim es(Folk etal.2003),and have

even been used to determ ine the longitudinalspin decay (T1) tim e (Hanson

etal.2003,Hanson etal.2004)using an n-shotreadoutschem e,which hasbeen

analyzed in detail(Engelet al.2004b). A single-shot readout has also been

dem onstrated (Elzerm an etal.2004)and im proved upon (Hanson etal.2005).

Non-invasive readout schem es using spin-to-charge conversion and quantum -

point-contact(Q PC)m easurem entshavebeen used on two-spin encoded qubits

(Johnson et al.2005a,Petta et al.2005a,Petta et al.2005b,Johnson et al.

2005b).

Tom easurethetransversespin coherencetim eT2,therehavebeen proposals

to perform ESR and detecttheresulting resonancein stationary current(Engel

and Loss2001),changesin theresistivity ofa neighboring �eld-e�ecttransistor

(FET)(M artin etal.2003),optically (G ywatetal.2004),orfrom currentnoise

(Schaefers and Strunz 2005). ESR in single quantum dots has not yet been

observed,in partbecauseitischallenging to generatehigh-frequency m agnetic

�eldswith su�cientpowerforsingle-spin m anipulation without\heating" elec-

tronson the quantum dot orin the surrounding leads through the associated

electric�eld (van derW ieletal.2006).Recentexperim entsthatem ploy a dou-

ble quantum dotin the spin-blockade regim e m ay have overcom ethisproblem

(K oppensetal.2006)(see also the discussion on spin blockadenearthe end of

Section 5 below).

4 D O U B LE Q U A N T U M D O T S

Single qubits are the fundam entalunit ofquantum inform ation in quantum

com puting.However,universalquantum com putation stillrequiresboth single-

qubitand two-qubitoperations(Barenco etal.1995b).In theLoss-DiVincenzo

proposal,two-qubitgates are perform ed with exchange-coupled electron spins

con�ned to two neighboring quantum dots(double dots).Double dotsarealso

im portant for encoded qubits (Levy 2002),in which qubits are encoded into

a two-dim ensionalpseudospin-1=2 subspace ofa four-dim ensionaltwo-electron

spin system .

In thissection wediscusscharacterization and m anipulation techniquesthat

arecom m only used to extractm icroscopicparam etersofdoublequantum dots.

In Section 4.1 we review the charge stability diagram ,and illustrate its con-

nection to a com m only used m icroscopic m odelHam iltonian. In Section 4.2

we review work on the coherent coupling ofdouble quantum dots, which is

required to generate a large exchange interaction fortwo-qubitgating.In Sec-

8



4 DO UBLE Q UANTUM DO TS4.1 Thedouble-dotchargestability diagram

tion 4.3 we discuss the use ofdouble quantum dots as two-qubit gates,and

in Section 4.4 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,Hanson

and Burkard 2006).

4.1 T he double-dot charge stability diagram

Just as transport through a single quantum dot and Coulom b blockade phe-

nom ena give inform ation aboutthe orbitallevelspacing,charging energy,and

spin states ofsingle quantum dots,sim ilarstudies can be carried-outon dou-

ble quantum dots.W hereasforsingle dots,transportphenom ena are typically

understood in term sofone-dim ensionalplotsofconductance versusgate volt-

age,theprim ary toolused tounderstand doublequantum dotsisthedouble-dot

chargestability diagram .Thestability diagram isatwo-dim ensionalplotofcur-

rentordi�erentialconductancethrough thedoubledotorthrough aneighboring

Q PC,given as a function oftwo independent back-gate voltages(one applied

locallytoeach dot).Theplotdi�erentiatesregionswherethedouble-dotground

state hasa charge con�guration (N 1;N 2),forvariousN 1;N 2,where N 1 isthe

num berofchargeson theleftdotand N 2 isthenum berofchargeson theright.

Transportthrough double quantum dotsand the relevantcharge stability dia-

gram hasbeen discussed thoroughly in (van derW ieletal.2003).In therestof

thissection,we review som e featuresofthe double-dotstability diagram with

an em phasison the connection to a m odelHam iltonian thatiscom m only used

in the literature (K lim eck etal.1994,Palsand M acK innon 1996,G olden and

Halperin 1996,Ziegleretal.2000).

An isolated double quantum dotisdescribed by the Ham iltonian

H dd = H C + H T + H S; (2)

where H C givesthe single-particle and inter-particle charging energiesas well

asthe orbitalenergy,H T is the inter-dottunneling term due to a �nite over-

lap ofdot-localized single-particlewavefunctions,which ultim ately givesriseto

exchange,and H S containsexplicitly spin-dependentterm s,which m ay include

spin-orbitinteraction,dipole-dipoleinteraction,and thecontacthyper�neinter-

action between thecon�ned electron spinsand nuclearspinsin thesurrounding

lattice.

Thereareseveralapproachesthatcan be taken to writing the variouscom -

ponents ofthe double-dot Ham iltonian H dd,corresponding to severaldegrees

ofm icroscopic detail. In the sim plestform ,the Hubbard m odel,detailsofthe

electron wavefunctionsareneglected and theCoulom b interaction isgiven only

in term s ofon-site and nearest-neighbor term s. Since this description relies

only on very few param eters,it is the m ost com m only used in the literature

on transport phenom ena through quantum dots. The shape ofthe con�ning

potential,quantum -dot localized wavefunctions,and form ofthe Coulom b in-

teraction m ay becom e im portant in certain circum stances,in which case it is

9



4 DO UBLE Q UANTUM DO TS4.1 Thedouble-dotchargestability diagram

Figure 3: G round-state con�guration fora double quantum dotwith large or-

bitaland charging energies,and negligibledot-lead and interdotcoupling.�s(d)
isthesource(drain)chem icalpotential,V1(2) istheleft(right)localdotpoten-

tial,which isrelated to applied gate potentialsby a lineartransform ation (see

Equation (5),below),and both dotsareassum ed tohavethesam euniform level

spacing ~!0.

m ore appropriate to apply either the Heitler-London m ethod (which neglects

doubly-occupied dotlevels),orthe Hund-M ulliken m ethod,which includesthe

e�ects ofdouble-occupancy. These m ethods predict,for instance,a variation

ofthe interdotexchange interaction through zero with increasing out-of-plane

m agnetic �eld (Burkard et al.1999). Experim entally,it has been con�rm ed

thattheexchangecoupling can betuned with an out-of-planem agnetic�eld in

singlevertical(Fujisawa etal.2002)and singlelateralquantum dots(Zum b�uhl

etal.2004),which behave e�ectively asdouble-dotstructures.Here we ignore

thesee�ectsand focuson thesim plestHubbard m odelthatreproducesm uch of

the double-dotphysicsthatcan be seen in transportphenom ena.

W e m odelthe Coulom b interaction with sim ple on-site (U1(2) for the left

(right)dot) and nearest-neighbor(U 0) repulsion. The single-particle charging

energyisgiven in term sofalocaldotpotentialV1(2).ThechargingHam iltonian

isthen

H C =
1

2

X

l

UlN l(N l� 1)+ U
0
N 1N 2 � jej

X

l

VlN l+
X

kl

�lknlk; (3)

where N l =
P

k
nlk counts the totalnum ber ofelectronsin dotl,with nlk =

P

�
d
y

lk�
dlk�,and here dlk� annihilatesan electron on dotl,in orbitalk,with

spin �. �lk is the energy ofsingle-particle orbitallevelk in dotl,which gives

riseto the typicalorbitallevelspacing �lk+ 1 � �lk � ~!0 (see Figure3).

W ithin the capacitive charging m odeldescribed by the equivalent circuit

10



4 DO UBLE Q UANTUM DO TS4.1 Thedouble-dotchargestability diagram

Figure4:Stability diagram plotted in term sof(a)localdotpotentialsV1;2 and

(b)applied gatepotentialsVg1;2,with on-sitechargingenergiesUl= U;l= 1;2,

nearest-neighborchargingenergyU 0,and dotorbitallevelspacing~!0 satisfying

U :~!0 :U
0= 3 :2 :1.In addition,for(b)wehaveassum ed thevoltagescaling

factors are the sam e for both dots,and are given by �1 = �2 = � = 1=2.

(a)inset: capacitive charging m odelfora double quantum dot,indicating the

source(drain)chem icalpotential�s(d),thechargeon theleft(right)dotQ 1(2),

the capacitancesto source (drain)Cs(d),the m utualcapacitance Cm ,and gate

capacitances Cg1;2. (b) Horizontallines in the jejV1(2) plane becom e skewed

with slope�Vg1=�Vg2 = � C1Cg2=Cm Cg1 when plotted versusjejVg1(2).

11



4 DO UBLE Q UANTUM DO TS4.1 Thedouble-dotchargestability diagram

in the inset ofFigure 4(a),the m icroscopic charging energies are related to

capacitancesby (Ziegleretal.2000,van derW ieletal.2003)

Ul=
C1C2

C1C2 � C2m

e2

Cl

; U
0=

2e2Cm

C1C2 � C2m
; (4)

whereC1 = Cs+ Cm + Cg1,C2 = Cd+ Cm + Cg2,and allcapacitancesarede�ned

in theinsetofFigure4(a).In experim ents,thelocalquantum dotpotentialsV1;2
are controlled indirectly in term sofgate voltagesVg1;2,which are capacitively

coupled to the dots through gate capacitances Cg1;2. For �xed quantum -dot

charges(Q 1;Q 2)= � jej(N1;N 2)= const:,di�erencesin the dotvoltages�V 1

and �V 2 arerelated to di�erencesin thegatevoltages�V g1 and �V g2 through

(Ziegleretal.2000,van derW ieletal.2003)

�
C1 � Cm

� Cm C2

� �
�V 1

�V 2

�

=

�
Cg1�V g1

Cg2�V g2

�

: (5)

The double-dot stability diagram can then be given equivalently as a two-

dim ensionalplot with energy axes jejV1; jejV2,or with axes jejVg1; jejVg2,

which are skewed and stretched with respectto the originalaxesaccording to

thetransform ation given in Equation (5).Theend e�ectisthatparallelhorizon-

tal(vertical)linesin thejejV1(2) planeseparated by a distancedV2(1) transform

toskewed parallellines,separated by dVg2(1) = dV2(1)=�2(1) alongthehorizontal

(vertical)ofthe new coordinatesystem ,where(seeFigure4):

�l=
Cgl

Cl

; l= 1;2: (6)

Additionally,horizontallinesin the jejV1(2) plane becom e skewed with a slope

�Vg1=�Vg2 = � Cm Cg2=C2Cg1 (see Figure 4(b)),and verticallines are skewed

with slope�Vg1=�Vg2 = � C1Cg2=Cm Cg1.

TheHam iltonian in Equation (3)conservesthenum berofelectronson each

dot: [H C ;N l]= 0,so we labelthe ground state by the two dot occupation

num bers,(N 1;N 2),and indicate where each con�guration is the ground state

in Figure 4 for equivalent quantum dots that satisfy �1 = �2 = � = 1=2,

U1 = U2 = U , �lk+ 1 � �lk = ~!0 for allk;l, and U : ~!0 : U 0 = 3 : 2 :

1. The charge stability diagram produces a \honeycom b" ofhexagons with

dim ensions that are determ ined by three typicalenergy scales: (1) The on-

site replusion U , (2) the nearest-neighbor repulsion U 0, and (3) the typical

orbitalenergy ~!0. Figure 4 assum esa ground-state electron �lling as shown

in Figure 3,with constantorbitalenergy ~!0. In thiscase,the orbitalenergy

appearsin the dim ensionsofonly every second honeycom b cellofthe stability

diagram ,along the horizontalor verticaldirection,since the spin-degenerate

orbitalstates�llwith two electronsata tim e according to the Pauliprinciple.

Thiseven-odd behaviorm ay notbevisiblein dotsofhigh sym m etry,wherethe

orbitallevelsarem anifold degenerate.Alternatively,theabsenceofan even-odd

e�ectin low-sym m etrysingledotshaspreviously been attributed totheabsence

12



4 DO UBLE Q UANTUM DO TS 4.2 M olecularstatesin double dots

of spin degeneracy due to m any-body e�ects (Stewart et al.1997,Fujisawa

etal.2001,van derW ieletal.2003).

Each vertex ofa honeycom b cellcorrespondsto a triple-point,where three

double-dotchargestatesare sim ultaneously degenerate.Fora double dotcon-

nected to source and drain leads at low tem perature,and in the absence of

relaxation orphoto-assisted tunneling processes,itisonly atthesepointswhere

resonantsequentialtransportcan occur,through shuttlingprocessesoftheform

(0;0)! (1;0)! (0;1)! (0;0). Thispicture changeswhen a strong inter-dot

tunnelcoupling H T isconsidered in addition.

4.2 M olecular states in double dots

M olecule-like states have been observed and studied in detailin two-electron

singlevertical(Fujisawa etal.2002)and lateralquantum dots(Zum b�uhletal.

2004) (the latter behave as an e�ective double-dot structure, showing good

agreem entwith theory (G olovach and Loss2004)).Evidenceofm olecularstates

form ing in double quantum dotsdue to a strong inter-dottunnel-coupling has

also been found in a variety ofsystem s(Schm idtetal.1997,Schedelbeck etal.

1997,Blick etal.1998,Brodsky etal.2000,Bayeretal.2001,O ta etal.2005,

H�uttelet al.2005,Fasth et al.2005,M ason et al.2004,Biercuk et al.2005,

G raeber et al.2006). For exam ple, m olecular states have been observed in

m any-electron gated quantum dotsin lineartransport(Blick etal.1998)(solid

linesofFigure 5(b))and transportthrough excited states(H�utteletal.2005)

(dashed linesin Figure5(b)).In addition,m olecularstateshavebeen observed

in vertical-lateralgated double quantum dots(Hatano etal.2005),gated dots

form ed in quantum wires(Fasth etal.2005)and gated carbon-nanotubedouble

dots(M ason etal.2004,Biercuk etal.2005,G raeberetal.2006).A largeinter-

dottunnelcoupling is essentialfor generating a large exchange interaction J,

and istherefore very im portantforthe im plem entation offasttwo-qubitgates

in the Loss-DiVincenzo proposal.

In thissection,weanalyzechangesto thedouble-dotstability diagram that

occurdueto theinter-dottunneling term H T .W efocuson therelevantregim e

forquantum com puting,where only a single orbitalstate isavailableforoccu-

pation on each quantum dot (the lower-left region ofFigures 4(a,b)). In the

subspaceofthese lowestdotorbitalstates,H T isgiven by:

H T =
X

�

t12d
y

1�d2� + H:c:; (7)

where t12 is the tunneling am plitude between the two dots,and dl�,l= 1;2,

annihilates an electron in the lowest single-particle orbitalstate localized on

quantum dotlwith spin �.

W hen the double dotisoccupied by only N = 0;1 electronsand iscoupled

weakly to leads,an explicit expression can be found for the current passing

through a sequentially-coupled double dot, as shown in Figure 5(a) (Ziegler

etal.2000,G raeberetal.2006).Itisstraightforward to diagonalizeH C + H T

13



4 DO UBLE Q UANTUM DO TS 4.2 M olecularstatesin double dots

Figure5: (a)A tunnel-coupled doublequantum dot,with tunneling am plitude

t12.Thesourceand drain leads,atchem icalpotentials�s and �d,areconnected

to the leftand rightdotsthrough tunnelbarrierswith tunneling am plitudests
and td,respectively. The leftand rightdotsare setto localpotentialsV1 and

V2.(b)M odi�cation ofthe stability diagram in the caseofa signi�canttunnel

couplingt12.To generatethis�gurewehavechosen theratiooftunnelcoupling

to the m utual(nearest-neighbor)charging energy to be t12=U
0� 1=5.Atsolid

lines, transport occurs via the double-dot ground state jE + i and at dashed

lines,additionaltransportcan occur through the �rstexcited state jE � i (see

Equations(9)and (10)below).

in the subspace ofN = 1 electronson the quantum dot. Thisgivesthe (spin-

degenerate)eigenenergiesand corresponding eigenvectors:

E � (�;�) = �
1
p
2

�

��

q

�2 + 2t212

�

; (8)

jE � i = cos

�
��

2

�

j1;0i+ sin

�
��

2

�

j0;1i; (9)

tan

�
��

2

�

=
�

p
2t12

�

s

1+

�
�

p
2t12

� 2

: (10)

Here,E � (�;�) is written in term s ofnew energy coordinates �;�,which are

related to the old (voltage)coordinatesthrough a rotation ofthe axesby 45�

(seealso Figure5(b)):

�
�

�

�

=
1
p
2

�
1 1

� 1 1

� �
jejV1
jejV2

�

: (11)

W e then de�ne double-dotchem icalpotentials:

�� (�;�)= E � (�;�)� E0; (12)

where E 0 = 0 is the energy ofthe (0;0) charge con�guration. In the pres-

ence of a strong tunnel coupling, the eigenstates of the double dot are no

longerlabeled separately by the quantum num bersN 1; N 2. Instead,the sum

14



4 DO UBLE Q UANTUM DO TS 4.2 M olecularstatesin double dots

N = N 1 + N 2 is conserved. Ifwe add to H dd the double-dot-lead coupling

Ham iltonian H dd�L =
P

k�
tsc

y

sk�
d1� + tdc

y

dk�
d2� + H:c:,where c

y

s(d)k�
creates

an electron in the source (drain),in orbitalk with spin �,then N can uctu-

ate between 1 and 0 ifthe double-dotand lead chem icalpotentialsare equal.

W e identify double-dotsequentialtunneling processesasthose thatchangethe

totalchargeon the double dotby one:N ! N � 1 (G olovach and Loss2004).

O necan evaluategolden-ruleratesforallsequential-tunneling processes,taking

thedot-lead coupling H dd�L asa perturbation to obtain thestationary current

from a standard Paulim asterequation (the Paulim asterequation isvalid for

su�ciently high tem perature,k B T > �s(d),so thato�-diagonalelem entscan be

ignored in the double-dotdensity m atrix). Forweak dot-lead coupling,atlow

tem perature kB T < ~!0,and atzero bias(� = �s = �d + ��,with �� ! 0),

transportoccursonly through theN = 1 ground state,with chem icalpotential

�+ .Thedi�erentialconductancenearthe N = 0;1 boundary isthen given by

dI

d(��)
= jej�

�
� 2f0(�+ )

1+ f(�+ )

�

; � =
sin2 (�+ )�s�d

4

�

cos2
�
�+

2

�

�s+ sin2
�
�+

2

�

�d

�; (13)

wheref(E )= 1=

h

1+ exp

�
E ��

kB T

�i

istheFerm ifunction atchem icalpotential�

and tem peratureT,f0(E )= df(E )=dE ,and �s(d) =
2��

~

�
�ts(d)

�
�2 isthetunneling

rateto the source(drain)with a lead density ofstatesperspin � atthe Ferm i

energy.Ifspin degeneracy islifted,thequantity in bracketsin Equation (13)is

replaced by the fam iliarterm � f0(�+ )= 1=

h

4kB T cosh
2
�
�+ ��

2kB T

�i

(Beenakker

1991). The di�erentialconductance (Equation (13))reachesa m axim um near

the point where the double-dot chem icalpotentialm atches the lead chem ical

potential,�+ (�;�) = �,which we indicate with a solid line in Figure 5(b).

Transportthrough the excited state can occurwhere �� (�;�)= �,and when

the bias �� = � s � �d or tem perature T are su�ciently large to generate a

signi�cant population in the excited state jE � i. Dashed lines indicate where

�� (�;�)= � in Figure5(b).

There are severalqualitative changes to the double-dot stability diagram

that take place in the presence ofstrong tunnelcoupling. First,the num ber

ofelectrons on each dot is not conserved individually. Instead,the sum N =

N 1+ N 2 isconserved,which m eansthatthereareno longerlinesseparating,for

exam ple,the(1,0)and (0,1)statesin Figure5(b).Second,sequential-tunneling

processes allow current to be transported through the double-dot along the

length ofthe\wings" thatde�netheboundariesbetween N and N � 1-electron

ground states. This is in contrast to the case where t12 is weak, in which

resonantsequentialtransportcan onlyoccurattriplepoints,wheretheshuttling

processes ofthe type (0;0) ! (1;0) ! (0;1) ! (0;0) are allowed by energy

conservation.
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4 DO UBLE Q UANTUM DO TS 4.3 Double dotsastwo-qubitgates

Figure6:Energy-levelspectrum fortwo electronsin a doublequantum dot.

4.3 D ouble dots as tw o-qubit gates

The
p
swap operation described in Section 2 requiressigni�cantcontrolofthe

exchangecoupling J.The value ofJ can be controlled by raising/lowering the

inter-dotbarrier,thuschanging the tunnelcoupling t12 (Lossand DiVincenzo

1998), or with an out-of-plane m agnetic �eld or weak in-plane electric �eld

(Burkard etal.1999).M orerecently,experim entshavecontrolled J by varying

the back-gate voltages on two neighboring quantum dots through a large pa-

ram eterregim e,independently (Petta et al.2005a). Here we discuss this last

m ethod to controlJ,which hasbeen analyzed in severalrecentpapers(Petta

etal.2005b,Coish and Loss2005,Tayloretal.2006,Stopa and M arcus2006).

W e consider a double quantum dot in the region of the charge stability

diagram indicated in the lowerinsetofFigure 6. Speci�cally,we considerthe

regim eofgatevoltageswherethedoubledotcontainsN = 2 electronsnearthe

degeneracy pointofthe (1;1)and (0;2)charge states,and aim to diagonalize

the Ham iltonian H C + H T in the basisofthree spin triplets and two relevant
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4 DO UBLE Q UANTUM DO TS4.4 Initialization oftwo-spin encoded qubits

singlets:

jS(0;2)i = d
y

2#
d
y

2"
jvac:i; (14)

jS(1;1)i =
1
p
2

�

d
y

2#
d
y

1"
� d

y

2"
d
y

1#

�

jvac:i; (15)

jT0i =
1
p
2

�

d
y

2#
d
y

1"
+ d

y

2"
d
y

1#

�

jvac:i; (16)

jT+ i = d
y

2"
d
y

1"
jvac:i; (17)

jT� i = d
y

2#
d
y

1#
jvac:i: (18)

In the absence ofadditionalspin-dependentterm s,the tripletsare degenerate,

with energy E Triplet = E (1;1) = �
p
2� 0,whereas the two singlet states have

energiesand associated eigenvectors

E
�
Singlet

= E Triplet�
1
p
2

�

�
0�

q

(�0)
2
+ 4t212

�

; (19)

�
�
�E

�
Singlet

E

= cos

�
�S�

2

�

jS(1;1)i+ sin

�
�S�

2

�

jS(0;2)i; (20)

tan

�
�S�

2

�

=
�0

2t12
�

s

1+

�
�0

2t12

� 2

: (21)

Here,� 0 and �0arerelated to thepreviouscoordinates(�;�)through a sim ple

translation ofthe origin:

�
� 0

�0

�

=

�
�

�

�

+
1
p
2

�
� U0

U 0� U

�

: (22)

Thisgivesriseto the Heisenberg exchangeforlargenegative�0 (from Equation

(19)):

J(�0)= E Triplet� E
+

Singlet
�

p
2t212

j�0j
; �

0
< 0; j�0j� 2t12: (23)

By pulsing �0 = �0(t),the exchange J(�0(t))can be pulsed on and o� again in

orderto im plem entthe
p
SW A P operation,asdescribed in Section 2 (see the

insetofFigure6).Thisoperation hasnow been achieved experim entally with a

gating tim eon theorderof180ps(Petta etal.2005a),in good agreem entwith

the predictionsin (Burkard etal.1999)foran achievableswitching tim e.

4.4 Initialization oftw o-spin encoded qubits

Fluctuations in a nuclear spin environm ent can lead to rapid decoherence of

single-electron spin states due to the contact hyper�ne interaction (see Sec-

tion 5,below). The e�ects ofthese uctuations can be reduced,in part,by

considering a qubit encoded in two-electron singlet j0i= jS(1;1)i and triplet
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4 DO UBLE Q UANTUM DO TS4.4 Initialization oftwo-spin encoded qubits

statesj1i= jT0i,asde�ned in equations(15),(16).W ith thisencoding schem e,

the qubit energy splitting would be provided through the exchange coupling

(Equation (23)),and single-qubitrotationscould be perform ed using an inho-

m ogeneous m agnetic �eld (Levy 2002). Two-qubit operations in this schem e

could be perform ed,forexam ple,using capacitive coupling due to the relative

chargedistributionsofthe tripletand singletstatesin neighboring double-dots

(Taylor et al.2005),although the di�erence in these charge distributions can

lead to additionaldephasing due to uctuations in the electricalenvironm ent

(Coish and Loss 2005) (see also Section 5,below). An alternative schem e to

couple such encoded qubits overlong distanceswith opticalcavity m odes has

alsobeen proposed (Burkard and Im am oglu 2006).O neadditionaladvantageof

thetwo-spin encoded qubitschem eisthatadiabatictuning ofthegatevoltages

can be used to initialize and readout inform ation stored in the singlet-triplet

basis(Johnson etal.2005a,Petta etal.2005a). W e discussthisinitialization

schem ein the restofthissection.

W econsiderthesingletground-state

�
�
�E

+

Singlet

E

,given by Equations(20)and

(21).Forlargepositivedetuning,j�0j� t12;�
0> 0,them ixinganglein Equation

(21)is�S+ � � and thesingletground stateisapproxim ately given by jS(0;2)i.

Forlarge negative detuning j�0j� t12;�
0 < 0,we �nd �S+ � 0 and the lowest-

energy singlet is instead given by jS(1;1)i (see Figure 6). Ifthe two-electron

system isallowed to relax to itsground statejS(0;2)iatlargepositivedetuning

�0 and thedetuning isthen varied adiabatically slowly to largenegativevalues,

the encoded qubit can be initialized to the state j0i= jS(1;1)i (see Figure 6

and insets). It is a straightforward exercise to estim ate the error in such an

operation fora two-dim ensionalHam iltonian.

For a linear ram p of�0 over an in�nite interval(i.e.,�0 = (��=�sw )t;t =

� 1 :::1 with characteristicswitching tim e �sw to sweep overan interval��),

the resultofZener,for the non-adiabatic Landau-Zenertransition probability

is(Zener1932)

P = exp

�

�
�sw

�L Z

�

; �L Z =
~

p
2��

4�t212
: (24)

Here,theLandau-Zenertunneling probability iscontrolled in term softwo tim e

scales:the switching tim e �sw fora typicalrange of�� and the Landau-Zener

tim e constant �L Z,which has a strong dependence (/ 1=t212) on the inter-dot

tunnelcoupling. For a realistic voltage pulse,�0 is swept over a �nite inter-

val,and the pulse shape,in general,willnot be linear for the entire sweep.

Perform ing an analysis sim ilar to that used for single-spin gates (Schliem ann

etal.2001,Requistetal.2005)forthiscase,onecan perform a num ericalinte-

gration ofthe tim e-dependentSchr�odingerequation in the subspaceform ed by

thetwosingletsforan arbitrarypulseshape.W ehavedonethisforapulseofthe

form �0(t)= �0�
��

2
tanh(2t=�sw );t= � 5�sw :::5�sw

1,wherewe�nd an approx-

1N ote that this type ofpulse willgenerally lead to a sm aller value ofP for a given set of

param eters since here,d�0=dt� � �=�sw ,whereas forthe linearpulse d�
0
=dt= � �=�sw forthe

entire sweep.
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5 DECO HERENCE

Figure7:Leakage(theoccupation probability ofthestatejS(0;2)iattheend of

thesweep)dueto nonadiabatictransitionsaftersweeping from �0= 0:7m eV to

�0= � 6m eV .Leakageisgiven asa function ofthecharaceristicsweep tim e�sw ,

where �0(t)= �0 �
��

2
tanh(2t=�sw ),with �0 = � 2:65m eV and �� = 6:7m eV .

W eshow resultsfort12 = 5;7;10;20�eV.Solid linesshow theresultsofnum er-

icalintegration ofthe Schr�odingerequation and dashed lines give exponential

�ts,which decay with the tim e constants��t,given in Table1.

im ately exponentialdependence ofP on the switching tim e �sw (see Figure7).

Fitting to this exponentialdependence,we �nd a tim e constant��t analogous

to the Landau-Zenertim e �L Z. The tim e constants�L Z (from Equation (24))

and ��t from thenum ericaldata in Figure7 arecom pared in Table1 forvarious

valuesoftheinter-dottunnelcoupling t12.TheresultsofFigure7 and Table1

suggestthat(forthissetofparam eters)adiabaticswitching forinitialization or

readouton a tim escaleof�sw . 1nscan only beperform ed withoutsigni�cant

errorifthe tunnelcoupling t12 ism ade largerthan t12 > 20�eV . Itisim por-

tantto note that this analysisignoresadditionale�ects due to m agnetic �eld

inhom ogeneities,spin-orbitcoupling,orthe hyper�ne interaction,allofwhich

can lead to additionalsinglet-tripletanticrossings(see Section 5.2,below)and

hence,to additionalinitialization orreadouterrors.

5 D EC O H ER EN C E

Decoherenceistheprocessby which inform ation stored in aquantum bitislost.

Therearetwo tim escalesused to describedecoherenceprocessesfora spin that

decays exponentially in the presence ofan applied m agnetic �eld. T1 is the

longitudinalspin decay tim e,orspin-ip tim e,which describes the tim e scale

forrandom spin ips: j"i! j#i. T2,the transverse spin decay tim e,describes

the decay ofa superposition state aj"i+ bj#i. Both ofthese tim e scales are
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5 DECO HERENCE 5.1 Spin-orbitinteraction

t12 (�eV ) �L Z (ns) ��t (ns)

5 20. 7.4

7 10. 3.8

10 4.9 1.9

20 1.2 0.43

Table 1:Landau-Zenertim e constant�L Z fora linearram p of�0 and the tim e

constant��t for�tstonum erically evaluated dataatvariousvaluesofthetunnel

coupling t12.

im portantforquantum com puting,since both e�ectslead to qubiterrors.

An experim entperform ed on an ensem bleofsystem swith di�erentenviron-

m entscan lead to additionaldecoherence,beyond thatdescribed by the\intrin-

sic" T2 tim e (Slichter 1980). For such an experim ent,the ensem ble-averaged

transversespin decay tim e istherefore often denoted T �
2 to distinguish itfrom

thesingle-spin decay tim e.O thersym bolssuch as�c (thecorrelation tim e)and

TM (them agnetization envelopedecay tim e)areoften used to distinguish decay

thatisnon-exponential.

Fora quantum -dot-con�ned electron spin state to decay,itisnecessary for

the spin to couple in som e way to uctuationsin the environm ent. There are

twoim portantsourcesofthiscouplingforelectron spinsin quantum dots.First,

thespin-orbitinteraction coupleselectron spin statestotheirorbitalstates,and

thereforem akesspinsindirectly sensitiveto uctuationsin theelectricenviron-

m ent. Second,the Ferm icontacthyper�ne interaction between electrons and

surrounding nuclearspinsin thehostm aterialcan lead to rapid decay ifuctu-

ationsin the nuclearspin environm entare notproperly controlled.In the rest

ofthissection we discussrecentprogressin understanding decoherence due to

thesetwo coupling m echanism s.

5.1 Spin-orbit interaction

Fora 2DEG form ed in G aAs,thespin-orbitinteraction isgiven in term softwo

term s:

H SO = �(px�y � py�x)+ � (py�y � px�x)+ O

�

jpj
3
�

; (25)

where �x;y are Paulim atrices and p = (px;py) is the m om entum operator

in the plane ofthe 2DEG .The �rst term ,proportionalto �,is the Rashba

(orstructure-inversion-asym m etry)spin-orbitcoupling term .TheRashba term

is due to asym m etry in the con�ning potentialand can therefore be tuned

to som e degree with applied gates. The second term , proportionalto �, is

the Dresselhaus (bulk-inversion-asym m etry)term ,and is due to the fact that

G aAs, which has a zincblende lattice, has no center of inversion sym m etry.

Corrections to this spin-orbit Ham iltonian oforder jpj
3
are sm aller than the

linear-m om entum term sin quantum dotsby the ratio ofz-con�nem entlength
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5 DECO HERENCE 5.1 Spin-orbitinteraction

tothequantum -dotBohrradius,and arenegligiblein thetwo-dim ensionallim it

(Cerlettietal.2005).

H SO obeystim e-reversalsym m etry.Thus,in theabsenceofam agnetic�eld,

the ground state ofa single electron con�ned to a quantum dotistwofold de-

generate due to K ram er’stheorem ,and H SO alone can notcause decoherence.

The character ofthe ground-state doublet does change,however,due to the

presence ofH SO ,m ixing orbitaland spin states. Thus,any uctuations that

couple to the orbitaldegree offreedom can cause decoherence in com bination

with spin-orbit coupling. These uctuations can com e from lattice phonons,

surrounding gates,electron-hole pair excitations,etc. (G olovach et al.2004).

Thelongitudinal-spin relaxation rate1=T1 duetospin-orbitcouplingand lattice

phononshasbeen calculated,and showsa strong suppression forcon�ned elec-

trons(with largelevelspacing ~!0)in weak m agnetic�elds:1=T1 / B 5=(~!0)
4

(K haetskiiand Nazarov 2000,K haetskiiand Nazarov 2001). This calculation

has been extended to a larger range ofm agnetic �elds,showing that the B -

�eld dependence of1=T1 saturates and is then suppressed when the phonon

wavelength iscom parable to the dotsize (G olovach etal.2004). Further,this

calculation has also been extended to include the transverse spin decay tim e

due to spin-orbitinteraction alone,showing thatdephasing islim ited by relax-

ation,orT2 = 2T1 to leading orderin the spin-orbitcoupling,independentof

the particularsourceofuctuations(G olovach etal.2004).Additionally,1=T1
has been shown to have a strong dependence on the m agnetic �eld direction,

relative to the crystalaxes (Fal’ko et al.2005),shows a strong enhancem ent

nearavoided levelcrossings,which m ay allow independentm easurem entsofthe

Rashbaand Dresselhauscoupling constants(Bulaev and Loss2005a),and plays

a rolein phonon-assisted cotunneling currentthrough quantum dots(Lehm ann

and Loss 2006). The relaxation rate ofquantum -dot-con�ned hole spins due

to spin-orbitcoupling and phononshasalso been investigated. In som e cases,

recentwork hasshown thatthe hole spin relaxation tim e m ay even exceed the

relaxation tim eofelectron spins(Bulaev and Loss2005b).In addition to lattice

phonons,electric �eld uctuationscan resultfrom the noise in a Q PC readout

device,which resultsin spin decoherencewhen considered in com bination with

spin-orbitcoupling.Thism echanism showsa strongdependenceofthedecoher-

ence rate � 1=r6 on the dot-Q PC separation r (Borhanietal.2005),and can

thereforebe controlled with carefulpositioning ofthe readoutdevice.

M easurem ents ofrelaxation tim es for single electron spins have been per-

form ed in gated lateralquantum dots(Hanson etal.2003,Elzerm an etal.2004),

givingaT1 tim ein good agreem entwith thetheoryofref.(G olovach etal.2004)

and in self-assem bled quantum dots(K routvaretal.2004),which con�rm ed the

expected m agnetic�eld dependence:1=T1 / B 5 (K haetskiiand Nazarov 2001).

Additionally,singlet-tripletdecayhasbeen m easured in singlevertical(Fujisawa

etal.2002),and lateral(Hanson etal.2005)dots,aswellaslateraldoubledots

(Petta etal.2005b,Johnson etal.2005a).

There isa generalconsensusthatspin relaxation forquantum -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 forthe transverse
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5 DECO HERENCE 5.2 Hyper�ne interaction

spin decay tim eT2,therearestrongere�ectsin G aAs.Thesee�ectsaredueto

the contact hyper�ne interaction between con�ned electron spins and nuclear

spinsin the surrounding lattice.

5.2 H yper�ne interaction

Fora collection ofelectronsin the presenceofnuclearspins,the Ferm icontact

hyper�neinteraction reads

H hf = Av
X

k

Ik � S(rk); S(rk)=
1

2

X

�;�0= ";#

 
y
�(rk)�����0 �0(rk); (26)

whereA isthehyper�necoupling strength,v isthevolum eofa crystalunitcell

containing one nuclearspin,Ik isthe spin operatorforthe nuclearspin atsite

k,S(rk)isthe electron spin density atthe nuclearsite,given in term sof�eld

operators �(r)thatsatisfy the anticom m utation relations

n

 �(r); 
y

�0(r
0)

o

=

�(r� r0)��;�0;f �(r); �0(r0)g = 0;and we have denoted m atrix elem ents by

�����0 = h�j��� j�0i,where ��� = (�x;�y;�z) is the vector ofPaulim atrices. The

signi�cance ofthe generalform given in Equation (26) is that there can be

an interplay oforbitaland spin degreesoffreedom dueto thecontacthyper�ne

interaction.W hen theorbitallevelspacingisnottoolarge,thisinterplay can be

thelim iting causeofelectron-spin relaxation (Erlingsson etal.2001,Erlingsson

and Nazarov 2002)in weak m agnetic �elds,where the spin-orbitinteraction is

less e�ective,and leads to enhanced nuclear spin relaxation in the vicinity of

sequential-tunneling peaks for a quantum dot connected to leads,where S(r)

uctuatessigni�cantly (Lyanda-G elleretal.2002,H�utteletal.2004).

Theorbitallevelspacingin lateralquantum dotsisusually m uch largerthan

thetypicalenergy scaleofH hf.In thiscase,itispossibleto solvefortheorbital

envelope wavefunction 	 0(r) in the absence ofthe hyper�ne interaction,and

write an e�ective hyper�ne Ham iltonian for a single electron con�ned to the

quantum -dotorbitalground state:

H hf;0 � h0 � S0; h0 = Av
X

j	 0(rk)j
2
Ik; (27)

wherehereS0 isthespin-1=2 operatorfora singleelectron in thequantum -dot

orbitalground state.Theprim ary m aterialused to m akelateralquantum dots

isG aAs. AllnaturalisotopesofG a and Ascarry nuclearspin I = 3=2. Each

isotope has a distinct hyper�ne coupling constant,but the average coupling

constant,weighted by the relative abundance ofeach isotope in G aAs gives

A � 90�eV (Pagetetal.1977).

Dynam icsunderH hf;0 havenow been studied extensivelyunderm anyvarious

approxim ationsand in m any param eterregim es.Herewegiveabriefaccountof

som epartofthisstudy.Foran extensive overview,see reviewsin (Schliem ann

etal.2003,Cerlettietal.2005).The �rstanalysisofthe inuence ofEquation

(27)on quantum -dotelectron spin dynam icsshowed thatthe long-tim e longi-

tudinalspin-ip probability,P"# � 1=p2N (Burkard etal.1999)wassuppressed

22



5 DECO HERENCE 5.2 Hyper�ne interaction

in the lim itoflargenuclearspin polarization p and num berofnuclearspinsin

the dot,N . Subsequently,an exact solution for the case ofa fully-polarized

nuclear spin system (p = 1) has shown that both the longitudinaland trans-

verse com ponents ofthe electron spin decay by a fraction � 1=N according

to a long-tim e power law � 1=t3=2 on a tim e scale of� � ~N =A (K haetskii

et al.2002) (~N =A � 1�s for a G aAs dot containing N ’ 105 nuclei). This

exact solution for p = 1,which shows a non-exponentialdecay,dem onstrates

that the electron spin decay is m anifestly non-M arkovian since the tim e scale

form otion in thenuclear-spin bath ism uch longerthan thedecay tim escaleof

the electron spin. For unpolarized system s,the ensem ble averaged m ean-�eld

dynam ics show a transverse spin decay on a tim e scale � � ~

p
N =A � 5ns

(K haetskiietal.2002,M erkulov etal.2002). The exactsolution hasbeen ex-

tended to the case ofnonzero polarization p 6= 1 using a generalized m aster

equation,valid in the lim it oflarge m agnetic �eld or polarization p � 1=
p
N

(Coish and Loss2004). Thiswork hasshown that,while the longitudinalspin

decay isbounded by � 1=p2N ,due to the quantum natureofthe nuclear�eld,

thetransversecom ponentsofspin willdecay tozeroin atim etc � 5ns=
p
1� p2

(withoutensem bleaveragingand withoutm akingam ean-�eld ansatz),unlessan

electron spin echo sequenceisperform ed orthenucleiareprepared in an eigen-

stateoftheoperatorhz0 through m easurem ent(Coish and Loss2004).Thereare

severalrecentsuggestionsform ethodsthatcould beused to m easuretheoper-

atorhz0 (G iedkeetal.2005,K lauseretal.2005,Stepanenko etal.2005)in order

to extend electron spin decoherence. O nce the nuclear spin system is forced

into an eigenstate ofhz0,the lowest-order corrections for large m agnetic �eld

stillshow incom plete decay forthe transversespin (Coish and Loss2004),sug-

gestingthatdynam icsinduced by thenucleardipolarinteraction m ay lim itspin

coherencein thisregim e(deSousaand DasSarm a 2003),although higher-order

correctionshavebeen reported to lead to com pletedecay (Deng and Hu 2005),

even when the nuclear spin system is static. There have been several ef-

fortstounderstand thehyper�nedecoherenceproblem num erically (Schliem ann

et al.2002,Shenviet al.2005b),and other studies have investigated electron

spin-echoenvelopedecoherenceunderthehyper�neinteraction alone(Coish and

Loss2004,Shenvietal.2005b,Shenvietal.2005a)orthe com bined inuence

ofhyper�neand nucleardipolarinteractions(deSousa and DasSarm a 2003,de

Sousa etal.2005,W itzeletal.2005,Yao etal.2005,Yao etal.2006). O ther

approachesto understanding the hyper�ne decoherence problem include sem i-

classicaltheoriesthatreplacethequantum nuclear�eld by aclassicaldynam ical

vector(Erlingsson and Nazarov 2004,Yuzbashyan etal.2004)ora classicaldis-

tribution function (Al-Hassanieh etal.2005).

Experim entson electron spin decoherence in single quantum dots(Bracker

et al.2005,Dutt et al.2005) and double quantum dots (Petta et al.2005a,

K oppensetal.2005)have now con�rm ed thatthe ensem ble-averaged electron

spin dephasing tim e isindeed given by � � ~

p
N =A � 10ns.

For two electron spins con�ned to a double quantum dot, the hyper�ne

Ham iltonian (Equation (26))can be castin the form (Coish and Loss2005)
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5 DECO HERENCE 5.2 Hyper�ne interaction

H hf;dd = �zS
z
l +

X

l

hl� Sl; Sl=
1

2

X

�;�0= ";#

d
y

l�
�����0dl�0; (28)

= �zS
z
l + S � h + �S � �h; (29)

where �z = g�B B isthe Zeem an splitting,d1(2)� annihilatesan electron in the

single-particleorbitalstatewith envelopewavefunction 	 1(2)(r)and spin �,we

de�ne h = (h1 + h2)=2,�h = (h1 + h2)=2,where the quantum nuclear �eld

operatorsare h1(2) = Av
P

k

�
�	 1(2)(rk)

�
�2 Ik,the sum ofelectron spins is S =

S1+ S2 and thedi�erenceis�S = S1 � S2.W hilethesum S conservesthetotal

squared electron spin,and can only couple statesofdi�erentz-projection (e.g.

jT0ito jT� i),the di�erence �S doesnotpreserve the totalspin,and therefore

couples singlet to triplet (e.g. jS(1;1)i to jT0i and jT� i) and willtherefore

lead to anticrossings in the energy levelspectrum , where jS(1;1)i and jT� i

or jT0i cross. Adding Equation (29) to the previous double-dot ham iltonian,

H dd = H C + H T + H hf;dd,and m aking a m ean-�eld ansatzforthenuclear�eld

operators,i.e.,replacing operatorsby theirexpectation values:h ! hhi,2 leads

to the energy levelspectrum shown in Figure 6. In the lim it oflarge Zeem an

splitting�z and largenegativedetuning�
0,ane�ectivetwo-levelHam iltoniancan

bederived in thesubspaceoflowest-energysingletand Sz = 0triplet(jSi;jT0i)

(Coish and Loss2005):

H dd;e� =
J

2
S � S + �h

z
�S

z + O

�
1

�z

�

: (30)

An exactsolution can befound forpseudospin dynam icsin thetwo-dim ensional

subspaceofjSiand jT0iundertheaction ofH dd;e�.Thissolution showsthata

singlet-tripletcorrelatorundergoesan interesting power-law decay in a charac-

teristictim escalethatcan beextended by increasing J (Coish and Loss2005),

and has been veri�ed in experim ent (Laird et al.2005). As is true for the

transverse com ponents ofa single electron spin,the singlet-triplet correlator

showsa rapid decay ifthe nuclearspin environm entisnotin an eigenstate of

the relevantnuclear�eld operator(in this case,�hz). The decay tim e can be

signi�cantly extended by narrowing thedistribution in �hz eigenstatesthrough

m easurem ent(K lauseretal.2005)orby perform ingaspin-echosequence(Petta

etal.2005a).Rem aining sourcesofdephasing includethecorrectionsto H dd;e�

(oforder1=�z,which can notberem oved easily)and uctuationsin theelectro-

staticenvironm ent,although the e�ectoftheseuctuationscan be rem oved to

leading orderatzero-derivativepointsforthe exchangeinteraction (Coish and

Loss2005),where:

dJ(�)

d�
= 0: (31)

2In general,greatcare should be taken in m aking such a replacem ent. See the discussion,

forexam ple,in (Coish and Loss 2005).
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DETECTIO N

Recentcalculationssuggestthatthese zero-derivativepointsshould be achiev-

ablewith appropriatecontrolofthecon�nem entpotentialorm agnetic�eld (Hu

and DasSarm a 2006,Stopa and M arcus2006).

Since the hyper�ne interaction does not preserve the totalspin quantum

num berofelectrons,thisinteraction playsa very im portantrole in studieson

spin-dependenttransport.In particular,spin blockade (W einm ann etal.1995,

W einm ann 2003)occursin doublequantum dots(O no etal.2002)when tunnel-

ing is allowed betwen spin-singletsjS(1;1)i! jS(0;2)i,butnotbetween spin

tripletsjT(1;1)i9 jT(0;2)i,becauseofa largeenergy costdueto orbitallevel

spacing and the Pauliprinciple.Thisblockadeallowsforthe extraction offea-

turesatenergy scalesm uch lessthan tem perature,m aking itan idealparam -

eter regim e in which to perform spectroscopy on double dots (Pioro-Ladri�ere

et al.2003) and spin-resonance experim ents, which previously su�ered from

\heating" e�ectsin singledots(van derW ieletal.2003,K oppensetal.2006).

Thehyper�neinteraction m ixesthejS(1;1)iand jT(1;1)istates,allowingtrans-

port,and e�ectively rem oving spin blockade when these states are nearly de-

generate.Thisbehaviorleadsto a num berofintriguing e�ects,including stable

undriven oscillations in transportcurrent(O no and Tarucha 2004,Erlingsson

etal.2005),and a striking m agnetic-�eld dependenceofleakagecurrent,which

allows the extraction ofinform ation about the nuclear spin system (K oppens

etal.2005,Jouravlev and Nazarov 2006).Even-odd e�ectsin thespin blockade

ofm any-electron quantum dotshavefurtherrevealed theshell-�lling illustrated

in Figure3 (Johnson etal.2005b).

The inuence ofspin-dependent term s,causing decoherence or unwanted

evolution,isa centralissue in quantum -dotspin quantum com puting. The re-

quirem entsforfault-tolerantquantum inform ation processingareverystringent.

Thisraisesthebarforrequired understanding oftheseenvironm entalinuences

to a very high level,and guarantees that quantum -dot spin decoherence will

rem ain a challengeforsom etim e to com e.

6 EN TA N G LEM EN T G EN ER AT IO N ,D IST IL-

LAT IO N ,A N D D ET EC T IO N

In addition to the usualrequirem ents for controland coherence, to dem on-

strate the true quantum nature ofqubits,there have been m any suggestions

to create and m easure nonlocalm ultiparticle entanglem ent of electron spins

in nanostructures (DiVincenzo and Loss 1999,Burkard et al.2000,Loss and

Sukhorukov 2000,Choietal.2000,Eguesetal.2002,Burkard and Loss2003,

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

Loss2002,Bena etal.2002,Saragaand Loss2003,Bouchiatetal.2003,Recher

and Loss2003,Beenakkerand Schoenenberger2003,Saraga etal.2004,Egues

etal.2005). These proposalsinclude suggestionsto extractspin singletsfrom

a superconductorthrough two quantum dots(Recheretal.2001)ornanotubes
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(Recherand Loss2002,Benaetal.2002),ortocreateentanglem entnearam ag-

netic im purity (Costa and Bose 2001),through a single quantum dot (O liver

et al.2002),from biexcitons in double quantum dots (G ywat et al.2002),or

through a triple dot (Saraga and Loss 2003). It m ay also be possible to dis-

tillentanglem ent(Bennettetal.1997)from an unentangled Ferm igasthrough

Coulom b scattering in a 2DEG (Saraga etal.2004).

Aswellasproviding a proofofquantum m echanicalbehavior,entanglem ent

can be used as a resource for m easurem ent-based quantum com puting. Som e

m easurem ent-based schem es rely on the creation of highly-entangled cluster

states(Raussendorfand Briegel2001),which could be generated in quantum -

dotarraysusing theHeisenberg exchangeinteraction (Borhaniand Loss2005).

O therm easurm ent-based schem esgenerate entanglem entthrough partialBell-

state(parity)m easurem ents(Beenakkeretal.2004),which could alsobeim ple-

m ented for spins in quantum dots using spin-to-charge conversion (Engeland

Loss 2005). Independent ofthe m ethod used,the generation or puri�cation

and subsequentdetection ofentangled electron spinswould presenta signi�cant

m ilestoneon the road to a working quantum -dotquantum com puter.

7 C O N C LU SIO N S A N D O U T LO O K

W ehavepresentedsom eofthetheoreticalandexperim entalchallengestoquantum -

dotquantum com puting with electron spins. The lastfew yearshave seen an

extrem ely rapid rate ofprogressin experim entswhich show thatm any ofthe

required elem ents ofa spin-based quantum -dotquantum com puter can be re-

alized in principle. The m ostsigni�cantadvancesinclude the reduction ofthe

num berofelectronscon�ned to gated quantum dotsdown to a single electron

(Ciorga etal.2000),the dem onstration (Hanson etal.2003)and im provem ent

(Hanson etal.2005)ofelectron spin readoutin gated lateraldots,which hasled

to them easurem entofa spin T1 tim e(Elzerm an etal.2004),thedem onstration

ofthe
p
swap operation,allowing for the extraction ofan ensem ble-averaged

T �
2 tim e,and spin-echo m ethods to extend the decay tim e within a two-spin

encoded subspace(Petta etal.2005a),and m ostrecently the dem onstration of

single-spin rotationsunderresonantconditions(K oppensetal.2006).

Todem onstrateviability oftheLoss-DiVincenzoproposal,m oreexperim ents

are needed. Although the Loss-DiVincenzo proposalisscalable in principle,it

rem ainsto be seen ifthere are signi�cantpracticalobstaclesto scaling-up the

num berofelectronsinvolved wellbeyond two.
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