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1 Introduction

Although thestudy ofelectron spin dynam icsusing pulseelectron spin reso-

nance isan established research �eld [1],m any theoreticalquestionsregard-

ing the m icroscopic m echanism sforreversible and irreversibledecay ofspin

coherence rem ain open.Recently,the questtowardsscalable quantum com -

putation using electron spins[2]gave new im petusto pulse spin resonance,

and sparked m ajor experim entalprogresstowards controland detection of

individualelectron spinsin the solid state environm ent[3,4,5,6,7].

Them icroscopicunderstandingofthem echanism sleadingtoelectron spin

energy and phase relaxation,and the question ofhow to controlthese pro-

cesses is centralto the research e�ortin spin-based quantum com putation.

Thegoaloftheoryistoachievem icroscopicunderstandingsothatspin coher-

encecan becontrolled eitherfrom a m aterialsperspective(i.e.,choosing the

bestnanostructureforspin m anipulation and dynam ics)orfrom thedesign of

e�cientpulsesequencesthatreach substantialcoherenceenhancem entwith-

outa high overhead in num berofpulsesand energy deposition.(Thelatteris

particularly im portantin thecontextoflow tem peratureexperim entswhere

undesired heating from the m icrowaveexcitationsm ustbe avoided).

O nehastobecarefulin ordertodistinguish thetim escalescharacterizing

electron spin coherence.It is custom ary to introduce three tim e scales,T1,

T �
2,and T2.For localized electron spins,these tim e scales usually di�er by

m any orders ofm agnitude,because each is dom inated by a di�erent phys-

icalprocess.T1 is the 1=e decay tim e for the spin m agnetization along the

externalm agnetic �eld direction.Asan exam ple,T1 ofa phosphorusdonor

im purity in silicon isoftheorderofa thousand secondsatlow tem peratures

and m oderate m agnetic �elds (T = 4 K and B = 0:3 T) [8].These long

T1’sareexplained by noting thatthespin-orbitinteraction producesa sm all

adm ixture ofspin up/down states;the electron-phonon interaction couples

these adm ixturesleading to 1

T1
/ B 5 atlow tem peratures[9,10].T1 isgen-

erally long because a spin-
ip in a m agnetic �eld requiresenergy exchange

with the lattice via phonon em ission.Thetim e scalesT �
2 and T2 areinstead

related to phaserelaxation,and hencedo notrequiretransm ission ofenergy

to thelattice.HereT �
2 isthe1/edecay tim eoftheprecessing m agnetization

in a free induction decay (FID) experim ent(�=2� t� m easure,where �=2

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0610716v2
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denotes a spin rotation around the x axis).Hence T �
2 is the decay tim e of

the totalin-plane m agnetization ofan ensem ble ofspinsseparated in space

ortim e (e.g.,a group ofim puritiesseparated in space,orthe tim e-averaged

m agnetization ofa singlespin,asdiscussed in section 2.3 below).Fora phos-

phorus im purity in naturalsilicon,T �
2 � 20 ns due to the distribution of

frozen hyper�ne �elds,that are tim e-independent within the m easurem ent

window oftheexperim ent.TheT �
2 decay isreversible,becausetheensem ble

in-plane m agnetization is alm ost com pletely recovered by applying a spin-

echo pulse sequence.In thisreview we de�ne T2 asthe 1/e decay tim e ofa

Hahn echo (�=2� �� �� �� echo).Theirreversibledecoherencetim eT2 is

caused by uncontrolled tim edependent
uctuationswithin each tim einterval

�.For a phosphorusim purity in naturalsilicon,we have T2 � 0:3 m s [11],

fourordersofm agnitudelongerthan T �
2 .

Thediscussion aboveclearly indicatesthattheresulting coherencetim es

arecriticallydependenton theparticularpulsesequencechosen toprobespin

dynam ics.In section 2 weshow thatspin coherencecan bedirectly related to

the spectrum ofelectron spin phase
uctuationsand a �lterfunction appro-

priate forthe particularpulse sequence.The phase ofa precessing electron

spin isa sensitiveprobeofm agnetic
uctuations.Thisgivesustheopportu-

nity to turn theproblem around and view pulseelectron spin resonanceasa

powerfultoolenabling thestudy oflow frequency m agnetic
uctuationsaris-

ing from com plex m any-body spin dynam icsin theenvironm entsurrounding

the electron spin.

A particularlystrongsourceofm agneticnoisearisesduetothepresenceof

nuclearspinsin thesam ple.Itisin factnosurprisethatthedom inantm echa-

nism fornuclearspin echo [12]and electron spin echo decay [13,11]haslong

been related to the presence ofnon-resonant nuclear spin species 
uctuat-

ing nearby the resonantspin.Nevertheless,the theoreticalunderstanding of

theseexperim entswastraditionallycentered atphenom enologicalapproaches

[14,15],whereby the electron phase isdescribed asa M arkovian stochastic

processwith free param etersthatcan be �tted to experim ent(this type of

processhasbeen traditionally denoted spectraldi�usion,since the spin res-

onance frequency 
uctuates along the resonance spectrum in a sim ilarway

thata Brownian particledi�usesin realspace).

Recently,we em barked on an e�ort aim ed at understanding the m ech-

anism ofelectron spin coherence due to nuclear spins from a fully m icro-

scopicpointofview.In Reference[16]wedeveloped a sem iclassicalm odelfor

electron spin echo decay based on the assum ption thatthe relevantnuclear

spin dynam icsresultsfrom pair\
ip-
ops",wherethe spin oftwo nucleilo-

cated closetoeach otherisexchanged duetotheirm utualdipolarinteraction

(Fig.1).The
ip-
op processeslead to
uctuationsin thenuclearspin hyper-

�ne�eld seen by thelocalized electron (e.g.,a donorim purity ora quantum

dot in a sem iconductor).The sem iclassicaltheory is based on the assum p-

tion thateach 
ip-
op can bedescribed by a random telegraph noiseprocess
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Fig.1.Theelectron spin ofa donorim purity in silicon issensitiveto them agnetic

noise produced by nuclearspinswithin itswave function.W hen two
29
Siisotopes

are close to each other,theirnuclearspin statesm ay 
ip-
op due to theirm utual

dipolar interaction.These 
ip 
op eventsproduce tim e dependent
uctuations in

the electron’shyper�ne�eld,leading to phase relaxation and spin echo decay.

(a phenom enologicalassum ption),but with relaxation param etersthatcan

bederived theoretically from a m icroscopictheory based on thenuclearspin

dipolarevolution.Thereforethistheorydescribestheirreversibledecayofthe

e�ective hyper�ne �eld produced by a pairofnuclearspinson the electron

spin.Com parison with experim ent[11,17,18,19,20]suggested reasonable

orderofm agnitude agreem entforthe 1/e echo decay tim e (within a factor

of3) but poor qualitative agreem ent for the tim e dependence ofthe echo

envelope.Thenextstep wasto develop a fullquantum theory forthenuclear

spin dynam icsa�ecting the electron spin.In reference [21]a clusterexpan-

sion m ethod wasdeveloped to calculateecho decay dueto theclosed-system

dynam icsofa group ofdipolarcoupled nuclearspins,withoutany stochastic

assum ption aboutthe nuclearspin dynam ics.Atlowestorderin thiscluster

expansion thequalitativeand quantitativeagreem entwith experim entaldata

wasquitegood.

In section 4 we develop a fully m icroscopic theory for the nuclear spin

noise spectrum arising due to pair 
ip-
ops induced by the inter-nuclear

dipolarinteraction.This allowsusto give an elegantand sim ple derivation

ofthe lowest order cluster expansion results ofRef.[21]and to interpret

theseresultsfrom thepointofview ofnon-equilibrium statisticalm echanics.

The fullnoise spectrum is expressed as a sum ofdelta-function contribu-

tionscorresponding to isolated pair
ip-
op transitions.W e then show that

irreversibility can be incorporated into the pair
ip-
op processesby adding
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broadening to these sharp transitions,in a m ean-�eld like approach.Using

the m ethod ofm om ents we are able to calculate these broadeningsexactly

(at in�nite tem perature).W e show explicit num ericalresults for the noise

spectrum a�ecting a donor im purity in silicon and com pare the im proved

theory with echodecay experim entsin natural[18]and nuclear-spin-enriched

sam ples[19].

2 N oise,relaxation,and decoherence

W hen the coupling between the spin qubitand the environm entisweak,we

m ay writea linearized e�ective Ham iltonian ofthe form

H (t)=
1

2

B �z +

1

2

X

q= x;y;z

�̂q(t)�q; (1)

whereB k ẑisastatic(tim eindependent)m agnetic�eld,
isagyrom agnetic

ratio in unitsof(sG )�1 (weset�h = 1 so thatenergy hasunitsoffrequency),

�q for q = x;y;z are the Paulim atrices describing qubit observables and

�̂q(t)representsthe environm ental(bath)degreesoffreedom .

2.1 T he B loch-W angsness-R ed�eld m aster equation

In order to describe the long-tim e dynam ics we m ay take the lim it t !

1 .Such an approxim ation is appropriate provided t � �c,where �c is a

typicalcorrelation tim eforbath 
uctuations(laterwewillde�ne�c properly

and relax the long tim e approxim ation).In this case spin dynam ics can be

described by theBloch-W angsness-Red�eld theory.Theaveragevaluesofthe

Paulioperatorsatisfy a M asterequation (fora derivation seesection 5.11 of

Ref.[23])

d

dt
h�i= 
B � h�i�

1

T1
h�zîz �

1

T2x
h�x îx �

1

T2y
h�yîy; (2)

with

1

T1
=
�

2

X

q= x;y

h
~Sq(+ 
B )+ ~Sq(� 
B )

i

; (3)

1

T2x
=
�

2

h
~Sy(+ 
B )+ ~Sy(� 
B )

i

+ �~Sz(0); (4)

1

T2y
=
�

2

h
~Sx(+ 
B )+ ~Sx(� 
B )

i

+ �~Sz(0): (5)

Herethe noisespectrum isde�ned as

~Sq(!)=
1

2�

Z 1

�1

ei!tĥ�q(t)̂�q(0)idt: (6)
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In Eqs.(3),(4),(5)we assum e ĥ�q(t)̂�q0(0)i= 0 forq 6= q0.These equations

are the generalization ofFerm i’s golden rule for coherent evolution.From

Eq.(2)we m ay show thatthe coherence am plitude jh�+ ij= jh�x + i�yij=2

in a FID experim entdecaysexponentially with a rategiven by

1

T �
2

=
1

2

�
1

T2x
+

1

T2y

�

=
1

2T1
+ �~Sz(0): (7)

In contrast,T1 isthe tim e scale forh�zito approach equilibrium ,i.e.,T1 is

the energy relaxation tim e.According to Eq.(7) we have T �
2 � 2T1.Note

thatT1 depends on the noise spectrum only atfrequencies+ 
B and � 
B ,

a statem ent ofenergy conservation.Positive frequency noise can be inter-

preted asprocesseswherethequbitdecaysfrom " to # and theenvironm ent

absorbsan energyquantum 
B ,whilenegativefrequencynoisereferstoqubit

excitation (from #to")when theenvironm entem itsaquantum 
B .Thecor-

relation tim e �c can be loosely de�ned as the inverse cut-o� for ~Sq(!),i.e.,

for! � 1=�c wem ay approxim ate ~Sq(!)� 0.

The M asterequation [Eq.(2)]leadsto a sim ple exponentialtim e depen-

dence for allqubit observables.Actually this is not true in m any cases of

interest,including thecaseofa phosphorusim purity in silicon wherethisap-

proxim ation failscom pletely(forSi:P theobserved freeinduction decay isap-

proxim atelyexp[� (t=T�2)
2],whiletheechocan be�tted toexp[� (2�=T2)

2:3]).

The problem liesin the factthatthe t! 1 assum ption averagesout�nite

frequency
uctuations;notethatT �
2 di�ersfrom T1 onlyviastaticnoise[~Sz(0)

in Eq.(7)].A largenum berofpulsespin resonanceexperim entsaresensitive

to �nite frequenciesonly [the m ostnotable exam ple isthe spin echo,which

is able to rem ove ~Sz(0) com pletely].Therefore one m ust develop a theory

forcoherentevolution thatincludes�nite frequency 
uctuations.Analytical

results can be derived ifwe have �̂q = 0 for q = x;y (the pure dephasing

lim it)and �̂z isdistributed accordingto G aussian statistics.Form any realis-

ticproblem sthe puredephasing lim itturnsoutto bea good approxim ation

to describephaserelaxation.A com m on situation isthattheneglected com -

ponents ~Sx;y(!)are m uch sm allerthan ~Sz(!)forpositive frequenciesm uch

sm allerthan thequbitenergysplitting.Forexam ple,in thecaseofalocalized

electron spin in a sem iconductor,~Sx;y(!)/ !5 dueto thecom bination ofthe

spin-orbitand electron phonon interactions[10].Asaresult,~Sx;y(!)� ~Sz(!)

as! ! 0.The G aussian approxim ation isdescribed below.

2.2 Finite frequency phase 
uctuations and coherence decay in

the G aussian approxim ation

In m any casesofinterest,theenvironm entalvariable �̂z isa sum overseveral

dynam icaldegreesoffreedom ,and m easurem entoutcom esforthe operator
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�̂z m ay assum ea continuum ofvaluesbetween � 1 and + 1 .1 In thosesitu-

ationsweoften can resortto theCentrallim ittheorem which statesthatthe

statisticsforoutcom es�0 followsa G aussian distribution,

P [̂�z(t)= �
0]=

1
p
2�� 2

exp

�

�
�02

2� 2

�

; (8)

with a stationary (tim e independent) variance given by � 2 = ĥ�2z(t)i.Here

hAi= Trf�̂B Ag isa therm alaveragetaken overallbath degreesoffreedom

(̂�B / e�H B =kB T is the canonicaldensity m atrix for the bath). W e also

assum e ĥ�z(t)i= 0,sinceany constantdriftin thenoisecan beincorporated

in the e�ectiveB �eld.

O urproblem isgreatlysim pli�ed ifwerelatetheoperator�̂z toaG aussian

stochasticprocess�0(t)in thefollowingway.Foreach tim et,�0(t)corresponds

to a classicalrandom variable,that can be interpreted as the outcom e of

m easurem ents perform ed by the qubit on the environm ent.This allows us

take averages over the bath states using Eq.(8).Note that the statem ent

\G aussian" noise refers speci�cally to the distribution ofnoise am plitudes,

thatisnotnecessarily related to the spectrum of
uctuations(see below).

O ursim pli�ed e�ective Ham iltonian leadsto the following evolution op-

erator[recallthatweset �̂x;y � 0 in Eq.(1)]

U�(t;0)= e
�i

R
t

0
dt

0
H (t

0
)
= e

� i

2
�z

�
B t+

R
t

0
�
0
(t

0
)dt

0

�

= e�
i

2
�z[B t+ X � (t)]; (9)

wherewede�ne

X �(t)=

Z t

0

�
0(t0)dt0: (10)

Herethesubscript� em phasizesthatthisoperatorisa functionalofthetra-

jectory �0(t0).Thee�ectofthedistribution oftrajectories�0can bedescribed

by assum ing the qubitevolvesaccording to the density m atrix2

�(t)=
X

�

p�U�(t;0)�0U
y
�(t;0); (11)

where p� denotesthe appropriateweightprobability foreach environm ental

trajectory and �0 is the t= 0 density m atrix for the qubit.The coherence

envelopeattim e taveraged overallpossiblenoisetrajectoriesisthen

hh�+ (t)ii= Trf�+ �(t)g

=
X

�

p�Tr
�
Uy
�(t;0)�+ U�(t;0)�0

	

1
An im portantexception istheobservation ofindividualrandom telegraph noise


uctuatorsin nanostructures(in thiscase �̂ = � �
0
assum es only two discrete val-

ues).Thisresultsin im portantnon-G aussian featuresin qubitevolution.
2Thisassum ption isequivalenttotheK rausrepresentation in thetheory ofopen

quantum system s.
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= eiB t
X

�

p�e
iX � (t)Trf�+ �0g

= heiX � (t)ieiB tTrf�+ �0g; (12)

whereweused theidentity ei�� z �+ e
�i�� z = e2i��+ .Herethedoubleaverage

hh� iidenotesa quantum m echanicalaverageoverthequbitbasisplusan en-

sem bleaverageoverthenoisetrajectories�0(t).W ecanevaluatethecoherence

am plitudeexplicitly by notingthattherandom variableX (t)=
Rt
0
�0(t0)dt0is

alsodescribed byaG aussian distribution,butwith atim edependentvariance

given by �t = hX 2(t)i.Thereforewehave

heiX � (t)i=

Z 1

�1

1
p
2��t

e
� X

2

2� 2
t eiX = e�

1

2
�
2

t; (13)

with �t given by

�
2
t =

Z t

0

dt1

Z t

0

dt2h�
0(t1)�

0(t2)i

= 2

Z t

0

dt1

Z t1

0

dt2h�
0(t1)�

0(t2)i

= 2

Z t

0

dt
0

Z t�t
0
=2

t0=2

dTh�0(T + t
0
=2)�0(T � t

0
=2)i

= 2

Z t

0

(t� t
0)S(t0)dt0: (14)

Hereweintroduced thetim e dependentcorrelation function S(t0)= h�0(T +

t0=2)�0(T � t0=2)i= h�(t0)�(0)i,thatisindependentofa tim e translation T

by virtueofthestationarity assum ption.Based on thediscussion above,itis

naturalto include quantum noisee�ectsby m aking the identi�cation

S(t)= h�0(t)�0(0)i! ĥ�z(t)̂�z(0)i: (15)

Itisstraightforward to generalize Eqs.(13)and (14)forecho decay.In-

stead offreeevolution (denoted freeinduction decay in m agneticresonance),

considerthe Hahn echo given by the sequence �=2� � � �� �� echo.Here

thenotation \�=2"denotesaperfect,instantaneous90� spin rotation around

the x-axis(described by the operatore�
i

4
�� x ).The notation \� �� " m eans

the spin isallowed to evolvefreely fora tim e interval�.\�" denotesa 180�

spin rotation around thex-axis,alsoreferred asa\�-pulse" (thisisdescribed

by theoperatore�
i

2
�� x = � i�x).Theinitial�=2 pulsepreparesthequbitin

the state �0 = jy+ ihy+ j,afterwhich itisallowed to evolve freely fortim e

�,when the�-pulseisapplied.Afterthispulsethequbitisallowed to evolve

fora tim einterval� again,afterwhich thecoherenceecho isrecorded.Hence

the evolution operatorisgiven by

UH ahn(2�)= U(2�;�)(� i�x)U(�;0): (16)
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Thesam eprocedureleading to Eq.(14)isnow repeated in orderto calculate

them agnitudeoftheHahn echo envelopeatt= 2�.Thequantum averageis

given by

h�+ (2�)i= Tr
�
Uy(�;0)(i�x)U

y(2�;�)�+ U(2�;�)(� i�x)U(�;0)�0
	

= Tr

�

Uy(�;0)�xe
i

R
2�

�
dt

0
[B + �

0
(t

0
)]
�+ �xU(�;0)�0

�

= Tr

�

e
i

R
2�

�
dt

0
[B + �

0
(t

0
)]
Uy(�;0)�� U(�;0)�0

�

= e
i

R
2�

�
dt

0
[B + �

0
(t

0
)]
e
�i

R
�

0
dt

0
[B + �

0
(t

0
)]
Trf�� �0g: (17)

Thereforethe double averagecan be conveniently written as

hh�+ (2�)ii= e
�iB

R
2�

0
s(t

0
)dt

0

�

e
�i

R
2�

0
s(t

0
)�

0
(t

0
)dt

0

�

Trf�� �0g; (18)

with theintroduction ofan auxiliaryechofunction s(t).ForHahn echos(t)=

1 if0 � t< � and s(t)= � 1 ift> �.Note thatthe �rstterm in Eq.(18)is

exactly equalto one,because the Hahn echo isable to com pletely refocusa

constantm agnetic �eld.Itisconvenientto introduce the noise spectrum in

Eq.(18) via S(t)=
R
e�i!t ~S(!)d! in orderto getthe following expression

forthe coherenceenvelope

jhh�+ (t)iij= exp

�

�

Z 1

�1

d! ~S(!)F (t;!)

�

: (19)

Herewe de�nea �lterfunction thatdependson the echo sequences(t0),

F (t;!)=

Z t

0

dt
0
s(t0)

Z t
0

0

dt
00
s(t00)cos[!(t0� t

00)]: (20)

Forfreeinduction decay [s(t)� 1]we have

FFID (t;!)=
1

2

sin2 (!t=2)

(!=2)
2

; (21)

while forthe Hahn echo

FH ahn(2�;!)=
1

2

sin4 (!�=2)

(!=4)
2

: (22)

Note that FH ahn(2�;0) = 0.The Hahn echo �lters out term s proportional

to ~S(0) in qubit evolution,this is equivalent to the wellknown rem ovalof

inhom ogeneous broadening by the echo.Any spin resonance sequence con-

taining instantaneous�=2or�-pulses(notnecessarily equally spaced)can be

m apped into an appropriateecho function s(t).An im portantexam pleisthe

classofCarr-Purcellsequencesthatcan be used to enhancecoherence.
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G eneralresults for the short tim e behavior

W em ay deriveinteresting resultswhen thetim e-dependentcorrelation func-

tion S(t)is analytic att= 0.In this case we m ay expand around t= 0 to

obtain

S(t)= h�0(t)�0(0)i=

Z 1

�1

d!e�i!t ~S(!)

=

1X

n= 0

(� 1)n

(2n)!
M 2nt

2n
; (23)

with the 2n-th m om entofthe noisespectrum de�ned as

M 2n =

Z 1

�1

d! ~S(!)w 2n
: (24)

Hence ifS(t)isanalytic att= 0,we m usthave M 2n < 1 foralln,i.e.the

noise spectrum hasa wellde�ned high frequency cut-o�.Itisim portantto

keep in m ind that the assum ption ofanalyticity at t= 0 is actually quite

restrictive.Physically,only M 0 < 1 isrequired,so thatS(0)< 1 (this is

thenoisepowerorm ean squaredeviation for�0).Im portantexam pleswhere

S(t)isnotanalyticatt= 0includetheG auss-M arkovm odeldescribed below

[See Eq.(27)].

Ifthe t= 0 expansion existswe m ay im m ediately obtain the shorttim e

behaviorsforthe freeinduction decay and Hahn echo:

hh�+ (t)iiFID = e
�

R
d! ~S(!)1

2

sin
2
(! t=2)

(! =2)2 � e�
1

2
M 0t

2
+ 1

24
M 2t

4

; (25)

hh�+ (2�)iiH ahn = e
�
R
d! ~S(!)1

2

sin
4
(! � =2)

(! =4)2 � e�
1

2
M 2�

4
+ 1

12
M 4�

6

: (26)

The shorttim e behaviordescribed by Eqs.(25),(26) is universalfor noise

spectra possessing a high frequency cut-o�.Note the striking di�erence in

tim e dependence:Forfree induction decay the coherencebehavesas� e�t
2

,

whilefora Hahn echo wehave� e��
4

.ThishappensbecausetheHahn echo

isindependentofthe m ean squaredeviation M 0 = S(0).

Exam ple:T he G auss-M arkov m odel

The sim plestm odelofBrownian m otion assum esa phenom enologicalcorre-

lation function thatdecaysexponentially in tim e,

S(t)= �
2 exp(� jtj=�c); (27)

where �c is a correlation tim e thatdescribes the \m em ory" ofthe environ-

m entalnoise.3 This m odelis usefule.g.in liquid state NM R in order to

3
M any authorsusetheterm inology \M arkovian dynam ics" to denoteevolution

without m em ory,i.e.,the lim it �c ! 0 in Eq.(27).This lim it can be taken by

setting � ! 1 with � � �
2
�c held �nite.In that case we have S(t) ! 2��(t)

resulting in a \white noise" spectrum and h�+ i/ e
��t

.
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calculate the line-widths ofa m olecule di�using across an inhom ogeneous

m agnetic�eld.In thatcase,�becom esthetypical�eld inhom ogeneity,while

the\speed" fordi�usion isoftheorderof�=� c.Theresulting environm ental

noisespectrum [Fouriertransform ofEq.(27)]isa Lorentzian,given by

~S(!)=
� 2�c

�

1

(!�c)
2
+ 1

: (28)

W estartby discussingfreeinduction decay.UsingEqs.(18)and (27)with

s(t0)= 1,weget

jhh�+ (t)iijFID = exp

n

� �
2
�
2
c

h

t=�c +

�

e�t=� c � 1

�io

: (29)

Fort� �c,Eq.(29)leadsto

jhh�+ (t)iijFID � e��
2
�ct: (30)

In this regim e,the correlation function Eq.(27)can be approxim ated by a

delta function,and thedecay isa sim pleexponentialsignaling thata M aster

equation approach is appropriate [Eq.(2)].The coherence tim e is given by

T �
2 = 1=(� 2�c).Interestingly,as�c ! 0 with � �nite,T �

2 ! 1 .This phe-

nom enon isknownasm otionalnarrowing,inspiredbythem otionofm olecules

in a �eld gradient.The faster the m olecule is di�using,the narroweris its

resonance line.Now we look atthe low frequency noise lim it,t� �c.This

leadsto

jhh�+ (t)iijFID � e�
1

2
�

2
t
2

� e�(t=T
�

2
)
2

: (31)

In contrastto Eq.(30),the decay di�ers from a sim ple exponentialand is

independentof�c.This resultisequivalentto an average overan ensem ble

ofqubitsatany speci�ctim et(in otherwords,theline-width �=
p
2 and de-

phasing tim e T �
2 =

p
2=� are a consequenceofinhom ogeneousbroadening).

Thereforethecoherencedecay iscom pletely independentoftheenvironm en-

talkinetics.Aswe shallsee below,thisdecay isto a large extentreversible

by the Hahn echo.

TheHahn echo decay iscalculated from Eqs.(19),(22),and (28)leading

to

hh�+ (2�)iiH ahn = exp

n

� �
2
�
2
c

h

2�=�c � 3+ 4e��=� c � e�2�=� c

io

: (32)

For� � �c weagain havem otionalnarrowing,hh�+ (2�)iiH ahn � e��
2
�c2�,a

resultidenticalto FID [Eq.(30)]ifwe sett= 2�.This occursbecause the

noise trajectoriesare com pletely uncorrelated before and after the �-pulse,

thatplaysno rolein thislim it.For� � �c weget

hh�+ (2�)iiH ahn � e
� 1

24
(�� c)

2(2��c )
3

� e
�

�
2�

T 2

�
3

: (33)
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In drastic contrast to free induction decay,Eq.(33) depends crucially on

the kinetic variable �c.The tim e scale T2 for 1/e decay ofHahn echo4 is

considerably longerthan T �
2 when �� � c.

A train ofH ahn echoes:T he C arr-P urcellsequence and coherence

control

Considerthesequence�=2� [�� �� �� echo]
repeat

.Itconsistsoftheappli-

cation ofa �-pulse every odd m ultiple of�,with the observation ofan echo

ateven m ultiplesof�,i.e.att= 2n� forn integer.5 In the lim it� � �c the

n-th echo envelopecan be approxim ated by a productofn Hahn echoes,

hh�+ (2n�)iiC P � hh�+ (2�)ii
n
H ahn � e

� 2n �

T 2

�
2�

T 2

�
2

� e
� 2n �

T eff

2 ; (34)

with T e�
2 � T2 [T2=(2�)]

2
.As� isdecreased below T2 the e�ectivecoherence

tim e T e�
2 increases proportionalto 1=�2.Therefore a train ofHahn echoes

can be used to controldecoherence.Rewriting Eq.(34)with t� 2n� weget

T e�
2 = (2n)2=3T2,showing that the scaling ofthe enhanced coherence tim e

with the num ber of�-pulses is sub-linear.The train of�-pulses spaced by

� � �c e�ectively averagesoutthenoise,becausewithin � m uch shorterthan

�c the noiseappearsto be tim e-independent.

Loss ofvisibility due to high frequency noise

In orderto understand the role ofhigh frequency noise,considerthe m odel

Lorentzian noise spectrum peaked atfrequency 
 with a broadening given

by 1=�d,

~SL(!)=
� 2�d

�

1

(! � 
)
2
�2
d
+ 1

: (35)

Using Eqs.(19)and (21)and assum ing 
� 1=� d we get

jhh�+ (t)iijL � exp

"

� 2

�
�




� 2 �

1� e�t=� d cos
t

�
#

: (36)

Therefore high frequency noise leads to loss ofvisibility for the coherence

oscillations.The lossofvisibility isinitially oscillatory,butdecaysexponen-

tially to a �xed contrastfor t� �d.For com parison considerthe G aussian

m odel,

4
In the electron spin resonance literature the 1=e decay tim e ofa Hahn echo is

often denoted TM .Here follow the spintronicsterm inology and use T2 forthe 1=e

decay ofHahn echo,and T
�

2 for1=e decay ofFID in the low frequency regim e.
5
O ne can m ake the Carr-Purcellsequence robustagainstpulse errorsby alter-

nating the phase ofthe �-pulses,see e.g.the Carr-Purcell-M eiboom -G illsequence

[23].
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~SG (!)=
� 2

p
2�� 2

exp

�

�
(! � 
)2

2�2

�

: (37)

For
� � weget

jhh�+ (t)iijG � exp

"

� 2

�
�




� 2 �

1� e�
1

2
�
2
t
2

cos
t

�
#

: (38)

Notethatthedi�erencebetween theG aussian and theLorentzian m odelslies

in the tim e dependenceofthe approach to a �xed contrast.Deviationsfrom

Lorentzian behavior m ay be assigned to non-exponentialdecays ofthe co-

herenceenvelope.Although Eqs.(36),(38)werecalculated forfreeinduction

decay,itisalso a good approxim ation forHahn echoesin thelim it
� 1=�.

2.3 Single spin m easurem ent versus ensem ble experim ents:

D i�erent coherence tim es?

Recently singleshotdetection ofthespin ofasingleelectron in aG aAsquan-

tum dotwasdem onstrated [4],and theHahn echo decay ofthesinglet-triplet

transition in a double quantum dotwasm easured [7].Also,spin resonance

ofa single spin center in the Si/SiO 2 interface was detected through tim e

averaged current
uctuations[5].These state ofthe artexperim entsshould

be contrasted with the traditionalspin resonance m easurem ents where the

m icrowaveexcitation ofasam plecontainingalargenum beroflocalized spins

isprobed.Naturallythefollowingquestion arises:Arethecoherencetim esex-

tracted from an ensem blem easurem entany di�erentfrom theonesobtained

in singlespin experim ents?

Theanswertothisquestion isrelated totheergodicity oftheenvironm ent

producing noise,i.e.,whethertim e averagesareequalto ensem ble averages.

Even when single shotread-outofa quantum degree offreedom ispossible,

one m ust repeat each m easurem ent severaltim es,in order to obtain good

average valuesforthe observables.Forexam ple,m easurem entsofthe state

ofa single spin yieldstwo possible outcom esand one m usttim e-averagean

ensem ble ofidenticalqubit evolutions in order to obtain an average value

thatre
ectsthecorrectoutcom eprobabilities(In Ref.[4],each averagevalue

resulted from � 600 read-outtraces).Thepresenceofphase
uctuation with

correlation tim e �c sm allerthan the typicalaveraging tim e im pliesspin pre-

cession with distinctfrequenciesforread-outtracesseparated in tim e.This

m ay lead to strong free induction decay (low T �
2) in a single shot read-out

m easurem ent,see Fig.2.Thiswasindeed observed in the double-dotexper-

im entsofPetta etal[7].

The free induction decay tim e T �
2 in ensem ble experim entsm ay be quite

di�erentfrom single-spin experim ents.Thisisbecausethespatialseparation

ofspinsaddsseveralnew contributionstozerofrequency noise.Theseinclude

spatially inhom ogeneousm agnetic�elds,g-factors,and strains.However,all

these contributions are rem oved by a Hahn echo sequence,that �lters out
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Power

ω

ω
(a) Ensemble of spatially separated qubits

(b) Time average of a single qubit

t’>>tm

time
tm

2/T2

2/T2*

Fig.2.(a)A Traditionalspin resonanceexperim entprobesthecoherentevolution

ofan ensem bleofspatially separated spins.Thespinscan beseparated intodi�erent

\packets" with sim ilar resonance frequencies,each packet with linewidth 2=T2.A

free induction decay m easurem entissensitive to the broadened linewidth 2=T
�

2 .A

spin echo is needed in order to revealthe intrinsic linewidth 2=T2.(b) A sim ilar

situation appliesto singlespin experim entssubjectto low frequency noise,because

each tim e ensem ble m ay have a di�erentresonance frequency

environm ental
uctuationswith frequenciessm allerthan 1=�.Therefore we

expectthe spin echo decay tim e T2 fora spatialensem ble and a single spin

to be sim ilar,provided the m echanism s for �nite frequency noise do not

vary wildly forspatially separated spins,and theenvironm enta�ecting each

individualspin is ergodic within the average tim e scale (sim ilar reasoning

appliesforT1,which isdeterm ined by high frequency noise! = 
B ).

The G aussian theory of decoherence described here is appropriate for

ergodicenvironm ents.Itwould bevery interesting to explorem odelsystem s

both experim entally and theoretically in orderto search fordetectable non-

ergodice�ectsin coherentevolution.

3 Electron spin evolution due to nuclear spins:Isotropic

and anisotropic hyper�ne interactions,inter-nuclear

couplings and the secular approxim ation

A localized electron spin coupled to a lattice of interacting nuclear spins

providesa suitablem odelsystem forthe m icroscopicdescription ofenviron-

m ental
uctuations a�ecting coherent evolution.Here we describe a m odel

appropriateforlocalized electron spinsin sem iconductors,and discusssom e

approxim ations that can be m ade in a m oderate m agnetic �eld (typically

largerthan the inhom ogeneousbroadening linewidth,B > 0:1 T).
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3.1 T he electron-nuclear spin H am iltonian

ThefullHam iltonian fora singleelectron interacting with N nuclearspinsis

given by [23]

H = H eZ + H nZ + H en + H 0
en + H nn: (39)

Herethe Zeem an energiesforelectron and nuclearspinsarerespectively

H eZ =
1

2

eB �z (40)

H nZ = � 
nB
X

i

Iiz; (41)

where � = (�x;�y;�z) is the Paulim atrix vector representing the electron

spin,and Ii isthenuclearspin operatorfora nucleuslocated atposition R i

with respect to the center ofthe electron wave function.For B = 1 T we

have
eB � 1011 Hzwhile
nB � 108 Hz.Thee� n coupling takesplacedue

to isotropic and anisotropic hyper�ne interactions.The isotropic hyper�ne

interaction isgiven by

H en =
1

2

X

i

A
iso
i Ii� �; (42)

with contacthyper�neinteraction

A
iso
i =

8�

3

e0
n�hj	(R i)j

2
; (43)

where 
e0 = e=(m ec) = 1:76� 107 (sG )�1 is the gyrom agnetic ratio for a

freeelectron and 	(r)istheelectron’swavefunction.TypicalvaluesofA iso
i

variesfrom A iso
i � 107 HzforR i = 0 (atthecenterofa donorim purity wave

function)to A iso
i � 0 forRi m uch largerthan theim purity Bohrradius.The

anisotropichyper�neinteraction reads

H 0
en =

1

2

X

i

Ii� A
0

i� � (44)

with an anisotropichyper�ne tensorgiven by

(A 0
i)lm = 
e0
n�h

Z

d
3
rj	(r � R i)j

2

�
2r

2r+ r0

� �
3xlxm

r5
�
�lm

r3

�

; (45)

where r0 = e2=(m ec
2) is the classicalelectron radius.Note that Eqs.(42)

and (44)are�rstorderperturbativecorrectionsin theelectron coordinater.

Finally,the nuclear-nucleardipolarcoupling reads

H nn = 

2
n�h

X

i< j

"

Ii� Ij

R 3
ij

�
3(Ii� Rij)(Ij � Rij)

R 5
ij

#

; (46)

whereR ij = R i� Rj isthedistancebetween two nuclei.Thetypicalenergy

scaleforEq.(46)isa few K Hzfornearest-neighborsin a crystal.
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The fullHam iltonian Eq.(39) is a form idable m any-body problem .It

is particularly hard to study because ofthe lack ofsym m etry.In order to

study theoretically the quantum dynam icsofan electron subjectto a large

num berofnuclearspinsweneed to truncateEq.(39).Herewediscusssom e

sim pli�cations appropriate for B > 0:1 T,a condition typically satis�ed in

severalexperim ents.The �rst approxim ation arises when we note that the

electron Zeem an energyistypically 103 tim eslargerthan thenuclearZeem an

energy.For B > 100 G the form er is m uch larger than A iso
i ,therefore the

electron spin cannotbe \
ipped" by the action ofthe hyper�ne interaction.

In otherwords,\real" e� n 
ip-
op transitionsgetinhibited atthese �elds

(howevervirtualtransitionsinduced by second orderprocessessuch asH 2
en

do produce visible e�ects as discussed in section 3.3).This consideration

allows us to approxim ate the isotropic hyper�ne interaction to a diagonal

form (secularapproxim ation),

H en �
1

2
�z

X

i

A
iso
i Iiz: (47)

Theanisotropichyper�neinteraction containsasim ilardiagonalcontribution

in addition to pseudo-secular term s of the form �zIi� .These term s lead

to im portant echo m odulations ofthe order of� (A0i=
nB )
2 � 0:1� 1 for

m oderatem agnetic�elds(B � 0:1� 1T).To derivetheseterm s,assum êbas

the direction ofthe m agnetic �eld and substitute � ! �zb̂ in Eq.(44).The

resultis

H 0
en �

1

2
�z

X

i

�

A
0
ikIiz + A

0
i? Ii+ + A

0�
i? Ii�

�

; (48)

where

A
0
ik = ẑ� A

0

i �̂b; (49)

A
0
i? =

1

2

h

x̂ � A
0

i �̂b+ îy� A
0

i �̂b

i

: (50)

For som e lattice sites (closerto the center ofthe donorim purity) A 0
i? is a

reasonablefraction ofthenuclearspin Zeem an energy(even forB � 1Tesla),

and asa consequence the precession axisofthese nuclearspinswilldepend

on thestateoftheelectron,producingstrongm odulationsin thenuclearspin

echo signal[24].Forthe electron spin Eq.(48)producessm allm odulations

observed atthe shortesttim e scalesin the echo decay envelope[19].Finally,

we can neglectcontributions to Eq.(46) that do not conserve nuclear spin

Zeem an energy,

H nn �
X

i< j

bij(Ii+ Ij� + Ii� Ij+ � 4IizIjz); (51)

with

bij = �
1

4


2
n�h

1� 3cos2 �ij

R 3
ij

: (52)
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Here�ij istheangleform ed by theapplied B �eld and thevectorR ij linking

thetwo nuclearspinsi;j.Thisleadsto an im portantorientation dependence

ofcoherencetim es.

3.2 Electron-nuclear spin evolution in the secular approxim ation

In thesecularapproxim ation [Eqs.(47)-(51)]theelectron-nuclearspin Ham il-

tonian isblock-diagonal,

H = H + j*ih*j+ H � j+ih+j; (53)

where j*ih*jand j+ih+jare projectors in the electron spin up and down

subspacesrespectively.Here H � containsonly nuclearspin operatorsand is

given by

H � = H nn � 
nB
X

i

Iiz �
1

2

eB

�
1

2

X

i

[A iIiz + A
0
iIi+ + A

0�
i Ii� ]; (54)

where A i � Aisoi + A 0
ik
and A 0

i � A0
i? .Accordingly,the evolution operator

becom es U(t)= U+ (t) j*ih*j+ U� (t) j+ih+j,with U� (t)= e�itH � .W e can

writean explicitexpression forthe coherencesasa function ofthe evolution

operatorsU� (t)provided theinitialdensity m atrix can bewritten in product

form ,�0 = �0e 
 �0n.The freeinduction decay isgiven by

h�+ (t)iFID = TrnTre
�
Uy
�+ U�0e 
 �0n

	

= Trn

n

U
y

+ U� �0n

o

Tref�+ �0eg; (55)

whereweused thefactthatUy�+ U = U
y

+ U� j*ih+j,and �+ = j*ih+j.Forthe

Hahn echo,weuseU(�)�xU(�)asourevolution operator,to get

h�+ (2�)iH ahn = Trn

n

U
y

� U
y

+ U� U+ �0n

o

Tref�� �0eg: (56)

Eqs.(55) and (56) are exact in the secular approxim ation,and m ake ex-

plicitthedependenceoftheelectron’scoherenceenvelopein thenuclearspin

Ham iltonian evolution.

Inhom ogeneous broadening due to the isotropic hyper�ne

interaction

The diagonalm odel

H � = � 
nB
X

i

Iiz �
1

2

eB �

1

2

X

i

A iIiz (57)

iseasily solved exactly fornuclearspinsinitially in a productstate.Assum e

the electron spin ispointing in the+ y direction,and thenuclearspin states
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are distributed random ly,each nucleiwith equalprobability ofpointing up

ordown.The freeinduction decay am plitude becom es

h�+ (t)iFID =
i

2
Trn

n

U
y

+ U�

o

=
i

2
ei
eB t

Y

j

1

2

h

e
i

2
A jt+ e�i

i

2
A jt

i

=
i

2
ei
eB t

X

�1= �1;:::

1

2N
e

i

2
t
P

j
A j�j

�
i

2
ei
eB te

� 1

8
t
2
P

j
A

2

j; (58)

where in the last line we assum ed N ! 1 with each individualA i ! 0

so that the hyper�ne �eld can be approxim ated by a continuous G aussian

distribution.The free induction decay rate or inhom ogeneously broadened

linewidth isgiven by 1

T �

2

� Arm s =

q P

j
A 2
j.Thisfastdecay rate should be

com pared totheHahn echo:From Eq.(56)weseethath�+ (2�)iH ahn = � i=2,

the Hahn echo neverdecays.In fact,from Eq.(56)we can easily provethat

the classofHam iltoniansofthe form Eq.(53)satisfying [H + ;H � ]= 0 have

tim e independentHahn echoesgiven by Trf�� �0eg [25].

3.3 B eyond the secular approxim ation:N uclear-nuclear

interactions m ediated by the electron spin hyper�ne interaction

In the sections above we showed that the secular approxim ation allows us

to decouple electron spin dynam icsfrom nuclearspin dynam icscom pletely.

This approxim ation clearly does not hold at low m agnetic �elds,and the

problem becom esconsiderably m orecom plicated.Thestudy ofelectron spin

evolution subject to the fullisotropic hyper�ne interaction has attracted a

greatdealofattention lately [26,27,25,28],particularlybecauseofaseriesof

freeinduction decay experim entsprobingelectron spin dynam icsin quantum

dotsin the low m agnetic �eld regim e [29].In the author’sopinion the m ost

successfultheoreticalapproach so farin thedescription oftheseexperim ents

isto treatthecollectivenuclearspin �eld classically by taking averagesover

its direction and m agnitude [26].Here we shallnot discuss the interesting

e�ectsoccurringatlow �elds.Instead,wewillfocuson thefollowingquestion:

W hatis the threshold �eld B th for the secularapproxim ation to hold? For

interm ediate B > B th (not satisfying B � B th),how can the non-secular

term sbeincorporated in a block diagonalHam iltonian oftheform Eq.(53)?

In orderto answerthese questions,let’sconsiderthe Ham iltonian

H = H 0 + V; (59)

H 0 =
1

2
(
e + 
n)B �z +

1

2
�z

X

j

A jIjz; (60)
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V =
1

2

X

j

A j(�+ Ij� + �� Ij+ ); (61)

where H 0 and V denote the secular and non-secular contributions respec-

tively.Here we rem ove the nuclear Zeem an energy by transform ing to the

rotating fram e precessing at
nB .From Eq.(61)we m ay be tem pted to as-

sum e that
ip-
op processesinvolving an electron and a nuclearspin (e.g.,

*#! +")areforbidden by energy conservation at�elds
eB � A i.However,

thesituation ism uch m orecom plex becausehigherorder\virtual" processes

such asV2 = A iA jIi+ Ij� �+ �� + � � � preserve the electron spin polarization

and hencem ay haveasm allenergy cost(oftheorderofA i� Aj forA i � Aj).

Asweshow below,theseprocessesactually lead to a long-rangee�ectivecou-

plingbetween nuclearspins,sim ilartotheRK K Y interaction between nuclear

spinsin a m etal.W ewillshow thisusingtheoriginalself-consistentapproach

ofShenvietal.

Letj + ibe a \+ " eigenstate ofthe Ham iltonian Eq.(59),i.e.j + ihas

prim arily electron spin-up character.W ithoutlossofgenerality,j + ican be

written as
�
� +

�
=

�
�
�*; 

+

*

E

+

�
�
�+; 

+

+

E

: (62)

Because the perturbation V 
ipsthe polarization ofthe electron,the action

ofH on theelectron spin-up and electron spin-down subspacesyieldsthetwo

sim ultaneousequations,

H 0

�
�
�*; 

+

*

E

+ V

�
�
�+; 

+

+

E

= E +

�
�
�*; 

+

*

E

; (63)

H 0

�
�
�+; 

+

+

E

+ V

�
�
�*; 

+

*

E

= E +

�
�
�+; 

+

+

E

: (64)

Eq.(64)can besolved for

�
�
�+; 

+

+

E

and theresulting expression inserted into

Eq.(63)yields

H 0

�
�
�*; 

+

*

E

+ V
1

E + � H0
V

�
�
�*; 

+

*

E

= E +

�
�
�*; 

+

*

E

: (65)

In the presence ofan energy gap between the spin-up and spin-down states

(this iscertainly true athigh m agnetic �elds satisfying B >
P

A j=
e),the

operator1=(E + � H0)isalwayswell-de�ned [30].Becausethe left-hand side

ofEq.(65)dependson E + ,itisnota true Schr�odingerequation;to obtain

E + exactly,Eq.(65) m ust be solved self-consistently.However,if we use

E + � (
e + 
n)B =2,then we can obtain an e�ective Ham iltonian from Eq.

(65).The e�ective Ham iltonian in the electron spin-up subspaceis

H +

e�
= H 0 + V+

e�
(66)

V+

e�
=

1

4

X

j;k

A jA kIj�
1

(
e + 
n)B + 1

2

P

j
A jIjz

Ik+ : (67)
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W eobtain asim ilar,butnotidentical,e�ectiveHam iltonian forthespin-down

subspace(note the transposition ofthe I� and I+ operators),

H �
e�

= H 0 + V�
e�

(68)

V�
e�

= �
1

4

X

j;k

A jA kIj+
1

(
e � 
n)B + 1

2

P

j
A jIjz

Ik� : (69)

Eqs.(67)and (69)show thattheoverallcoupling between nucleidoesindeed

decreaseathigh �elds,becausetheoperator1=(E � H0)scalesapproxim ately

as1=B .However,the energy costfor
ip-
opping two nucleij and k ispro-

portionalto A j � Ak.Thus,ifA j and A k are close in value,the nucleican


ip-
op even athigh �elds.Eqs.(67),(69)werelaterderived using an alter-

nativecanonicaltransform ation approach [31].

W em ay expand Eqs.(67)and (69)in powersof
P

j
A jIjz=(
eB ),so that

forthe unpolarized casewehaveapproxim ately

Ve� �
1

2
�z

X

j;k

A jA k

2(
e + 
n)B
Ij+ Ik� : (70)

This e�ective Ham iltonian is ofthe seculartype Eq.(53),and satis�es the

sym m etry condition [H + ;H � ]= 0.Thereforea Hahn echo isable to refocus

thisinteraction com pletely.

Shenvietalperform ed exactnum ericalcalculationsofelectron spin echo

dynam icsin clustersofN = 13 nuclearspins[25].The Hahn echo envelope

wasfound to decay fastto a lossofcontrastgiven by

jh�+ (2�)ij�
1

2
�

P

j
A 2
j

[(
e + 
n)B ]
2
: (71)

Thisshowsthatthethreshold �eld forneglectingthenon-secularisotropichy-

per�neinteraction in theHahn echo isgiven by theinhom ogeneously broad-

ened linewidth,B th =

q P

j
A 2
j
=
e � 10 � 100 G (for a donor im purity

in silicon,B th is � 1 G for naturalsam ples and � 10 G for29Sienriched

sam ples).

Recently,Yao et al[31]and Deng etal.[28]showed that the electron-

m ediated inter-nuclear coupling m ay be observed as a m agnetic �eld de-

pendence ofthe free induction decay tim e in sm allquantum dots.There is

currently an interesting debate on the correctform ofthe tim e dependence

forFID decay.Yao etal.derived the FID decay from Eq.(70)and obtained

h�+ (t)i� e�t
2

,whileDeng etal.carried outa fullm any-body calculation to

arguethatFID scalesasa powerlaw according to h�+ (t)i� 1=t2.
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4 M icroscopic calculation ofthe nuclear spin noise

spectrum and electron spin decoherence

In thissection wediscusslow frequency noiseduetointeractingnuclearspins.

Forsim plicity,weassum eonly isotropichyper�neinteraction.Theinclusion

ofanisotropichyper�neinteraction isconsiderablym orecom plicated,butcan

beseen to lead to high frequency noiseand echo m odulations(atfrequencies

close to 
nB � 108 s�1 per Tesla).In the next section we provide explicit

num ericalcalculationsfor the case ofa phosphorusim purity in silicon and

com pareourresultsto experim ents.

4.1 N uclear spin noise

Usingtheapproxim ationsEqs.(47)and(51)wecanwritetheelectron-nuclear

Ham iltonian in a form sim ilarto Eq.(1).In the electron spin Hilbertspace,

weassum ean e�ective tim e-dependentHam iltonian ofthe form

H e
e� =

1

2

eB �z +

1

2
�z

X

i

A iIiz(t); (72)

with A i � Aisoi .Nuclear spin noise is in turn determ ined by the e�ective

Ham iltonian

H n
e� =

X

i< j

H n
ij; (73)

H ij = 
nB (Iiz + Ijz)+ bij(Ii+ Ij� + Ii� Ij+ � 4IizIjz)

+
1

2
(A iIiz + A jIjz); (74)

wherewedecoupled theelectron spin from thenuclearspinsby assum ing the

nuclearspin wavefunction evolvesin theelectron spin up subspace(�z ! 1).

An equally valid choice isto assum e �z ! � 1.Itturnsoutthatthischoice

does not m atter within the pair approxim ation described below.W e will

check thisby noting thatthe �nalanswerisunchanged underthe operation

A i ! � Ai foralli.
6

For now we assum e the nuclear spins are unpolarized (T = 1 ) so that

h
P

i
A iIizi= 0.Thisapproxim ation willbe relaxed below.The tim e depen-

dentcorrelation function fornuclearspinsisgiven by

6
Asweshallseebelow,thisapproxim ation leadstoidenticalresultsasthelowest

orderclusterexpansion developed in [21].However,interesting interference e�ects

arise when thisapproxim ation isnotvalid.The clusterexpansion m ethod beyond

lowest order [22]takes account ofthe fullelectron-nuclear evolution,therefore it

can be used to study these e�ects.
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↑↑

↓↓

E+−

nBγ

nBγ

α β+ = ↑↓ + ↓↑

β α− = ↑↓ +− ↓↑

Fig.3.Energy levelsfortwo nuclearspinscoupled through thedipolarinteraction.

The
ip-
op m echanism correspondsto transitionsbetween thestatesj+ iand j� i,

which are adm ixturesofj"#iand j#" states.The anisotropic hyper�ne interaction

couplesstatesdi�ering by � 
nB in energy.

S(t)=

*
X

i

A iIiz(t)
X

j

A jIjz(0)

+

=
X

i

A
2
ihIiz(t)Iiz(0)i+

X

i;j(6= i)

A iA jhIiz(t)Ijz(0)i: (75)

W e now invokea \pairapproxim ation" by assum ing

hIiz(t)Iiz(0)i�
X

j(6= i)

hIiz(t)Iiz(0)iij; (76)

hIiz(t)Ijz(0)i� hIiz(t)Ijz(0)iij; (77)

whereh� iij denotesa therm alaveragerestricted to theij Hilbertspace.The

operatorIiz(t)isin theHeisenbergrepresentation de�ned by thetwoparticle

Ham iltonian Eq.(74).PluggingEqs.(76)and (77)in Eq.(75)and reordering

term swe get

S(t)�
X

i< j

ĥ�ij(t)̂�ij(0)iij; (78)

with

�̂ij = A iIiz + A jIjz: (79)

Thesam ederivation could begiven for�nitetem perature,when thetherm al

averageofthe hyper�ne �eld isnon-zero.The resultisidenticalto Eq.(78)

except for the substitution �̂ij ! ��̂ij = �̂ij � ĥ�iji.Using the de�nition
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ofthe noise spectrum [Eq.(6)]and expanding the correlatorin the energy

eigenstatesofthe pairHam iltonian Eq.(74)weget

~Sij(!)=
X

�;�

p� jh�j��̂ijj�ij
2
�(! � E�� ); (80)

with E �� = E � � E� the energy di�erence between the energy eigenstates

j�i;j�i,and p � the(therm al)occupation ofstate�.Thereforethenoisespec-

trum isasum overallpossibletransition frequenciesinduced by theoperator

�̂ij.Fornuclearspin 1=2 the ij Ham iltonian hasthe following eigenenergies

and eigenstates(See Fig.3)

E "" = 
nB � bij + aij; (81)

E + = bij +

q

b2ij + � 2
ij; (82)

E � = bij �

q

b2ij + � 2
ij; (83)

E ## = � 
nB � bij � aij; (84)

j+ i= cos
�

2
j"#i+ sin

�

2
j#"i; (85)

j� i= � sin
�

2
j"#i+ cos

�

2
j#"i; (86)

with

aij =
1

4
(A i+ A j); (87)

� ij =
1

4
(A i� Aj); (88)

cos�=
� ij

q

b2ij + � 2
ij

; (89)

sin�=
bij

q

b2
ij
+ � 2

ij

: (90)

Using Eqs.(85),(86)the transition m atrix elem entiseasily found to be

h� ĵ�ijj+ i= � 4�ijsin
�

2
cos

�

2
= � 2�ijsin�: (91)

Thetransition frequency issim ply thedi�erencebetween Eqs.(82)and (83),

E + � = 2

q

b2ij + � 2
ij: (92)

The resulting noisespectrum istherefore

~Sij(!)=
�
A
rm s
ij

�2
�(!)+ 4

b2ij�
2
ij

b2ij + � 2
ij

[p+ �(! + E + � )+ p� �(! � E+ � )];(93)

with a static contribution given by
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�
A
rm s
ij

�2
= 4

"

(p"" + p##)a
2
ij + (p+ + p� )

� 4
ij

b2
ij
+ � 2

ij

#

� 4

2

4(p"" � p##)aij + (p+ � p� )
� 2
ij

q

b2ij + � 2
ij

3

5

2

: (94)

The free induction decay due to thisnoise spectrum can be easily calcu-

lated using Eq.(19)and the �lterfunction Eq.(21),

hh�+ (t)ii= exp

2

4�
1

2

X

i< j

�
A
rm s
ij

�2
t
2

3

5

� exp

2

4� 2
X

i< j

(p+ + p� )
b2ij�

2
ij

b2ij + � 2
ij

t
2sinc2

�q

b2ij + � 2
ijt

�
3

5;(95)

where sinc(x)= sin(x)=x.Asexpected,the FID decay isusually dom inated

by the zero-frequency noise am plitue A rm s
ij [Eq.(94)].The dipolar-induced

decay m ay bevisibleprovided A rm s
ij ism uch sm allerthan the�nitefrequency

noiseam plitudes.Forexam ple,thisisthecaseifthenuclearspinsarepolar-

ized,sincewehaveA rm s
ij = 0 exactly when p## = 1 in Eq.(94).

TheHahn echo decay envelopeisderived afterintegration with the �lter

function Eq.(22),

hh�+ (2�)ii= exp

2

4� 8
X

i< j

(p+ + p� )b
2
ij�

2
ij�

4sinc4
�q

b2ij + � 2
ij�

�
3

5: (96)

AtT ! 1 (p+ = p� = 1=4)Eq.(96)isidenticalto theecho decay obtained

by two com pletely di�erentm ethods,viz.thelowestorderclusterexpansion

[Eq.(20) in Ref.[21]]and the quasiparticle excitation m odel[Eq.(18) in

Ref.[31]].Asexpected,Eq.(96)isindependentofzero-frequency noise,and

is exactly equalto 1 when either bij = 0 or � ij = 0,or when the nuclear

spinsarepolarized (p+ = p� = 0).

By expanding the exponentin Eqs.(95)and (96)in powersoftim e,we

�nd that only even powers are present.The short tim e behavior for FID

is � e�t
2

,while for Hahn echo � e��
4

.This short tim e approxim ation is

valid fortim es m uch shorterthan the inverse cut-o� frequency ofthe noise

spectrum obtained aftersum m ing overallpairsi;j.

4.2 M ean �eld theory ofnoise broadening:quasiparticle lifetim es

W eshowed thatthenoisespectrum dueto 
ip-
op transitionsin theHilbert

space form ed by two nuclearspinsi;j isa linearcom bination ofdelta func-

tions.W e m ay extend this pair approxim ation to clusters larger than two,

and the num berofdelta functions willgrow exponentially with clustersize
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( )S ωɶ
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σ+−
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σ + −

Interactions "off"

i jA Aσ+ − −≪

i jA Aσ + − −≫

Interactions "on"

Fig.4.An isolated pairofnuclearspinswith in�nitelifetim e willproducea sharp

peak in the noise spectrum .The role ofthe m any-body interactions with other

nuclear spins is to broaden this peak and sm ooth out the noise spectrum for the

collective nuclear spin excitations.Here we calculate the line broadening for each

pair
ip-
op transition usingaproceduresim ilartovan Vleck’sm ethod ofm om ents.

[This can be done by sistem atically increasing the size ofthe Hilbertspace

beyond a single pair i;j in Eqs.(76) and (77)].These delta functions can

beinterpreted aswellde�ned nuclearspin excitationswith in�nitelifetim e.7

W ith thisinterpretation in m ind,itisnaturalto expectthatthem any-body

interactionsofthe pairi;j with othernuclearspinswilllim itthe lifetim e of

the
ip-
op excitations,i.e.,thedelta functionswillbebroadened,seeFig.4.

W e can add broadening to the delta functionsin a m ean �eld fashion by

usingthem ethod ofm om ents,which isapplicableatin�nitetem perature(no

nuclearspin polarization,i.e.kB T � 
nB ).In thislim it,thenoisespectrum

iswritten as

~Sij(!)=
X

�;�

1

2N
jh�ĵ�ijj�ij

2
�(! � E�� ); (97)

where here �;� denote exact m any-body eigenstates ofthe system ofN -

coupled nuclearspins.The n-th m om ent
R
!n ~S(!)d! can be calculated ex-

actly using the invarianceofthe trace.8 Considerthe zeroth-m om ent,
Z 1

�1

~Sij(!)d! =
1

2N

X

�;�

h�ĵ�ijj�ih�ĵ� ijj�i

7
In Ref.[31]Yaoetalderivea sim ilarquasiparticlepictureviadirectcalculation

ofthe tim e dependentcorrelation function forthe electron spin.However,the au-

thorsdid notcalculate the quasiparticle relaxation tim es.The noise spectrum isa

naturalstarting pointfordeveloping a theory forquasiparticle energy broadening,

aswe show here.
8A sim ilar m ethod wasused in the sem iclassicaltheory ofspectraldi�usion in

orderto calculate the 
ip-
op ratesforpairsofnuclearspins[16].
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=
1

2N
Tr

�
�̂
2
ij

	
=
1

4

�
A 2
i + A 2

j

�
: (98)

Accordingly,the second m om entisgiven by
Z 1

�1

!
2 ~Sij(!)d! = �

1

2N
Tr

n

[H n
e�;�̂ij]

2
o

=
1

2
A
2
i

X

k6= i

b
2
ik � b

2
ijA iA j +

1

2
A
2
j

X

k6= j

b
2
jk: (99)

Note thatEqs.(98)and (99)areexactatin�nite tem perature.

Them ean �eld approxim ation em ployed hereassum eseach deltafunction

in thenoisespectrum canbeapproxim atedbyaG aussianfunction norm alized

to one.9 The noisespectrum becom es

~Sij(!)�
X

�;�

1

4
jh�ĵ�ijj�ij

2 1
q

2�� 2
��

exp

"

�
(! � E�� )

2

2�2
��

#

; (100)

and the second m om entis
Z 1

�1

!
2 ~Sij(!)d! �

X

�;�

1

4
jh�ĵ�ijj�ij

2
�
�
2
�� + E

2
��

�
: (101)

W e now calculatethe broadenings��� by equating Eq.(101)with Eq.(99).

Thisprocedurecan be carried outexactly,sincethe noisespectrum hastwo

identicalpeaks(Fig.4)atfrequencies� E+ � .Thebroadening isfound to be

�
2
+ � =

b2ij + � 2
ij

4� 2
ijb

2
ij

X

k6= i;j

�
b
2
ikA

2
i + b

2
jkA

2
j

�
: (102)

W hen � ij < � bij,the broadening becom esofthe sam e orderofm agnitude

asvan Vleck’ssecond m om entforthe dipolarinteraction (equalto 9
P

k
b2ik

[23]).For � ij � bij we have �+ � � �ij,and �+ � =E + � � 1.This type

ofexcitation is ofhigh frequency and shortlifetim e,showing fast decay to

a sm allloss ofcontrast as described by Eqs.(36),(38).The broadenings

describe the di�usion oflocalized nuclear spin excitations (deviations from

therm alequilibrium )overlength scalesgreaterthan the pairdistance.

9
W e can verify this assum ption by calculating the skewness (fourth m om ent

divided by three tim es the second m om ent squared).For a perfect G aussian the

skewnessisexactly one.W ecarried outthiscalculation and showed thatfor� ij < �

bij theskewnessisvery closeto one.O n theotherhand for� ij � bij theskewness

becom es large,and a better approxim ation is a Lorentzian with a cut-o� at the

wings.Nevertheless,by inspecting Eq.(96) we note that nuclear spin pairs with

� ij � bij givea m uch weakercontribution to echo decay than pairswith � ij � bij.

ThereforethisG aussian �tisprecisely valid form ostim portantpairs.Asdiscussed

in Eqs.(36),(38)thedi�erencebetween a G aussian and a Lorentzian �tliesin the

tim e dependence ofthe decay ofcoherence m odulations;This is � e��
2
t
2
=2 for a

G aussian and � e
�t=� d fora Lorentzian.
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By adding broadeningsto the delta functionsin Eq.(93)we are able to

plota sm ooth noisespectrum ,and study therelativecontributionsofa large

num berofnuclearspinsasafunction ofacontinuousfrequency.Them odi�ed

Eq.(93)sum m ed overallnuclearpaircontributionsreads

~S(!)= 4
X

i< j

b2ij�
2
ij

b2
ij
+ � 2

ij

8
><

>:
p+

e
�

(! � E + � )
2

2� 2
+ �

q

2�� 2
+ �

+ p�
e
�

(! + E + � )
2

2� 2
+ �

q

2�� 2
+ �

9
>=

>;

+
X

i< j

�
A
rm s
ij

�2
�(!): (103)

For studies ofecho decay we m ay drop the delta function contribution at

zero frequency.Notethatthe �rstpartofEq.(103)givesan additionalzero

frequency contribution,thatisthe lim it! ! 0 ofthe broadened spectrum .

5 Electron spin echo decay ofa phosphorus im purity in

silicon:C om parison w ith experim ent

In thissection we apply ourtheory to a phosphorusdonorim purity in bulk

silicon.W e consider both naturalsam ples (f = 4:67% 29Sinuclear spins)

and isotopically enriched sam ples(f = 99:23% 29Sinuclearspins).W e show

explicit num ericalcalculations ofthe nuclear spin noise spectrum resulting

from dipolarnuclear-nuclearcouplings,predictthe Hahn echo envelope and

com pare ourresultswith the experim entaldata ofTyryshkin etal[18]and

Abe etal[19].

5.1 E�ective m ass m odelfor a phosphorus im purity in silicon

Herethedonorim purity isdescribed within e�ectivem asstheory by a K ohn-

Luttingerwavefunction [32],

	(r)=
1
p
6

6X

j= 1

Fj(r)uj(r)e
ikj�r; (104)

kj = 0:85
2�

aSi
k̂j;k̂j 2 fx̂;� x̂;ŷ;� ŷ;̂z;� ẑg; (105)

F1;2(r)=
exp

h

�

q
x2

(nb)2
+

y2+ z2

(na)2

i

p
�(na)2(nb)

; (106)

with envelope functions Fj describing the e�ective m ass anisotropies.Here

n = (0:029eV=E i)
1=2 with E i being the ionization energy ofthe im purity

(E i = 0:044 eV for the phosphorus im purity,hence n = 0:81 in our case),

aSi = 5:43 �A the lattice param eter for Si,a = 25:09 �A and b = 14:43 �A
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characteristiclengthsforSihydrogenicim purities[33].M oreover,wewilluse

experim entally m easured valuesforthechargedensity on each Silatticesite

ju(R i)j
2 = �� 186 [32].Hencetheisotropichyper�neinteraction isgiven by

A
iso
i =

16�

9

e0
n�[F1(R i)cos(k0X i)

+ F3(R i)cos(k0Yi)+ F5(R i)cos(k0Zi)]
2
; (107)

with the Siconduction band m inim um atk0 = (0:85)2�=aSi,gyrom agnetic

ratios for 29Sinuclear spins 
n = 5:31� 103 (sG )�1 ,and the free electron


e0 = 1:76� 107 (sG )�1 .Itisinstructiveto check theexperim entalvalidity

ofEq.(107) by calculating the inhom ogeneous line-width � 1=(
e0T
�
2 ).A

sim ple statisticaltheory [Eq.(58)]leadsto

h(!=
e0 � B )
2
i=

f

(2
e0)
2

X

R i6= 0

�
A
iso
i

�2
: (108)

For naturalsilicon (nuclear spin fraction f = 0:0467) our calculated root

m ean squareline-width isequalto 0:89 G .O n theotherhand,a sim plespin

resonance scan leadsto 2:5 G =2
p
2ln2 = 1:06 G [33].Therefore the sim ple

m odelem ployed here is able to explain 84% ofthe experim entalhyper�ne

line-width.Thisisthe levelofagreem entthatwe should expectwhen com -

paring ourtheory forecho decay with experim ent.

5.2 Explicit calculations ofthe nuclear spin noise spectrum and

electron spin echo decay ofa phosphorus im purity in silicon

The nuclear spin noise spectrum is calculated from Eq.(103) by excluding

the�(!)contribution.Foreach pairi;jwecalculatethetransition frequency

Eq.(92) and broadening Eq.(102) using the derived m icroscopic values of

the hyper�neinteraction [Eq.(107)]and the dipolarinteraction

bij = �
1

4


2
n�h

1� 3cos2 �ij

R 3
ij

: (109)

Forsilicon thesitesi;jliein a diam ond latticewith param eterasi= 5:43 �A.

W ewroteacom puterprogram thatsum soverlatticesitesR iwithin r0 ofthe

centerofthedonor.Each siteR i isthen sum m ed with allsitesR j within r
0
0

ofR i (excluding double counting).Afternum ericaltestswe concluded that

thevaluesr0 = 200 �A and r00 = 10 �A werehigh enough to guaranteeconver-

gence(increasing r0 and r
0
0 changesthecalculationsby a negligibleam ount).

O ur explicit num ericalcalculations for the echo decay without broadening

[Eq.(96)]reproduced the equivalentcalculation ofW itzeletal.[21]with no

visibledeviation.ForkB T � 
nB wem ay assum ethatthenuclearspinsare

com pletely unpolarized (the experim entaldata was taken at T = 4 K and

B = 0:3 T [18]).W e accountfor the isotopic fraction f (ratio ofsites con-

taining nuclearspin 1=2)using a sim pleaveraging m ethod.Forexam ple,the
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Fig. 5. Nuclear spin noise a�ecting the electron spin phase.W e show the noise

spectrum for severalm agnetic �eld orientation angles � with respect to the (001)

direction.As� isincreased from zero,a broad peak developsata frequency close

to the dipolar splitting between nearest neighbors in the lattice.In this case the

noisespectrum isclearly non-m onotonous,and cannotbedescribed by aM arkovian

m odel.Thespin echoenvelopeisafrequencyintegralofthenoisespectrum weighted

by a �lterfunction.

pair populationsare setasp+ = p� = f2=4,and the broadening �2+ � / f

[note
P

k
b2ij in Eq.(102)].

Fig.5 showsthenuclearspin noisespectrum fornaturalSiatfourdi�er-

entm agnetic �eld orientation angles� with respectto the crystaldirection

(001).Here � = 0� correspondsto B k (001),while � = 90� correspondsto

B k (110).For�awayfrom zerothenoisespectrum ischaraterizedbyabroad

peak atwhich the 
ip-
op transition frequenciesE + � accum ulate.The fact

that the spectrum is non-m onotonic im plies im portant non-M arkovian be-

haviorforelectron spin dynam ics(recallthata M arkovian noisespectrum is

de�ned asa sum ofLorentzians,henceitisalwaysm onotonic).Interestingly,

for � close to zero and atlow frequencies (! < 5� 103 s�1 ),the spectrum

appears to be sim ilar to a Lorentzian peaked at ! = 0 However,one can

not�ta Lorentzian up to high frequenciesbecausetheassym ptoticbehavior

deviatessigni�cantly from 1=!2.

The Hahn echo is obtained by integrating the noise spectrum m ulti-

plied by the �lter function Eq.(22) up to a frequency cut-o� � (we used

�= 10 6 � 107 s�1 ,and df � 1� 10 s�1 in ournum ericalcalculations).The

resultisshown in Fig.6 fortwo di�erentorientations.W eshow calculations

ofthe echo without broadening [Eq.(96),identicalto the result shown in

Ref.[21]]and forthe echo with broadening,thatisobtained through direct

integration ofthenoisespectrum shown in Fig.5.Notethatthetwo theories
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Fig.6.Electron spin echodecay ofa phosphorusim purity in naturalsilicon (4.67%
29Sinuclear spins) for two di�erent m agnetic �eld orientations.W e show experi-

m entaldata from Ref.[18]together with theoreticalcalculations without 
ip-
op

broadening(identicaltoRef.[21])and with 
ip-
op broadening.Thelatteriscalcu-

lated bydirectlyintegratingthenoisespectrum shown in Fig.5with theappropriate

�lterfunction.

arein closeagreem entherebecauseforlow nuclearspin density (f = 0:0467)

the broadeningsare generally m uch sm allerthan the transition frequencies

E + � ,atleastforthe im portantpairscausing spectraldi�usion.Recallthat

ourtheory doesnotaccountfortheanisotropichyper�neinteractions.There-

fore our theoreticalresults should be com pared to the m onotonic envelope

enclosing the experim entaldata points.10 The echo m odulationsdue to the

anisotropichyper�neinteraction isclearly visibleatshorttim esin theexper-

im entaldata shown in Fig.6.Theseoscillationsproducea lossofcontrastof

about10% atthe shorttim e regim e.Apartfrom this e�ect,the agreem ent

between theory and experim entisquite good.

Fig.7 shows echo decay results for isotopically enriched sam ples (f =

99:23% ).The experim entaldata isfrom Abe etal.[19].Note thathere the

echo m odulations are very evident,the loss of contrast reaches � 100% .

The m onotonic envelope on top ofthe experim entaldata is in reasonable

agreem ent with the theory without broadening.However,the theory with

broadening decayssigni�cantly faster.The di�erence between both theories

increasesforincreasing f.Thissuggeststhatthem ean-�eld theory proposed

in section 4.2 overestim atesthebroadening.Theauthorexpectsthata m ore

sophisticated m any-body calculation m ay accountforthisdiscrepancy.

10
W e thank D r.A.M .Tyryshkin forpointing thisoutto us.
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Fig.7.Electron spin echo decay ofa phosphorusim purity in isotopically enriched

silicon (99.23% of
29
Si).Experim entaldata from Ref.[19].

Fig.8 shows the dependence ofthe 1=e echo decay tim e (T2) with the

m agnetic �eld angle.The shortestvalue ofT2 is obtained when B is along

the (111) direction (� = 54:74�).In this case none ofthe nearest neighbor

pairs have zero dipolar couplings.O nly pairs i;j with R ij parallelto the

(100),(010),and (001) directions have their dipolar interaction turned o�

by the m agic angle [�ij = 54:74� im plies cos�ij = 1=
p
3 and bij = 0,see

Eq.(109)].O n the other hand for B k (001),T2 is longer by a factor of

three.Thisoccursbecause the nearestneighborpairs,thatusually give the

strongestcontribution to echo decay,areform ing a m agicanglewith respect

to B k(001).11

W enow discussthetim edependenceoftheechoenvelope.Theechodecay

withoutbroadening �tswellto the expression

h�+ (2�)i= e
�

�
2�

T 2

�
2:3

(110)

for a wide range of2� centered around T2 and for allvalues off (for a

log-log plot,see Fig.9 ofRef.[22]).Tyryshkin etal.[18]studied the tim e

dependence ofthe naturalsilicon experim entaldata by �tting the expres-

sion vE (2�) = e�2�=T
0

2e�(2�=T 2)
n

.Here T 0
2 was interpreted as arising from

a com bination ofspin-
ip processes and the instantaneous di�usion m ech-

anism ,due to the �nite concentration ofdonors.Tyryshkin etal.reported

T 0
2 = 1:1 m sand exponentn = 2:4� 0:1 forallsam pleorientation anglesbe-

tween 20� � �� 90�.For�= 10� they found n = 2:6� 0:1,while for�= 0�

11The nearest neighbors for each site i are located at R ij = 1

4
aSi(1;1;1),

1

4
aSi(� 1;� 1;1),1

4
aSi(� 1;1;� 1),and1

4
aSi(1;� 1;� 1).
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Fig. 8. O rientation dependence of the 1/e echo decay tim e T2. � is the angle

between theapplied m agnetic �eld and thecrystalographic (001)direction,so that

�= 90
�
isalong the(110)direction.W eshow experim entaldata fornaturalSi[18]

and forisotopically enriched Si[19].Thetheoreticalcalculationsshown arewithout

broadening.FornaturalSi,theexperim entaldatawascorrected fora�independent

instantaneous di�usion decay,see Ref.[18].Because of this the theoretical T2’s

are lower than the experim entalT2’s reported in Ref.[18],in contrast to what is

observed in Fig.6.

n = 3:0 � 0:2.The tim e dependence at angles close to the (001) direction

isyetto be explained theoretically.Atnaturalabundance (f = 0:0467)the

theory with broadeningand thetheory withoutbroadeninghavesim ilartim e

dependences.However,asf increasesthetim edependenceofthebroadened

theory deviatessigni�cantly from the theory withoutbroadening.Asan ex-

am ple,forf = 0:9923 and �= 50� the broadened theory showsa cross-over

from e��
3:3

at short � < 3 �s to e��
1:7

for � > 3 �s.This indicates that

adding broadening to the nuclearspin excitationsleadsto observablee�ects

in the tim e dependence ofelectron spin coherence.Unfortunately,the echo

m odulations are too strong in isotopically enriched sam ples (Fig.7).This

m akesthepreciseexperim entaldeterm ination ofthetim edependenceofthe

echo envelopequitedi�cult.

Eq.(110)allowsusto extractscaling ofthe 1/e decay tim e T2 with the

nuclearspin fraction f.Notethatin thetheorywithoutbroadeningf appears

asa pre-factorin the exponentdue to p+ + p� = f2=4.Therefore we have

sim ply

T2 / f
�2=2:3 = f

�0:87
: (111)

Abe etal.[34]m easured T2 for seven isotopically engineered sam ples with

f ranging from 0.2% {100% .Theirstudy showsthatT2 m ustscale between

f�0:86 and f�0:89 in good agreem entwith Eq.(111).



32 Rogerio de Sousa

0 2 4 6 8 10

2

4

6

8

10    0 < r0 <  50 Å 
           (Frozen core)

  50 < r0 <  75 Å
  75 < r0 < 100 Å
 100 < r0 < 150 Å

~

 

ω [103s-1]

S
(ω

) 
[1

03 s-1
]

Fig.9.Contribution ofnuclearspinslocated atconcentricshellsaround thedonor

(naturalSi,� = 50
�
).Nuclear pairs closer to the center (r0 < 50 �A) have their


uctuation am plitude suppressed by the strong hyper�ne �eld di�erence between

sitesi;j,form ing a frozen core.The largestcontribution isdue to pairslocated at

50 �A < r0 < 100 �A.

It is interesting to study the num ber and location ofnuclearspins con-

tributing to the noise spectrum .Fig.9 showsthe contribution due to pairs

insideshellsconcentricatthe donorcenter(fornaturalsilicon and �= 50�).

The contribution for r0 < 50 �A is quite sm all,but extends over a wide

frequency spectrum .These nuclear spins are said to form a \frozen core",

because their noise am plitude is suppressed due to the strong di�erence in

hyper�ne�eldsa�ecting sitesi;j.Thefrozen coreofa Si:P donorhasabout

3� 104 nuclearspins.Thisfrozen coree�ectplaysan im portantrolein other

contextsaswellsuch asopticalspectroscopy experim ents[35].The nuclear

spin noise theory developed here allows a quantitative description of this

e�ect.12 From Fig.9 itisevidentthata signi�cantfraction ofthe �nite fre-

quency noise power com es from the large num ber ofnuclear spins located

between 50 �A and 100 �A o� the donor center (about � 2 � 105 nuclear

spins).Thesepairsaresatisfying a quasi-resonancecondition � ij � bij.

12
In order to understand the frozen core e�ect from our analyticalexpression

for the noise spectrum ,assum e A i � A j and � ij � bij in Eq.(102).In thiscase

we have �+ � � Ai.From Eq.(103)the noise am plitude becom es� b
2

ij=A i,thatis

m uch sm allerthan bij.
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6 C onclusions and outlook for the future

In thischapterwedescribed thecoherentevolution ofan electron spin subject

to tim e dependent
uctuationsalong itsquantization axis.W e showed that

in the G aussian approxim ation the electron spin transverse m agnetization

can be expressed as a frequency integraloverthe m agnetic noise spectrum

m ultiplied by an appropriate �lter function.The �lter function depends on

theparticularpulsesequenceused toprobespin coherence,di�eringsubstan-

tially atlow frequenciesforfreeinduction decay (FID)and Hahn echo.Fora

G auss-M arkovm odel(Lorentzian noisespectrum centered atzerofrequency)

weshowed thattheshorttim edecay oftheFID signalisapproxim ately e�t
2

,

while the echo decaysaccording to e��
3

.

W e applied this generalrelationship between noise and decoherence to

the case ofa localized electron spin in isotopically engineered silicon,where

them agneticnoiseism ainly dueto thedipolar
uctuation ofspin-1/2lattice

nuclei.The nuclearspin noise spectrum wascalculated from a pair-
ip-
op

m odel,resultingin alinearcom bination ofsharp transitions(deltafunctions).

Theecho decay dueto thesesharp transitionsisidenticalto theonederived

by the lowestorder cluster expansion [21].Next,we showed how to obtain

a sm ooth noise spectrum by adding broadening to these transitionsusing a

m ean-�eld approach.Theresulting noisespectrum wasfound to be strongly

non-m onotonic,hencequalitatively di�erentfrom theusualLorentzian spec-

trum ofa G auss-M arkov m odel.This structured noise spectrum is able to

explain the non-M arkovian dynam ics (� e��
2:3

) observed in electron spin

echo experim ents for phosphorus doped silicon.W e com pared the theories

with and without broadening to two sets ofexperim entaldata,for natural

and isotopically enriched silicon.The agreem entwasquite good fornatural

silicon,butnotasgood for29Sienriched sam ples.

It is interesting to com pare our results to the set ofnon-G aussian phe-

nom enologicaltheoriesproposed a long tim e ago by K lauderand Anderson

[14].These authors classi�ed spectraldi�usion behavior in two groups,de-

pending on the nature ofthe interactions causing m agnetic noise.In \T1
sam ples" the m agnetic noise iscaused by non-resonantspins
uctuating in-

dividually (e.g.,due to phonon em ission).O n the other hand the m agnetic

noiseat\T2 sam ples"iscaused by them utualinteraction ofthenon-resonant

spins (For exam ple,a nuclear spin bath weakly coupled to the lattice is

a \T2 sam ple" because the longitudinalnuclear spin relaxation tim e T n
1 is

m uch longerthan thetransverserelaxation tim eT n
2 ).K lauderand Anderson

showed thatechodecaybehaviorin avarietyofT1 sam plescould bedescribed

by a M arkovian theory by m aking assum ptions aboutthe generalshape of

the distribution of
uctuations at any given tim e.W hile a G auss-M arkov

m odelleadsto echodecay oftheform � e��
3

,a Lorentz-M arkovm odelleads

to e��
2

behavior,and interm ediatenon-G aussian distributionsresultin e��
n

with n between two and three.Later,Zhidom irov and Salikhov [36]showed

thatsim ilarbehaviorcan beobtained in T1 sam plescom posed ofadilutedis-
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tribution ofm agneticim purities
uctuating accordingto a random telegraph

noisem odel(M arkovian with a non-G aussian distribution).

Nevertheless the problem of echo decay behavior in \T2 sam ples" re-

m ained open.It was found em pirically by m any authors (see [11]and ref-

erences therein) that echo decay behavior in \T2 sam ples" is usually well

�tted to the expression � e��
2

,and the Lorentz-M arkov m odelofK lauder

and Anderson was often invoked as a phenom enologicalexplanation.Here

we show thatthisbehaviorcan be derived m icroscopically from a G aussian

m odelthat takes into accountthe non-M arkovian evolution ofthe coupled

nuclearspin bath.The resulting behaviorfound by us[e��
2:3

]isnotdue to

a short tim e approxim ation [the short tim e behavior for each pair is actu-

ally given by e��
4

,see Eq.(96)].In order to explain these experim ents we

m ustconsiderthecollective�nitetim eevolution ofalargenum berofnuclear

spins[notethatthecharacteristicfrequency of
uctuation fora pair
ip-
op

E + � = 2

q

b2ij + � 2
ij getsrenorm alized tovaluesm uch largerthan thedipolar

interaction bij when thenuclearspinsaresubjecttostronghyper�neinhom o-

geneities� ij = (A i� Aj)=4].Thistheoreticalexplanation opensthe way to

novelm icroscopicinterpretationsofa seriesofpulse electron spin resonance

experim ents,where the electron spin m ay be viewed as a spectrom eter of

low frequency m agneticnoisedueto a largenum berofnuclearspinsorother

m agneticm om ents.Forexam ple,arecentexperim ent[37]revealed thatm ag-

neticnoisefrom thesurfacem ustplay a roleon spin echo decay ofantim ony

im puritiesim planted in isotopically puri�ed silicon (with a very low density

of29Sinuclearspinsin the bulk).

There are m any open questionsthatdeserve furtherinvestigation.First,

whatisthe contribution ofhigherordernuclearspin transitionsto thenoise

spectrum ? Thisquestion m ay be answered by going beyond the sim ple pair


ip-
op m odelassum ed here,in a sim ilar fashion as the cluster expansion

developed in [21],or using an alternative linked cluster expansion for the

spin G reen’s function [39].Another interesting open question is the design

ofoptim alsequencesforsuppressing the e�ectsofnuclearspin noisein elec-

tron spin evolution,as was done for the random telegraph noise m odelin

Ref.[40].This is particularly im portantin the contextofspin-based quan-

tum com putation.The e�ciency ofa Carr-Purcellsequence in suppressing

the electron spin coherencedecay due to a nuclearspin bath wasconsidered

both in the fram ework ofa sem iclassicalm odel(seeRef.[38],wheretherole

ofnuclear spins greater than 1/2 was also considered) and using a cluster

expansion approach [41].Recently,itwasshown thatthe electron m ediated

inter-nuclearcoupling[Eq.(70)]m ay beexploited in ordertorecoverelectron

spin coherencelostforthenuclearspin bath [42].W ewillcertainly seem any

otherinteresting developm entsin the nearfuture.
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