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1 Introduction

A Tthough the study ofelectron soin dynam ics using pulse electron spin reso—
nance is an established resesarch eld [1l], m any theoretical questions regard—
Ing the m icroscopic m echanism s for reversible and irreversble decay of spin
coherence rem ain open. R ecently, the quest towards scalable quantum com —
putation using electron spins 2] gave new in petus to pulse spin resonance,
and sparked m a pr experin ental progress tow ards control and detection of
individual electron spins in the solid state environm ent [3,(4, (3, (6, [7].

T hem icroscopicunderstanding ofthem echanism s leading to electron spin
energy and phase relaxation, and the question of how to control these pro-
cesses is central to the research e ort in spin-based quantum com putation.
T he goaloftheory isto achievem icroscopic understanding so that spin coher—
ence can be controlled either from a m aterials perspective (ie., choosing the
best nanostructure for spin m anjpulation and dynam ics) or from the design of
e cient pulse sequences that reach substantial coherence enhancem ent w ith—
out a high overhead in num ber ofpulses and energy deposition. (T he latter is
particularly in portant in the context of low tem perature experin ents w here
undesired heating from the m icrow ave excitationsm ust be avoided) .

O nehasto be carefilin order to distinguish the tim e scales characterizing
electron spin ocoherence. It is custom ary to introduce three tin e scales, Ty,
T, , and T, . For localized electron spins, these tin e scales usually di er by
m any orders of m agniude, because each is dom inated by a di erent phys-
ical process. T; is the 1=e decay tin e for the spin m agnetization along the
extemalm agnetic eld direction.A s an exam ple, T1; of a phosphorus donor
In purity In silicon is of the order of a thousand seconds at low tem peratures
and m oderate magnetic elds (I = 4K and B = 03 T) [8]. These Iong
T, ’s are explained by noting that the spin-orbit interaction produces a an all
adm xture of spin up/down states; the electron-phonon interaction couples
these adm ixtures leading to % / B> at low tem peratures [9,[10]. T, is gen—
erally long because a spin— Ip In a magnetic eld requires energy exchange
w ith the lattice via phonon em ission. The tin e scales T, and T, are nstead
related to phase relaxation, and hence do not require transm ission of energy
to the Jattice.Here T, isthe 1/e decay tin e of the precessing m agnetization
In a free induction decay FID) experinent (=2 t measure, where =2
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denotes a spin rotation around the x axis). Hence T, is the decay tim e of
the total in-plane m agnetization of an ensem ble of spins separated in goace
ortime (g. a group of In purities separated In space, or the tin e-averaged
m agnetization ofa single spin, as discussed in section[2.3 below ) . For a phos—
phorus im purity in natural silicon, T, 20 ns due to the distrdbution of
frozen hyper ne elds, that are tim e-independent w ithin the m easurem ent
w indow ofthe experin ent. The T, decay is reversble, because the ensemble
In-plane m agnetization is aln ost com pletely recovered by applying a soin-—
echo pulse sequence. In this review we de ne T, as the 1/e decay tin e of a
Hahn echo ( =2 echo) . T he irreversble decoherence tine T is
caused by uncontrolled tin e dependent uctuationsw ithin each tin e interval

. For a phosphorus im purity in natural silicon, we have T, 03 msi1l],
four orders of m agnitude longer than T, .

T he discussion above clkarly indicates that the resulting coherence tim es
are critically dependent on the particularpulse sequence chosen to probe spin
dynam ics. In section[2 we show that spin coherence can be directly related to
the spectrum ofelectron spin phase uctuations and a ler fiinction appro—
prate for the particular pulse sequence. T he phase of a precessing electron
spin is a sensitive probe ofm agnetic uctuations. T his gives us the opportu—
nity to tum the problem around and view pulse electron spin resonance as a
pow erful toolenabling the study of low frequency m agnetic uctuations aris—
Ing from com plex m any-body soin dynam ics in the environm ent surrounding
the electron spin.

A particularly strong source ofm agnetic noise arisesdue to the presence of
nuclear spins in the sam ple. It is In fact no surprise that the dom inantm echa—
nign for nuclear soin echo [12]] and electron soin echo decay [13,/11] has long
been related to the presence of non-resonant nuclear spin species uctuat-
ing nearby the resonant spin. N evertheless, the theoretical understanding of
these experin entsw as traditionally centered at phenom enologicalapproaches

[14,115], whereby the electron phase is described as a M arkovian stochastic
process w ith free param eters that can be tted to experim ent (this type of
process has been traditionally denoted spectraldi usion, since the soin res—
onance frequency uctuates along the resonance spectrum in a sin ilar way
that a B row nian particle di uses In real space).

Recently, we embarked on an e ort aim ed at understanding the m ech—
anisn of electron spin coherence due to nuclear spins from a fully m icro-
scopic point ofview . In Reference [L6] we developed a sem iclassicalm odel for
electron soin echo decay based on the assum ption that the relevant nuclear
soin dynam ics results from pair \ Ip- ops", where the spin of two nuclei lo—
cated close to each other is exchanged due to theirm utualdipolar interaction
Fig.[d).The ip- op processes kad to uctuations in the nuclear spin hyper—

ne eld seen by the localized electron (eg., a donor In puriy or a quantum
dot In a sam iconductor). The sam iclassical theory is based on the assum p-
tion that each 1ip— op can be descrbed by a random telegraph noise process
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Fig.1.Theelctron spin ofa donor In puriy in silicon is sensitive to the m agnetic
noise produced by nuclkar spins w ithin its wave finction.W hen two *°Si isotopes
are close to each other, their nuclear spin statesm ay dip— op due to theirmutual
dipolar interaction. These I op events produce tin e dependent uctuations in
the electron’s hyper ne eld, lading to phase relaxation and spin echo decay.

(@ phenom enological assum ption), but w ith relaxation param eters that can

be derived theoretically from a m icroscopic theory based on the nuclkar spin
dipolarevolution. T herefore this theory describes the irreversible decay of the
e ective hyper ne eld produced by a pair of nuclkar spins on the electron
spin. C om parison w ith experi ent [11, (17, [18, [19, [20] suggested reasonable
order of m agnitude agreem ent for the 1/e echo decay tine W ithin a factor
of 3) but poor qualitative agreem ent for the tin e dependence of the echo
envelope. T he next step was to develop a fullquantum theory for the nuclear
spin dynam ics a ecting the electron spin. In reference [21]] a cluster expan—
sion m ethod w as developed to calculate echo decay due to the closed-system
dynam ics of a group of dipolar coupled nuclkar soins, w thout any stochastic
assum ption about the nuclear spin dynam ics. At lowest order In this cluster
expansion the qualitative and quantitative agreem ent w ith experin entaldata
was quite good.

Th section [4 we develop a fully m icroscopic theory for the nuclear spin
noise spectrum arising due to pair Ip— ops induced by the internuclar
dipolar interaction. This allow s us to give an elegant and sin ple derivation
of the Iowest order clister expansion results of Ref. 21]] and to interpret
these results from the point ofview ofnon-equilborium statisticalm echanics.
The full noise spectrum is expressed as a sum of delta-finction contribu-
tions corresponding to isolated pair Ip— op transitions.W e then show that
Irreversibility can be incorporated into the pair Ip— op processes by adding
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broadening to these sharp transitions, in a m ean— eld like approach. U sing
the m ethod ofm om ents we are abl to calculate these broadenings exactly
(@t In nite tem perature). W e show explicit num erical results for the noise
spectrum a ecting a donor im purity in silicon and com pare the im proved
theory w ith echo decay experin ents in natural [L8] and nuclar-spin-enriched
sam ples [L9].

2 N oise, relaxation, and decoherence

W hen the coupling between the soin qubit and the environm ent isweak, we
m ay w rite a linearized e ective H am iltonian of the form

1 1 X

H(t)=§B z t “q ) gi @)

> a
q= X;yiz
whereB k 2 isa static (tin e ndependent) m agnetic eld, isa gyrom agnetic
ratio in unitsof (sG) ! e seth = 1 so that energy has units of frequency),
q or g = x;y;z are the Pauli m atrices describbing qubit observables and

"¢ (©) represents the environm ental (bath) degrees of freedom .

2.1 The Bloch-W angsnessR ed eld m aster equation

In oxder to describe the long-tin e dynam ics we may take the Il it t !

1 . Such an approxin ation is appropriate provided t cr where . isa
typical correlation tim e orbath uctuations (aterwe w illde ne . properly
and relax the long tim e approxin ation). In this case soin dynam ics can be
described by the B loch-W angsnessR ed eld theory. T he average values ofthe
P auli operator satisfy a M aster equation (for a derivation see section 5.11 of
Ref. 23)])

dh i B h i 1h iz ! h (iR ! h iy )
—h i= i — — — iy,
dt T, * Tox * T2y Y
w ith
1 X h i
— = — S;+ B)+ S B) ; 3
T > q ) q( ) 3)
a= X7y
i
— == S,+ B)+ S,( B)+ S,0); 4)
Tox 2 )
1 h i
— = —- Sy B)+ Sx( B) + S5;(0): ©)
Toy 2

H ere the noise spectrum is de ned as
Z

Sa(t)= - e "y () "y 0)idt: ©6)

1
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In Egs. @), @), B) weassume h"; () %0 (0)i= 0 Hrg$ o. These equations
are the generalization of Fem i’s golden rule for coherent evolution. From
Eq. @) wemay show that the coherence am plitude h 4 ij= h x + 1 yiF2
In a FID experin ent decays exponentially w ith a rate given by

1 1 1 1 1

— =z —+t—— =—+ 5;0): (7)

T, 2 Ty Tay 2T,

In contrast, T; is the tine scale forh ,1i to approach equilbriim , ie., T; is
the energy relaxation tin e. A ccording to Eq. [@) we have T, 2T; . Note
that T; depends on the noise spectrum only at frequencies + B and B,
a statem ent of energy conservation. P ositive frequency noise can be inter-
preted as processes w here the qubit decays from " to # and the environm ent
absorbsan energy quantum B , while negative frequency noise refersto qubit
excitation (from # to ") when the environm ent em itsa quantum B .The cor-
relation tine . can be Ioosely de ned as the inverse cuto for Sy (!), ie.,
for ! 1= . wemay approxin ate Sy (! ) 0.

The M aster equation Eq. [2)] leads to a sin ple exponential tin e depen—
dence for all qubi observables. A ctually this is not true In m any cases of
Interest, ncluding the case ofa phosphorus In puriy in silicon where this ap-
proxin ation ails com pletely (for SiP the observed free nduction decay is ap—
proximatelyexp [ (=T, )?],whilketheechocanbe ttedtoexp [ @ =T,)??)).
The problem lies in the fact that thet ! 1 assum ption averages out nite
frequency uctuations;notethatT, di ersfrom T; only via staticnoise [S; (0)
in Eq. [@)].2A large num ber of pulse spin resonance experin ents are sensitive
to nite frequencies only fthe m ost notable exam ple is the soin echo, which
is able to rem ove S, (0) com plktely]. T herefore one m ust develop a theory
for coherent evolution that includes nite frequency uctuations.A nalytical
results can be derived if we have %y = 0 for g = x;y (the pure dephasing
Iim i) and *, is distrdbuted according to G aussian statistics.Form any realis-
tic problem s the pure dephasing lin it tums out to be a good approxin ation
to describe phase relaxation.A comm on situation is that the neglected com —
ponents Sy, (! ) aremuch am aller than S, (! ) for positive frequencies m uch
an aller than the qubit energy splitting.Forexam ple, in the case ofa localized
electron spin in a sem iconductor, Sx;y () / ! 5 due to the com bihation ofthe
spin-orbit and electron phonon interactions [L0].A sa result, Sy;y (1) S, (1)
as! ! 0.The Gaussian approxin ation is described below .

2.2 Finite frequency phase uctuations and coherence decay in
the G aussian approxim ation

In m any cases of interest, the environm entalvariable %, isa sum over several
dynam ical degrees of freedom , and m easurem ent outcom es for the operator
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~, may assum e a continuum ofvaliesbetween 1 and +1 E In those situ—
ations we often can resort to the C entral lin it theorem which states that the
statistics for outcom es  © ©llow s a G aussian distrbution,

®

1
A - 0 .
PI0= "1= 19—2 &P S ®)

with a stationary (tin e independent) variance given by % = h™? (t)i. Here
Mi= Trf"3Ag is a them al average taken over allbath degrees of freedom
(s / e®s7* T is the canonical density m atrix fr the bath). W e also
assum e h™, (t)i= 0, since any constant drift in the noise can be incorporated
In thee ective B eld.

Ourproblem isgreatly sin pli ed ifwe relate the operator *, to a G aussian
stochasticprocess °(t) in the ollow ngway.Foreach tinet, °() corresponds
to a classical random variable, that can be interpreted as the outcom e of
m easurem ents perform ed by the qubit on the environm ent. This allow s us
take averages over the bath states using Eq. [8). Note that the statem ent
\G aussian" noise refers speci cally to the distribution of noise am plitudes,
that is not necessarily related to the spectrum of uctuations (see below).

Our sinpli ed e ective Ham iltonian leads to the follow Ing evolution op—
erator frecallthat we set ",y 0in Eq.[)]

-Rt o 0 i t 0,0 0 5
U o) =e’ o g2 B8 O0€0 _ o2 .BHX ©, ()
where we de ne
Z t
X )= o )atl: 10)

0
Here the subscript  em phasizes that this operator is a functional of the tra—
fctory °%).Thee ect ofthe distribution oftrafctories ° can be described
by assum ing the qubit evolves according to the density m atrid

X

© = pU (0) oUY (0); 11)

where p denotes the appropriate weight probability for each environm ental
tra gctory and ¢ is the t = 0 densiy m atrix for the qubit. T he coherence
envelope at tin e t averaged over all possible noise tra fctories is then

= p Tr UY(0) +U 0) ¢

'Anin portant exception isthe observation of ndividualrandom telegraph noise
uctuators in nanostructures (in this case ~ = Y assum es only two discrete val-
ues). T his results In In portant non-G aussian features in qubit evolution.
2T his assum ption isequivalent to the K raus representation in the theory ofopen
quantum system s.
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X .
=Bt pe* ®rrf, g
= X ©ieBitrre 097 2)
whereweused the dentity ' # ,e? = = &' | .Herethe doubk average

h ii denotes a quantum m echanical average over the qubit basis plus an en-

sam ble average over the noise tra gctories O(t) .W e can evaluate the coherence
am plitude explicitly by noting that the random variablk X (t) = Ot 0% at® is

also described by a G aussian distrdbution, but w ith a tin e dependent variance
given by = I 2 (t)i. T herefore we have

Z 1 2
1 5
Pl 4 e 21X = ¥ 1, 13)
1 2 ¢
wih  given by
Z ¢ Z ¢
2 _ 0 0 :
£ = dg dbh ") ()i
b Y
Z t t

=2 a drh °c + £%=2) °c  £2)i

=2 & s Oa: 14)

Here we introduced the tin e dependent correlation fiinction S % = h °(T +
t=2) %0  £=2)i= h % (0)i, that is ndependent of a tin e translation T
by virtue of the stationariy assum ption.B ased on the discussion above, it is
naturalto include quantum noise e ects by m aking the identi cation

s=h"® °Mi! by O 0)i: 15)

It is straightrward to generalize Egs. [I3) and [[4) ©r echo decay. In—
stead of free evolution (denoted free Induction decay in m agnetic resonance),

consider the H ahn echo given by the sequence =2 echo.Here
the notation \ =2" denotes a perfect, nstantaneous 90 spin rotation around
the x-axis (described by the operator e 7 x).The notation \ " m eans

the soin is allowed to evolve freely ora tim e interval .\ " denotesa 180
soIn rotation around the x-axis, also referred asa \ pulse" (this is described
by the operatore 7 %= iy).The initial =2 pulse prepares the qubit in
the state ¢ = j+ iy + j affer which i is allowed to evolve freely for tine

,when the -pulse isapplied.A fter this pulse the qubit is allowed to evolve
fora tin e interval again, after which the coherence echo is recorded.H ence
the evolution operator is given by

Upann @ )=U @ ; )( 1ix)U(;0): 16)
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T he sam e procedure leading to Eq. [I4) isnow repeated in orderto calculate
the m agnitude of the H ahn echo envelope at t= 2 .The quantum average is
given by

hy )1I=Tr UY(;0@)UY@Q ;) +UR ; )( 1)U (;0) ¢
v i 7 AR+ )]
=Tr U*(;0) x + xU (;0) o
R 0 0,0
=Tr & BT ©lgviio u(;0
iR2 a’B+ '] i d'B+ (Y]
= e e’ o Trf 09: @a7)
T herefore the doubl average can be conveniently w ritten as
iB R, s &%) at? iR2 s %at®
hh ; 2 )ii= e 0 e o Trf 097 18)

w ith the introduction ofan auxiliary echo function s(t) .ForH ahn echo s (t) =
1if0 t< ands(t)= 1ift> .Notethatthe rsttem i Eq.[d8) is
exactly equalto one, because the Hahn echo is abl to com pletely refocus a
constant m agnetic ld. It is convenient to introduce the noise spectrum in

Eq. @8) viast) = e¥ts(1)d! in order to get the Hllow ing expression
for the coherence envelope
Z

Jh + ©iij= exp dal S(F &!) ¢ 19)

1
Herewe de nea Iter function that depends on the echo sequence s %),
Z € Z ©

F @)= dt’s %) dPs ) cost © O)1: 20)
0 0

For free induction decay [s (t) l]we have

1sin? (! t=2)
Fep (G!)= -————; @1)
2 (1=2)
while for the Hahn echo
1sn? (¢ =2)
Fuann @ j!)= S————— @2)
2 (1=4)

Note that Fyann @ ;0) = 0. The Hahn echo Iers out tem s proportional
to §(0) In qubi evolution, this is equivalent to the well known rem oval of
Inhom ogeneous broadening by the echo. Any spin resonance sequence con-—
taining instantaneous =2 or -pulses (hot necessarily equally spaced) can be
m apped Into an appropriate echo function s(t).An in portant exam pl is the
class of C arr-P urcell sequences that can be used to enhance coherence.
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G eneral results for the short tim e behavior

W em ay derive Interesting results when the tin edependent correlation fiinc—
tion S (t) is anaktic at t= 0. In this case we m ay expand around t= 0 to
obtain

Z
st=h"0 "0i= dle*tg()
1
® 1
T Y ©3)
@n)!
n=0
w ith the 2n-th m om ent of the noise spectrum de ned as
Z
M o, = drs(hw®: 4)

1

Hence ifS (t) isanalyticat t= 0, wemust haveM ,, < 1 foralln, ie. the
noise spectrum has a wellde ned high frequency cut-o . It is in portant to
keep In m ind that the assum ption of analyticity at t = 0 is actually quite
restrictive. Physically, only M g < 1 is required, so that S (0) < 1 (this is
the noise power orm ean square deviation for °).In portant exam pleswhere
S () isnotanalyticatt= 0 include the G aussM arkovm odeldescribed below
BeeEq. [27)].

Ifthe t= 0 expansion exists we m ay Inm ediately obtain the short tine
behaviors for the free induction decay and H ahn echo:

R 2

drsq )%sj.n (! t=2)

(1=2)2 e ; 25)
R 4

dls‘(l)%sm (! =2)

th y 2 )idgann = € (=2 e

h, Olrp = e

4 6

M °, ©6)

1
M2

The short tin e behavior described by Egs. [28), [26) is universal or noise
spectra possessing a high frequency cuto . Note the strking di erence in
tin e dependence: For free nduction decay the coherence behaves as et’ ’
while fora Hahn echowehave e  .This happens because the H ahn echo

is Independent of the m ean square deviation M ( = S (0).

Exam ple: The G aussM arkov m odel

T he sin plest m odel of B row nian m otion assum es a phenom enological corre—
Jation function that decays exponentially in tin e,

St = ‘exp( FFo)i @7)

where . is a correlation tim e that describes the \m em ory" of the environ—
mental nojseﬁ This model is useful eg. In liquid state NM R in order to

M any authors use the tem inology \M arkovian dynam ics" to denote evolution
w ithout mem ory, ie. the Imit . ! 0 in Eq. 27). This 1in it can be taken by
setting ! 1 wih 2 . hed nite.In that casswe have S (t) ! 2 t)
resulting in a \white noise" spectrum andh + i/ e ©.
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calculate the linew idths of a m olecule di using across an inhom ogeneous
m agnetic eld.In that case, becom esthe typical eld inhom ogeneity, while
the \speed" fordi usion is ofthe orderof = ..The resulting environm ental
noise spectrum [Fourier transform ofEq. [27)] is a Lorentzian, given by

2 . 1

S()= —
¢ oP+ 1

(@8)

W e start by discussing free induction decay.U sing Eqgs. [18) and [27) w ith
st =1, weget
n h io

th . ©il}p, = exp 2=+ e¥T e 1 29)

Fort ,Eq.[29 lkadsto

th, Oilgp e % (30)
Tn this regin e, the correlation finction Eq. [27) can be approxin ated by a
delta function, and the decay is a sin ple exponential signaling that a M aster
equation approach is appropriate Eq. [2)]. T he coherence tim e is given by
T, = 1=( ? ). Interestingly, as . ! Owith nie, T, ! 1 .Thisphe
nom enon isknow n asm otionalnarrow ing, inspired by them otion ofm olecules
In a eld gradient. The faster the m olecul is di using, the narrower is is
resonance lne.Now we look at the low frequency noise lin i, t <. This
leads to

2.2

t

+h, Oilfp e? e T2, 31)

Th contrast to Eq. [30), the decay di ers from a sin ple exponential and is
Independent of .. This result is equivalent to an average over ap ensem bk
ofqubits at any speﬁi_c tin et (ih other words, the linew idth = 2 and de-
phasingtine T, = 2= are a consequence of Inhom ogeneous broadening).
T herefore the coherence decay is com pletely independent of the environm en—
talkinetics. A s we shall see below , this decay is to a lJarge extent reversble
by the H ahn echo.

T he H ahn echo decay is calculated from Egs. [I9), 22)), and 28) leading
to

n h io
M+ 2 )ilgann = exp 22 2=_ 3+4e”° e*7° : (32
For c we again have m otionalnarrow ing, hh + (2 )iigann e <2 ,a

result identicalto FID Eq. [30)] ifwe set t = 2 . This occurs because the
noise tra gctories are com pletely uncorrelated before and after the -pulse,
that plays no role in this lim it. For c Wweget

3 3

|N

7 P )

(0]
.
N

kh + (2 )jj-Hahn e (33)
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Tn drastic contrast to free induction decay, Eq. [33) depends crucially on
the kinetic variable .. The tine scale T, for 1/e decay of Hahn edqcﬂ is
considerably Ionger than T, when ce

A train ofH ahn echoes: The C arr-P urcell sequence and coherence
control

Consider the sequence =2 [ echggpeat . It consists of the appli-
cation ofa -pulse every odd multiple of , wih the observation of an echo
ateven multiplesof ,ie.att= 2n HOrn jntegerﬁlnthe]jmjt c the

n-th echo envelope can be approxin ated by a product ofn Hahn echoes,

2 2n
T eff

th. @n )ilep thy @ )i, e 7 7 ey 34)

with TS T, [,=Q )F.As isdecreased below T, the e ective coherence
tine TS iIncreases proportionalto 1= 2. TherePre a train of Hahn echoes
can be usad to controldecoherence.Rewriting Eq. B4) with t 2n weget
TS = (n)?7T;, show ing that the scaling of the enhanced coherence tim e
w ith the number of -pulses is sub-linear. The train of -pulses spaced by
¢ € ectively averagesout the noise, because within much shorter than
< the noise appears to be tin e-independent.

Loss of visibility due to high frequency noise

In order to understand the rol of high frequency noise, consider the m odel
Lorentzian noise gpectrum peaked at frequency with a broadening given
by 1= dr

2 1
d
Sy (1) = —: (35)
R EEE!
Using Egs. [I9) and [2I) and assum ing 1= 4 weget
) #
Fh o ©iij exp 2 — 1 e ¢cost (36)

T herefore high frequency noise leads to loss of visbility for the coherence
oscillations. T he loss of visbility is initially oscillatory, but decays exponen—
tially to a xed contrast for t 4 - For com parison consider the G aussian
m odel,

“In the electron spin resonance literature the 1=e decay tin e of a H ahn echo is
often denoted Ty .Here follow the spintronics tem inology and use T, for the 1=e
decay of H ahn echo, and T, for 1=e decay of FID in the low frequency regin e.

50 ne can m ake the C arr-P urcell sequence robust against pulse errors by alter—
nating the phase of the -pulses, see eg. the CarrP urcellM eboom -G ill sequence
23].
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2 (| )2

Se (1) = pﬁ &P o 37)
For we get
A\l 5 #
th, ©i} ep 2 — 1 e? “cost 38)

N ote that the di erence betw een the G aussian and the Lorentzian m odels lies
In the tim e dependence of the approach to a xed contrast.D eviations from
Lorentzian behavior m ay be assigned to non-exponential decays of the co—
herence envelope. A lthough Egs. [36), [38) were calculated for free induction
decay, it is also a good approxin ation for Hahn echoes in the lim it 1= .

2.3 Single spin m easurem ent versus ensem ble experim ents:
D i1 erent coherence tim es?

R ecently single shot detection ofthe spin ofa single electron in a G aA s quan—
tum dot was dem onstrated [4], and the H ahn echo decay ofthe singlet-triplet
transition In a double quantum dot was m easured [/]. A 1so, spin resonance
of a single spin center in the Si/S10, interface was detected through time
averaged current uctuations [9]. T hese state of the art experin ents should
be contrasted w ith the traditional spin resonance m easurem ents w here the
m icrow ave excitation ofa sam ple containing a large num ber of localized spins
isprobed.N aturally the follow ing question arises:A re the coherence tin es ex—
tracted from an ensem ble m easurem ent any di erent from the ones obtained
In single spin experin ents?

T he answ erto this question is related to the ergodicity ofthe environm ent
producing noise, ie., whether tin e averages are equal to ensam ble averages.
Even when single shot read-out of a quantum degree of freedom is possible,
one must repeat each m easurem ent several tim es, In order to ocbtain good
average values for the observables. For exam ple, m easurem ents of the state
of a single spin yields two possible outcom es and one m ust tin eaverage an
ensem ble of identical qubit evolutions in order to obtain an average value
that re ects the correct outcom e probabilities (In R ef. [4]], each average value
resulted from 600 read-out traces). T he presence of phase uctuation w ih
correlation tim e . sm aller than the typical averaging tin e in plies soin pre—
cession w ith distinct frequencies for read-out traces separated In tin e. This
may lead to strong free induction decay (low T,) in a single shot read-out
m easuram ent, see Fig.[2. T his was indeed observed in the double-dot exper—
im ents of Petta et al [/].

T he free Induction decay tine T, in ensemble experin entsm ay be quite
di erent from single-spoin experin ents. T his is because the spatial separation
ofspinsadds severalnew contributionsto zero frequency noise.T hese Include
soatially Inhom ogeneousm agnetic elds, g-factors, and strains. H ow ever, all
these contrbutions are rem oved by a Hahn echo sequence, that Iters out
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(a) Ensemble of spatially separated qubits

%00

T =
T T

(b) Time average of a single qubit
t'>>t
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Fig.2. (@) A Tradiional spin resonance experin ent probes the coherent evolution
ofan ensem ble of spatially separated spins.T he spins can be separated into di erent
\packets" w ith sim ilar resonance frequencies, each packet w ith linew idth 2=T,.A
free induction decay m easurem ent is sensitive to the broadened linew idth 2=T, .A
spin echo is needed in order to reveal the intrinsic linew idth 2=T,. (o) A sim ilar

situation applies to single spin experin ents sub Ect to low frequency noise, because
each tin e ensam ble m ay have a di erent resonance frequency

environm ental uctuations w ith frequencies am aller than 1= . Therefore we
expect the spin echo decay tine T, for a spatialensem ble and a single spin
to be sim ilar, provided the m echanian s for nie frequency noise do not
vary wildly for spatially separated soins, and the environm ent a ecting each
Individual spin is ergodic within the average tin e scale (sim ilar reasoning
applies for T1, which is determ ined by high frequency noise ! = B).

The G aussian theory of decoherence described here is appropriate for
ergodic environm ents. It would be very interesting to explore m odel system s
both experin entally and theoretically in order to search for detectable non—
ergodic e ects in ocoherent evolution.

3 E lectron spin evolution due to nuclear spins: Isotropic
and anisotropic hyper ne interactions, internuclear
couplings and the secular approxim ation

A Jocalized electron spin coupled to a lattice of interacting nuclear spins
provides a suitable m odel system for the m icroscopic description of environ—
mental uctuations a ecting coherent evolution. H ere we describbe a m odel
appropriate for localized electron spins In sam iconductors, and discuss som e
approxin ations that can be made in a m oderate m agnetic eld (typically
larger than the inhom ogeneous broadening linew idth, B > 0:1 T).
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3.1 The electron—nuclear spin H am iltonian

The fullH am iltonian for a sihgle electron interacting w th N nuclear spins is
given by 3]

H=HeZ+HnZ+Hen+HOen+Hnn: (39)

Here the Zeam an energies for electron and nuclkar spins are regpectively

1
Hep = E eB 2 (40)
X
Hpz = nB Tiz s 41)
where = (4; y; ) Isthe Paulim atrix vector representing the electron

spin, and I; is the nuclear spin operator for a nucleus located at position R ;
w ith respect to the center of the electron wave function. ForB = 1 T we
have .B 10'Hzwhike ,B 16 Hz.Thee n coupling takesplace due
to isotropic and anisotropic hyper ne interactions. T he isotropic hyper ne
Interaction is given by
1X
Hen = E AJiSOIi 7 42)
i
w ith contact hyper ne interaction
. 8 )

A= = w0 a3 R DT 43)
where o = e=mec) = 176 10 (5) ! is the gyrom agnetic ratio for a
free electron and (r) is the electron’s wave function. T ypical values of A Jlso
varies from Aiso 10 Hz ©orR ;= 0 (at the center ofa donor in puriy wave
finction) toAiso 0 orR; much larger than the im puriy Bohr radiis. T he
anisotropic hyper ne interaction reads

0 1X
Bea=5 L 4 (44)
i
w ith an anisotropic hyper ne tensor given by
Z
2r 3X1X Im
0 3 m
; = h Jdrj@ R; — 45

ADm = e n 3 ¢ B - = ;e 45)
where ry = e°=( %) is the classical electron radius. Note that Egs. [42)
and [44) are rst order perturbative corrections in the electron coordinate r.
F inally, the nuclearnuclar dipolar coupling reads

n #

X 1, 4 3@ R)T; R
3 5
R:.Lj R:.Lj

; (46)

i< j
whereR ;5 = R; Rj isthe distance between two nuclei. T he typicalenergy
scale rEq. [46) isa f&w K H z for nearest-neighbors in a crystal.
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The fill Ham iltonian Eq. [39) is a fom idable m any-body problem . Tt
is particularly hard to study because of the lack of symm etry. In order to
study theoretically the quantum dynam ics of an electron sub ct to a large
num ber of nuckar spins we need to truncate Eq. [39).Here we discuss som e
sin pli cations appropriate for B > 0:1 T, a condiion typically satis ed in
several experim ents. The rst approxin ation arises when we note that the
electron Zeem an energy istypically 10° tin es Jargerthan the nuclkar Zeem an
energy. For B > 100 G the form er is much larger than Aiso, therefore the
electron spin cannot be \ ipped" by the action of the hyper ne interaction.
In otherwords, \real" e n Ip— op transitions get inhibited at these elds
(how ever virtual transitions induced by second order processes such as H 2,
do produce visbl e ects as discussed in section [33)). This consideration
allow s us to approxin ate the isotropic hyper ne interaction to a diagonal
form (secular approxin ation),

Hen = , AFI,: @7)

T he anisotropichyper ne interaction containsa sin ilar diagonalcontribution
In addition to pseudo-secular tem s of the form ,I; . These tem s lead
to in portant echo m odulations of the order of ~ @J= ,B)? 01 1 fPor
m oderatem agnetic elds B 041 lT).Todemethesetenns,assumef)as

the direction of the m agnetic eld and substitute ! ZB in Eq. [@4). The
resul is
0 1 X 0 0 0 .

H "en 5 2 Aj_inz+Ai? Iy +AL L ; 48)
w here

A% =2 A% 49)

1h i
A(i)?=52 ARb+rip RDH: 50)

For som e lattice sites (closer to the center of the donor in purity) A(.l)? isa
reasonable fraction ofthe nuclkar soin Zeeam an energy (even orB 1 Tesh),
and as a consequence the precession axis of these nuclar spins w ill depend
on the state ofthe electron, producing strong m odulations in the nuclar spin
echo signal 24]. For the electron spin Eq. [48) produces sn allm odulations
observed at the shortest tim e scales in the echo decay envelope [L9]. F nally,
we can neglect contrlbutions to Eq. [4d) that do not conserve nuclear spin
Zeem an energy,

Hnn * by @+ Iy + I I 4L, 15,) ; (1)
i< 3
w ith
by = } Zh%- (52)
’ 4 " R3,
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Here ;5 isthe angle form ed by theapplied B eld and the vectorR ;3 linking
the two nuclkar spins i; j. T his leads to an in portant ordentation dependence
of coherence tin es.

3.2 E lectron—nuclear spin evolution in the secular approxim ation

In the secular approxin ation Egs. [@7)-[E]) ] the electron-nuclear spin H am i
tonian is block-diagonal,

H=H, Fib*j+H FihF (53)
where Fih*jand jihtj are progctors In the electron spin up and down
subspaces respectively. Here H  contains only nuclkar soin operators and is
given by

X 1
H =Hnu, nB I, — B
s 2
1X

5 Bl + AL + AL ] (54)

i
whereA; A+ A0 and A}  A?, .Accordingly, the evolution operator
becomes U (t) = U, () Fi*j+U @) FitjwithU ) = e™ .Wecan
w rite an explicit expression for the coherences as a function of the evolution
operatorsU (t) provided the initialdensity m atrix can be w ritten in product
fom, o= oe on - T he free Induction decay is given by

hy ©Fp = TuTr UY 41U oe  on
n @)

=Tn UJU on Trf i 0g; (55)

where we used the fact that UY , U = UJU Fihjand , = FitiForthe

Hahn echo,weuseU () xU () asour evolution operator, to get
n o

hy @ )iann =Tt U'UJU Uy on Trf 09: (56)

Egs. [B8) and [Bf) are exact in the secular approxin ation, and m ake ex—
plicit the dependence of the electron’s coherence envelope In the nuckar spin
H am iltonian evolution.

Inhom ogeneous broadening due to the isotropic hyper ne
interaction

T he diagonalm odel
X 1 1X
H = nB . Iiz E eB E . AiIiz (57)
is easily solved exactly for nuclear spins initially in a product state. A ssum e
the electron spin is pointing in the + y direction, and the nuclar soin states
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are distributed random 7, each nuclki w ith equal probability of pointing up
ordown. T he free induction decay am plitude becom es
n o
Tr, UJU
Y

hy @iFrp =
h i

17 s
= ettt e
2

Lot eBte 2, (58)

where in the last line we assumed N ! 1 wih each individualA; ! O
so that the hyper ne eld can be approxin ated by a continuous G aussian
distrbution. The free induction dea:;¥ rate or iInhom ogeneously broadened

Iinew idth J'sgjyenbyTi Ams= jA?.Th:’sﬁstdecay rate should be
2

com pared to the Hahn echo:From Eq. [B6) weseethath + 2 )igann = =2,

the H ahn echo never decays. In fact, from Eq. [56) we can easily prove that

the class of H am iltonians of the orm Eq. [53) satisfying H, ;H 1= 0 have
tin e ndependent H ahn echoes given by Trf 0eg R25].

3.3 Beyond the secular approxim ation: N uclearnuclear
interactions m ediated by the electron spin hyper ne interaction

In the sections above we showed that the secular approxin ation allow s us
to decouple electron spin dynam ics from nuclear spin dynam ics com pletely.
T his approxin ation clearly does not hold at low magnetic elds, and the
problem becom es considerably m ore com plicated. T he study of electron soin
evolution sub ct to the fi1ll isotropic hyper ne interaction has attracted a
great dealofattention lately 26,127,125,128], particularly because ofa seriesof
free iInduction decay experin ents probing electron spin dynam ics in quantum

dots in the low m agnetic eld regin e [29]. In the author’s opinion the m ost
succoessfiil theoretical approach so far In the description of these experim ents
is to treat the collective nuclkear spin  eld classically by taking averages over
its direction and m agniude [R6]. Here we shall not discuss the interesting
e ectsoccurring at low elds. Instead, wew ill focus on the follow Ing question :
W hat is the threshold eld By, for the secular approxin ation to hold? For
Interm ediate B > By, (not satisfying B B ), how can the non-secular
term s be incorporated in a block diagonalH am iltonian ofthe orm Eq. [53)?

In order to answer these questions, lt’s consider the H am iltonian

H=Hy+V; (59)

Z Aj:[jz 7 (60)



18 R ogerio de Sousa

1X
V=—-  Aj(+L + Iy); (61)

where H( and V denote the secular and non-secular contributions regoec—
tively. Here we ram ove the nuclear Zeem an energy by transform ing to the
rotating fram e precessing at ,B .From Eq. [6l) we m ay be tem pted to as—
sum e that ip— op processes involving an electron and a nuclkar spin (€g.,
*#! +") are forbidden by energy conservation at elds B A;.However,
the situation ism uch m ore com plex because higher order \virtual" processes
such asV? = AGAST Iy 4 + preserve the electron spin polarization
and hencem ay have a an allenergy cost (oftheorderofA; AjforA; Ay).
A swe show below, these processes actually lead to a long-range e ective cou-
pling betw een nuclear spins, sin ilarto the RKK Y interaction between nuclear
sonsin ametal W ew illshow thisusing the original selfconsistent approach
of Shenviet al

Let § " ibe a \+ " eigenstate of the Ham iltonian Eq. [59), ie. j * i has
prim arily electron spin-up character.W ithout loss of generalty, j * i can be

w ritten as
E E

o=y T o+ 4 (62)

Because the perturbation V.  ips the polarization of the electron, the action
ofH on the electron soin-up and electron spin-dow n subspaces yields the two
sin ulaneous equations,

E E E
Ho *; 1 +V +; [ =Ey *; [ (63)
E E E
H0+;jrr +V *; I =E, +;: : (64)
E
Eq. [64) can be solved or +; | and the resulting expression inserted into
Eq. [63) yelds
E 1 E E
Ho *; | +V———V *; | =E, *; [ : 65
0 ’ E+ Ho ’ + r ( )

In the presence of an energy gap between the spin-up and sp'p—down states
(this is certainly true at high m agnetic elds satisfying B > A=), the
operator 1=E + Hy) isalwayswellde ned [30]. Because the lkeft-hand side
of Eq. [69) dependson E. , i is not a true Schrodinger equation; to obtain
E., exactly, Eq. [69) must be solved selfconsistently. However, if we use
B (e + n)B=2, then we can obtain an e ective Ham iltonian from Eq.
[63). The e ective H am iltonian in the electron spin-up subspace is

+ +
HY =Ho+ V] (66)
V*—1X AsALI ! o T 67)
N

Jik J
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W eobtain a sin ilar,butnot identical, e ective H am iltonian forthe spin-down
subspace (note the transposition ofthe I and I, operators),

H, =Ho+ V, (68)
1X 1

vV, = - ASAL T, T I (69)
4 ik (e n)B + 2 jAjIjz

Egs. [67) and [69) show that the overall coupling betw een nuclei does indeed
decrease at high elds, because the operator1=(E Hj) scales approxin ately
as 1=B . H owever, the energy cost for ip— opping two nuclki j and k is pro-
portionalto A Ay .Thus, if A4 and Ay are close In value, the nuclei can
ipo— op even at high elds.Egs. (&7)), [69) were later derived using an alter—
native canonical transform ation approach [31].
W em ay expand Egs. [67) and [69) in powers of
for the unpolarized case we have approxin ately
1 X .-
Ve - z 7134 Ik . (70)

2 S 2(et+ ,)B

jAjIjzz( B ),sothat

This e ective Ham iltonian is of the secular type Eq. (83), and satis es the
symm etry condition H 4 ;H ]= 0.Therefore a Hahn echo is abl to refocus
this interaction com pletely.

Shenviet alperform ed exact num erical calculations of electron spin echo
dynam ics in clusters of N = 13 nuclkar spins 25]. The H ahn echo envelope
was found to decay fast to a loss of contrast given by

.1 383
h,)ij = ———:
2 [(e+ )BT
T his show sthat the threshold eld for neglecting the non-secular isotropic hy—
per ne interaction in theqH ahn echo is given by the inhom ogeneously broad-
ened linew idth, By, = jA§= e 10 100 G (for a donor im purity

in silicon, By, is 1 G frnaturalsamples and 10 G ©r°Sienriched
sam pks) .

Recently, Yao et al [31] and Deng et al 28] showed that the electron—
m ediated internuclear coupling m ay be observed as a m agnetic eld de-
pendence of the free nduction decay tin e in an all quantum dots. There is
currently an interesting debate on the correct form of the tin e dependence
rFID decay.Yao et al derived the FID decay from Eq. [Z0) and obtained
h, ©i et’ ,while D eng et al carried out a fullm any-body calculation to
argue that FID scales asa power law accordingtoh , @i  1=£.

(71)
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4 M icroscopic calculation of the nuclear spin noise
spectrum and electron spin decoherence

In this section we discuss low frequency noise due to interacting nuclear spins.
For sin plicity, we assum e only isotropic hyper ne interaction. T he Inclusion
ofanisotropichyper ne interaction is considerably m ore com plicated, but can
be seen to lead to high frequency noise and echo m odulations (at frequencies
close to ,B 1¢ s! per Tesh). In the next section we provide explicit
num erical calculations for the case of a phogphorus In purity in silicon and
com pare our resuls to experin ents.

4.1 N uclear spin noise

U sing the approxin ationsE gs. [47) and [5]l) we can w rite the electron-nuclear
Ham iltonian in a form sim ilarto Eq. [). m the elkectron spoin H ibert space,
we assum e an e ective tin edependent H am iltonian of the fom
1 X
He = - B .+ - AL, 0 (72)
wih A; AP Nuclkar spin noise is in tum detem ined by the e ective
H am iltonian
X
HY = Hi; (73)

i< j

Hij= nB @i+ L)+ by Qe Iy + I Ije 4%:15)
1
+E ATz + AjIy,) 5 (74)

w here we decoupled the electron spin from the nuclear spinsby assum ing the
nuclear spin wave function evolves in the electron soin up subspace ( , ! 1).
An equally valid choice is to assume , ! 1. It tums out that this choice
does not m atter within the pair approximn ation described below . W e will
check this by noting that the nalanswer is unchanged under the operation
A ! A; forall lﬁ

For now we assum e the nuclear soins are unpolarized (T = 1 ) so that
h ;A;T;i= 0.This approxin ation w illbe relaxed below . T he tin e depen-—
dent correlation fiinction for nuclear spins is given by

°A swe shallsee below , this approxin ation leads to identicalresults asthe lowest
order cluster expansion developed In [21]]. H owever, interesting interference e ects
arise when this approxin ation is not valid. T he cluster expansion m ethod beyond
lowest order [22]] takes account of the fiill electron-nuclear evolution, therefore it
can be used to study these e ects.
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F ig. 3. Energy kevels for two nuclear spins coupled through the djpolar Interaction.
The Ip- op mechanisan corresponds to transitionsbetween the states #+ iand j i,
which are adm ixtures of J'#1 and #" states. T he anisotropic hyper ne interaction
couples states di ering by »B In energy.

* +
X X
S = AT, (B A 315, (0)
i 3
X X
= AfhL, ©I; 0)i+ A A ShT, T, )i (75)
i ;366 1)
W e now invoke a \pair approxin ation" by assum ing

hli; ©)1:; 0)1 hli; )L, 0)dss; (76)

j® 1)
hli, ©)13. )1 hE. ©) 152 0)diy; 77)
where h ;i denotes a them al average restricted to the ij H ibert space. The
operator I;, (t) is In the H eisenberg representation de ned by the two particle
Ham iltonian Eq. [74) .P lugging Egs. [78) and [77)) in Eq. [75) and reordering

term swe get
X
S () h™yy ) %5 0)dsy7 (78)
i< j
w ith
Aij = AiIiz + AjIjz: (79)

T he sam e derivation could be given for nite tem perature, when the them al
average of the hyper ne eld is non—zero. T he result is identicalto Eq. (Z8)
except for the substitution "y ! Ny o= Ny h%si. Using the de nition
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of the noise spectrum Eqg. [@)] and expanding the correlator in the energy
eigenstates of the pair H am iltonian Eq. [74) we get
X

sy)= p h3*uiifd ¢ E ) (80)
wih E = E E the energy di erence between the energy eigenstates
ji;ji,andp the (them al) occupation ofstate .T herefore the noise spec—
trum isa sum overallpossible transition frequencies induced by the operator
%3 . For nuclear spin 1=2 the ij Ham iltonian has the follow ing eigenenergies
and eigenstates (See Fig.[3)

Ewe = B g by + aiy; (81)
E, =bs+ B+ % 82)
q__
E =Dy PRy ©3)
Ey = nB by ay; (84)
Ji= coso JHi+ sino i 85)
J i= s P+ coss FY 86)
w ith
1
aij = Z(Ai"' Aj); 87)
1
5= 7 &i  Ay); (88)
K.+ 2
1] 1]
sn = g8, ©0)
1] + ?.j

U sing Egs. [B89), [84) the transition m atrix elem ent is easily ound to be

h j/;_jjf'l= 4 iijnECDSEZ 2 ijsjn : 91)

T he transition frequency is sin ply the di erence between Egs. {82) and [83),
q__

E, =2 B+ 2: 92)

T he resulting noise spectrum is therefore
. 2

(IH+4=——p. (+E, )+p (I E )];93)
K+ 4

Sy(t)= ams?

w ith a static contribution given by
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n . #
2 2 ij
AfJ® =4 @+ pglagt e+ P )m
2 32
2,
44 pyagt P )%5 : ©4)
+

i3 i3
T he free Induction decay due to this noise spectrum can be easily calcu—
lated using Eq. [I9) and the Ier finction Eq. (21)),
2 3

‘s 4 1X ms 2 5
th , (tili= exp > Al ¢
i< j
2 3
x 5, 4 1I——
exp? 2 o, + P )ﬁgs:incz K+ %4t 5;(95)
1

ij

i< 3 13 j
where sihc(x) = sih X)=x.A s expected, the FID decay is usually dom inated
by the zero-frequency noise am pliue A} ° Eq. [@4)]. The dipolar-induced
decay m ay be visble provided A} ® ismuch sm aller than the nite frequency
noise am plitudes. For exam ple, this is the case if the nuclear soins are polar-
ized, shce we have ATY ° = 0 exactly when pyy = 1 .n Eq. [94).

T he Hahn echo decay envelope is derived after integration w ith the lter
fiinction Eq. 22),

3
X 9q——
th, @ )il=exp? 8 (o +p ) 2 *snd® .+ 2 5: (96)

i3 i3 ij ij
i< j

AtT ! 1 (o =p = 1=4)Eqg. [@f) is identical to the echo decay obtained
by two com pletely di erent m ethods, viz. the low est order cluster expansion
Eqg. 0) in Ref. R1]] and the quasiparticle excitation m odel Eqg. (18) in
Ref. B1]]. A s expected, Eqg. [96) is independent of zero—frequency noise, and
is exactly equalto 1 when eitherbj; = 0 or ;5 = 0, or when the nuclar
soins are polarized (; = p = 0).

By expanding the exponent in Eqgs. [95) and [94) in powers of tine, we
nd that only even powers are present. The short tin e behavior for FID
is etz,whﬂe for Hahn echo e '.This short time approxin ation is
valid for tin es m uch shorter than the inverse cut-o frequency of the noise

spectrum obtained after sum m ing over all pairs i; j.

42 M ean eld theory ofnoise broadening: quasiparticle lifetim es

W e show ed that the noise spectrum due to ip— op transitions in the H ibert
space form ed by two nuclar soins i; j is a linear com bination of delta func—
tions. W e m ay extend this pair approxin ation to clusters larger than two,
and the num ber of delta finctions w ill grow exponentially w ith clister size



24 R ogerio de Sousa
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Fig. 4.An isolated pair of nuclar spinsw ith in nite lifetim e w ill produce a sharp
peak in the noise spectrum . The role of the m any-body interactions with other
nuclear spins is to broaden this peak and am ooth out the noise spectrum for the
collective nuclear spin excitations. Here we calculate the line broadening for each
pair Ip— op transition using a procedure sim ilarto van V leck’sm ethod ofm om ents.

[T his can be done by sistem atically increasing the size of the H ibert space
beyond a single pair i;j in Egs. [Z8) and [Z7)]. These delta finctions can
be Interpreted aswellde ned nuclar soin excitationsw ith In nite lifetin e
W ith this interpretation in m ind, it is naturalto expect that the m any-body
Interactions of the pair i; j w ith other nuclar soins w ill lim it the lifetim e of
the ip— op excitations, ie., the delta fiinctions w illbe broadened, see F ig.[4l.

W e can add broadening to the delta finctions in amean eld fashion by
using them ethod ofm om ents, which isapplicable at In nite tem perature no
nuclear soin polarization, ie. kg T 2B ). In this lim it, the noise spectrum
is w ritten as

X 1

St)= FhIwii ¢ B ©7)
where here ; denote exact m any—bodyRejgenstates of the system of N —
coupled nuclkar spins. Thenth moment !"S (! )d! can be calculated ex—
actly using the invariance of the ttaoe@ C onsider the zeroth-m om ent,

Z 4 1 X

. Sij(!)d!=2T hy3ih 571

"In Ref. BI] Y ao et alderive a sin ilar quasiparticle picture via direct calculation
of the tin e dependent correlation function for the electron spin. H owever, the au—
thors did not calculate the quasiparticle relaxation tin es. T he noise spectrum is a
natural starting point for developing a theory for quasiparticle energy broadening,
aswe show here.

®A sim ilar m ethod was used in the sem iclassical theory of spectral di usion in
order to calculate the ip— op rates for pairs of nuclar spins [16]].
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1 1
= ZTTI /\j2-j = Z A?_+ A? . (98)

A ccordingly, the second m om ent is given by

1 1 n (]
175 (dl = o Tr B %l
1
_ 1 2 2 1 2X 2 .
= SAL B BAAyt CAT D (99)
k6 i k6 3

N ote that Egs. [98) and [@9) are exact at in nite tem perature.

Themean eld approxin ation em ployed here assum es each delta fiinction
In thenoise spectrum can be approxim ated by a G aussian fiinction nom alized
to oneﬁ T he noise spectrum becom es

A\l #
1 1 1 E )2
Sy (1) “h i yjife exp > ; (100)
and the second m om ent is
z X 1
12535 (1)d! “hPyjif ? +E? (101)
12555 (1)d! 2 i3] :

1

W e now calculate the broadenings by equating Eq. [I01) wih Eq. [89).

T his procedure can be carried out exactly, since the noise spectrum hastwo
identicalpeaks Fig.[d) at frequencies E, .Thebroadening is found to be

K+ 2 X
2 1 ij 2 a2 2 2
YT 22 b A + DAY : (102)
133 ke 159

W hen 45< k;, the broadening becom es of the sam e order of m agpji:ude
asvan V leck’s second m om ent for the dipolar interaction (equalto 9 blzk
23] .For biy we have yrand 4 =E, 1. This type
of excitation is of high frequency and short lifetin e, show ing fast decay to
a am all loss of contrast as describbed by Egs. [36), [38). The broadenings
descrbe the di usion of localized nuclar spin exciations (deviations from
them alequilibbriim ) over length scales greater than the pair distance.

°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
skew ness is exactly one.W e carried out this calculation and showed that for 5 <
Ioi5 the skew ness is very close to one. O n the other hand for i3 bij the skewness
becom es large, and a better approxim ation is a Lorentzian with a cuto at the
w ings. N evertheless, by inspecting Eq. [9¢) we note that nuclear spin pairs with
i3 b5 give a m uch weaker contribution to echo decay than pairsw ith i3 k.
T herefore this G aussian t isprecisely valid form ost in portant pairs. A s discussed
in Egs. [36), [38) the di erence between a G aussian and a Lorentzian t lies in the

tin e dependence of the decay of coherence m odulations; This is e ef=2 for a

G aussian and e¥ ¢ fora Lorentzian.
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By adding broadenings to the delta functions in Eq. [03) we are ablk to
plot a am ooth noise spectrum , and study the relative contrbutions ofa large
num ber ofnuclar spinsas a function ofa continuous frequency.Them odi ed
Eqg. [B3) summ ed over all nuclkar pair contributions reads

g (B, )2 (L+E, )22
sy ot b S e et 7
2) = > P+ & tp &
s EY 53 2 2 2 2 7
X ms 2
+ Al (1): (103)

i< j
For studies of echo decay we m ay drop the delta function contribution at

zero frequency.N ote that the st part of Eq. {I03) gives an additional zero
frequency contrdbution, that isthe Im it ! ! 0 ofthe broadened spectrum .

5 E lectron spin echo decay of a phosphorus im purity in
silicon: C om parison w ith experim ent

In this section we apply our theory to a phosphorus donor in purity in bulk
silicon. W e consider both natural samples (f = 4:67% 2°Sinuclear spins)
and isotopically enriched sam ples (f = 9923% 2°Sinuclkar spins).W e show
explicit num erical calculations of the nuclear spin noise spectrum resulting
from dipolar nuclkarnuclear couplings, predict the H ahn echo envelope and
com pare our resuls w ith the experim ental data of Tyryshkin et al [L8] and
Abeetalll9].

5.1 E ective m assm odel for a phosphorus im purity in silicon

H ere the donor im purity is describbed w ithin e ective m ass theory by a K ochn—
Luttinger wave function [32],

1 X° .
©=p= Fi0ume 5 (104)
=1
2
ki = 0:85a—ﬁj;ﬁj2 £R; R;9; 9i% 29; (105)
Si .
e
&P wp? t Tmae
F1;2 (r) = P (106)
(na)? @b)

w ith envelope functions F y describing the e ective m ass anisotropies. Here
n = (0:029%vV=E;)!*? with E; being the ionization energy of the inpurity
E; = 0044 &V for the phosphorus im purity, hence n = 0:81 In our case),
as; = 543 A the lattice param eter for Si, a = 2509 A and b= 1443 A
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characteristic lengths for Sihydrogenic in purities [33].M oreover, we w illuse
experin entally m easured values for the charge density on each Silattice site

TRT = 186 [B2)]. H ence the isotropic hyper ne interaction is given by
; 16
AP = 5 0 Fi1R i)cos koX i)
+F3 R 1) 005 KoYi) + Fs R 1) cos (koZ )T ; (107)

w ith the Si conduction band m inimum at ko = (0:85)2 =asi, gyrom agnetic
ratios for 2°Sinuckar spins , = 531 16 (G) !, and the firee electron
=176 10 (sG) ! .Tt is instructive to check the experim ental validity
of Eq. [I07) by calculating the inhom ogeneous line-w idth 1=(e0T,). A
sin ple statistical theory Eq. [B8)] leads to
X
W= BFi= — Al ?, (108)

2 i
(2 eO) R.60

For natural silicon (uckar spin fraction £ = 0:0467) our calculated root
m ean square line-w idth jsequal*gpw G .0On the other hand, a sin ple spin
resonance scan kadsto 25 G=2 2In2= 1:06 G [33]. Therefore the simple
m odel em ployed here is able to explain 84% of the experin ental hyper ne
Iinew idth . This is the level of agreem ent that we should expect when com -
paring our theory for echo decay w ith experim ent.

5.2 E xplicit calculations of the nuclear spin noise spectrum and
electron spin echo decay of a phosphorus im purity in silicon

The nuclear spin noise spectrum is calculated from Eq. [103) by excluding
the (!) contrdbution.Foreach pair i; j we calculate the transition frequency
Eq. [B2) and broadening Eq. [I02) using the derived m icroscopic valies of
the hyper ne interaction Eq. {107)] and the dipolar interaction

by = } Zh% . (109)

J 4 n Rij .

For silicon the sites i; j lie in a diam ond lattice w ith param eterag; = 543 A.
W ew rote a com puterprogram that sum s over lattice sitesR ; w ithin ry ofthe
center of the donor.Each site R ; isthen summ ed w ith allsitesR 5 w ithin r)
0ofR ; (excluding double counting). A fter num erical tests we conclided that
the values ry = 200 A and rg = 10 A were high enough to guarantee conver—
gence (ncreasing rp and rg changes the calculations by a negligble am ount).
O ur explicit num erical calculations for the echo decay w ithout broadening
Eq. [94)] reproduced the equivalent calculation of W itzelet al. 1] with no
visble deviation.Forkg T 2B wem ay assum e that the nuclkar spins are
com pltely unpolarized (the experim entaldata was taken at T = 4 K and
B = 03T [18]). W e account for the isotopic fraction £ (ratio of sites con—
taining nuclkar spin 1=2) using a sin ple averaging m ethod. For exam ple, the
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Fig. 5. Nuclar spin noise a ecting the electron spin phase. W e show the noise
soectrum for severalm agnetic eld ordentation angles with respect to the (001)
direction.A s is increased from zero, a broad peak develops at a frequency close
to the dipolar splitting between nearest neighbors in the lattice. In this case the
noise spectrum is clearly non-m onotonous, and cannot be describbed by a M arkovian
m odel. T he spin echo envelope is a frequency Integralofthe noise spectrum weighted
by a Ier function.

pair pippulatjons are sstasp, = p = f?=4, and the broadening 2 / f
hote | X, in Eq. [102)].

F ig.[H show s the nuclear spin noise spectrum ornaturalSiat Hurdi er
ent m agnetic eld orientation angles w ih respect to the crystal direction
(00l).Here = 0 correspondsto B k (001),while = 90 ocorresponds to
B k (110).For away from zero the noise spectrum ischaraterized by a broad
peak at which the ip— op transition frequenciesE . accumulate. The fact
that the spectrum is non-m onotonic in plies im portant non-M arkovian be—
havior for electron soin dynam ics (recallthat a M arkovian noise spectrum is
de ned asa sum ofLorentzians, hence it is alwaysm onotonic) . Interestingly,
for close to zero and at low frequencies (! < 5 10 s!), the spectrum
appears to be sin ilar to a Lorentzian peaked at ! = 0 However, one can
not ta Lorentzian up to high frequencies because the assym ptotic behavior
deviates signi cantly from 1=!2.

The Hahn echo is obtained by integrating the noise spectrum muli-
plied by the Ier function Eq. (22) up to a frequency cut-o (We used

=10% 10 s!',andd 1 10s i ournumericalcalulations).The
resul is shown in Fig.[d ortwo di erent ordentations.W e show calculations
of the echo w ithout broadening EgJg. [88), identical to the result shown in
Ref. 21]]] and for the echo w ith broadening, that is cbtained through direct
integration ofthe noise spectrum shown in F ig.[5. N ote that the tw o theories



E lectron spin as a spectrom eter of nuclear spin noise 29

—e— Experiment
.............. Theory without broad.
Theory with broad.

o
(e}
T

Hahn echo
o
N

o
o
D
Il
6)
o
=

00 01 02 03 04 05
T [ms]

F ig. 6.E lectron spin echo decay ofa phosphorus in purity in naturalsilicon 4.67%

2931 nuclear spins) ©r two di erent m agnetic eld orientations. W e show experi-

m ental data from Ref. [18] together w ith theoretical calculations w thout Ip- op

broadening (identicalto Ref. 21]]) and w ith Ip— op broadening. T he latter is calcu—

lated by directly integrating the noise spectrum shown in F ig.[§w ith the appropriate
YTer function.

are In close agreem ent here because for low nuclear spin densiy (£ = 0:0467)
the broadenings are generally m uch am aller than the transition frequencies
E; ,at least for the in portant pairs causing spectraldi usion. Recall that
our theory does not account for the anisotropic hyper ne interactions.T here—
fore our theoretical results should be com pared to the m onotonic envelope
enclosing the experim ental data pojnts T he echo m odulations due to the
anisotropic hyper ne interaction is clearly visble at short tim es in the exper—
in entaldata shown in Fig.[d. T hese oscillations produce a loss of contrast of
about 10% at the short tin e regin e. Apart from this e ect, the agreem ent
betw een theory and experin ent is quite good.

Fig.[d shows echo decay resuls for isotopically enriched sam ples (f =
9923% ). The experim ental data is from Abe et al [L9]. N ote that here the
echo m odulations are very evident, the loss of contrast reaches 100% .
T he m onotonic envelope on top of the experin ental data is In reasonable
agream ent w ith the theory w ithout broadening. H owever, the theory w ith
broadening decays signi cantly faster. The di erence between both theories
Increases for increasing f . T his suggests that the m ean- eld theory proposed
in section [4 2] overestin ates the broadening. T he author expects that a m ore
sophisticated m any-body calculation m ay account for this discrepancy.

%% e thank Dr.A M . Tyryshkin for pointing this out to us.
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Fig. 7. Elctron spin echo decay of a phosphorus im purity in isotopically enriched
silicon (9923% of?°Si).Experin ental data from Ref. [L9].

Fig.[8 show s the dependence of the 1=e echo decay tine (T;) with the
m agnetic eld angle. T he shortest value of T, is cbtained when B is along
the (111) direction ( = 54:74 ). In this case none of the nearest neighbor
pairs have zero dipolar couplings. Only pairs i;j wih R j; parallel to the
(100), (010), and (001) directions have their dipolar Interaction tumed o
by the magic angle [ i3 = 5474 dmplies cos i35 = 1= 3 and by = 0, see
Eqg. [I09)]. On the other hand r B k (001), T, is longer by a factor of
three. T his occurs because the nearest neighbor pairs, that usually give the
strongest contribution to echo decay, are form Ing a m agic angle w ith respect
to B k 001)[]

W enow discussthe tin e degpendence ofthe echo envelope. T he echo decay
w thout broadening tswellto the expression

, 213
hy 2 )l=e 72 (110)
for a wide range of 2 centered around T, and for all values of £ (for a
log-log plot, see Fig. 9 of Ref. R2]). Tyryshkin et al. [18] studied the tine
dependence of the natural silicon experin ental data by tting the expres—
sion vy 2 ) = e?2T7e @=T2)" Here T? was interpreted as arising from
a ocom bination of spin— I processes and the instantaneous di usion m ech—
anisn , due to the nite concentration of donors. Tyryshkin et al. reported
= ld msand exponentn = 24 0:1 forallsam pl ordentation anglesbe-
tween 20 90.For = 10 they undn= 26 0d,whikfor =0

' The nearest neighbors for each site i are located at Ry = +asi(l;1;1),
zasi( 1; 1;Dgasi( 1;1; 1),andjasi(l; 1; 1).
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Fig. 8. O rientation dependence of the 1/e echo decay tine T,. is the angle
between the applied m agnetic eld and the crystalographic (001) direction, so that

= 90 isalong the (110) direction.W e show experin entaldata for natural Si[18]
and for isotopically enriched Si[L9]. T he theoretical calculations shown are w ithout
broadening.FornaturalSi, the experim entaldata was corrected fora independent
Instantaneous di usion decay, see Ref. [18]]. Because of this the theoretical T,'s
are lower than the experim ental T,'s reported in Ref. [18]], In contrast to what is
observed in Fig.[d.

n= 30 02. The tin e dependence at angles close to the (001) direction
is yet to be explained theoretically. At natural abundance (f = 0:0467) the
theory w ith broadening and the theory w ithout broadening have sin ilartim e
dependences. H owever, as £ Increases the tin e dependence of the broadened
theory deviates signi cantly from the theory w ithout broadening.A s an ex—
ample, for £ = 09923 and = 50 the broadened theory show s a cross-over
from e  atshort < 3 stoe  fr > 3 s.This indicates that
adding broadening to the nuclear spin excitations leads to observable e ects
In the tin e dependence of electron spin coherence. Unfortunately, the echo
m odulations are too strong in isotopically enriched samples Fig.[d). This
m akes the precise experin ental determ ination of the tin e dependence of the
echo envelope quite di cul.

Eq. [II0) allow s us to extract scaling of the 1/e decay tin e T, w ith the
nuclear son fraction f .N ote that in the theory w ithout broadening £ appears
as a pre-factor In the exponent due to p; + p = f?=4.Therefore we have
sin ply

T, / £ 2728 = £ 087, 111)

Abe et al. 34] measured T, for seven isotopically engineered sam ples w ith
f ranging from 02% {100% . T heir study show s that T, must scale between
£ 9%% and £ °%° i good agreem ent w ith Eq. [I11]).
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Fig. 9. Contrbution of nuclear spins located at concentric shells around the donor
(matural Si, = 50 ).Nuclkar pairs closer to the center (rp < 50 A ) have their
uctuation am plitude suppressed by the strong hyper ne eld di erence between

sites i; j, form ing a frozen core. T he largest contribution is due to pairs located at

50A < rp< 100A.

Tt is Interesting to study the num ber and location of nuclear soins con—
tributing to the noise spectrum . F ig.[d show s the contribution due to pairs
Inside shells concentric at the donor center (for naturalsilicon and = 50 ).
The contrbution for ry < 50 A is quite an all, but extends over a wide
frequency spectrum . T hese nuclkar spins are said to om a \frozen core",
because their noise am plitude is suppressed due to the strong di erence in
hyper ne eldsa ecting sites i; j. T he frozen core ofa SiP donor has about
3 10 nuckar spins. This frozen core e ect plays an in portant role in other
contexts as well such as optical spectroscopy experim ents [35]. T he nuclear
spin noise theory developed here allow s a quantitative description of this
e ectl!qd From Fig.[d it is evident that a signi cant fraction ofthe nite fre—
quency noise power com es from the large num ber of nuclkar spins located
between 50 A and 100 A o the donor center (about 2 16 nuclear
spins) . These pairs are satisfying a quastresonance condition ;4 L.

2 1n order to understand the frozen core e ect from our analytical expression
for the noise spectrum , assum e A ; Ay and biy n Eqg. [I02). In this case
we have . A;.From Eq. [I03) the noise am plitude becom es lﬁj=Ai,thatjs
much sm aller than byj .
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6 Conclusions and outlook for the future

In this chapterw e described the coherent evolution ofan electron spin sub fct
to tin e dependent uctuations along its quantization axis.W e showed that
In the G aussian approxin ation the electron soin transverse m agnetization
can be expressed as a frequency integral over the m agnetic noise spectrum
multiplied by an appropriate lter function. The Xer fiinction depends on
the particularpulse sequence used to probe spin coherence, di ering substan—
tially at Jow frequencies for free induction decay E ID ) and Hahn echo.Fora
G aussM arkovm odel (Lorentzian noise spectrum centered at zero frequency)
we showed that the short tim e decay ofthe FID signal is approxin ately e e ’
while the echo decays according to e ’

W e applied this general relationship between noise and decoherence to
the case of a localized electron spin in isotopically engineered silicon, w here
the m agnetic noise ism ainly due to the djpolar uctuation of spin-1/2 lattice
nuclei. The nuclear soin noise spectrum was calculated from a pair- - op
m odel, resuling in a linear com bination of sharp transitions (delta functions).
T he echo decay due to these sharp transitions is identical to the one derived
by the lowest order cluster expansion [21l]. Next, we showed how to obtain
a gn ooth noise spectrum by adding broadening to these transitions using a
m ean— eld approach. T he resulting noise spectrum was found to be strongly
non-m onotonic, hence qualitatively di erent from the usualLorentzian spec—
trum of a G aussM arkov m odel. This structured noise spectrum is able to
explain the non-M arkovian dynam ics ( e e ) cbserved In electron spin
echo experim ents for phosphorus doped silicon. W e com pared the theories
w ith and without broadening to two sets of experim ental data, for natural
and isotopically enriched silicon. T he agreem ent was quite good for natural
silicon, but not as good or 2°Sienriched sam ples.

Tt is interesting to com pare our resuls to the set of non-G aussian phe-
nom enological theordies proposed a long tin e ago by K Jauder and A nderson
[L4]. T hese authors classi ed spectral di usion behavior in two groups, de—
pending on the nature of the interactions causing m agnetic noise. In \T;
sam ples" the m agnetic noise is caused by non-resonant spins uctuating in-
dividually (eg. due to phonon em ission).On the other hand the m agnetic
noise at \T, sam ples" is caused by the m utual interaction ofthe non-resonant
soins (For exam ple, a nuckar spin bath weakly coupled to the lattice is
a \T, sam pk" because the Iongiudinal nuclear spin relaxation tine T is
much longer than the transverse relaxation tin e T;') . K Jauder and A nderson
show ed that echo decay behavior in a variety ofT; sam ples could be described
by a M arkovian theory by m aking assum ptions about the general shape of
the distrdbution of uctuations at any given tine. W hile a G aussM arkov
m odel leads to echo decay ofthe form e ’ , a Lorentz-M arkovm odel leads
toe ’ behavior, and intermm ediate non-G aussian distribbutions result in e !
w ih n between two and three. Later, Zhidom irov and Salikhov [36] showed
that sin ilarbehavior can be obtained in T; sam ples com posed ofa dilute dis—
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tribution ofm agnetic in purities uctuating according to a random telegraph
noisem odel M arkovian w ith a non-G aussian distrdution).

N evertheless the problem of echo decay behavior in \T, samples" re-
m ained open. It was ound em pirically by m any authors (see [L1] and ref-
erences therein) that echo decay behavior in \T, sam ples" is usually well

tted to the expression e ’ , and the Lorentz-M arkov m odel of K Jauder
and Anderson was often invoked as a phenom enological explanation. Here
we show that this behavior can be derived m icroscopically from a G aussian
m odel that takes into account the non-M arkovian evolution of the coupled
nuclear spin bath. T he resulting behavior found by us e o ] is not due to
a short tin e approxin ation fthe short tin e behavior for each pair is actu—
ally given by e ) , see Eq. [@8)]. In order to explain these experin ents we
m ust consider the collective nite tin e evolution ofa large num ber of nuclear
spins [no&e that the characteristic frequency of uctuation for a pair ip- op
Ey =2 bfj + fj gets renom alized to valuesm uch largerthan the dipolar
Interaction by; when the nuclear spins are sub Fct to strong hyper ne inhom o-
geneities 33 = (@A; Aj)=4].This theoretical explanation opens the way to
novelm icroscopic Interpretations of a serdes of pulse electron spin resonance
experin ents, where the electron spin m ay be viewed as a spectrom eter of
Jow frequency m agnetic noise due to a lJarge num ber of nuclear spins or other
m agneticm om ents. For exam ple, a recent experin ent [37] revealed that m ag—
netic noise from the surface m ust play a roke on soin echo decay of antin ony
In purities Im planted In isotopically puri ed silicon (W ith a very low densiy
of??Sinuclear spins i the bulk).

T here are m any open questions that deserve further investigation. F irst,
what is the contrdbution ofhigher order nuclar spin transitions to the noise
spectrum ? T his question m ay be answered by going beyond the sim ple pair

Ip— op model assum ed here, In a sin ilar fashion as the cluster expansion
developed in [21], or usihg an altemative linked cluster expansion for the
soin G reen’s function [39]. A nother interesting open question is the design
of optim al sequences for suppressing the e ects of nuckar soin noise in elec—
tron son evolution, as was done for the random telegraph noise m odel in
Ref. A0]. This is particularly im portant in the context of spin-based quan-—
tum com putation. The e ciency of a CarrP urcell sequence in suppressing
the electron soin coherence decay due to a nuclkar spin bath was considered
both in the fram ework of a sem iclassicalm odel (see R ef. [38], where the role
of nuclear spins greater than 1/2 was also considered) and usihg a clister
expansion approach K1]. Recently, it was shown that the electron m ediated
inter-nuclear coupling Eq. [Z0)]m ay be exploited in orderto recover electron
spin coherence lost for the nuckar spin bath [42].W e w ill certainly seem any
other interesting developm ents in the near future.
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