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W e study theoretically the cooling of an ensemble of nuclear spins coupled to the spin of a
localized electron in a quantum dot. W e obtain a m aster equation for the state of the nuclear
spins Interacting w ith a sequence of polarized electrons that allow s us to study quantitatively the
cooling process ncluding the e ect of nuclear spin coherences, which can lead to \dark states" of
the nuclear system in which further cooling is lnhibited. W e show that the inhom ogeneous K night

eld m itigates this e ect strongly and that the rem aining dark state lim itations can be overcom e by
very few shifts of the electron wave fiinction, allow ing for cooling far beyond the dark state lim it.
N um erical integration of the m aster equation indicates, that polarizations larger than 90% can be

achieved w ithin a m illisecond tin escale.

PACS numbers: 71.70Jp, 7321 La

I. NTRODUCTION

Nuclear spins are one of the best studied quantum
system s and highly developed techniques such as NM R
have allowed detailed study of properties and dynam ics
of m okecular and solid state system s [I]. Due to their
very long decoherence tin e nuclear spins (@nd hyper ne
Jevels) have also played a centralrole In m any approaches
to the in plem entation of quantum inform ation process—
ng Q) E,I3,4,5,6].

R ecently, the localized ensem ble of nuclar spins in a
quantum dot @D ) has received special attention in the
context of Q IP with electron soins in QD s: the nuclei
couple via a Fem i contact interaction to the electron
soin [1] and, as predicted by theory [, 9, 110, 11, [12],
have been shown in recent experin ents to constitute the
m apr source of decoherence of electron spin qubits in
som e of the m ost prom ising Q D based in plem entations
[13,114]. T he vice of this strong coupling is tumed Into a
virtue when the electron is used to m anipulate the state
of the nuclear ensemble. This has long been exploited
In dynam icalnuclar polarization ONP) [15,116,/1%,118]
In buk system s and a orded m any insights in the spin
dynam ics In solids [L7,119].

DNP in quantum dots has com e into focus m ore re—
cently in the context ofQ 1P, since strongly polarized nu-—
clei could lead to much longer electron spin dephasing
tin es [L2], provide strong localm agnetic eld gradients
required In quantum Inform ation proposals 20,121], and
even allow to utilize the nuclear spins them selves as long—
lived quantum m em ory [22,123]. M ore generally, a highly
polarized nuclar soin ensemble in a QD provides, to—
gether w ith the electron spin, a strongly coupled, well
isolated m esoscopic quantum system sw ith close sin ilar-
ities to the Jaynes€Cumm ings m odel In quantum optics
R3,124,128], w ith the fully polarized state corresponding
to the vacuum in allcavity m odes. Thusultra-high DNP
In QD sm ay open the doorto realize caviy-Q ED in quan—
tum dots and in plem ent tasks such as state engineering.

E xperin entally, signi cant nuclear polarization in self-
assam bled QD s has been achieved 26, 127, 128, 129, 147].

H ow ever, the degree of polarization in these experin ents
was stilltoo Iow to In prove electron spin coherence tin es
considerably and still far from the ground state.

T heoretically, cooling dynam ics hasm ostly been con—
sidered in the spin tem perature approxim ation [1, 117,
33,1311, In which coherences am ong the nuclkar spins are
neglected. T his is approprate if, as in buk or quantum
well system s, there isno xed electron w ave function and
m any m otional states are involred, or if the nuclear de—
phasing rate is lJarge. In quantum dots, however, the
nucli interact collectively wih an electron in the m o—
tional ground state of the QD and the higher m otional
levels are far detuned. T herefore the coupling strength
ofeach nuckus is xed, and wellde ned phase relation—
shipsbetween the nuclear spins can build up, necessitat—
Ing a quantum treatm ent of the process, which was rst
pointed out by Im am oglu et al. [32], who showed that the
cooling process can be inhibited by so-called dark states,
which trap excitations and potentially result in serious
constraints on the achievable polarizations. W hilke it was
pointed out In [32] that lnhom ogeneities (either inherent
In the system or introduced actively by m odulating the
wave function of the electron) can m itigate this prob—
Jem , these ideas were put to num erical test only In very
an alllD system sof10 nuclear spins. H owever, the e ect
of Inhom ogeneities is expected to be reduced for realis—
tic lJarger system s [24], and thus lin itations due to dark
states are m ore severe [60].

W e consider the cooling of N nuclear spins n a QD
through interaction w ith polarized electrons. O ne cooling
cycle consists of (@) Initialization ofthe electron spin in a
wellde ned direction, and (o) evolution of the com bined
system for a \short" tim e. In this way the electron spin
acts e ectively asa T = 0 -—reservoir for the nuclear spin
bath, and pum ps excitation out of i.

W e derive in a consistentm annera fullquantum m odel
ofthis process, which allow s us to num erically study par—
ticle num bers ofup to N 16 . W e show thata su cient
Inhom ogeneity of the couplings lads to a dephasing of
nuclear spin states and thus lim itationsdue to dark states
are partially lifted. W e dem onstrate that enhanced cool-
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Ing protocols nvolving only a f&w (  10) m odulations of
the electron w ave fiinction, allow to fiilly overcom e these
lim itations, indicating that O verhauser elds above 90%
of the m axin al value can be created w ithin the nuclar
soin di usion tim e.

T he paper is organized as ©llow s: In Sec.[[lwe present
the generic cooling protocoland analyze its perform ance
in Sec [IT; the applicability ofthe schem e to som e speci ¢
physical system s is studied In Sec.[IV].

II. THE COOLING SCHEM E

Interaction{ The Fem i contact interaction between
an (s-type conduction band) electron soin S and the soins
T; ofthe lattice nuclei keads to a H eisenberg like coupling
A ;iI; S tothenuclkar spin at lattice site 1, where A sets
the overall strength of the hyper ne interaction and the
factor0 < ; < 1 isdetermm ined by the probability to nd
the electron at site i and the gyrom agnetic ratio of the
ith nucleus [1]. In the presence of an extemalm agnetic

eld B ot we write the Ham iltonian of the spjnPsystem

w ith the collective nuclkar spin operatorsA = ;9L
(= ijz)as (~=1)
H = g AT"S +STA + gA®S*+ g pBextS%H Q)
P
where we have dened g = A . % and g; =
pL P i 1
= ; ?,such that ;¢ = 1, and denoted the elec—

tron g-factor by g and the Bohrm agneton by 5 .

W e do not consider the Zeem an energy of the nuclear
spins, because Hr typical QD s i is much (10° tin es)
an aller than the electron’s Zeem an energy [1], and sin i-
larly we neglect the even am aller dipolar interaction be—
tween thenucli. Thee ectsofthes arebrie y discussed
at the end of Sec.[I. F inally, we restrict the analysis to
nuclkar spins I = 1=2 and one nuclear speciesonly in this
article.

The rstpartofthe aboveH am iltonian exchanges spin
excitation between the electron and the nuclki, and it is
this m echanisn that is used to create polarization. The
second part of the H am iltonian constitutes a \quantum "
m agnetic eld, the O verhauser eld, for the electron spin
generated by the nuclei.

T he cooling schem e{ W e assum e initially the electron
soIn to be pointing in the z-direction j. i= Hi. In
the absence of a m agnetic eld this Iniial state de nes
the axis of quantization. T he cooling cycle w e consider is
an iteration between evolution w ith Ham ilttonian Eq.[d),
and reinitialization of the electron to #i. T he nuclkief-
fectively \see" a Jarge cold reservoir of electron spins and
the concatenated evolution of the nuclear soin density
m atrix becom es

h i

! iUt Uy #itj Ul FibY c: 2 Q)
Here Uy = exp( iH t) is the tim e evolution operator,
tr. denotes the trace over the electron, and here and in

the follow ing w ill denote the state of the nuclkar soin
system only. Spin polarized currents or optical pum p—
Ing w ith polarized light give rise to a polarized electron
bath, but also the fast electrical controlavailable In dou—
bl QD s [L3] allow s for the creation of nuclear spin po—
larization w ithout the need for pre-prepared electrons, as
we w ill detail in the last section of this article.

C onsidering sm alltin es for the evolution in each indi-
vidual step of the cooling protocol, we expand the tin e
evolution operators in Eq.[2) to second orderpT ;_1e stan—
dard deviation of the A *-tem s scales as A , 1=
g O @= N) brthe hitally tgrally m ixed nuclear spin
state,and thusr t g * N =A we neglkct higher
orders. T he readily obtained m aster equation

gt ., (9?2 , .
ot t=lgTB;t] ngB JBRT; (]
2
g’ AYA .+ ATA 2A AT ;@)
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contains a H am iltonian part arising from the O verhauser
eld and a contrbution in Lindblad form . T he lattergen—
erates the nuclear soin polarization, and has been stud-
ied in the lin i ofhom ogeneous coupling constants in the
context of superradiance [33,134,135]. o
A s polarization builds up and ghA?i A= N the
H am iltonian term s on the right hand side of Eq.[3) m ay
becom e large (for xed time step t). To preserve va—
lidity of the m aster equation one can either reduce the
interaction tine t < A ! or assume that the O ver—
hauser eld A ?1 is approxim ately com pensated by an
applied magnetic eld, sothathgA* g pBexedt 1
foralltin es. In the latter case t is short enough to en-
sure quasiresonant hyper ne s despite the random
detunings stemm Ing from the uctuating O verhauser
eld and at the same tin e large enough to guarantee
a fast cooling rate [61]. This is the situation we n-
vestigate in the ollow ng. W ithout retuning the sys—
tem In this m anner the polarization rate becom es de-
pendent on the polarization itself and the em erging non-
linearities give rise to the bistability e ects ocbserved in
n4,129,13¢,137,134,139,148Jand lin it the nalpolarization.
H om ogeneous C oupling{ Beforewe discuss generalin—
hom ogeneous couplings, consider for a m om ent the ho—
m ogeneous case, ; / 1= , as a dem onstration of som e
Interesting features ofthe above m aster equation. In this
case, the operatorsA ;, appearing n Eq. B) om aspin
algebra I ;, and the collective angularm om entum states
D icke states) jI;m 1; i provide an e cient description
ofthe system dynam ics R22,140]: the total spin quantum
number I isnot changedby A ,, and thee ect ofEq. (3)
issimply to ower (@t an (I;m 1)-dependent rate) the I,
quantum num ber. Ifm ; = I isreached, the system can
not be cooled any further, even if (for I N =2) it is far
from being fully polarized. T hese dark states R2,132] are
a consequence of the collective interaction Eq. [I). Thus
spin exciations are trapped and cooling to the ground
state prevented. W e evaluate the steady state polariza-



Homogeneous Inhomogeneous
1 1
‘‘‘‘‘ N=6
= = =N=40
08 v N=74
= N=108
A2 0.6
% ! ---------------------- -
~ 0.4p1
d
0.2f ,e===mTmm==---
e
R
0
0 1 2 0 2000 4000 6000
tiATl x10° tAT]

FIG.1l: (Colr online) Exact polarization dynam ics. Left:
Hom ogeneous case, g3 = 1= N . Right: In the inhom oge—
neouscase, g; / exp( (J N=2 1=4)?=w?). Thetem 1/4 is
added to account for asym m etry between electron wave func—
tion and the lattice and avoid sym m etry e ects for this an all
scale system .
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ie. for a m esoscopic num ber of particles the obtained
polarization is negligbble. In the above equation hT*i; is
the expectation valie In the com pltely polarized state,
N N
N =2 I N =2 I 1
of the subspaces of di erent total angular m om entum ,
and the last equality has been obtained by em plying
the Stirling form ula.

Evolving the nuckiaccording to Eq.[3), we nd the ex-
act tim e evolution ofthe polarization as shown in F ig.[dl.
In these and the ﬁ)%]oijng simulations g t = 0i, ie.

t= 0dg * Oi} N =A. As expected the polariza-
tion decreasesas1= N asN increases, which underlines
the In portance of the nuclar spin coherences. In par-
ticular this show s that an incoherent spin tem perature
description of the process would give even qualitatively
w rong results. T he tim escale over w hich the steady state
is reached is N=@ tA).

Inhom ogeneous C oupling{ Considernow an inhom oge—
neous wave fnction. T he results for the exact evolution
ofthe quantity of interest, WA ?1, are shown in F ig.[l. The
coupling constants gy in this exam ple are taken from a
1D G aussian distribbution w ith width N =4.[62] The m ost
In portant and striking feature is that in this situation
aln ost com plete polarization is obtained.

T he reason that this is possible here is not that there
are no dark states In the case of inhom ogeneous cou—
pling constants. On the contrary it has been shown
that there exists an one-to-one m apping RZ2] from the
fam iliar hom ogeneousdark states (j[; I; iin theD icke
basis) to their inhom ogeneous counterparts, de ned by
A Di= 0. The reason Hr obtaining high polarization
beyond the hom ogeneous lim it is the H am iltonian part
ofthe m aster equation [3). To illustrate this point, con—

D= is the degeneracy

sider two spins w ith coupling constants g; € g,. Then
thedark state j p 1/ g J'#1i g #"i evolves due to the
A?+em NEq.B) toetstqI#i e lstq #"i, where 4 is
proportionalto gy g . Obviously this state w illbecom e
\bright" again afferatime/ 1=9; gjandA P i6 0.
Thisprocess is rst orderand, aswew illdetail later, \de—
livers" coolable excitations su clently fast tom aintain a
high cooling rate.

ITII. POLARIZATION DYNAM ICS

T he polarization dynam ics of the nuclar ensemble is
govermed by Eq. [@). W hile for hom ogeneous system s
the collective angularm om entum D icke basis enables an
e cient description ofthe problem , for realistic large and
Inhom ogeneous system sm ore e ort is required.

To study the evolution of the nuclear polarization, we
are Interested in the ndividual soin expectation valies
h {7 . i. These depend, via Eq. [3) on all the elem ents

1 1
of the covariance m atrix

j— + L
ij_hj_ 3

which, n tum, depend on higher order correlations as
seen from the equations ofm otion

g X
tj: i 13 9 gh[i; ;1514
k
tgsh {45 i1,1i: 6
where i = iggy 9)=2 d tlg; g?*=8and =

g° t=8 and the ; referto the Paulim atrices at site i.

T he sin ultaneous solution of the ensuing hierarchy of
equations isonly feasble for very am all particle num bers
N and further approxin ations are needed to treat the
large system s of interest. W e introduce several ways,
labeled (1) to ), of closing this set of equations and
discuss their validity and in plications in detailbelow .

In the strongest approxin ation (i) all coherences be—
tween di erent spins are neglected yielding independent
rate equations for each individual nuclear spin. This
reproduces essentially the soin-tem perature description
com m only em ployed in the discussion ofbulk DNP [1,[17]
(each subset of soinsw ith identical coupling strengths g;
isassigned itsown e ective tem perature). T his approach
cannot reproduce the quantum e ects we want to study,
but it can serve as a benchm ark for how strongly these
are In uencing the cooling process.

The sim plest approxin ations that take quantum co—
herences between nuclear spins into account close the
hierarchy of equations at the level of second order cor—
relations. Our approxin ation (ii) is m otivated by the
generalized H olstein-P rin ako description [41], which in
low est order treats the nucleiasbosonicmodes ; ! aj.
The bosonic comm utations relations By;ajl= i yield
a closed set of equations for the elem ents of the covari-
ance m atrix . The bosonic description is known to be



Homogeneous Inhomogeneous

—— Exact
O (i) Boson

(
O | e
N v (iv) . <AN 0.6 — Exact
x  (v) Spin L % O (i) Boson
.t <V

(
. R

0.2 . 0.2 v (V)
*

Qi
0 1 2 3 4 0 2000 4000 6000
tAT x10* tA

FIG .2: (Coloronlne) Com parison ofdi erent approxim ation
schem es for the hom ogeneous situation with N = 100 (left)
and the case of G aussian couplings (as in Fig.[Q) and N = 10
nuclear spins (right).

accurate for highly polarized and m oderately inhom oge—

neous system s 23] and allow s to bring resuls and in—

tuition from quantum optics to bear in the spin system

discussed here. D ark states are jnc]udecﬂ> In the fom of
the vacuum of the collective m ode b = ; gia; coupled
to the electron in Eq. [Il) . For unpolarized system s (w ith
on average 1=2 excitationsperbosonicm ode a;), this de—
scription provides a lower bound on the perform ance of
the cooling protoool], since In the absence ofan Inhom oge—
neous Knight eld cooling ]%]I_nlted to O (1) excitations
perm ode ratherthan theO ( N ) coolabl excitationsex—
pected at the beginning of the cooling process for spins,
cf.Eq. [@). ™ the two lin iting cases discussed so far,

Eq. [@) sinpliesto

(

_B_ 2 a9
t iy ij « % @i xy+ 95 k) () Bosonic.
One can take into account m ore aspects of the spin

algebra by replacing som e higher order expectation val-

ues by low er orders using the properties ofP aulim atrices

[{; ;1= %2and ? , = ,,cbtaihing
. X
i3
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X +
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T he rem aining higher order expectation values (now hav—
Ing distinct indices i$ ;76 k) can be approxin ated In
a Hartree-lke way [42] (iii), or, having the bosonic Iim it

In m ind, by the W ick theorem (iv),
( 1
1 i 5) k3 1) ;
Shy §i= ( 2) %3 e

1 .
> k3t kit k3 oa (@v).

The fth and nal approxin ation scheme we invoke
has been Introduced in the context of superradiance as

(1) Spin Temp.

a W ick-type factorization, that takes into account the
partly bosonic, partly fem ionic properties of spin-1/2
operators [35]. In contrast to the last two factorization
schem es, it does not rely on distinction of cases. It isdi-
rectly based on the exact Eq.[H), and approxin ates the
three-operatorexpectation valies in the follow ing way

%h; {yi= % kj ki iyt kg i (V) \Sph".

D irect com parison of the approxin ation schemes (i) {
(v) wih the exact solution for both hom ogeneous and
inhom ogeneous couplings is shown in Fig.[2. In the ho—
m ogeneous case the spin tem perature description (i) is
clearly qualitatively wrong, because it neglects correla—
tions In the bath. T he bosonic description (ii) captures
the feature of dark states, but it overestim ates their
in uence: Instead of N , only one excitation can
be rem oved. The two schem es based on distinction of
cases, (iii) g.ng (iv), give very good resuls initially, un—
til oughly N sgpoins have been ipped. Then however,
the polarization keegps increasing on a slow tim escale and
doesnot reach a steady state in the correcttim e. The (v)—
\spin"-approxin ation gives very good resuls, and gets
both the polarization tin escale and the nally obtained
value of the polarization right within a few percent.

T he com parison of the di erent approaches to the ex—
act solution for inhom ogeneous couplings is restricted to
am all particle numbers (see Fig.[2). Th this regine all
Introduced approxin ation schem es reproduce the exact
dynam ics correctly. T he reason for the good correspon-—
dence is the strong dephasing of dark states and gener-
ally coherences between nuclear spins for an all inhom o—
geneous system s.

U sing these approxim ations we present the polariza—
tion dynam ics ©rN = 10° spins coupled through a 2D
G aussian wave fiinction in F ig.[3. For the data presented
In this and the follow Ing gure, we considered the spins
In a 2D square lattice geom etry, w ith the lattice constant
set to uniy. T he bosonic description displays the lowest

nalpolarization and polarization rate (forthe sam e rea—
sons as in the hom ogeneous case) and is expected to give
low erbounds on the perform ance on the polarization pro—
cedure. O fparticular interest are the predictions of the
(v)\spin"-approxin ation schem e, because its good per—
form ance in the com pletely hom ogeneous situation gives
con dence that also partial hom ogeneities are correctly
accounted for. A chieved polarizations of  60% In this
setting show the In portance of the intrinsic dephasing
due to the inhom ogeneity (hom ogeneous coupling would
allow for < 5% polarization). However, the intrinsic In—
hom ogeneity alone does not allow for ultra-high polar-
izations and we are thus lead to Investigate m ore sophis—
ticated cooling schem es. A s shown later, n these en-
hanced protocols all approxin ation schem es lead to the
sam e conclusions.

To gain a better understanding of the presented phe-
nom ena in the inhom ogeneous situation, we go to an in—

teraction picture 1 = Uy UJ,with Ug = exp( 1A*t&=2),
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FIG.3: (Colr online) The polarization dynam ics for N =
1000 spins coupled with a 2D G aussian wave function, which
is shifted from the origin by 1=3 in x—and y-direction.

which shows very clearly the oscillating coherences be—
tween spinswith g; 6 gj

hx i
I_ e dg@ gt=2 + .
£ - - glgje ’ i g7 I +
ij
X ig ( )t=2
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In the rotating wave approxin ation ®RW A ), the rotat-
Ing term s (g; 6 g;) are neglected and in the absence of
exact sym m etries the above equation reduces to the spin
tem perature description . A partialrotating w ave approx—
In ation neglects only the coherences between spins w ith
considerably di erent coupling constants, ie. the ratio
between dephasing and polarization rate is required to
be large 4@; g3 @ tgi95) > 1). Thisprocedure gives
a block diagonal Liouvillian which allow s for the exten-
sion of the num erical studies to particle num bers up to
N = 10%.

In the RW A we evaliate the buildup tine , for the
polarization as the inverse of the weighted average of the
Individual spin decay tin es
P ) P

pid%ii _ 4 O
19 9@ v .9

and nd good agreem ent w ith the num erically obtained
tin escale to reach the steady state in all discussed
schem es. Forexam ple, orthe data presented n Fig.dwe

nd tinesof34 10° (Spin Temp.), 46 10 Bosonic),
and 33 10 (\Spi") hunitsofA toreach I e?l)
0:63 of the quasi steady state O verhauser-eld. This
agreeswellw ith the analyticalestinate , 24 10=A;
despite the di erences in the nalpolarizations ocbtained
In the di erent approxin ation schem es. T his correspon—
dence betw een the RW A -based estim ate and the num eri-
cally obtained polarization tin es for the coherent evolui—
tion indicates that the inhom ogeneous K night eld pro—
vides coolable excitations at a rate larger than the polar-
ization rate, thus not slow ing dow n the process.

4N 372
A gt

W hen the inhom ogeneity of the coupling is large
enough to jistify the rotating wave approxim ation, each
sodn evolves w ith its own Liouvillian and the nuclei re—
main In a product state during the whole evolution. To
keep the errors In the derivation of the m aster equation
(due to higher order temm s of the expansion of the tim e
evolution operators in Eq.[2)) am all, it is su cient to do
so for each spin Individually in this case. Thisallows a
larger tine step t A nax) 1= O N=A) I each
cyck and therefore the cooling rate can be signi cantly
enhanced. The cooling tim e e ectively scales only lin—
early in the particle num ber

-0 4N . 9
P A v ©)
Taking A = 100 &V 40ps, a value typical for GaA s
QDs,and 0.1 asthevalue orthetetm sg tand A=N t
in the denom inators of Egs.[8) and [J) respectively, we
nd that approxin ately 4 10° and 3 10 spinscan be
cooled to m ore than 90% ofthe steady state value A ?ig
w ithin a m illisscond.

W e now study enhanced cooling protocols that lift the
dark-state lim itations and which rely solely on the ability
to shift the center of the electron wave finction. These
shifts can be e ected by applying dc gate volages to
the QD . A fter such a shift only very few spinsw illhave
the sam e coupling constants for both wave functions and
therefore singlet-likke coherences are broken up. W e con—

m this expectation num erically as shown in Fig.[4d for
som e exem plarily chosen shifts ofthe electron wave func—
tion. T he shifts range from a few lattice sites to roughly
the w idth of the electron wave function. The tin ng of
the shifts we have perform ed for obtaining the data pre—
sented in Fig.[4, can be inferred from the plots, as it is
accom panied by a rapid increase in the cooling rate.

R egarding the approxin ation schem es, we have found
that all schem es taking into account coherences, (ii)—(v),
predict the sam e behavior, and the spin-based factoriza-—
tion (v) o ers the quantitatively best description. It is
In portant to note that all these descriptions coincide at
the end of the cooling protocol [shown in Fig.[d only for
(i) and (v)]. In particular the lin iting bosonic m odel
predicts the sam e high ( 95% ) polarizations and cool-
Ing rates as the other scheam es, which lads us to con—
clude that O (10) m ode changes are su cient to achieve
nearground state cooling for realistically large num bers
ofnuclkiin QD s.

D espite being a radical approxin ation at low polar-
ization, the bosonic schem e (ii) captures the cooling dy—
nam ics qualitatively and we rem ark that it can be gen—
eralized to provide an accurate and conceptually sinple
description of the electron—nuclear spin dynam ics at high
polarizations R5].

T he cooling schem es we have presented are govemed
by the optin altim escale set by the hyper ne interaction
constant A, but the schem es them selves leave room for
optin ization: The cooling rate can be tuned by choos-
Ing tadaptively during the cooling process. The m ode



0 Bosons 0 Spins
10 10
o o
AN AN
< <<
Y -1 Y -1
A, 10 A 10
< <<
\ \%2
| |
107 107
0 2 4 0 2 4
tAT x10° tiAl x10°
10° :
¥
AO
By
Y% 1
Ay 10
<<
A\
1
1072 : : :
0 1 2 3 4
t[A™] x 107

FIG .4: (Coloronline) Polarization dynam ics in the enhanced
cooling protocol for N = 196 (upper plots) and N = 1000
(lower plot). In the upper plots approxin ation schem es (ii)
(left) and (v) (right) have been invoked, the lower plot is
based on the bosonic m odel and the partial rotating wave
approxin ation (see text). In all plots the di erent lines are
representing cooling procedures with di erent numbers of
m odes changes. In the upper plots the random ly chosen
Gaussian modes with width w = N=4 are de ned by the
centers f (1=3;1=3); (135; 0:81); (0:32; 0:04); (117;0:79);

( 0:13; 1:44);(096; 0:17);(0:35;0:88); (L27;0:71)g.

In the lower plt only two modes wih centers
£ (1=3;1=3),( 3:15; 1:35)g have been iterated.

changes can be optin ized by a careful choice of the size
and the tin ing of the shifts, and through m ore sophisti-
cated deform ations of the electron wave function. T hese
and furtherm odi cations are im plem entation-dependent
and w ill be the topic of future work.

Th using the Ham iltonian Eq. [I) we have neglected a
num ber of weak interactions that are present n actual
system s and, whil being much an aller that the dom i~
nant hyper ne temm , m ay becom e In portant on the long
tin escales required to reach high polarization. W e argue
In the follow ing that these term s do not a ect the quan—
titative conclusions obtained. W hile nuclar Zeem an en—
ergies are large enough to cause additionaldephasing be-
tween the nuclar spins, sin ilar to the inhom ogeneous
Knight elds,thiswillonly be e ective between nucleiof
di erent Zeeam an eneryy, ie., belonging to di erent nu-
clear species. This leads to 2 to 3 mutually decohered
subsystem s (In a partial rotating wave approxin ation)
each ofwhich is described by our m odel.

T he nuclkar dipoledipol interaction [43] can lead to
both di usion and dephasing processes, both ofwhich are
ofm inor Imn portance as shown below . D jpolar processes
that change A? are o -resonant and hence expected to
be slow, as indicated by the nuclear spin di usion rates
m easured, eg., In 44] and should not signi cantly a ect

the polarizations reached. Resonant processes such as
tems / If I¥ a ect the cooling process only insofar as
they can cause dephasing of dark states sim ilar to the
Inhom ogeneous K night shift. The rate at which coolable
excitations are provided is set by the energy di erence for
two nuclear spins In a dark pair. T he interaction energy
r two neighboring spins isabout 10 ° &V [7], hence
a singlkt of neighboring soins can dephase In 100 s
(or slow er if all surrounding spins are polarized). Even
w idely separated soins interacting w ith di erently polar-
ized environm ents dephase only up to a f&w ten times
faster than this (depending on the geom etry). Thuswe
see that the dipolar dephasing is considerably slow erthan
that caused by the lnhom ogeneous K night eld and only
if the latter becom es ne cient due to hom ogeneities

(tow ards the end of cooling a given m ode) the dipolar
dephasing can contribute coolable excitations, but at a
much slower rate than what can be achieved by chang-
ing the electron wave fiinction and the ensuing retum to
a situation of strong K night inhom ogeneiy. Thus, one
does not expect the cooling process to be a ected ex—
cept for a slight additionaldephasing. H ow ever, on m uch
Jonger tim escales of 10s of m s the dipoledipole interac—
tion provides depolarizing m echanian (a ecting m ainly

nuclkiwih a weak hyper ne interaction) that needs to
be considered, eg., when cooling m uch beyond 90% po—
larization is studied.

C learly a polarization < 100% of the electron \reser—
voir" directly translates into lim itations on the nalpo-—
larization of the nuclki. A quanti cation of this neces—
sarily needs to refer to the details a concrete physical
realization of our m odel, which is not the topic of this
article. The lim itations can be m nute, eg. In the case
of the double dot setup presented in the next section.

Iv. ADAPTING THE MODEL TO CONCRETE
PHYSICAL SETTING S

T he genericm odelofa single spin-1/2 particle coupled
Inhom ogeneously to an ensemble of N nuclear spins can
readily be adapted to various experin ental settings.

If a source of spin polarized electrons is available, sin—
gk electron tunneling into the Q D providesthe initializa—
tion. Controlled tunneling into and out ofthe QD wih
rates > 10ns ! appears feasble B3, 4€6], jistifying the
description of the dynam ics by a suddenly sw itched on
and o interaction.

For selfassambled QD s, optical pum ping w ith polar-
ized light has been shown to provide a spoin polarized
bath ofelectrons that cools the nuclei 26,127,128,129,/47].
However, In this setup the average dwell tin e of a single
polarized electron in the dot is large and the detuning
due to the z-com ponent of the O verhauser eld leads to
nstabilities [3§,139,148] in the nuclear polarization which
are avoided In our schem e.

In doubl QD s in the two-electron regim e 49,/50] the
role of the states j#i; "1 is played by the two-electron



sihglet i and one of the triplet states; in the follow ng
we consider T, i= F'ij'i. Tunnel coupling between the
tw o dots and the extemalm agnetic eld are chosen such
that the other triplet states are o resonant and cause
only an all corrections to the dynam ics sketched here.

A sdiscussed in m oredetailin 49,/50,/51] the hyper ne
glteractjon in this system isdescribed by the H am ilonian

;81 A, where 1= L;R refers to the orbital state of
the electron. C oupling between Fiand . iism ediated
by thedi erence A = @, A, )=2 of the collective
nuclear spin operators of the two dots L ;R , while the ef-
fective O verhauser eld isgiven by thesum @ 2 + A% )=2.
T hus we have that the analysis of the previous sections
applies to the doublk dot case In this regin e (to zeroth
order, cf. [B2]) wih the replacem ents

FiFL il i
P z 1 z z
A ! 2(cos ) A ;A% E(AL+AR):

T he adiabatic singlet has contributions from both the de—

lJocalized (1;1) and the localized (0;2) charge states, and

w ith cos we denote the am plitude ofthe (1;1) contribu-

tion BJ] With (m ;n) we denote a state with m electrons

on the keft and n electronson the right dot). Thee ect of

higher-order temm s (eg., ofthe nuclear spin com ponents
AZ%;A. + A ) meritsm ore detailed analysis.

This systam is of particular interest since fast electri-
cal control of gate voltages can provide a highly spin
polarized electron system through near unit delity ini-
tialization of a sihglkt in the right hand dot $ (0;2)1i
[L3,153]. Starting from this singlet, rapid adiabatic pas-
sage (Ins [L3]) by m eans of tuning the asym m etry pa—
ram eter between the dots, initializes the electrons to
the adiabatic singlet Fi and brings the system to the
S T, resonance.

The transitions from the sihglkt to the other two
triplets Ty; are detuned by an extemalm agnetic eld
(cforder 100m T in the experim ents of Ref. [L3]). A fter
a tine tthe system is ram ped back to the (0,2) charge
region and the electrons relax to the singlt ground state,
com pleting one cooling cycle. If relaxation to the state
S (0;2) is fast, the lim iing tim escale for this cycle is given
by the hyper ne coupling constant A , show Ing that here
the polarization rate is govemed by the naturaland opti-
m altim escale (@nd not other, slower tin escals, lke eg.
cotunneling in Refs. [31,13€]).

In the G aA s double dot setup the sudden approxin a—
tion is justi ed for typical tunnel couplings 10 ev,
which have to be com pared to the typical tin escale or
a hyper ne i 01 &V and the fact that addition—
ally all spin ip transitions are o resonant during the
adisbatic ramp. At the S T, resonance selecting a
suitable com bination of extemalm agnetic eld and tin e
step t detunes the unwanted transitions and at the
sam e tin e ensures resonance for the polarizing transi-
tion. Note also that the O verhauser eld increases the
external m agnetic eld in m aterials w ith negative elec-
tron g-factor, like GaA s (g 0:44), thus further sup—

pressing unw anted transitions and requiring retuning of
the end-point of the adiabatic ram p. G wven the availabil-
iy of fast (100 ps) voltage pulses, the reinitialization of
B 0;2)ivia a (0;1) charge state is lkely to be lm ied
by the tunneling rate from the reservoir to the QD . For
optin al cooling e c&n_cy this rate should and could be
made large & 10A= N [45,/4€].

Since in the double dot setup the \polarized" state is
a spin singlkt, there is no inhom ogeneous K night eld to
dephase the dark states and DNP will be severely lim —
ted. However there are m any ways of providing i, for
exam ple by extending the cooling cycle to inclide a third
step n which a singleelectron state of the double dot is
realized or by increasing the tin e spent at the S T,
resonance in each cooling cyclk (the latter would require
a reform ulation ofthe m aster equation [3) not presented
here). At the sam e tim e it would be interesting to nd
evidence for quantum ooherence between nuclar spins
In QD s by com parison of the ocbtained O verhauser eld
In the case of strong and weak inhom ogeneous K night

elds [63].

V. CONCLUSIONS AND OUTLOOK

In summ ary we have presented a quantum treatm ent
ofa dynam icalnuclear soin polarization schem e In single-
electron quantum dots that takes into account quantum
coherences betw een nuclei and allow s num erical study of
the ocooling dynam ics for thousands of spins. W e have
quanti ed lin itations due to dark states and shown that
these lim its are overcom e by the inhom ogeneous K night
shift and active m ode changes. From this we conclude
that cooling to m ore than 90% (of the m axin al O ver—
hauser eld) is feasble faster than typical nuclear spin
di usion processes. Setups for the experim ental realiza-
tion of our schem e have been proposed.

In order to go beyond the presented resuls to polar-
izations larger than 99% , which would bring the system
of coupled nucki close to a pure state and signi cantly
reduce electron spin decoherence, the presented schem e
can be optin ized, both In tem s of tim ing (length ofthe
Individual cooling step and wave function changes) and
In term s of the electron w ave fiinctions chosen. A further
enhancem entm ay be achieved by com bining the polariza—
tion schem e w ith A *-m easurem ents [54,55,156] to reduce
the A?* variance and to tailor the interaction tim es and
the extermal eld to the m easured A * value. D Jpolar in—
teraction and other depolarizing processes w ill becom e
m ore in portant In later stages of the cooling and need
to be considered carefilly in the developm ent of ground-—
state cooling techniques. M ore detailed studies of these
processes m ay, In addition, lead to schem es to m onior
the intrinsic ([dipolar) nuckar dynam icsvia the hyper ne
Interaction.

T he com bination of high polarization and long coher—
ence tin esm ake the nuclkar spin ensemble itselfa candi-
date for an active role in quantum com putation. Like the



actively explored sihglenucleus-soin qubits [B], collective
excitations of a polarized ensem ble of spins could also be
used for quantum nform ation purposes 23]. Sim ilar to
their atom ic counterparts [B7,158], the ensem bles m ight
becom e m ore suited than their isolated constituents for
certain quantum inform ation tasks.
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trapped in dark states.

Ensuring the validity of Eq. [3) or alltin es by retuning
B ext assum es that the standard deviation ofgA * rem ains
bounded by O A= N ) thus keeping the error in each
cooling step sn all. Com puting VarA ® in each step and
choosing t accordingly guarantees correctness. In gen—

eral, the polarizing process is expected to decrease VarA *

from the initialvalue In them axin ally m ixed state. T his
is con m ed by exact num erical calculations for sm all
particle numbers. W e are con dent that this holds for
large N , too, sjncﬁgle generic states exhibit standard
deviation O A= N ) (asevidenced by the variance of
the m axin ally m ixed state) .M oreover, the standard de—
viation in them axy alentropy state oftotalpolarization
P isO (1 P?A= N) orallP .Sim ilar reasoning holds
for the x—and y-directions.

In this article we focus on G aussian electron wave func—
tions, which approxin ate experim ental conditions well
For the coherent phenom ena we discuss, the distribution
of the groups of sim ilarly coupled spins is of m ajpr im -
portance. This property is generally m ainly determ ined
by the width and dim ensionality of the wave function,
and only to a sm aller extent by its exact functional fomm .
Subradiance is not easily dem onstrated in quantum opti-
cal system s; it was experin entally observed m any years
after superradiance, see Ref. [B2].



