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Nuclear spins show long coherence times and are well isolated from the environment, which are
properties making them promising for quantum information applications. Here, we present a method
for nuclear spin readout by probing the transmission of a microwave resonator. We consider a single
electron in a silicon quantum dot-donor device interacting with a microwave resonator via the
electric dipole coupling and subjected to a homogeneous magnetic field and a transverse magnetic
field gradient. In our scenario, the electron spin interacts with a 3'P defect nuclear spin via the
hyperfine interaction. We theoretically investigate the influence of the P nuclear spin state on the
microwave transmission through the cavity and show that nuclear spin readout is feasible with
current state-of-the-art devices. Moreover, we identify optimal readout points with strong signal
contrast to facilitate the experimental implementation of nuclear spin readout. Furthermore, we
investigate the potential for achieving coherent excitation exchange between a nuclear spin qubit

and cavity photons.

I. INTRODUCTION

Nuclear spins are promising candidates for quantum in-
formation applications due to their long coherence times
[1, 2] that can even be observed up to room temperature
[3]. However, the small gyromagnetic ratio of nuclear
spins that renders them well isolated from the environ-
ment and thus underlies their robust coherence also leads
to long gate operation times compared to those reported
for electron spins. Therefore, nuclear spins will most
likely find their application as quantum memories [4, 5],
either for pure storage or as buffers for quantum compu-
tation purposes. In many cases, it is beneficial to perform
readout directly on the nuclear spin instead of coherently
transferring the information to another system, e.g. an
electron spin [6], before this system is read out. Partic-
ularly with regard to scalable quantum computing de-
vices, readout relying on electrical means is favourable
over methods depending on ac-magnetic fields.

To a large extent driven by the microelectronics indus-
try, the manufacturing of nanoscale semiconductor de-
vices has matured during the last decades, and silicon-
based devices have a particularly high potential for scal-
ing. Moreover, isotopically purified 22Si material con-
taining predominantly nuclear spin 0 atoms can be pro-
duced and thus provides an excellent host material for
spin qubits based on the electron spin or single impurity
nuclear spins [6-13].

Cavity quantum electrodynamics (cQED) has been
successfully used for charge-photon [14-16] and spin-
photon coupling [17-24], as well as the detection of pho-
tons [25]. Moreover, cQED and gate reflectometry lend
themselves for qubit readout [14, 26-33]. Nevertheless,
it is an open question whether or not single nuclear
spins could be detected via a cavity or coupled to cavity
photons. Among the before mentioned achievements in
cQED it is particularly noteworthy that the strong cou-
pling regime is accessible for the spin of a single electron
in a Si double quantum dot (DQD) subject to a magnetic
field gradient where spin photon coupling emerges due to

Figure 1.  QD-donor system coupled to a single-mode mi-
crowave cavity. The cavity transmission A. = (aout)/{@in)
reveals the nuclear spin state. The QD-donor energy levels
are detuned by an amount ¢ and hybridized by tunnel cou-
pling t.. The spin of the confined electron is subject to a
homogeneous magnetic field B, and a gradient field b, per-
pendicular to B, while the electron charge is coupled to a
single mode (w.) of a microwave cavity with electric-dipole
coupling strength g.. The electron interacts with the nuclear
spin of the implanted donor via the hyperfine interaction A.

an effective spin orbit coupling caused by the the combi-
nation of the electric dipole interaction and spin-charge
hybridization [20, 21]. The same mechanism can also
be used to realize a flopping-mode spin qubit with full
electrical spin control via electric dipole spin resonance
(EDSR) [34, 35]. In this system, a longitudinal magnetic
field gradient leads to a shift of the phase and ampli-
tude response of the cavity transmission depending on
the strength of the field gradient [35]. Motivated by this
observation we consider a lateral architecture consisting
of a quantum dot (QD) in a planar Si/SiGe structure
and a single 3'P donor implanted in the Si host material.
While this system has been successfully operated in the
multi electron regime [36], we consider the single elec-
tron regime to form a flopping-mode electron spin qubit

(Fig. 1).



As a consequence, if the electron is confined to the
donor, it couples to the donor nuclear spin via the hy-
perfine interaction. In this configuration, we expect the
donor to generate a nuclear spin state dependent Over-
hauser field. This field constitutes a longitudinal mag-
netic field gradient that leads to a nuclear spin state
and detuning dependent shift of the electron spin transi-
tion frequency. Therefore, the cavity response essentially
probing the EDSR frequency is expected to shift accord-
ingly. Our detailed discussion of the expected character-
istics in the cavity transmission indicates that the observ-
able signature of the strong electron spin photon coupling
[20, 21] is indeed significantly altered by the state of the
nuclear spin and could therefore be used for nuclear spin
state readout. This prediction is verified by calculating
the cavity transmission using input-output theory.

Moreover, we investigate the effective excitation con-
serving nuclear spin photon coupling and find that our
suggested method for nuclear spin readout does not re-
quire strong nuclear spin photon coupling.

This article is organized as follows: The following
Sec. II contains a discussion of the model of the QD-
donor system coupled to a cavity mode. In Sec. III we
predict the impact of the donor nuclear spin state on the
cavity transmission, and verify our expectation by calcu-
lating the cavity transmission using input-output theory.
Section IV contains the derivation of an effective Hamil-
tonian describing the nuclear spin dynamics followed by
a discussion of the emerging effective nuclear spin photon
coupling. Finally, we summarize our results in Sec. V.

II. THEORETICAL MODEL

We consider a lateral QD-donor system fabricated in
isotopically enriched 22Si. QD and donor are aligned
along the z-axis, such that a single electron can either be
localized in the QD on the left or the donor on the right
by adjusting the QD-donor energy level detuning €. QD-
donor tunnel coupling t. results in charge hybridization
near ¢ = 0. The proposed experimental setup, includ-
ing the various interactions, is sketched in Fig. 1. The
detuning e determined by the energy difference between
QD and donor can be controlled by applying an electric
field in z-direction and by tuning the gates defining the
QD confinement potential. In the presence of a homoge-
neous magnetic field B, and a magnetic field gradient b,
perpendicular to B,, the QD-donor system in the single
electron configuration can be modelled by the Hamilto-
nian

EIO = % (6:7\:'3 + 21505; + BZO'Z + bmona:a:z) ) (1)

with 7; and o; the Pauli operators in position and electron
spin space, respectively. The interaction between the nu-
clear spin and the magnetic field is neglected because it is
roughly three orders of magnitude smaller than all other
relevant energy scales [37]. The magnetic fields B, and b,
are given in units of energy and energy units are chosen

such that 7 = 1. The donor ground and first excited state
are energetically separated by 2 2.5meV taking into ac-
count strain effects due to the Si/SiGe interface [38]. On
the other hand, a low-lying excited state, the excited val-
ley state, is present in Si QDs. However, valley splittings
2, 50 peV observed in recent devices [39, 40| together
with the possibility to operate the QD-donor system at
temperatures S 50mK allow for a negligible population
of the excited valley state. Hence, the valley degree of
freedom can be neglected in our model.

Electric dipole interactions allow to couple the electron
in the QD-donor system to microwave resonator photons,
described by the coupling Hamiltonian

H; = g7 (a+ab), (2)

where a and a' are the bosonic cavity photon annihila-
tion and creation operators of the relevant cavity mode,
respectively. The charge-photon coupling strength for a
D@D has been found to be on the order of g./2m ~ 30
to 40MHz [20, 41]. In the QD-donor scenario we ex-
pect it to be &~ 1/3 of the DQD value, as discussed in
Appendix A. The Hamiltonian for the cavity mode with
frequency w, is given by Heay = weala. If the electron is
confined to the donor, electron spin and 3'P donor nu-
clear spin couple via the hyperfine interaction. The hy-
perfine interaction strength A = 117 MHz [42, 43| present
in bulk Si is significantly reduced to A ~ 25MHz in the
Si quantum well of a Si/Siy.7Geg 3 heterostructure due to
strain effects caused by the Si- and SiGe-lattice mismatch
[38, 44]. On the other hand, the donor is ionized and the
electron does not interact with the donor nuclear spin if
it occupies the left QD. Therefore, we can represent the
electron spin nuclear spin interaction as

~ A

H._, = g(}' V(1 —=Ty), (3)

with 7 = (v4,v,,v.)T and v; the nuclear spin Pauli op-
erators. The factor (1 — 7,)/2 is a projection on the
subspace with the electron bound to the donor.

Signatures of the electron spin-photon coupling can be
observed in the cavity transmission [20, 21]. We now
investigate whether these signatures will be altered in
the presence of a nuclear spin interacting with the elec-
tron spin via the hyperfine interaction and whether the
combined spin-photon and hyperfine interactions have a
potential application for nuclear spin readout.

To calculate the cavity response, we first transform the
total Hamiltonian to the eigenbasis |+) of €7,/2 + t.Ts,
with the electron position expressed in terms of anti-
bonding (+) and bonding (—) molecular orbital states
because these basis states are a good approximation for
the eigenstates |n) with corresponding energies E, of
ﬁsys = Efo + ﬁe_n as illustrated in Fig. 2. Then, the
Hamiltonian H = I;'Sys Jrfi;[ +I;fcav can be written as the
sum of a diagonal part Hy and an off-diagonal perturba-
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Figure 2. Energy spectrum of the QD-donor Hamiltonian
Hy as a function of the QD-donor detuning parameter e for
B, = 14.5ueV. The dashed blue lines show the energy levels
for t. = by = 0 with the corresponding eigenstates denoted
by the electronic position in the QD-donor system, L and R,
and its spin projection (| / 1) along the z—axis. Switching
on the tunnel coupling . (here t. = 9 ueV) mixes the L and
R states with the same spin resulting in the bonding (—) and
antibonding (4) molecular orbital states, whose energies are
given by the dashed black lines. Finally, the dotted red en-
ergy levels include the hyperfine coupling to the nuclear spin
(eigenenergies Ey, . .., Er of ﬁsys). For this plot, we have used
exaggerated values b, = 5 eV and A = 1 GHz to emphasize
the effects of the magnetic field gradient and the hyperfine
interaction.

tion V as H = Hy + V, with

H, :% (Qr, + B.o,) + éAJZl/Z (1 —sinfr,)+ weala,
(4)

(=

V =2 (sinfr, —cosf7,) 0, + gcos O(o.v.) T

2
A .
+ g(argcygc +oyvy) (1 —sinf 7, 4+ cosf ry)
+ ge(sinf 1, — cosO1,)(a +al), (5)

where 7; are Pauli operators acting on the space of bond-
ing (4+) and antibonding (—) orbitals, i.e. 7,|+) = *|+£).
Moreover, we introduce the orbital energy Q = /€2 + 4¢2
and the orbital mixing angle § = arctan(e/2t.). Hy is
diagonal with respect to the basis {|%,] (1),4 (1),n)}
indicating the orbital state of the electron (+), the elec-
tron spin state ({, 1), the nuclear spin state ({}, f}) and the
number of photons in the cavity mode (n), respectively,
while V' is purely off-diagonal in this basis. In order to
predict the impact of the nuclear spin on the cavity trans-
mission, we derive an effective Hamiltonian for the lower
orbital subspace defined by the projection operator Py =
(1—17,)/2, that projects on the subspace spanned by the
states |7a\l/a TT& n>7 ‘77\La‘U'7n>7 |77T7ﬂ7n>a |7,T7‘U’,n> with
n=20,1,2,...

As a next step, we apply a Schrieffer-Wolff transforma-
tion to decouple the subspaces defined by the projection

operators Py and Qo = 1 — Py [45], to find the effec-
tive Hamiltonian H.g = e“He™, and follow the pertur-
bative method presented in [45] to determine the block
off-diagonal and antihermitian generator S defining the
unitary transformation e®. If one chooses the ansatz
S =35, with S, ~ V", the first contribution (S;)
must obey the relation [45] [Hy, S1] = PoV Qo + QoV Fo.
This relation together with the commutation relations
of the Pauli operators and the bosonic photon operators
allows us to determine S;. The knowledge of S; is in
turn sufficient to compute the effective Hamiltonian for
the subspace defined by P, up to second order in the
perturbation V' [45],

H, =PyHy Py + P,V P,
+ 3 Po[S1, PoV Qo + QoV Po) P. (6)

The explicit form of H, is presented in Appendix B. How-
ever, for the following discussion it is essential to deter-
mine transition frequencies as precisely as possible. To
this end, we transform H. to a basis accounting for the
electron spin mixing due to the magnetic field gradient
with the basis states

14 () =cos 31—, 4t (@) —sim S 1.0 @), (@)
1 ) =sin Sl 4ot () +cos S, 1,10 (W), (9

defined by the electron spin mixing angle ¢ via

—b, sinf
B. (1 — cos26 (%2 + b%) 7Q2i32>

Since, here, b, < B, the electron spin mixing angle is
small and therefore the states ||(1)) are predominantly
the electron spin states | | (1)) up to small contributions
of the opposite electron spin state. Hence, in the follow-
ing we refer to |[(1)) as the electron spin states. The
diagonal part of the transformed Hamiltonian reads

tan ¢ =

9)

Heo=3%(Es +6E5v.)6. + 1E,v. + Geala,  (10)

with the Pauli operators &; operating on the |[(T)) states
and

2 2 20\ 2
E; = \/Bz <1 - (AS(nsz)BC;))S 9) + (by sin6)?,
(11)

A Q
0E; = (4(1+sin 0) + BZEV) cos ¢
Ab, cos 0B,

A% cos? 6 B,
g, = £ 802 13
1627 — B2) (13)
2 2
- gz cos” 0 B,
We = We — QW, (].4)



as derived in Appendix B. Since the signatures of the
electron spin-photon coupling that we expect to change
due to the nuclear spin are observed close to resonance
between the electron spin transition and the resonator
[20, 21], it is justified to assume Ez ~ &.. Under this
assumption we can apply the rotating wave approxima-
tion (RWA) retaining terms rotating with frequencies
< FEs =~ W, and find that the nondiagonal part of the
transformed Hamiltonian comprises interactions between
the electron spin and the nuclear spin of the QD-donor
system and the cavity mode

He7cav7int = —3Gsv Sin2 g (5’+l/+a + &_V_QT)

+ gy cos? g (&+u_a + 5‘_V+GT) (15)

+ (g5 cos ¢ + dgssingv,) (&+a + 6*aT) ,

with the explicit forms of the spin-photon couplings
9dsv, 95,095 given in Appendix B. The interaction terms
in (15) are of particular interest since one can expect
to see signatures of these interactions in the transmis-
sion. However, the terms in the first line are negligible
for ¢ <« 1.

The terms in the second line of (15) incorporate a flip
of both the nuclear spin and the electron spin if the two
are antialigned with the concomitant creation or anni-
hilation of a cavity photon. This coupling emerges due
to the combined effect of the dipole operator coupling
the states [—, 1,4 (1)) and [+, 7,4 (1)), and the hyper-
fine interaction between the states |+, 1,{}) and |—, |, ).
Thus, the interaction persists in the absence of the mag-
netic field gradient and has already been observed and
analyzed in setups without such a gradient. The inter-
action can be used to control the flip-flop qubit and to
construct gates between two such qubits [37], while the
combination with an oscillating magnetic field allows for
controlling the nuclear spin qubit and implementing a
nuclear spin two-qubit gate [46].

On the other hand, the combined effect of the mag-
netic field gradient, giving rise to the coupling between
the states |+, 1,4 (ft)) and |—, ), 4 (1)), and the dipole
operator leads to the terms in the third line that describe
a flip of the electron spin accompanied by the annihila-
tion or creation of a cavity photon, while the state of
the nuclear spin remains unchanged. These two differ-
ent types of interaction cause a hybridization of the QD-
donor system and the cavity mode when the transition
in the QD-donor system is close to resonance with the
cavity mode. Since the resulting hybrid states have a
significant impact on the cavity transmission we inspect
the energy expectation values of the QD-donor system
states involved in the respective transitions. The energy
expectation values of the four basis states defining the
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Figure 3. Hyperfine-split electronic energy levels (16) and
(17) corresponding to the four states |l, 1), \l, 1), |$, 1) and
H‘, |}) as a function of the QD-donor detuning parameter e.
The highlighted transition frequencies determine the location
of the observable signatures in Fig. 4. The parameters used
for this plot are B, = w./27 = 3.5GHz, g./2m = 13MHz,
te =9ueV, by, = 1.62peV, and A = 25 MHz.

lower orbital subspace can be easily read off from (10):

E; 0E; | E
- - _9 =7 + ¥
Elawy = 2 ) 9 (D gv (16)
E; . 0E; | E
_ _ o + g + v
Ef ) = 9 g9 gy (17)

and we immediately find the transition frequencies for
electron spin flips with a fixed nuclear spin state

Eiawy — Biraw) = e & 0Es, (18)

as well as the transition frequency for the electron spin-
nuclear spin flip-flop

N (19)

The energy expectation values (18) as a function of the
QD-donor detuning € and the various transition frequen-
cies are presented in Fig. 3. Both Figure 3 and Eq. (18)
show that the electron spin flip transition frequency de-
pends on the state of the nuclear spin. More precisely,
for a small electron spin mixing angle ¢ < 1 the transi-
tion frequency with the nuclear spin in the states 1 and
| differs by

A2 cos? 00
S(O2 - B2
Hence, in the limits of large positive, zero, and large nega-

tive DQD detuning e, the shift in the resonance frequency
A takes the values (note that t. > 0),

A
A =20E; ~ 5(1+sin9)+ (20)

€> 2t : lim A= A,
0—m/2
A A2Q
=0: A —+ ———— 21
€KL —2t.: lim A =0.
0——m/2
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Figure 4. Cavity transmission |A.| on resonance, i.e., for w = w. with w./27 = 3.5 GHz = 14.5 pueV, as a function of the magnetic
field B, and the QD-donor detuning e for different populations of the energy levels with (a) both nuclear spin states equally
populated, (b) the nuclear spin up state populated, (c) the nuclear spin down state populated. The dashed lines indicate the
points in the (e, B;) parameter plane at which the transitions indicated in Fig. 3 fulfill one of the resonance conditions (22) or
(23). The remaining system parameters are t. = 9peV, b, = 1.62 peV, g./2m = 13 MHz, 2k1 /27 = 2k2/27 = /27 = 1.3 MHz,
and A = 25 MHz = 0.1 peV. For the phonon induced decoherence entering the decoherence superoperator v we assume the
parameters d = 37nm, wo/27 = 30 GHz, ¢, = 4000m/s and Jo determined by J(2¢t. = 5.4 GHz,d = 120nm) = 35 MHz. The
strength of the quasistatic charge noise affecting the detuning paramter € is chosen to be g. = 1 neV.

The increasing impact of the nuclear spin on A with in-
creasing QD-donor detuning is intuitively easy to under-
stand: For € <« —2t, the electron is localized in the left
QD and therefore decoupled from the nuclear spin, at
e = 0 it is completely delocalized between the left QD
and the donor, while it is trapped in the donor with a
high probability for € > 2t. such that the coupling to
the nuclear spin is maximized.

We note that in a DQD architecture with the sec-
ond QD overlapping with an isoelectric 2°Si nuclear spin,
readout of the nuclear spin state has been realized for the
maximal coupling scenario € > 2t. by probing the elec-
tron spin resonance frequency with frequency-selective
ac magnetic field pulses [47]. Even though the hyperfine
interaction is as low as a few hundred kHz in such a de-
vice, we expect that alternatively our suggested readout
method can be used as discussed in detail in Appendix
E.

III. NUCLEAR SPIN READOUT VIA THE
ELECTRON SPIN

We now describe how the nuclear-spin dependent shift
A of the electron-spin resonance frequency Eq. (20) al-
lows for a read-out of the nuclear spin. The last term
in (10) identifies the cavity resonance frequency includ-
ing shifts of the empty cavity frequency w. due to the
interaction with the QD-donor system. Thus, the cavity
mode is resonant with the electron spin flip transition for
a fixed nuclear spin state if

E (22)

Faw) ~ Blnwy = e

and resonant with the electron spin-nuclear spin flip-flop
transition if

iy = Ejigy = Ye (23)

We expect a signature of the respective coupling in the
cavity transmission in the vicinity of system parameters
€, te, B, b;, and w,. for which one of these relations is
fulfilled.

In order to verify our prediction we calculate the cavity
transmission A. using input-output theory (Appendix C)
and compare the system parameters for which character-
istic features emerge with those satisfying the resonance
conditions derived above. The calculation of A, takes
charge relaxation processes due to the phonon environ-
ment and quasi-static charge noise affecting the detuning
parameter € into account (see Appendix D for details).
Figure 4 shows the absolute value of the cavity transmis-
sion |A,| for three different populations of the hyperfine
levels where (a) the two lowest energy levels are equally
populated approximating the thermal equilibrium state
for T 2 30mK, i.e., the QD-donor system is with equal
probability in the states |0) and |1) which, up to small
corrections, correspond to the nuclear spin up and down
states ||, f}) and ||, ), respectively; (b) only the ground
state ~ |l, 1) is populated; (c) only the excited state
~ |l, |}y is populated. We point out that a single mea-
surement will always be represented by the Figs. 4(b) or
(¢), while Fig. 4(a) corresponds to the average over many
measurements if the system is initialized with equal prob-
ability in the states |0) ~ |}, f}) and |1) = [{,{) before
the measurement. We find that the emerging character-
istic features, given by a significantly reduced transmis-
sion due to the interaction of the cavity mode with the
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Figure 5. Difference of the cavity transmission |A.| between
the nuclear spin down case | A¢|y, and the nuclear spin up case
|Acly. The dot-dashed lines in (a) indicate the positions of
the linecuts shown in (b). Parameters and dashed lines are
as in Fig. 4.

QD-donor system appear in the immediate vicinity of the
parameters fulfilling the resonance conditions Eqns. (22)
and (23), as indicated by the dashed lines in Fig. 4. One
also observes that the signatures are less pronounced for
le| > 2t.. The last line of Eq. (5) shows that the electric
dipole moment of the |4+) <> |—) transition is propor-
tional to cos®@ and therefore decreases with increasing
le/2t.|, which, in turn leads to the weakening of the ef-
fective couplings responsible for the observed signatures.

For the experimental realization of nuclear spin state
readout it is essential to obtain a strong contrast be-
tween the signal for nuclear spin {} and {}. In order to
identify suitable readout points, we calculate the differ-
ence of the cavity transmission |A.| obtained for the ex-

.0 —r—"—m"+—"—F/ 7" ——"—+—7

- |Ac|ﬂ
- Acly
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Figure 6. Cavity transmission |Ac|¢, |Ac|y and readout con-
trast, |[Ac|y — |Aclp, for € = 10 peV and B, = 14.57 peV, i.e.
the point where the red and the second dashed orange line
from the left in Fig. 5 intersect, as a function of the probe

pulse detuning dw. The remaining parameters are as in Fig. 4.

cited state populated, |A.|y, and the one with only the
ground state populated, |A¢|y, i.e., Fig. 4(b) is subtracted
from Fig. 4(c). The result presented in Fig. 5(a) un-
veils extended regions providing a high signal contrast
for nuclear spin readout in the vicinity of the three res-
onance conditions, the two resonances (22) and the res-
onance (23), and weak QD-donor detuning in the range
between ¢ = —10neV and € = 15 ueV. The linecuts in
Fig. 5(b) show that, within this range of QD-donor de-
tuning, maximal contrast is achieved for points in the
immediate vicinity of the resonance for nuclear spin 1.
The amplitude difference of the readout contrast between
the resonances for { and || can be attributed to a shift
of the cavity resonance frequency caused by the interac-
tion with the QD-donor system (see Appendix E for more
details).

Moreover, we can check the sensitivity of the readout
contrast with respect to the cavity detuning from the
probe field

dw =w — we, (24)

for good readout points. To do so, we calculate |A.|q,
|Ac|y and the readout contrast, |Ac|ly — |Acly, for the
point in Fig. 5 where the red and the second dashed or-
ange line from the left intersect, as a function of the de-
tuning dw. The result is presented in Fig. 6 and shows
a readout contrast larger than 0.2 for |dw| < 1.5 MHz.
In addition, the figure allows one to identify the origin
of reduced transmission in Fig. 4(b) and the resulting
good readout contrast: At the chosen readout point, the
electron spin flip transition for nuclear spin { is close
to resonance with the cavity, while the electron spin flip
transition for nuclear spin |} is off-resonant. Due to the
strong electron spin photon-coupling one observes Rabi
splitting for nuclear spin 1 (|]Ac|q in Fig. 6), whereas



|Ac|y shows a single resonance located between the Rabi
split modes of |A.|4.

To further characterize the nuclear spin measure-
ment, we go beyond the input-output theory and in-
spect Eqgs. (10) and (B38) describing the effective elec-
tronic Hamiltonian H. o + He s in order to assess the
expected measurement back-action. We note that since
[Heo,v:] = 0, the main part of the hyperfine coupling
leads to a nuclear spin readout in the form of a quan-
tum non-demolition (QND) measurement [48]. In gen-
eral, [He int, ;] # 0 leading to small corrections to the
QND behavior. However, for an adiabatic transfer of
the electron from the left QD to the delocalized config-
uration between the QD and the donor and back under
continuous transmission of a microwave field at constant
frequency, we expect a recovery of the QND readout be-
cause the pure nuclear spin states are adiabatically trans-
ferred to eigenstates of He o + Heint. Away from the
resonance, the analogous argument holds with the non-
resonant Hamiltonian (B1).

For the experimental verification of the suggested
method for nuclear spin readout, we envision the follow-
ing protocol: The cavity transmission is measured at one
of the suitable readout points. Then, a nuclear spin reso-
nance 7-pulse is performed before the cavity transmission
is probed again. Following the above discussion, success-
ful nuclear spin readout is achieved if there is a significant
difference in the absolute value of the transmission, and,
depending on this value for the respective measurement,
the state of the nuclear spin at the time of each measure-
ment can be assigned.

IV. NUCLEAR SPIN PHOTON COUPLING

It has been shown that the nuclear spin of a QD-donor
system can be controlled with a classical electric field
[49]. However, this does not allow coherent information
transfer between the nuclear spin and photons. In order
to assess the potential of the system for coherent cou-
pling of the nuclear spin to cavity photons, we derive
a Hamiltonian describing the effective dynamics of the
nuclear spin interacting with the resonator mode while
the remaining parts of the system are near the ground
state. More precisely, we investigate the dynamics of the
subspace determined by the projection operator

1—7,1—0,
Py = 2
0 9 2 ) (5)

that defines the subspace spanned by the states
[—, 4, 4,n), |— 4, ft,n), with n = 0,1,2,... . To do this,
we apply a Schrieffer-Wolff transformation to decouple
the subspaces defined by the projection operators Py and
Qo = 1 — Py [45]. Following the procedure sketched in
Sec. III, we determine S; and Sy, where S, is defined by
[Ho, S2] = —[PoVPy+QoV Qo, S1], to obtain the effective
Hamiltonian for the subspace defined by Py up to third

order in the perturbation V' [45],

H,, =PyHoPy + PyV Py + £ Py[S1, PV Qo + QoV Po] P
+ 5 Po[S2, PoV Qo + QoV Py Po. (26)

In particular, the diagonal part of the effective Hamilto-
nian reads

E; 0F;
Hpo :7Vz + w.ata + TVZGTG, (27)

with the expressions for E;, w. and 0 E; presented in Ap-
pendix F. We find that [0 E;| < |Ej| < @, if the electron
is not entirely confined to the left QD. Thus, the mi-
crowave resonator and the donor nuclear spin flip transi-
tion cannot be tuned to resonance. The coherent excita-
tion exchange between these two subsystems is described
by the term,

gy (I/JraT + zfa) , (28)

within H,, given in (F1). We note that E|y .y > Ejj n)
because  Ep ~ —4 (1 +sin(f)) + O(V?) such that
Eq. (28) is an excitation conserving interaction term.
The explicit form of the coupling constant g, in terms
of the system parameters is given in Appendix F and we
find that nuclear spin to photon coupling strengths of
gy ~ 0.5 MHz can be achieved. Given realistic values for
the nuclear-spin and cavity loss rates, v < k =~ 1 MHz,
we note that the strong coupling regime for nuclear
spin cavity QED (g, > k,7) should be within reach.
However, the coherent excitation exchange between these
two subsystems is suppressed by the large detuning from
resonance.

The raising or lowering of the nuclear spin state along
with the creation or annihilation of a cavity photon re-
sults from the combined effect of the hyperfine interac-
tion, the magnetic field gradient and the electric dipole
interaction. The fundamental problem preventing reso-
nant coupling is that, in principle, the energy splitting
between the orbital states (+ and —) and the energy
splitting between the electron spin states (1 and |) can
simultaneously be tuned close to resonance with the mi-
crowave resonator, while, at the same time, the energy
splitting between the nuclear spin states (f and |}) is
far off-resonant because the nuclear gyromagnetic ratio
is & 1000 times smaller than the one of the electron spin.

V. CONCLUSION

In conclusion, we have investigated a system composed
of a donor nuclear spin coupled to the spin of a single
electron in a QD-donor architecture via the hyperfine in-
teraction. The electron is subject to a homogeneous mag-
netic field and a magnetic field gradient perpendicular to
the homogeneous component, while it is also dipole cou-
pled to a microwave resonator. We demonstrate that the
effective excitation-conserving nuclear spin-photon inter-
action resulting from the combined effect of the hyperfine



interaction, the electric dipole interaction, and the mag-
netic field gradient cannot directly be tuned to resonance.
Nevertheless, we show that the signature of the strong
electron spin-photon coupling [21] in the cavity transmis-
sion is altered due to the hyperfine interaction. We find
well separated signatures for the electron spin-photon
coupling with the nuclear spin in the states f} and |},
whereby the splitting of the two signatures is determined
by the hyperfine interaction strength A. For a 3'P donor
in the strained Si quantum well with A ~ 25 MHz we ex-
pect that recent experimental setups are able to resolve
the split signatures individually. Moreover, we identified
good readout points at which one finds a high contrast
between the measurement signal for the two opposing nu-
clear spin polarizations. Therefore, the cavity transmis-
sion allows for a readout of the nuclear spin state and for
the measurement of the hyperfine interaction strength.
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Appendix A: QD-donor system

In this Appendix, we present a simulation of the QD-
donor architecture that allows us to obtain a rough es-
timation for the size of the achievable tunnel coupling
strength and the electric dipole moment.

In Si/SiGe heterostructures electrons in the Si quan-
tum well are strongly confined in growth direction, defin-
ing the vertical position of the QD in the Si quantum well
[10]. Additional lateral confinement, required to form a
QD, can be realized with a layer of gate electrodes a few
tenths of nanometers above the quantum well. In order
to obtain a lateral QD-donor architecture, a 3'P donor
has to be implanted in the quantum well. In the follow-
ing we assume a separation of 56 nm between the gate
layer and the plane containing the donor in the quantum
well in line with recent Si/SiGe QD systems [14, 20, 50].

As a first step, we determine the electrostatic potential
® in the donor-plane generated by the gate architecture
illustrated in Fig. 7 and the ionized donor by numerically
solving the Poisson equation

Ad = —

p(7), (A1)

€0€r

with €, = 11.7 the relative permittivity of Si. The applied
gate voltages are considered by setting the boundary con-
ditions accordingly, while the ionized donor is modelled
by the homogeneous spherical charge density

—iw r—ry <r
o ={ T LTI

|7_"—7?d| > Te

193am

A/v32.5 nm
-

16235 nm
56 nm|

Figure 7. Surface gate architecture (black) and electron con-
finement potential —e® in the donor plane generated by the
gates and the ionized donor. The gate voltages are chosen as
indicated. The origin of the coordinate system is set below
the center of the quadratic gate at the bottom of the gate
layer and the axes are as shown in the figure.

with 73 = (—56,0,30)nm the donor position, i.e. the
donor is implanted 56 nm below the gate layer and dis-
placed by 30 nm in z-direction relative to the center of
the rectangular gate in Fig. 7. We choose r. = 0.95nm
ensuring that the correct 3P donor binding energy (45.5
meV) is achieved if no gate voltage is applied. The re-
sulting electron confinement potential —e® for the gate
voltages indicated in Fig. 7 in the donor plane is also
shown in Fig. 7. We note that our calculations do not
consider layers of different materials and material inter-
faces between these layers present in real Si/SiGe devices.
However, due to the similar dielectric constants of Si and
Sig.7Geg 3, the resulting effects on the electrostatic poten-
tial in the donor plane are small and can be compensated
by slightly modifying the gate architecture and the ap-
plied gate voltages.

In the following, the level detuning between the lowest-
lying QD and donor state is adjusted by an external elec-
tric field in z-direction. Alternatively, the level detuning
could also be controlled with more complex gate archi-
tectures.

Given the strong confinement in growth direction, it
suffices to solve the two-dimensional Schrodinger equa-
tion for an estimation of the QD-donor tunnel coupling
strength t.. Explicitely, the Schrodinger equation reads

h2

_ 2 2
—e(®(y, 2) + Eext2)V(y, 2), (A3)
with m,; = 0.192m,. the transverse effective electron

mass in Si grown along [100] and Fey; the electric field
strength.
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Figure 8. Energies of the ground state and the first excited
state of the QD-donor system as a function of the external
electric field Fext determining the level detuning e. The dots
are obtained from numerical solutions of (A3), while the solid
lines describe a simplified two-level system.

The energies of the ground and first excited states of
the QD-donor system as a function of the external electric
field obtained by numerically solving (A3) are shown as
the points in Fig. 8. The spectrum shows an avoided
crossing at E2,, ~ —2.0235 MV /m with minimal energy
difference AFEL;,, ~ 18pueV. We find good agreement
between the simulation (points) and a simplified two level
model (solid lines) with tunnel coupling 2t. = AFE i, =
18 ueV and level detuning € = —e (ngt Eext) d, where
d = 37nm gives the QD-donor distance discussed later.
This observation justifies the orbital two-level model in
(1) and shows that a sizeable tunnel coupling strength is
reachable in lateral QD-donor devices despite the sharp
confinement potential of the donor.

For the suggested nuclear spin readout method a no-
table tunnel coupling strength alone is not sufficient,
since also the charge-photon coupling g. has to be suffi-
ciently strong. The charge-photon coupling strength de-
pends linearly on the electric dipole moment ed, where d
is the QD-donor distance [51]. For the setup discussed in
this section, one can extract d ~ 37nm from Fig. 9, that
shows the ground state wave function at Eexy = ngt,
where the electron equally populates QD and donor. At
other values of Fuy in the range given in Fig. 8, the wave
functions of the ground state and the first excited state
have to be compared, but similar results for d are ob-
tained. In DQD devices typical values for the inter dot
distance are 100 — 120 nm. Therefore, the charge-photon
coupling strength in the QD-donor device is expected to
be = 1/3 of the coupling strength reported for DQD de-
vices.

--0.05
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~-0.10

-0.15

-50 0 50
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Figure 9. Ground state wave function in the donor plane for
Eext = ngt~

Appendix B: Effective Hamiltonian of the strong
electron spin-photon coupling

The Schrieffer Wolff transformation (6) yields the
Hamiltonian

H, =(a1 + asovy)o, + asv, + (ag + a5azvz)aTa
+ (ag + azv) (ot +07)
+ (ag + ago,) (vt +v7)
+ajp(20tv™ + 207 v)
a

+ (a11 + a190.v,)(a +a')

+ 1320 + 207 v (a + af)
+ (g + (@15 — icig)vs) (0 Ta + o~ al)
+ (a1 + (15 +iaie)v.) (o Ta’ + o7 a)

+ (17 + augo.v.)(a® + (a )2 )7 (B1)

with the coefficients o to «ys discussed below. The
transformation requires the coupling between states of
the subspace defined by Py and Q)¢ to be much smaller
than the energy separation of those states [45]. In the
present case this requirement is ensured provided that



the following relations hold:

)

A
ge| cos 0] < min (‘—Q - Zsin@ + we

A A
’QJr Z\sin@\ —wel, |-+ Zsin9+wc

).

A A
§|cost9| < ‘—Q+4sin0| , (B3)
by . A A
5|c059| < min (‘—Q—BZ— ik _Q_BZ+Z ;
A A
—Q+B,+—|,|-Q+B,——|]. (B4)
4 4
However, we consider a regime where
Q, B, we> A by, ge. Hence we can use the ap-
proximations
A
-+ ZSIHQ(T) We = —-Q (i’) We, (B5)
A
—QiZSiHQ%—Q, (B6)
A
7Q(i») BZiZN*Q (t) Bz. (B7)

Taking into account the above approximations, the pa-
rameters of the Hamiltonian (B1) read

a1 :% — (;122 + lf) cos® nging’ (B8)
@ :g(l T sin) + ;‘f o 5 S—2B§’ (B9)
s 10)
oy =W, — 2g° cos? Om, (B11)
as =0, ) (B12)
ag = — @, (B13)
= Abwlc(jose - Eszz, (B14)
o _Ab, c8os2 9 - %Bg 7 (B15)
ay =20 ;082 ’ e o ik (B16)

z

10

7é(1+ . 9)+A290529 i+ Q
a0 =g T 64 \Q 02— B2
(B17)

Q1] = — gesinf, (B18)

Ag.cos?0 (1 Q0

B G (R Bl

12 3 (Q+Q2—w3>’ (B19)

Ag. cos® 6 Q Q
13 = 8 (QQ — Bg + QQ — UJ?) ) (BQO)

brg. cos® 6 Q Q

T <Q2—B§+Qz—w§>’ B2l

18 =0.

We note, that the term proportional to «g causing a
mixing between the electron spin states is not not negli-
gible. Thus, we need to account for this term when calcu-
lating transition energies between states that we expect
to resemble the actual eigenstates of the Hamiltonian. To
this end, we transform H.g into the eigenbasis of

a0, +ag(ocT +07). (B26)
The transformed basis states are
= 3 ) =cos S 1 ()
—an ey, B2
= ) =sin Sl 4, ()
bes Sl nh @y, (B2
with the electron spin mixing angle
¢ = arctan <Zj> . (B29)

Since, here, the magnetic field gradient b, is small com-
pared to the homogeneous magnetic field B, one finds
lag| < |aa], such that the electron spin mixing angle is
small and therefore the states |[(1)) are predominantly
the electron spin states | | (1)) up to small contributions
of the opposite electron spin state. The electron spin
Pauli operators transform as

Op —SiN G, + @—6' oS ¢ 5, (B30)
6
ag
Oy —>——0y, B31
Yy |a6| Yy ( )
0, —CoSPT, — a6 sin ¢ 0, (B32)

||

with the Pauli operators &; operating on the | (1)) states.
We divide the transformed Hamiltonian H. in a diagonal



part 17{6’0 and a part containing the interactions between
the basis states H ini. For H. o we find

~ E; OF; . E, ~
H,o= +—2v,) 6, + —2v, +w.ala, (B33)
’ 2 2 2
with
E; =2y/a} + a2, (B34)
0FE5 = 2(ay cos ¢ + a7 sin @), (B35)
E, = 2as, (B36)
&C = Q4. (B37)
Since we consider a parameter regime with
B.,w.> A by, 9. we find Fz,0.> E,,0E5;. If we

additionally assume the effective cavity frequency w. to
be close to resonance with the electron spin transition
frequency Es, we can apply the RWA to H, ins keeping
terms rotating with frequencies < Ej:

Heint = (ag[l+cos¢pd,] + a1psinga,) (1/+ + V_)
— gy Sin g( + +a—|—a v aT)
+ gsu cos? % (&+V_a + &_V+CLT)

+ (g5 cos ¢+ dgssingv,) (6+a + O'_GT) ,

(B38)
with
Qg
g5y = 2—— a3 = —sgneais, (B39)
|cve|
o6
g5 = —— Q14 = —SEN € 14, (B40)
||
0gs = sgn e s, (B41)
and
gs > 595. (B42)

We note that corrections to next higher order of the en-
ergy level structure of the reduced effective Hamiltonian
due to the upper orbital subspace originate from com-
bined effects involving a transition from the lower orbital
subspace to the upper orbital subspace, a transition from
the upper orbital subspace to the lower orbital subspace
and a transition in either the lower or the upper orbital
subspace [52]. In this work we are mainly focused on de-
termining transition frequencies from (B33). Thus, the
relevant third order corrections are those contributing to
aq, ag, az, ag, ag and a7. Given (5), it is straightfor-
ward to show that there are no third order corrections to
aq, ag, agz and ay. For the given Hamiltonian the third
order corrections to spin flips, i.e. corrections to ag and
a7 have an upper bound given by §®) ~ %, pro-
vided that B, ~ w. and that b,/2 > A/4, g.. Using
the parameters from the main text, b, = 1.62 pueV, Q =~
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18 ueV and B, ~ 14.5 peV, one finds |(E5 (a1, ag+63)) -
E&(al,aﬁ))/E(;(ozl,aﬁﬂ < 6-10% and |((5E5(041,046 +
5(3), a7 + (5(3)) — (SE,}(OQ, 0467017))/5E5(O[170£6, OL7)‘ <6-
1073, Hence, third and higher order corrections due to
the Schrieffer Wolff transformation can be neglected in

the calculation of the transition frequencies.

Appendix C: Input-Output Theory

To investigate the transmission through the cavity in-
teracting with the QD-donor system we use input-output
theory. We divide the Hamiltonian into three parts

H= Hsys + HI + Hcaw (Cl)
with the system Hamiltonian, I;'Sys = P~I0 + I:Te_n, com-
prising the single electron in the QD-donor confinement
potential (1) and its hyperfine interaction to the nuclear
spin (3). The eigenstates and the corresponding eigenen-
ergies of HSyS are denoted |n) and F,, with F,, < E, 41,
respectively. In the eigenbasis of ﬁsys Eq. (C1) reads

m,n

(C2)

where the eigenstates of ffsys define the operators o, =
|n){m|. For the quantum Langevin equations for a(t) and
6nm (t) one obtains

a= Z[H a *a-‘r Z \/Eam iy (03)
1=1,2
dm —ZHUmn Z’Ymnmn’o-mn’"i'\/ ]: C4

with ain1(t) and ain 2(t) the incoming parts of the ex-
ternal fields at the cavity ports 1 and 2. Moreover we
have introduced the decoherence superoperator with ma-
trix elements Ypn, m/n/, that is discussed in detail in Ap-
pendix D, and the quantum noise F of the QD-donor
system. In the following discussion we will neglect the
quantum noise F. Using Eq. (C2), we find

ch E dmno—mn Y
+ VK1Qin,1 + v/ K2Gin 2,

(C5)

and

é'mn(t) :i(Em - En)amn + igc (Z dm’mam’n

- Z dnn’o'mn’> (a + aT)
n/

N Z Ymn,m'n'Tm/n’ + \/ﬂ‘/—"
m’,n’

(C6)



We will now decompose o, (t) into a contribution in-
dependent of the cavity coupling g. and a part that is
linear in g., while higher order contributions in g. are
neglected,

T (t) = o\ (1) + ol (8) + O(g7), (C7)

where 07(27)1(25) and o\ (t) are zeroth and first order in g,

respectively. We replace the operators ol? in (C7) by
their expectation values
<O.7(’Y(L)2L>t = 5mnpm7 (08)

where p,, are the average populations of the energy levels
obtained for g. = 0. Following the above discussion one
obtains

LoDy, =i(E — Ea) o))

dt
+ igcdnm (pn - pm) (<a>t + <a>:)
- Z Ymn,m'n’ <0'7(,~1L/)n/>t- (09)

m/,n’

for the expectation values of the operators first order in
ge- A Fourier transformation to frequency space yields

oM _ eldnm (pn _pm) a a)*
< mn>w (En _ Em) —w— i’Ymn,mn (< >w + < >7w)

Zm’7n’ (]‘ -

(E’ﬂ - Em) — W= Z’Ymn,mn

5mm’ 5nn’) Ymn,m'n’ <J7(7}L’)n’ >w

+1

(C10)

If the cavity has a large quality factor Q@ = w./k > 1 and
is probed close to resonance such that |w — w.| € w. a
RWA for the cavity mode can be applied showing that
the impact of (a)* , is negligible [53]. In this operating
regime we can solve the set of linear equations (C10) to
obtain the susceptibilities Y., (w),

(o) = Xmn(W)(@)o- (C11)

Calculating the expectation value of (C5), considering
(C7) as well as (C8), before employing a Fourier trans-
form to frequency space and using (C11) yields

(a), = \/amin,l)w + \/@(ain,2>w
Y (we — w) 4 iGe Y Xomn (W) dinn + /2
igc Zn dnnpn(s(w)
i (We — W) +iGe Dy X (W) dimn + K/2°
(C12)

According to input-output theory, the incoming and out-
going fields are related by [54]

(C13)

We consider a scenario with (a;,2) = 0 and can finally
calculate the cavity transmission

A = <a'0ut,2>w _ \/’%»2<a’>w
¢ <ain,1>w <a’iU71>W
i\ /RiRa
_ . (Cl4
(we —w) + ge Zm,n Xmn (W) dmn — ik/2 (C14)

Gout,ry — Qin,y = V/ KvQ.
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Appendix D: Noise

The dominant noise effects in the present system arise
due to charge relaxation processes induced by the phonon
environment and due to charge noise.

1. Charge relaxation due to the phonon
environment

The electron phonon interaction for an electron in a
QD-donor system is described by the Hamiltonian

ﬁe—ph = Z Aqu;z(aily + aqu)a

q,v

(D1)

with the momentum q and mode v dependent coupling
constants Ay, and the corresponding phonon creation
and annihilation operators. Let us recall that 7, trans-
forms to dyn0mn under the transformation to the

eigenbasis of ﬁsys. Hence, using Fermi’s golden rule we
find the transition rate from eigenstate |n) to |m) at zero
temperature

m,n

Yn—m :QWZ <Cl, 1/|<m| Z )\q’,l/’ Z dm’n’am'n’
q,v

q’ v m/,n’
2
(car el ) IO 8 (0~ Ein) = )

=21 > qul* 6 (B — Ein) — equ) ldmnl
q,IJ

=2J(Ep — Epn) |dinl|? (D2)
where |0) denotes the phonon vacuum and
lg,v) is a single phonon state with energy eq..
JW) =20 \)\q/$,,/|2 0 (v —eq,,) is the phonon spectral
density.

We can also calculate the transition rate for the orbital
transition |[4+) — |—) for e = 0:

Voo =2mJ(Q). (D3)
This relation allows one to specify the scale factor Jy
introduced below in (D4) to describe the phonon spectral
density, because values for this rate were reported in a
recent experiment [20] considering a similar setup.

Due to the inversion symmetry of the unit cell of the
crystal structure of silicon electron phonon coupling is
caused by bulk deformation potential coupling [55] and
the phonon spectral density at low energy can be modeled
by [56, 57]

v\? vd -
J(v)=Jo () (1 — sinc <)> e 0,
wo Cp

where Jj is a scale factor, wy a cutoff frequency, d the
spacing between the QD and the donor and ¢, the speed
of sound.

(D4)



To capture the decoherence effects due to the phonon en-
vironment we use a markovian quantum master equation
in Lindblad form with the jump operator [58]

L= \2rJ(Ey — Ep)dmnCmn. (D5)

We assume the phonon bath to be at zero temperature
such that only transitions to lower energy states are pos-
sible, i.e.,

L= Y VI, = B

m<n
m<n
with jin = /27J(E, — En).

One can calculate the mean value for the decoherence
dynamics of the operators o,,, to identify the elements
Ymn,m'n' Of the decoherence superoperator:

%<0mn>t =Tr {UmnD[L]p(t)}
= Z [(]mm’)*]nn' - % {5mm’ <Z (jkn)*jkn’>
m’,n’ k
+0nn/ (Z (jkm’)* jk:m) }‘| <O'm/n’>t
k
= - Z Ymn,m'n’ <0m’n’>t7 (D7)

J
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where D[L] represents the Dissipator superoperator
DIL}p(t) = Lp(t) L' — L (p(t)LIL + LT Lp(t)) [59].

2. Charge noise

In semiconductor QD architectures charge noise is om-
nipresent. Charge noise leads to fluctuations of the elec-
trostatic potentials in the proximity of the QD and the
donor. Hence, charge noise mainly affects the QD-donor
system in the form of fluctuations of the detuning param-
eter ¢ — e+de. Here, quasistatic and gaussian distributed
fluctuations of € with standard deviation o, are consid-
ered. In this context quasistatic means that de does not
change during a single run of the experiment, but dif-
fers for different runs, wherefore we include the noise in
our calculation of a quantity by convolving the respective
quantity with the gaussian distribution. In particular one
has

_(e=ehH?

Ac(e) 202 de’. (D8)

1 oo
= W/ Ac()e

Appendix E: Characteristics of the readout contrast

In order to derive an expression estimating the readout contrast, we use the derived effective Hamiltonian ((10)
and (15)) for input-output theory. Following the steps outlined in Appendix C, one finds

i = —iwea —i(gs cos ¢+ 69z sinpv,) 7~ — igz, cos> %&_zﬂ' — ga + VK1Gin1 + VK2Gin 2, (E1)

where we have neglected the contribution from the first term in (15) because sin® % < 1. Moreover, straightforward

calculations result in

% (%1 @ D) =i (B g — Eiay) (31 GG O)
+1i(gs cos ¢ (*) 395 sin ¢) (M WA W= [ W)t (w) a, (E2)

and

L) = (Brgy — Birgy) (I0F 1) Figowcos® & (RE 41— LA )0, (B3

where in comparison to the discussion in Appendix C the ideal decoherence free scenario is considered for simplicity.
In analogy to Appendix C, the susceptiblities for the three different processes can be determined:

(95 c0s 6 895 5in10) Pz y0)) ~Pir.acwy )

((Er @i w)) =

“ (E\M(u» - E\l,mu») —w

(@)w = X (W){a)w, (E4)
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and

5, c052 2 (piz 1y — P
(DY =Q?E 2@2“)p“9man@M@w (E5)
“ it~ i) T

With the susceptibilities, one obtains

(@) = VRL (1) + /R 2). -

i (@ —w) +[(g5 cos ¢+ 3gs sing) Xy (w) + (g5 cos ¢ — 395 sin @) x4 ()] + iga cos? §xqy (W) + /2

and therefore the cavity transmission reads

Ac _ <aout,2>w _ \/@<a>w

<Clin,1>w B <ain,1>w .
_ —iVFiF (E7)

(@e — w) + (g5 cos ¢ + 695 sin @) X4 (w) + (g5 cos ¢ — 8gs sin @) xy (w) + gaw €082 Sx gy (w) — ik/2

Using the explicit expressions for the susceptibilities, the terms in the denominator can be expressed
(g5 cos p£dgs sin ¢)° (900 cos? $)°
(Bif vy —Bilawn )« (Bjf =B )—w

(g5 cos ¢ £ dgs sin ¢)2 > <g5,, cos %) , the term o xqy in the denominator leads to a sharp feature in the trans-

Since

as (gscos¢ t)dgssingd) xp) and gz, cos? % Xty X

mission that does not significantly influence the readout contrast away from this feature, and is therefore neglected in
the following. Equation (E4) shows that x; = 0 (x4 = 0) if the system is initially prepared in the state characterized
by Py =1 (pll, n= 1). Probing the cavity at its resonance frequency (w = w.) and approximating @. ~ w allows
one to omit the first term in the denominator of (E7). Taking into account all these considerations and assuming

K1 = k2 = k/2, one finds
2
(29%;))
(E8)

203w ’ 2’
o) T {‘*’ - (E\Mw» - EM(MH
Q

with gy = g5 cos¢ ) dgssing. In the parameter domains suggested for nuclear spin readout with ‘W
b, < Bz, the couplings g4(y) can be considered constant over extended domains in B, while the detuning e is fixed.

Moreover, Ejz o)y = Ejp 4y 18 approximately linear in B,. Thus, Eq. (E8) describes a Lorentzian line shape with

1-|Acffq) =

and

2
maximum value 1 as a function of B, for fixed detuning e with width 2 <29T€(“’) From Eq. (E8), we find

2
(29?r<u>>
1-— |Ac\ﬂ(u) =1— |1—

29??(1&) ? E- E- 2
) T [W—( ) M(u»)}

again describing a line shape with maximum value 1 and symmetric around the resonance defined by w —

; (E9)

292 .
(E\T,ﬂw)) — EILTF(@)))' For values of B, separated from the resonance by & <gﬂm“”>, ie w— (E\iﬂ(ll)) - EIMT(J))) =

2
I3 (%{W), one has
€2

In the suggested nuclear spin readout method, the discrimination between f} and | is based on the transmission
difference for the two nuclear spin states. The signal shapes for {} and |} are almost similar in parameter domains
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with b, < B, such that g, ~ gy ~ g5, while the maxima of 1 — |A4.| and 1 — |A.|y are separated by A = 20E5.
Therefore, given the line shape (E9), the absolute value of the readout contrast |A.|y — |Ac|4 is maximal for values of

B, where 1 — [Ac[qy) =1, while 1 — [Aclyqy =1~ \/ 15—%2 with A = (2?3> = 555“, such that

J&

K

(Hely — [Aclp)] = (E11)

where B, ~ w, can be chosen to determine g and JE5.
However, this result does not account for the small but finite detuning w, — w if w = w,. and the noise pro-

cesses discussed in Appendix D. The detuning can be considered by the replacement w — (E\T N Ell N U))) —

2lw—(Ex —E;
— 95 [0~ (Biz.pn = Fig.scen)] s in the Eqs. (E8) and (E9), whereby the position of the respective maximum is
@ec—)[w=(B 40~ Biiawy)|+93 .
not changed. Apart from that, we find for values of B, separated by 4B, from the resonance, i.e. 0B, =

— {w — (EIMT(U)) — Ell’ﬂ(u»)]’ and @, —w < 0 (the relevant case for w = w, and 2t. > w,.):

- 2(—6B. -
(We —w) <OAOB, <0: & %)((53))+g2 > |0B,| if (@, —w)dB. < g2 (E12)
2
5 _ . I (—0B:)
(We —w) <OA(=0B;) >0: G —w) (0B 52 < |0B.].

This observation implies that the side of the peak of 1 — |A.| with 6B, > 0 decreases more slowly while the side with
0B, < 0 decreases faster as a function of B, compared to the non-detuned scenario. The resonance for 1} is achieved
for lower values of B, than the one for |}, and, therefore, the readout contrast at the resonance for 1} is determined
by the fast decreasing flank of 1 —|A.|y at 6B, = —A, while the readout contrast at the resonance condition for |} is
determined by the slow decreasing flank of 1 —|A.|y at 6B, = A, wherefore the absolute value of the readout contrast
is larger at the resonance for f}. This is exactly the behaviour of the line cuts shown in Fig. 5(b) and is also visible

< (He2a
| ! ) _ W) B (Hra
in the Figs. 5(a) and 10. In the same way as before we can define {4 = ﬁ) T 2[(D)(@e—w)A+gZ] and
subsequently calculate the absolute value of the readout contrast at the resonance for { ({):
(Al — et = -

14 (ég(u))Q'

This result is in good agreement with the cut for ¢ = 0 (purple line) in Fig. 5(b). However, it overestimates the
extremal values of the cuts for € > 0 significantly, because there, the B, values at which the extremal readout contrast
occurs, are sensitive to small changes in the detuning e (see also Figs. 4 and 5(a)). Thus, the quasistatic charge noise
considered in the Figures (for details see Appendix D) reduces the absolute value of the extremal readout contrast.

The readout contrast observed in Fig. 5 is certainly sufficiently large for nuclear spin readout in recent experimental
devices. Nevertheless, we can comment on the minimal hyperfine interaction strength leading to a sufficient contrast
for readout. Using (E7), one can numerically calculate the absolute value of the readout contrast and account for
quasistatic charge noise in the way discussed in Appendix D. A map of the readout contrast dependence on the
hyperfine interaction strength is presented in Fig. 10. The plots clearly show that there are readout points with
| (|Acly — [Acl4) | > 0.01 in domains with A < 1 MHz. This is sufficient for readout because recent cQED experiments
are able to measure |A.|/|Ag| with precision of fractions of a percent [60]. Therefore, we expect that the suggested
nuclear spin readout technique is also applicable in a DQD system with an isoelectric nuclear spin, e.g. 2%Si, at the
position of one of the QDs because A in the range of several hundred kHz is reported for such devices [47].
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Figure 10. Absolute value of the readout contrast as a function of the hyperfine interaction strength A and the homogeneous
magnetic field B, for four values of the detuning e. The remaining parameters are as in Fig. 4. For the QD-donor system
studied in this paper, we have A = 25 MHz.

Appendix F: Effective hyperfine Hamiltonian

The Schrieffer Wolff transformation (26) results in the Hamiltonian

2
+ (cg + c10v2) (a2 + aTQ) + (e11 + c1212) (a3 + aT3> + (c13 + c1av2) (aTaa + aTaTa) . (F1)

H, :%Vz + (o?c + %VZ> ata + cqvy + (c5 + covz) (a + aT) + ¢ (1/+a + u_aT) + g, (1/+aT + V_a)

The discussion in Sec. IV of the main text does not involve a further investigation of the terms proportional to the
coefficients ¢;. Therefore we only give the explicit expressions of E;, &., 6 E; and g, in terms of the system parameters.
The diagonal part of (F1) is characterized by

By —— é(l +sind) + 1 Ab2 sin® 6 (1 + sin 92) £ Ab? cos? 0 4 3AgZ cos® 0 sin @ .
4 B2 —(4(1+sin0)”  (B.+9)?2-(4)" (2+w.)? - (4sin0)
33 A% cos? 0 sinf 1A% +sin®) : %%AQ cos? 0 oW, (F2)
92—(%Sin9) B, Zsind — B, —Q
c Q C Q
©e =We + g2 cos® 0 s 5 — et 5
(Q—we)? — (45sinb) (Q+we)? — (4sin6)
n 128422 cos? 0 sin® 0 Q(160Q% — A?sin” 0) (F3)
(A25sin? 0 — 1602)((Asin )2 — (4(Q — w,))?)((Asin 0)2 — (4(Q + w.))?)’

SE. — 16Ag2 sin cos? @ (A%sin® 0 + 48Q% — 16w?) -
Y ((Asin€)? — (4(Q — we))?)((Asin0)2 — (4(Q + w,))?)’ (F4)
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where the third order contributions in V' to E; are neglected for simplicity. For the nuclear spin-photon coupling g,

we find:
=1 Ab,g.cos? 6 [sind 1 + L
Iy =4 20ege (Asing + A — 4B.)(A —4(B. + Q +wc)) | (B. —we)(Asind + 4(B, + Q)

1 8

T B (Asnf 1 4(B. + Q@ —we))  (Asind 1 4(B. 1+ Q) (Asind 1 4(B. 1 Q@ —wy))
1 4

+ (B, —we)(Asinf + 40 — 4w,)  (Asinf +4Q — 4w, )(Asin 0 + 4(B, + Q — wc))

4 4
T A—4B. 1 Q) A5+ A—4(B. + o))  (A—4(B. + O +w))(Asinb—4(Q +wr))
4 4

+ (Asinf + A —4(B, 4+ w.))(Asind — 4(Q + wc)) + (A—49)(Asind + A — 4B,)

4 8

(A+4Q)(Asind + 4(B. + Q)

(A—4(B,+ Q) (A—4(B. +Q+w,.))

B

4 1 1
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4 4
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4 1 4

T

Asind+ A—4(B, +w))(Asin0 —4(Q +wr) T AB. +4B.0 T (A—40)(A—4(B. + )|

(F5)

[1] J. T. Muhonen, J. P. Dehollain, A. Laucht, F. E. Hud-
son, R. Kalra, T. Sekiguchi, K. M. Itoh, D. N. Jamieson,
J. C. McCallum, A. S. Dzurak, and A. Morello, Storing
quantum information for 30 seconds in a nanoelectronic
device, Nat. Nanotechnol. 9, 986 (2014).

[2] J. J. Pla, K. Y. Tan, J. P. Dehollain, W. H. Lim, J. J. L.
Morton, F. A. Zwanenburg, D. N. Jamieson, A. S. Dzu-
rak, and A. Morello, High-fidelity readout and control of
a nuclear spin qubit in silicon, Nature 496, 334 (2013).

[3] K. Saeedi, S. Simmons, J. Z. Salvail, P. Dluhy, H. Rie-
mann, N. V. Abrosimov, P. Becker, H.-J. Pohl, J. J. L.
Morton, and M. L. W. Thewalt, Room-Temperature
Quantum Bit Storage Exceeding 39 Minutes Using Ion-
ized Donors in Silicon-28, Science 342, 830 (2013).

[4] P. C. Maurer, G. Kucsko, C. Latta, L. Jiang, N. Y. Yao,

S. D. Bennett, F. Pastawski, D. Hunger, N. Chisholm,

M. Markham, D. J. Twitchen, J. I. Cirac, and M. D.

Lukin, Room-Temperature Quantum Bit Memory Ex-

ceeding One Second, Science 336, 1283 (2012).

M. Steger, K. Saeedi, M. L. W. Thewalt, J. J. L. Morton,

H. Riemann, N. V. Abrosimov, P. Becker, and H.-J. Pohl,

Quantum Information Storage for over 180 s Using Donor

Spins in a 28Si "Semiconductor Vacuum", Science 336,

1280 (2012).

[6] S. Freer, S. Simmons, A. Laucht, J. T. Muhonen, J. P.
Dehollain, R. Kalra, F. A. Mohiyaddin, F. E. Hudson,
K. M. Itoh, J. C. McCallum, D. N. Jamieson, A. S. Dzu-
rak, and A. Morello, A single-atom quantum memory in
silicon, Quantum Sci. Technol. 2, 015009 (2017).

[7] D. Loss and D. P. DiVincenzo, Quantum computation
with quantum dots, Phys. Rev. A 57, 120 (1998).

[5

[8] B. E. Kane, A silicon-based nuclear spin quantum com-
puter, Nature 393, 133 (1998).

[9] A. M. Tyryshkin, S. Tojo, J. J. L. Morton, H. Riemann,
N. V. Abrosimov, P. Becker, H.-J. Pohl, T. Schenkel,
M. L. W. Thewalt, K. M. Itoh, and S. A. Lyon, Electron
spin coherence exceeding seconds in high-purity silicon,
Nat. Mater. 11, 143 (2012).

[10] F. A. Zwanenburg, A. S. Dzurak, A. Morello, M. Y. Sim-
mons, L. C. L. Hollenberg, G. Klimeck, S. Rogge, S. N.
Coppersmith, and M. A. Eriksson, Silicon quantum elec-
tronics, Rev. Mod. Phys. 85, 961 (2013).

[11] D. D. Awschalom, L. C. Bassett, A. S. Dzurak, E. L. Hu,
and J. R. Petta, Quantum spintronics: Engineering and
manipulating atom-like spins in semiconductors, Science
339, 1174 (2013).

[12] M. Veldhorst, J. C. C. Hwang, C. H. Yang, A. W. Leen-
stra, B. de Ronde, J. P. Dehollain, J. T. Muhonen, F. E.
Hudson, K. M. Itoh, A. Morello, and A. S. Dzurak,
An addressable quantum dot qubit with fault-tolerant
control-fidelity, Nat. Nanotechnol. 9, 981 (2014).

[13] J. J. L. Morton, A. M. Tyryshkin, R. M. Brown,
S. Shankar, B. W. Lovett, A. Ardavan, T. Schenkel, E. E.
Haller, J. W. Ager, and S. A. Lyon, Solid-state quantum
memory using the *'P nuclear spin, Nature 455, 1085
(2008).

[14] X. Mi, J. V. Cady, D. M. Zajac, P. W. Deelman, and
J. R. Petta, Strong coupling of a single electron in silicon
to a microwave photon, Science 355, 156 (2017).

[15] A. Stockklauser, P. Scarlino, J. V. Koski, S. Gasparinetti,
C. K. Andersen, C. Reichl, W. Wegscheider, T. Ihn,
K. Ensslin, and A. Wallraff, Strong Coupling Cavity QED


https://doi.org/10.1038/nnano.2014.211
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature12011
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1239584
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1220513
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1217635
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1217635
https://doi.org/10.1088/2058-9565/aa63a4
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.57.120
https://doi.org/10.1038/30156
https://doi.org/10.1038/nmat3182
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.85.961
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1231364
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1231364
https://doi.org/10.1038/nnano.2014.216
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature07295
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature07295
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aal2469

[16]

[17]

18]

[19]

[20]

21]

22]

23]

24]

[25]

[26]

[27]

(28]

29]

(30]

31]

with Gate-Defined Double Quantum Dots Enabled by
a High Impedance Resonator, Phys. Rev. X 7, 011030
(2017).

L. E. Bruhat, T. Cubaynes, J. J. Viennot, M. C. Darti-
ailh, M. M. Desjardins, A. Cottet, and T. Kontos, Cir-
cuit QED with a quantum-dot charge qubit dressed by
Cooper pairs, Phys. Rev. B 98, 155313 (2018).

Y. Kubo, F. R. Ong, P. Bertet, D. Vion, V. Jacques,
D. Zheng, A. Dréau, J.-F. Roch, A. Auffeves, F. Jelezko,
J. Wrachtrup, M. F. Barthe, P. Bergonzo, and D. Esteve,
Strong Coupling of a Spin Ensemble to a Superconduct-
ing Resonator, Phys. Rev. Lett. 105, 140502 (2010).

C. Laflamme and A. A. Clerk, Weak Qubit Measurement
with a Nonlinear Cavity: Beyond Perturbation Theory,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 109, 123602 (2012).

G. Tosi, F. A. Mohiyaddin, H. Huebl, and A. Morello,
Circuit-quantum electrodynamics with direct magnetic
coupling to single-atom spin qubits in isotopically en-
riched ?*Si, ATP Advances 4, 087122 (2014).

X. Mi, M. Benito, S. Putz, D. M. Zajac, J. M. Taylor,
G. Burkard, and J. R. Petta, A coherent spin—photon
interface in silicon, Nature 555, 599 (2018).

M. Benito, X. Mi, J. M. Taylor, J. R. Petta, and
G. Burkard, Input-output theory for spin-photon cou-
pling in Si double quantum dots, Phys. Rev. B 96, 235434
(2017).

A. J. Landig, J. V. Koski, P. Scarlino, U. C. Mendes,
A. Blais, C. Reichl, W. Wegscheider, A. Wallraff, K. En-
sslin, and T. Thn, Coherent spin—photon coupling using a
resonant exchange qubit, Nature 560, 179 (2018).

N. Samkharadze, G. Zheng, N. Kalhor, D. Brousse,
A. Sammak, U. C. Mendes, A. Blais, G. Scappucci, and
L. M. K. Vandersypen, Strong spin-photon coupling in
silicon, Science 359, 1123 (2018).

T. Cubaynes, M. R. Delbecq, M. C. Dartiailh, R. As-
souly, M. M. Desjardins, L. C. Contamin, L. E. Bruhat,
Z. Leghtas, F. Mallet, A. Cottet, and T. Kontos, Highly
coherent spin states in carbon nanotubes coupled to cav-
ity photons, npj Quantum Inf. 5, 47 (2019).

D. I. Schuster, A. A. Houck, J. A. Schreier, A. Wallraff,
J. M. Gambetta, A. Blais, L. Frunzio, J. Majer, B. John-
son, M. H. Devoret, S. M. Girvin, and R. J. Schoelkopf,
Resolving photon number states in a superconducting cir-
cuit, Nature 445, 515 (2007).

A. Blais, R.-S. Huang, A. Wallraff, S. M. Girvin, and
R. J. Schoelkopf, Cavity quantum electrodynamics for
superconducting electrical circuits: An architecture for
quantum computation, Phys. Rev. A 69, 062320 (2004).
N. Didier, J. Bourassa, and A. Blais, Fast Quantum Non-
demolition Readout by Parametric Modulation of Lon-
gitudinal Qubit-Oscillator Interaction, Phys. Rev. Lett.
115, 203601 (2015).

N. Didier, A. Kamal, W. D. Oliver, A. Blais, and A. A.
Clerk, Heisenberg-Limited Qubit Read-Out with Two-
Mode Squeezed Light, Phys. Rev. Lett. 115, 093604
(2015).

L. C. G. Govia and A. A. Clerk, Enhanced qubit read-
out using locally generated squeezing and inbuilt Purcell-
decay suppression, New J. Phys. 19, 023044 (2017).

B. D’Anjou and G. Burkard, Optimal dispersive readout
of a spin qubit with a microwave resonator, Phys. Rev.
B 100, 245427 (2019).

G. Zheng, N. Samkharadze, M. L. Noordam, N. Kalhor,
D. Brousse, A. Sammak, G. Scappucci, and L. M. K.

32]

[33]

[34]

[35]

[36]

37]

[38]

[39]

[40]

[41]

[42]

[43]

[44]

[45]

[46]

18

Vandersypen, Rapid gate-based spin read-out in silicon
using an on-chip resonator, Nat. Nanotechnol. 14, 742
(2019).

A. West, B. Hensen, A. Jouan, T. Tanttu, C.-H. Yang,
A. Rossi, M. F. Gonzalez-Zalba, F. Hudson, A. Morello,
D. J. Reilly, and A. S. Dzurak, Gate-based single-shot
readout of spins in silicon, Nat. Nanotechnol. 14, 437
(2019).

A. Crippa, R. Ezzouch, A. Apra, A. Amisse, R. Lav-
iéville, L. Hutin, B. Bertrand, M. Vinet, M. Urdampil-
leta, T. Meunier, M. Sanquer, X. Jehl, R. Maurand, and
S. De Franceschi, Gate-reflectometry dispersive readout
and coherent control of a spin qubit in silicon, Nat. Com-
mun. 10, 2776 (2019).

M. Benito, X. Croot, C. Adelsberger, S. Putz, X. Mi,
J. R. Petta, and G. Burkard, Electric-field control and
noise protection of the flopping-mode spin qubit, Phys.
Rev. B 100, 125430 (2019).

X. Croot, X. Mi, S. Putz, M. Benito, F. Borjans,
G. Burkard, and J. R. Petta, Flopping-mode electric
dipole spin resonance, Phys. Rev. Research 2, 012006
(2020).

P. Harvey-Collard, N. T. Jacobson, M. Rudolph,
J. Dominguez, G. A. Ten Eyck, J. R. Wendt, T. Pluym,
J. K. Gamble, M. P. Lilly, M. Pioro-Ladriére, and M. S.
Carroll, Coherent coupling between a quantum dot and
a donor in silicon, Nat. Commun. 8, 1029 (2017).

G. Tosi, F. A. Mohiyaddin, V. Schmitt, S. Tenberg,
R. Rahman, G. Klimeck, and A. Morello, Silicon quan-
tum processor with robust long-distance qubit couplings,
Nat. Commun. 8, 450 (2017).

M. Usman, C. D. Hill, R. Rahman, G. Klimeck, M. Y.
Simmons, S. Rogge, and L. C. L. Hollenberg, Strain and
electric field control of hyperfine interactions for donor
spin qubits in silicon, Phys. Rev. B 91, 245209 (2015).
X. Mi, C. G. Péterfalvi, G. Burkard, and J. R. Petta,
High-Resolution Valley Spectroscopy of Si Quantum
Dots, Phys. Rev. Lett. 119, 176803 (2017).

F. Borjans, X. Zhang, X. Mi, G. Cheng, N. Yao, C. A. C.
Jackson, L. F. Edge, and J. R. Petta, Probing the Spatial
Variation of the Inter-Valley Tunnel Coupling in a Sili-
con Triple Quantum Dot, arXiv:2101.12594 [cond-mat,
physics:quant-ph] (2021).

K. D. Petersson, L. W. McFaul, M. D. Schroer, M. Jung,
J. M. Taylor, A. A. Houck, and J. R. Petta, Circuit quan-
tum electrodynamics with a spin qubit, Nature 490, 380
(2012).

M. Steger, T. Sekiguchi, A. Yang, K. Saeedi, M. E. Hay-
den, M. L. W. Thewalt, K. M. Itoh, H. Riemann, N. V.
Abrosimov, P. Becker, and H.-J. Pohl, Optically-detected
NMR of optically-hyperpolarized 3'P neutral donors in
28Gi, J. Appl. Phys. 109, 102411 (2011).

G. Feher, Electron Spin Resonance Experiments on
Donors in Silicon. I. Electronic Structure of Donors by
the Electron Nuclear Double Resonance Technique, Phys.
Rev. 114, 1219 (1959).

H. Huebl, A. R. Stegner, M. Stutzmann, M. S. Brandt,
G. Vogg, F. Bensch, E. Rauls, and U. Gerstmann, Phos-
phorus Donors in Highly Strained Silicon, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 97, 166402 (2006).

S. Bravyi, D. P. DiVincenzo, and D. Loss, Schrief-
fer—Wolff transformation for quantum many-body sys-
tems, Ann. Phys. 326, 2793 (2011).

G. Tosi, F. A. Mohiyaddin, S. Tenberg, A. Laucht,


https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.7.011030
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.7.011030
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.98.155313
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.105.140502
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.109.123602
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4893242
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature25769
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.96.235434
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.96.235434
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-018-0365-y
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aar4054
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41534-019-0169-4
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature05461
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.69.062320
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.203601
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.203601
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.093604
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.093604
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/aa5f7b
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.100.245427
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.100.245427
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41565-019-0488-9
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41565-019-0488-9
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41565-019-0400-7
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41565-019-0400-7
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-019-10848-z
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-019-10848-z
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.100.125430
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.100.125430
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.2.012006
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.2.012006
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-017-01113-2
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-017-00378-x
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.91.245209
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.176803
http://arxiv.org/abs/2101.12594
http://arxiv.org/abs/2101.12594
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature11559
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature11559
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.3577614
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.114.1219
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.114.1219
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.97.166402
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.97.166402
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aop.2011.06.004

and A. Morello, Robust electric dipole transition at mi-
crowave frequencies for nuclear spin qubits in silicon,
Phys. Rev. B 98, 075313 (2018).

[47] B. Hensen, W. Wei Huang, C.-H. Yang, K. Wai Chan,
J. Yoneda, T. Tanttu, F. E. Hudson, A. Laucht, K. M.
Itoh, T. D. Ladd, A. Morello, and A. S. Dzurak, A silicon
quantum-dot-coupled nuclear spin qubit, Nat. Nanotech-
nol. 15, 13 (2020).

[48] V. B. Braginsky, F. Y. Khalili, and K. S. Thorne, Quan-
tum nondemolition measurements, in Quantum Measure-
ment (Cambridge University Press, 1992) p. 50-63.

[49] P. Boross, G. Széchenyi, and A. Palyi, Hyperfine-assisted
fast electric control of dopant nuclear spins in semicon-
ductors, Phys. Rev. B 97, 245417 (2018).

[60] D. M. Zajac, T. M. Hazard, X. Mi, K. Wang, and J. R.
Petta, A reconfigurable gate architecture for Si/SiGe
quantum dots, Appl. Phys. Lett. 106, 223507 (2015).

[61] G. Burkard, M. J. Gullans, X. Mi, and J. R. Petta, Super-
conductor-semiconductor hybrid-circuit quantum elec-
trodynamics, Nat. Rev. Phys. 2, 129 (2020).

[62] R. Winkler, Spin-orbit coupling effects in two-
dimensional electron and hole systems, Springer
tracts in modern physics (Springer, Berlin, 2003).

[63] S. Kohler, Dispersive readout: Universal theory be-

19

yond the rotating-wave approximation, Phys. Rev. A 98,
023849 (2018).

[64] C. W. Gardiner and M. J. Collett, Input and output in
damped quantum systems: Quantum stochastic differen-
tial equations and the master equation, Phys. Rev. A 31,
3761 (1985).

[55] P. Yu and M. Cardona, Fundamentals of semiconductors:
physics and materials properties, 4th ed., Graduate texts
in physics (Springer, Berlin ; New York, 2010).

[66] M. J. Gullans, J. M. Taylor, and J. R. Petta, Probing
electron-phonon interactions in the charge-photon dy-
namics of cavity-coupled double quantum dots, Phys.
Rev. B 97, 035305 (2018).

[67] T. Brandes, Coherent and collective quantum optical ef-
fects in mesoscopic systems, Phys. Rep. 408, 315 (2005).

[68] F. Nathan and M. S. Rudner, Universal Lindblad equa-
tion for open quantum systems, Phys. Rev. B 102,
115109 (2020).

[59] H.-P. Breuer and F. Petruccione, The Theory of Open
Quantum Systems (Oxford University Press, Oxford,
2007).

[60] T. R. Hartke, Y.-Y. Liu, M. J. Gullans, and J. R. Petta,
Microwave Detection of Electron-Phonon Interactions in
a Cavity-Coupled Double Quantum Dot, Phys. Rev. Lett.
120, 097701 (2018).


https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.98.075313
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41565-019-0587-7
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41565-019-0587-7
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511622748.007
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511622748.007
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.97.245417
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4922249
https://doi.org/10.1038/s42254-019-0135-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/b13586
https://doi.org/10.1007/b13586
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.98.023849
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.98.023849
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.31.3761
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.31.3761
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-00710-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-00710-1
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.97.035305
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.97.035305
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2004.12.002
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.102.115109
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.102.115109
https://doi.org/10.1093/acprof:oso/9780199213900.001.0001
https://doi.org/10.1093/acprof:oso/9780199213900.001.0001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.097701
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.097701

	Nuclear spin readout in a cavity-coupled hybrid quantum dot-donor system
	Abstract
	I Introduction
	II Theoretical Model 
	III Nuclear spin readout via the electron spin 
	IV Nuclear spin photon coupling 
	V Conclusion 
	 Acknowledgments
	A  QD-donor system 
	B Effective Hamiltonian of the strong electron spin-photon coupling 
	C Input-Output Theory 
	D Noise 
	1 Charge relaxation due to the phonon environment
	2 Charge noise

	E Characteristics of the readout contrast 
	F Effective hyperfine Hamiltonian 
	 References


