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We obtain a compact analytical solution for the nonlinear equation for the nuclear spin dynamics
in the central spin box model in the limit of many nuclear spins. The total nuclear spin component
along the external magnetic field is conserved and the two perpendicular components precess or
oscillate depending on the electron spin polarization, with the frequency, determined by the nuclear
spin polarization. As applications of our solution, we calculate the nuclear spin noise spectrum
and describe the effects of nuclear spin squeezing and many body entanglement in the absence of a

system excitation.

Introduction—The problem of a single “central” spin
interaction with surrounding spins is known as the cen-
tral spin model. It is widely used to describe the inter-
action of a localized electron with nuclei, for example, in
quantum dots or in the vicinity of donors in bulk semi-
conductors [1]. Generally, this is a complex many body
problem, and it was studied in many details [2, 3]. In par-
ticular, the central spin model allows one to describe the
Hanle effect in transverse magnetic field [4], polarization
recovery in longitudinal field [5, 6], spin precession mode
locking [7], nuclei-induced frequency focusing [8], spin
noise [9-11], effect of the spin inertia [12, 13], dynamic
nuclear spin polarization [14] and many other effects.

The interest in the interwinded electron and nuclear
spin dynamics is mostly driven by the perspective of
quantum dots based scalable technology for quantum
computations [15-17]. Most of the previous studies con-
sidered the nuclear spins as an important source of elec-
tron spin decoherence [18-20]. But recently the nuclear
spins were recognized as a possible platform for quantum
information storage and procession [21, 22]. For exam-
ple, coherent interface between electron and nuclear spins
was developed [23], sensing of single quantum nuclear
spin excitation was realized [24], elementary quantum al-
gorithms were implemented in the nuclear spin quantum
register in strained quantum dots [25].

The complexity of the nuclear spin dynamics is related
mainly with a huge number of nuclei interacting with a
single electron. Despite the possibility to diagonalize the
central spin model Hamiltonian for a finite number of
nuclei using the Bethe ansatz [26] and to calculate the
nuclear spin dynamics in the box model [27-29], it is still
hardly possible to qualitatively describe the nuclear spin
dynamics especially for many nuclear spins [30-32]. In
this work we solve this long standing problem and obtain
the exact expressions for the nuclear spins dynamics in
the limit of many nuclear spins. These expressions are
used to calculate the nuclear spin noise spectra, and to
describe the effects of intrinsic nuclear spin squeezing and
many body entanglement in the central spin model.

Nuclear spin dynamics in the boxr model—The Hamil-

Figure 1. (a) Electron spin precesses around the sum of the
external magnetic field and the Overhauser field, and effec-
tively projects to the direction of Q.. (b) At the long time
scales the average electron spin adiabatically follows the di-
rection of . and induces the nuclear spin precession around
the direction of the magnetic field with the frequency w,.

tonian of the box model has the form
H=AIS + QS + hwpl, (1)

where A is the constant of the hyperfine coupling be-
tween the total nuclear spin I and the electron spin S,
and Qp and wp are electron and nuclear spin precession
frequencies in the external magnetic field, respectively.
Throughout the paper we use the minuscule and ma-
juscule omegas to denote the nuclear and electron spin
precession frequencies, respectively. The total nuclear
spin is composed of N of individual nuclear spins I,:
I= 25:1 I,,. Thus the box model is a particular case of
the central spin model, where all the hyperfine coupling
constants are equal.

In the Heisenberg representation the electron spin op-
erator obeys the Bloch equation
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where Q. = Qp + Qu, is the total electron spin pre-
cession frequency with Q = AI/h being the frequency
related to the Overhauser field. Thus the electron spin
rotates in the sum of the nuclear and external magnetic
fields, as illustrated in Fig. 1(a).

Similarly, the nuclear spin operator obeys
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One can see that, the system states with the different
absolute values of the total nuclear spin I are not mixed,
so it is a good quantum number.

Generally, one can not replace in Egs. (2) and (3) the
operators S and I with their average values and solve
the resulting equations. This procedure would give, for
example, no effect of the hyperfine interaction for the
nuclear spin dynamics if the electron spin is unpolarized,
which is not correct because of the quantum uncertainty
for electron spin, which is as large as its maximum pos-
sible average value. This problem was solved previously
only numerically. Below we solve it analytically in the
limit of a large nuclear spin.

In self assembled GaAs quantum dots, typically N ~
105, so even in the absence of nuclear spin polarization
the typical fluctuation of I ~ /N is very large. Note also
that the nuclear magnetic moment is much smaller than
that of electron, so we assume that wg < Q. In this
case the electron spin precession is much faster than that
of the nuclei [18], which allows us to find the compact
exact solution.

Formally, the solution of Eq. (2) is S(t) =
eHt/h Se=1Ht/h  For large nuclear spin I > 1 we neglect
the commutator of its components hereafter [33] (it was
not neglected in the derivation of Eq. (3) for the only
time), which yields S(t) = !5t Se =125t The standard
decomposition of the spin matrix exponents gives

S(t) = [cos(Qet/Q) +2i Sé]e sin(Qet/2)] s
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Note that . here is still an operator. In fact this ex-
pression contains only the even powers of ()., which can
be calculated as Q2 = Q2.

Eq. (4) contains oscillating terms and has nonzero time
average
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It has the meaning of the projection of the electron spin
on the direction of 2. [18], as illustrated Fig. 1(a). Note
that S is an operator and not a quantum mechanical
average.

In view of the separation of the time scales of the
electron and nuclear spin dynamics, the electron spin in
Eq. (3) can be replaced with its average:
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It is convenient to rewrite this equation as

aI A
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where J = (2.8)QpI/Q? describes the correlation be-
tween electron and nuclear spins and e, is the unit vector
along Qp direction. This is an auxiliary quantity. For
example, in strong magnetic field 2, ~ Qp, so J =I5,
which has a clear meaning of the electron and nuclear
spins correlator.

We note that H ~ .8, so this product is constant,
which can be called the adiabatic approximation. More-
over, H? ~ Q2 /4, so Q? is also constant. Therefore, using
Eq. (3) we obtain

2
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This equation along with Eq. (7) forms a closed set. It
accounts for the electron spin commutation relations, but
neglects the nuclear ones. This set is exact in the limit
of large I, and this is the main result of this work.

Quasiclassical interpretation—In Eqgs. (7) and (8) all
the quantities (except for 2p and wp) are operators.
In this section we replace all the operators with their
average values, but use the same notations for brevity.

It is convenient to rewrite Egs. (7) and (8) for the
quantum mechanical average values in more physically
transparent notations. The direction of €2, represents a
good electron spin quantization axis, so the quantities
Py =1/2+Q.5/Q, represent the probabilities for the
electron spin to be parallel or antiparallel to this direc-
tion. We also introduce

oo (; xS J) /Py, (9)

which represent the nuclear spin in these two cases, re-
spectively. Importantly, one should use the average value
J here and one should not replace it with the prod-
uct of the average values from the definition in order
to correctly describe the correlations between electron
and nuclear spins. The total nuclear spin is given by
I=P,I"+P I.
From Egs. (7) and (8) we simply obtain

dr+
F = wf X Ij:7 (10)
where
Q
wE = w2 + wp, (11)
Qe

with w. = A/(2h) being the nuclear spin precession fre-
quency in the Knight field of completely spin polarized
electron. So in the cases of the electron spin parallel
or antiparallel to €., the total nuclear spin precesses
with the frequency w:r, respectively. It is illustrated in
Fig. 1(b). The external magnetic field tilts the average
electron spin S from the direction of Qx to Q.. As
a result, the Knight field being parallel to S tilts from



the direction of I and leads to the nuclear spin preces-
sion [34]. However, this precession is slow, so the electron
spin adiabatically follows the direction of €2.. In this case
the Knight, Overhauser and external magnetic field al-
ways lie in the same plane, so the nuclear spin rotates
around the z axis with the frequency w;". The total nu-
clear spin dynamics represents the superposition of pre-
cessions with these two frequencies. We stress that due to
the dependence of w;® on Qy, equations (10) describing
the nuclear spin dynamics are foramally nonlinear.

The solution of Egs. (10) in the case of wg = 0 yields

I,(t) = 1,(0) cos(wnt) — 2(?2725)[3/(0) sin(wpt), (12a)
I,,(t) = I,(0) cos(wpt) + 2(?2725)195(0) sin(wpt), (12b)

where w,, = |w;"| (note that 2.8 and 2, do not depend
on time). Crucially, these expressions demonstrate that
the nuclear spin oscillates even in the absence of the elec-
tron spin polarization (S = 0) due to the electron spin
quantum uncertainty. In this case the superposition of
the two precessions in the Knight field with the opposite
frequencies result in the nuclear spin oscillations, while
wp = 0.

We have checked that our theory agrees with the nu-
merical solution of the Schrédinger equation with the ac-
curacy « 1/N [35].

Nuclear spin noise—The nuclear spin dynamics can be
most easily studied experimentally in close to equilibrium
conditions through its action on electron. In this case it
is characterized by the nuclear spin noise spectra [11, 36]
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where the angular brackets denote the statistical averag-
ing. These spectra can be measured directly using the
resonance shift spin noise spectroscopy [37, 38]. In the
steady state the correlator in the integrand does not de-
pend on t. Its dependence on 7 is given by the solution of
Eq. (10), which should be averaged over the initial condi-
tions taken from the equilibrium nuclear spin distribution
function.
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and (I2), = (I2),. Here 6 is the typical fluctuation of
Qn and w4 = wxwpg. This result agrees with the numer-
ical calculations performed in Ref. 36. The nuclear spin
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Figure 2. Nuclear spin noise spectra calculated after Eq. (14)
for the different strengths of the magnetic field as indi-
cated in the labels, neglecting the nuclear Zeeman splitting,
wp = 0. The dashed curves are calculated for the same pa-
rameters with addition of the nuclear spin relaxation time
Tewe = 25 [35].

noise spectrum is shown in Fig. 2 by the solid curves for
the case of zero nuclear g-factor (wp = 0). Generally, the
spectrum is an even function of w, so only the positive
frequencies are shown in the figure. The spectrum con-
sists of a single peak, which shifts from w =0 to w = w,
with increase of the magnetic field. Its width changes
nonmonotonously: it vanishes in the limits of weak and
strong magnetic field, and it is of the order of w. when
Qp ~ ¢, the width of the peak is of the order of its central
frequency in this case.

The shift of the peak in the spin noise spectrum with
increase of the magnetic field is related to the accelera-
tion of the nuclear spin precession in the Knight field. In
small magnetic field, the electron spin is almost parallel
to the nuclear spin, so it hardly causes the nuclear spin
precession. However, the stronger the magnetic field, the
larger the deviation of the average electron spin S from
the direction of the total nuclear spin I, and the faster the
nuclear spin precession. In the limit of strong magnetic
field, the electron spin is parallel to it, which leads to
the precession of the transverse nuclear spin components
with the frequency w, (in the case of wg = 0). Hence,
the nuclear spin noise spectrum is centered around this
frequency [36]. The finite nuclear g factor leads to the
splitting of the peaks at both negative and positive fre-
quencies [35].

The effect of the electron, 7, and nuclear, 77, spin
relaxation times can be described using the kinetic equa-
tions for the distribution functions of I+ [35]. The ef-
fect of 77 is illustrated in Fig. 2 by the dotted curves.
The nuclear spin relaxation generally broadens the spec-
tra. In particular, in weak (Qp77w./d < 1) and strong
(Qp/6 > 1) magnetic fields the spectrum represents a
Lorentzian at w = 0 and w = w,, respectrively, with the



width 1/77. Moreover, if the nuclear spin relaxation is
fast, 7l'w. < 1, the spectrum is always Lorentzian cen-
tered at Zero frequency having the large width 1/77.

Nuclear spin squeezing and entanglement—As another
important application, we describe the squeezing of the
nuclear spin distribution function [39]. The spin squeez-
ing is widely studied nowadays [40-43] mainly in the field
of quantum metrology as it allows one to increase the
phase sensitivity in the Ramsey interferometry beyond
the standard quantum limit [44]. In application to quan-
tum dots it can be also used to increase the electron
spin coherence time [45, 46]. Previously, it was suggested
that the nuclear spin squeezing can be produced by the
quadrupole interaction [47] or in the presence of exter-
nal driving under the condition of a fast electron spin
relaxation [45].

Our solution of the nuclear spin dynamics predicts the
dependence of the nuclear spin precession frequency on
its value, Eq. (11). Therefore after the preparation of the
coherent nuclear spin state with the average polarization
being perpendicular to the external magnetic field (say,
along the z axis) and electron spin polarization along
Q. [35] different spins in the distribution precess with
the different frequencies. This produces the nuclear spin
squeezing intrinsically in the central spin model. An ex-
ample of the squeezed nuclear spin distribution produced
in this way is given in the inset in Fig. 3(a).

The distribution squeezing is described by the parame-
ter &g [48], which is the ratio of the minimal spin standard
deviation over the direction perpendicular to the average
spin and its value for the coherent spin state [35]. It
is shown in Fig. 3(a) as a function of time for the dif-
ferent nuclear spin polarization degrees, P. One can see
that the larger the polarization is, the faster {s decreases,
but the sooner it saturates. In typical GaAs based QDs,
we ~ 1 ps™t and spin relaxation time 77" ~ 0.1 ms,
S0 weTy ~ 100 and very strong nuclear spin squeezing,
&5 ~ 1072 can be reached.

The interferometry beyond the standard quantum
limit requires the metrological degree of the spin squeez-
ing £g = £5/P to be less then unity [49]. This criterion
is more difficult to satisfy, and for P = 10% it is not
reached. However, for larger nuclear spin polarizations
it is reached at the points marked by the red and blue
stars in Fig. 3(a). Since in modern experiments the po-
larization up to 80% is feasible [50], we believe that the
metrological nuclear spin squeezing can be obtained as
well.

Spin squeezing evidences the nuclear spin entangle-
ment [44]. In the central spin model it is produced by
the indirect interaction between nuclei mediated by the
electron spin. While there is a number of entanglement
measures [51], an example of the maximally entangled
state is the GHZ state, which is a coherent superposition
of the collective spin states pointing in the opposite di-
rections. In order to approach this state, we suggest to
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Figure 3. (a) Degree of the nuclear spin squeezing, £s, as a
function of free nuclear spin precession for the nuclear spin
polarization P = 10% (black solid curve), 30% (red dashed
curve) and 50% (blue dotted curve). The inset shows the nu-
clear spin distribution in the direction perpendicular to the
average spin at time marked by the blue star. External mag-
netic field equals to the average nuclear field, Qg = | (Qn) |
and N = 10%. (b) Infidelity of GHZ state preparation as
a function of the applied magnetic field Qp/Qn for N = 6
(black solid curve), 80 (red dashed curve), 1200 (blue dotted
curve), and 2 - 10* (green dot-dashed curve).

orient the electron spin in the direction, which is perpen-
dicular to both initial nuclear spin direction direction and
external magnetic field (say, the y axis) [35]. In this case
the good electron spin quantization axis is perpendicular
to it, so the nuclear spin dynamics represents the coher-
ent superposition of precessions with the frequencies w,jf,
see Egs. (12). After the relative phase (w;} —w;, )t reaches
m, the nuclear spin state is close to GHZ state.

The infidelity [44, 51] of the GHZ state preparation is
shown in Fig. 3(b) as a function of the magnetic field for
the different number of nuclei. It decreases with decrease
of the magnetic field and increase of the number of nu-
clei, but generally it is very low. However, the smaller
the magnetic field, the slower the increase of the relative
phase. Since the preparation time should be below 77,
one has to consider B/B,, = 1072, which still produces
very high fidelity up to 99.99%.

We note also that since the nuclear spin polarization
produces macroscopic magnetic fields of the order of a few
Tesla, the nuclear GHZ state would be a coherent super-
position of the macroscopically different states, known
as a Schrodinger cat state [52]. These state are impor-
tant for quantum metrology and investigations of the
quantum-classical correspondence [53-55].

Discusston and conclusion—The box model considered
in this work is known to give qualitatively correct results
also for the general central spin model [56-59]. For exam-
ple, the nuclear spin noise spectra for homogeneous and
inhomogeneous hyperfine coupling are very similar [36].
The most important deviations are expected in the nu-
clear spin squeezing and entanglement as the different
nuclear spins would precess with the different frequen-
cies for the inhomogeneous hyperfine coupling. However,
the nuclear spin precession frequency would be almost
the same in a central core of the electron wave function,
which can include hundreds of nuclei. So the high degree



of spin squeezing and entanglement is expected for these
central spins.

The nuclear spin dynamics calculated in this work is
important for the nuclear spin based quantum computa-
tions, as well as for the description of the optical prop-
erties of single quantum dots [60, 61] and the transport
properties of double quantum dots in the spin blockade
regime [62]. For example, the nuclear spin precession
probably explains the low frequency peaks in the elec-
tron spin noise spectra predicted in the numerical simu-
lations [63]. Another application is related with organic
semiconductors, where the hyperfine interaction deter-
mines the optical and electrical properties even at room
temperature [64-66]. We address this specific issue in a
joint paper [67].

In summary, in this work we derived the exact nonlin-
ear equations for the nuclear spin dynamics and obtained
their compact solution in the box model with many nu-
clear spins. It was used to calculate the nuclear spin noise
spectra, and to describe the effects of nuclear spin squeez-
ing and many body entanglement, which take place in-
trinsically after preparation of the appropriate coherent
nuclear spin state. We believe that our results will be
useful for the description of the electron and nuclear spin
dynamics of the localized electrons in various nanostruc-
tures and different experimental conditions.
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S1. COMPARISON WITH NUMERICAL
HAMILTONIAN DIAGONALIZATION

The comparison between our result and the exact so-
lution of the Schrodinger equation for I = 10 is shown
in Fig. S1. Here the solid blue and red curves show
I,(t) and I,(t) calculated after Egs. (12) of the main
text for the initial conditions I(0) and S(0) parallel to
the x and z axes, respectively, for Qp = AI/h. In this
case 2(Q.85)/Q = 1/1/2, so the amplitude of the oscilla-
tions of I,(t) is v/2 times smaller than that of I.(t) and
Wy, = we/V/2. The solution of the Schrodinger equation
is shown by the dashed curves and agrees reasonably well
with the analytical expressions.

Figure S1. Dynamics of the nuclear spin components I (t)
(blue curves) and I, (t) (red curves) for the initial conditions
1,(0) = I, I,(0) = 1,(0) = 0. The solid curves are calcu-
lated after Egs. (12) of the main text for S(0) = e./2. The
dashed curves are calculated numerically in the box model
with I = 10 for the same initial conditions. The dotted curves
are the averaged numeric solutions for S(0) = +e. /2, which
corresponds to the unpolarized electron spin.
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The dotted curves in Fig. S1 show the averaged solu-
tion of the Schrodinger equation for the initial conditions
S(0) = +e,/2, which corresponds to the initially unpo-
larized electron spin. The dependence of I, (¢) in this case
is almost the same, while I, (¢) is much smaller and has
the opposite phase to I, (t). The quasiclassical Egs. (12)
of the main text in this case yield the same I,(t) and
I,(t) = 0 in agreement with the exact calculation.

Note that in the exact solution, the amplitude of
the nuclear spin oscillations slowly decays with the rate
~ we/I. At the time scale ~ I/w,. the nuclear spin re-
covers. This behaviour is not described by our model. In
the limit I — oo it disappears, so the exact solution and
our result coincide.

Additionally, our theory is compared with the exact
solution of the Schrodinger equation in Sec. S5, where we
show that Eqgs. (12) also correctly describe the coherent
electron nuclear spin dynamics and predict formation of
highly entangled states.

S2. ROLE OF THE NUCLEAR g FACTOR

The role of the nuclear g factor is illustrated in Fig. S2
in the semi-logarithmic scale. As can be seen from
Eq. (14) of the main text, it leads to the splitting of
the peaks at positive and negative frequencies by 2wp.
As a result, the spectrum at positive frequencies consists
of two peaks. In the strong field Qg > §, the peaks
are centered at the frequencies wp + w.. Qualitatively,
this is caused by the nuclear spin precession in external
magnetic field with the frequency wg, which is increased
or decreased by w,. due to the electron spin polarization
along or opposite to this direction [S1] as follows from
Eq. (11) of the main text.
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Figure S2. Nuclear spin noise spectra in the semi-logarithmic
scale calculated after Eq. (14) of the main text with the same
parameters as for the solid lines in Fig. (2) of the main text
except for wp = 0.2Qpwe/J.

S3. ROLE OF THE SPIN RELAXATION

Our approach allows one to account phenomenologi-
cally for the electron and nuclear spin relaxations unre-
lated with the hyperfine interaction. Since the equations
of the spin dynamics [Egs. (10) and (11) of the main text]
are nonlinear, it is necessary to introduce the probability
distribution functions fy(¢,I) of I, respectively [S2].
They are normalized by

/ Pt D)+ f (6, D)AT = 1, (s1)

and satisfy the following phenomenological kinetic equa-
tions of the Fokker-Plank type:

S Kwi x I — I) fi} +DAfi+@ =0,
ot " T TE
(s2)
where V. = 9/0I, A = V?2 77¢ are the nuclear and
electron spin relaxation times and D = (hé/A)?/(277) is
an effective diffusion coefficient. We note that separately
the nuclear spin relaxation alone can be described using
the method of random Langevin forces, while the electron
spin relaxation alone can be included phenomenologically
in Eq. (10) of the main text. However, both of them can
be accounted for only using the spin distribution func-
tions.
The steady state solution of Egs. (S2) simply reads
fx = fO(I), where

FOIr) = m exp (—12/82), (S3)

with 0 = hé/A.

S2

)w (arb. units)

2
x

(L

Figure S3. Nuclear spin noise spectrum calculated numeri-
cally for Qp = §, wp = 0, 78we = 25, and 75 = oo (black
solid curve). The red dashed and blue dotted curves are calcu-
lated following Ref. [S1] for the same parameters and I = 10
and 100, respectively.

The spin noise spectrum is given by [S3]

> / Sf(I)IadI] , (S4)
+

where S (I) represent the solution of the following equa-
tions:

(61%),, = 2Re
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Below we analyze the role of the nuclear spin relaxation
only. The role of the electron spin relaxation is studied
in Ref. S4.

Since the nuclear spin precession in the Knight field
does not change the total nuclear spin component along
the z axis, it monoexponentially decays on average with
the rate 1/77. As a result, the noise spectrum of I, has
a simple Lorentzian form [S1]

n
7! h

2 — —
(o = 1+ (wrr)2 A

(S6)
with the width determined by the nuclear spin relaxation
time. This spectrum is centered around zero frequency.

It is instructive to compare our results with the previ-
ous calculation of the nuclear spin noise spectrum, which
is based on the diagonalization of the Hamiltonian and
summation of many contributions from the pairs of eigen-
states [S1]. The comparison is shown in Fig. S3 for the
case of Qp = 4. In the limit of large N our results coin-
cide within the accuracy of our numerical computation.
However for small N the model of Ref. S1 yields the os-
cillations in the spectrum, which are related to the finite
number of the eigenstates of the system.



The model of Ref. [S1] included the nuclear spin relax-
ation phenomenologically using the convolution with the
Lorentzian with the width 1/77. We checked that the
difference with this model does not exceed 10% even for
the comparable spin relaxation time and spin precession
period (Qp =6, T"w, = 2.5).

S4. NUCLEAR SPIN SQUEEZING

The degree of the nuclear spin distribution squeezing
for N spin 1/2 particles is defined as follows [S5]:

_ 2miny, \/(I2)

§s = N ;

where the minimum is taken over the directions n per-
pendicular to the average spin (I') and I,, = nl. If all the
nuclei are independent and have the average spin along
(I), then £ = 1. Thus £s < 1 indicates the squeezing of
the nuclear spin distribution with respect to its typical
symmetric state.

Our solution of the central spin box model suggest the
following possible way of the squeezed spin state gener-
ation: (i) Nuclei can be dynamically polarized along the
magnetic field (the z axis). (ii) Radiofrequency /2 pulse
can be applied to bring the average nuclear spin into (xy)
plane. (iii) The electron spin can relax to its eigenstate
parallel to €2.. (iv) Then the slow nuclear spin preces-
sion in the Knight field will produce squeezed nuclear
spin state.

To be specific, in the main text we consider the initial
nuclear spin distribution function

(S7)

1 (I, — PN/2)? I}+1I?
Wmo? P T @r T ]
(S8)
where € = v/1 — P2 describes the suppression of the nu-
clear spin fluctuations along the polarization direction
with P being the nuclear spin polarization degree [S6];
and f_(I,0) = 0. We note that §2 = N/2.

Then the solution of Eq. (S2) yields the time evolution
of the nuclear spin distribution function. For simplicity
we neglect the electron and nuclear spin relaxations as
well as the nuclear Zeeman splitting (wg = 0). In this
limit the kinetic equation can be simply solved analyti-
cally with the result f_(I,t) =0 and

f+(It) = fL(R7N(T),0). (S9)

f+(I,0) =

Here the operator R (I) describes the spin rotation about
the z axis by an angle w,'t. Due to the dependence of
the precession frequency w;t on I, the nuclear spin dis-
tribution is squeezed for ¢ > 0.

To illustrate this we consider a given time ¢ and denote
the average spin direction as z’. Note that this axis lies

S3

in the (2y) plane. The nuclear spin distribution function
in the (y'z) plane is given by

f(Ig//aIzvt) = /f-‘r(Im’va”Izat)de’- (SlO)
This distribution function is shown in the inset in
Fig. 3(a) in the main text. Its deviation from the disk
shows the nuclear spin squeezing.

The degree of the nuclear spin squeezing can be cal-
culated directly from the definition (S7) using the dis-
tribution function fy(I,t). It is shown in Fig. 3 of the
main text for the parameters given in the caption. It is
noteworthy that the absolute value of the nuclear spin
polarization does not change significantly at this time
scale.

S5. NUCLEAR SPIN ENTANGLEMENT

For an ensemble of independent nuclear spins one has
&s = 1. Thus £ < 1 evidences at least the pairwise
entanglement between the nuclear spins. This entangle-
ment is produced by the indirect interaction between nu-
clei mediated by the electron. Ones of the most entangled
nuclear spin states are the Greenberger Horne Zeilinger
(GHZ) states, which have N particle entanglement. A
family of these state can be defined by the following wave
functions:

N N
1/v2 ip 1/v2

1 (z‘/ﬁ)k +er 11 (ﬂ/ﬂ) .

Vanz(p) = NG )

(S11)

where ¢ is an arbitrary phase, the spinors (11/1\/(2/5),6 de-

scribe the state of the k-th nuclei with the spin along or
opposite to the y axis, and the symbol [] denotes the
direct product. Thus the states Wz represent the co-
herent superposition of the states with the total nuclear
spin I = N/2 being directed along and opposite to the y
axis.

It follows from Eqgs. (12) that the GHZ states can be
produces from the initial coherent nuclear spin state

wo =TT (2) .

k=1

(S12)

which describes the complete nuclear spin polarization
along the x axis. This state may be prepared following
the protocol described in the previous section. However,
to generate the GHZ state, the electron spin should be
initially oriented perpendicular to €2, for example, along
the y axis. In this case the probabilities to find it parallel
and antiparallel to the good quantization axis €2, are
P, = P_ =1/2. As aresult, the nuclear spin I precesses
with the opposite frequencies w¥ about the z axis. As



a result after the time ¢, = 7/(2|w|) the total nuclear
spin is approximately in the GHZ state.

We calculated the fidelity of the GHZ state prepara-
tion by exact solution of the Schrodinger equation with
the Hamiltonain (1) in the main text. The fidelity was
calculated as

P = max (| (Va2 (), [ (t))1

+(Tanz(9) 4 D), (S13)

where U(t,) denotes the total system wave function at
time t, calculated with the initial conditions described
above, and |Yguz(p),1 /) denote the wave functions
with the nuclear spin state Ugpz(¢) and the electron
spin parallel /antiparallel to the z axis. The fidelity shown
in Fig. 3(b) of the main text reaches 99.99%, which ad-
ditionally proves the applicability of our results to the
description of the dynamics of quantum coherent elec-
tron nuclear spin states.

Finally, we note that the 7/2 pulses, which tilt the
average nuclear spin from the z axis to the (zy) plane
have the length, which can be of the order of microsecond.
In order to make them more efficient, the electron can

S4

be removed for this time from the quantum dot, which
is easy in the gated structures. Moreover, in the above
description we neglected the nuclear Zeeman splitting,
but if it is present, it would lead to the total nuclear spin
precession about the z axis with a constant frequency. So
this would not affect neither nuclear spin squeezing not
generation of the GHZ states.
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