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In this paper, we investigate the thermal quantum correlations in a semiconductor double quan-
tum dot system. The device comprises a single electron in a double quantum dot subjected to a
longitudinal magnetic field and a transverse magnetic field gradient. The thermal entanglement of
the single electron is driven by the charge and spin qubits. Utilizing the density matrix formalism,
we derive analytical expressions for thermal concurrence and correlated coherence. The main goal
of this work is to provide a good understanding of the effects of temperature and various parame-
ters on quantum coherence. Additionally, our findings indicate that the transverse magnetic field
can be employed to adjust the thermal entanglement and quantum coherence of the system. We
also highlight the roles of thermal entanglement and correlated coherence in generating quantum
correlations, noting that thermal correlated coherence is consistently more robust than thermal en-
tanglement. This suggests that quantum algorithms based solely on correlated coherence might be

more resilient than those relying on entanglement.

PACS numbers:

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum resource theories have emerged as a relevant
field of research in recent years [12]. In particular, quan-
tum coherence and quantum entanglement are two es-
sential properties of non-classical systems. They can be
analyzed through an operational resource theory, aim-
ing at applications in quantum technologies and quan-
tum information process [BH5] and emerging fields such
as quantum metrology [0l [7], quantum thermodynamics
[8, @] and quantum biology [I0]. Furthermore, over the
past decade, the manipulation and generation of quan-
tum correlations have been extensively investigated in
various quantum systems, including Heisenberg models
[I1HI6], trapped ions [I7], and cavity quantum electro-
dynamics [18, [19] and so on.

Solid-state quantum dots (QDs) are among the most
promising physical systems for implementing quantum
technologies [20H23]. There are proposals for QDs de-
vices that utilize either charge [24H27] or spin [28§] are
qubits, or even both simultaneously [29H32]. These quan-
tum systems are of great interest due to their easy inte-
gration with existing electronics and scalability advan-
tage [33], B4]. Moreover, the quantum dynamics and en-
tanglement of two electrons within coupled double quan-
tum dots (DQDs) have been addressed [35, B36], while
aspects related to the quantum correlations and decoher-
ence have been investigated [37H40]. Additional proper-
ties have also been studied, including quantum telepor-
tation based on the double quantum dots [41], quantum
noise induced by phonons in double quantum dots charge
qubits [42], multielectron quantum dots [43], and thermal
quantum correlations in coupled double semiconductor
charge qubits [44H46]. More recently, a conceptual de-
sign of quantum heat machines has been developed using
two coupled double quantum-dot systems as a working
substance [47].

Quantum coherence, arising from the principle of quan-
tum superposition, is a central concept in quantum me-
chanics, playing a crucial role in both bipartite and mul-
tipartite quantum correlations. The quantification of co-
herence relies on the definition of an incoherence basis,
where incoherent states are those represented as diago-
nal in that basis. Over time, various methods have been
development to quantify quantum coherence. Among
them, those proposed by Baumgratz et al.[48], such as
the [;-norm of the coherence and the relative entropy of
coherence.[49, [50]. More recently, a new approach has
emerged with the introduction of correlated coherence
[55, (6], a measure designed to investigate the relation-
ship between quantum coherence and quantum correla-
tions. This measure eliminates local coherence compo-
nents, focusing exclusively on the coherence attributed
to quantum correlations. As such, correlation coherence
provides a powerful tool to understand how coherence is
distributed and shared among different subsystems, offer-
ing valuable insights into the interplay between coherence
and entanglement in complex quantum systems.

In this work, we aim to investigate the role of ther-
mal entanglement and quantum correlated coherence in
a single electron spin within a double quantum dot sys-
tem under the influence of an external transverse mag-
netic field. The gradient of the magnetic field induces
spin-orbit interaction, which facilities the operation of a
flopping-mode spin qubit, enabling efficient manipulation
of spin states through charge dynamics. The system is as-
sumed to be isolated from its electronic reservoirs, which
are maintained in the strong Coulomb blockade regime,
ensuring that only a single electron occupies the DQD.
Analytical solutions were obtained, enabling a detailed
exploration of the thermal evolution of the system’s pop-
ulations and the behavior of the thermal fidelity and de-
rive an analytical expression for quantum entanglement.
These solutions also allowed us to study the model’s fi-



FIG. 1:  Schematic representation of the double quantum
dot (DQD) system occupied by a single electron. The energy
levels of the quantum dots are detuned by an amount €. The
electron’s spin is depicted as a small blue sphere, delocalized
between two quantum dots.

delity and derive an analytical expression for quantum
correlated coherence. Additionally, we compared ther-
mal entanglement with quantum correlated coherence,
highlighting their relationship. Note, the framework pro-
vided by correlated coherence offers a unified perspective
on quantum correlations, encompassing concepts such as
quantum discord and quantum entanglement [58], [59].

Our paper is organized as follows. In Section II, intro-
duces the physical model and outlines the method used
to analyze it. Section III, provides a concise overview
of the definitions of concurrence (C) and the correlated
coherence (C..), followed by the derivation of the analyt-
ical expressions. In Section IV presents a detailed discus-
sion the most interesting results, including entanglement,
populations dynamics, and correlated coherence. Finally,
Section V is devoted to the conclusions.

II. THE MODEL AND HAMILTONIAN

As depicted in Fig. [1] we consider a silicon device con-
sisting of a double quantum dot filled with a single elec-
tron, which has two charge configurations: the electron
located either on the left (L) or right (R) dot, correspond-
ing to position states labeled by |L) and |R) respectively.
The Hamiltonian of the double quantum dot [29] [30] in
the presence of a homogeneous magnetic field B, and a
magnetic field gradient B, perpendicular to B, is given
by

H = ir,+tr,+ B0, + Boroy, (1)

where 7, . and o, . are the Pauli matrices in the position
and electron spin space, respectively, t is the tunneling
parameter, and ¢ is the inter-dot detuning. The single
electronic spin states are described by {|0),|1)}.

In the standard bases {|LO0),|L1),|R0),|R1)}, the

eigenvalues of the Hamiltonian H are given by
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The system state in the thermal equilibrium is de-
scribed by p(T) = 22CPH) where 8 = 1/kpT, with kp
being the Boltzmann’s constant, T the absolute temper-

ature, and the partition function of the system is defined
by Z = Zlee_ﬁEi.

A. The density operator

The thermal density operator for the double quantum
dot model of a single electron in a transverse magnetic
field at temperature T is given by

P11 P12 P13 Pi4

P12 P22 P23 P24
T) = . 13
pAB( ) P13 P23 P33 P34 ( )

P14 P24 P34 P44

The elements of this density matrix, after a cumbersome
algebraic manipulation, are given by
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Since pap(T) represents a thermal state in equilib-
rium, the corresponding entanglement is referred to as
thermal entanglement. In this paper, we focus on a single
electron spin in a double quantum dot subject to a trans-
verse magnetic field. We show that the thermal quantum
coherence of the model is governed by the charge qubit,
controlled by the inter-dot tunneling, and the spin qubit,
influenced by both the parallel and transverse magnetic
fields.

III. QUANTUM CORRELATIONS

This section provides a concise review of the definition
and properties of thermal entanglement and quantum co-
herence.

A. Thermal entanglement

To quantify the amount of entanglement in a given
two-qubit state p, we use the concurrence C as defined
by Wootters [52], 53]

C zmaX{O,Qmax (ﬁ) _Zﬁ} (14)

Here, X; (1 = 1,2,3,4) are the eigenvalues of the matrix
arranged in descending order

R=p(c’®0")p" (0" ®0"), (15)

with o¥ being the Pauli matrix. After straightforward
calculations, the eigenvalues of the matrix R are given
by
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where

G = —2p14p12 + p11p24 — P13P22,
© = pripaz — pisp2a + |p1al® + lp12)%,
Ex = 2(p12 £ p14) (p22 £ p2a),
Yy = 2(p13 F p11) (p1a £ p12) -

Thus the concurrence of this system can be written as
[54]

¢ =max {0, VA = Vs | =Vha = VA (17)

In this case, the analytical expression for the thermal
concurrence is too lengthy to be provided explicitly here,
but it can be easily derived by following the steps outlined
above.

B. Thermal fidelity

The mixed-state fidelity, as defined in reference [60,
61], is given by

F(p1,p2) = Tr ( pé”mné/z) : (18)

This metric quantifies how distinguishable two quantum
states p; and py. In contrast, the fidelity between an
input pure state and output mixed state is defined by

F = (lply), (19)

where |¢)) represents the pure state and p the density op-
erator of the mixed state. This latter measure informs
about the overlap between the pure state |¢)) and the
mixed state p. In our study, we examine the thermal
fidelity between the ground state |¢2) and the system’s
state at temperature 7. After some algebraic manipula-
tion, we find

F(T) = N? [52_/)11 +33p22 + p33 + E%p44

+2a_(b_p12 + p13 + ¢—p14)
+2b_ (p23 + c_ p24) + 2c_ p34]. (20)

C. Correlated coherence

Quantum coherence is a crucial aspect of quantum
physics, and it holds practical significance in quantum
information processing task. In a bipartite system, quan-
tum coherence can exist both locally and in the correla-
tions between the subsystems. The amount of coherence
present in the global state, after subtracting the purely
local coherences, is known as correlated coherence C.
[55]. For a bipartite quantum system p4p, it becomes

Cec(pan) = Ci, (paB) — Ci,(pa) — Ci, (pB), (21)

where pa = Trg(pap) and pg = Tra(pap). Here, A
and B stand for local subsystems.



Several quantum coherence measures have been pro-
posed to conform to the set of properties that any suit-
able coherence measure should satisfy [48], [51]. In this
regard, the [;-norm, has gained considerable attention as
a reliable measure of coherence. The [1-norm of coher-
ence, denoted as Cj,, is defined as follows

Cu(p) = D I(ilpls)I- (22)

i
Quantum coherence is a concept that depends on the
choice of basis. However, we can select an incoherent
basis for local coherence, allowing us to diagonalize the
density matrices ps and pp. According to Eq., the
reduced density matrix p4(T) can be expressed as follows

P11+ p22 P13+ P24
T) = . 23
pa(T) ( P13t P24 P33 + Pas ) (23)

In a similar way, we obtain

P11+ P33 P12 + P34
T) = . 24
pu(T) ( P12t P34 P22 + Pag ) (24)

To analyze the correlated coherence C.., we apply a
unitary transformation to the reduced density matrices
pa(T) and pp(T). As a result, the unitary matrix is
expressed as

U _ cosfa B —e¥P4.B gin 04,8 (25)
AB =\ e-ivas sinfa, g cosla,p ’

Let us consider pap(T) = Uap pas(T) UIva where U =
U, ®Up. This unitary transformation establishes the re-
lationship between global coherence and local coherence
for various choices of the parameters 04, 0, ¢4 and pp.
By setting ¢4 =0, ¢ =0 and

_ — -
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_ — -
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Where xa.5 = p11 * paa F p33 — pas, into Eq. (25), we
obtain a matrix that diagonalizes p4(T) and pp(T). This
step provides us the basis set in which subsystems A and
B are locally incoherent. Finally, by substituting Eq.
into the Eq., we derive an explicit expression for the
correlated coherence.

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS
A. Population

Firstly, we investigate the influence of the tunneling
coeflicient ¢ and magnetic field on the energy levels at

100 40 X

~100.

FIG. 2: Energy spectrum of the DQD Hamiltonian H as a
function of . (a) For t = 7, B, = 16, with B, = 0(dashed
curves) and B, = 100(solid curves). (b) For t = 15.4,
B, = 24, again comparing B, = 0(dashed curves) and
B, = 10(solid curves).

zero temperature. In Fig. 2] we have plotted the energy
levels versus inter-dot detunning €. In Fig. 2(a), we plot
the energy spectrum for ¢ = 7, B, = 16. The energy
levels for B, = 0 are indicated by dashed lines, while
the solid lines show the energy levels for a very intense
transverse magnetic field B, = 100, resulting in two an-
ticrossing points at € = 0, specifically between energy
levels F> and FEy4, as well as between E; and Fs. Ad-
ditionally, the figure shows anticrossing at ¢ ~ +£101.9
for energy levels F5 and E4. From the above analysis, it
is evident that the transverse magnetic field contributes
significantly to the formation of anticrossing points in the
electron energy spectrum. Fig. 2(b) illustrates a scenario
for t = 15.4, B, = 24 with a transverse magnetic field
B, = 10 [29]. We can easily observed that the field in
the z direction increases the anticrossings at € = 0.

Fig. [3] illustrates the variation of population with re-
spect to temperature T on a logarithmic scale, for fixed
values of t = 7, B, = 16, B, = 100, with two differ-
ent values of the inter-dot detuning parameter ¢ = 0.5
and € = 2. Fig. a) depicts the population under con-
ditions of weak inter-dot detuning (¢ = 0.5). At low
temperatures, the populations of the system remain con-
stant. However, as the temperature increases, thermal
fluctuations cause the populations of states pss and paq
to decrease, while the populations of states p1; and pas
increase. In this scenario, there is no population inver-
sion. Anyway, at higher temperatures, the populations
are equally distributed, reaching the value 0.25. Fig. b)
displays population plots for inter-dot detuning (¢ = 2).
Notably, in the T" = 0 scenario, p33 has the second-
highest population, in contrast to the previous scenario,
due to the significant inter-dot detuning value. At low
temperatures, the populations remain constant. How-
ever, as the temperature increases, a population inversion
occurs between ps3 and pog. Subsequently, at high tem-
peratures, the populations become equally distributed.
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FIG. 3: Populations as a function of temperature T', dis-

played on a logarithmic scale, are shown for fixed parameters
t=17, B, =16, and B, = 100. (a) e =0.5. (b) e = 2.

B. Concurrence

First, we examine how the concurrence C is affected
by the temperature 7', the transverse magnetic field B,
and the interdot energy detuning . Next, we investigate
the thermal fidelity of the model.

In Fig. [4 we illustrate the density plots of the concur-
rence C as a function of the transverse magnetic field B,
and temperature T, for two different parameter sets. In
Fig. [] (a) for fixed values of ¢ = 1, ¢ = 7, and the lon-
gitudinal magnetic field B, = 16. The plot reveals two
distinct entanglement regimes. Initially, the concurrence
C is low for small values of the transverse magnetic field
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FIG. 4: Density plot of the concurrence C as a function of
the transverse magnetic field B, and temperature 7. The
parameters used for the plot are ¢ = 1, (a) ¢t = 7, the longitu-
dinal magnetic field B, = 16. (b) t = 15.4, the longitudinal
magnetic field B, = 24.

B,, particularly in the range of B, ~ 0 to B, ~ 20. How-
ever, as B, increases, the concurrence also rises, reaching
peak values in the range of approximately B, between
60 and 100. Beyond this interval, with B, values ex-
ceeding 100, the concurrence decreases again. Regarding
temperature, it is observed that entanglement is more
significant at low temperatures (approximately between
T ~ 0 to T = 5), gradually decreasing as the tempera-
ture rises. This behavior is expected, as the increase in
temperature introduces thermal fluctuations, which tend
to reduce quantum coherence and, consequently, the de-
gree of entanglement in the system. The Fig [4[b), with
t = 154 and B, = 24 fixed, the region with low trans-
verse magnetic field values exhibits weak concurrence.
However, within the range of B, between 100 to 200,
the concurrence reaches its peak, as indicate by the yel-
low areas. This suggests that entanglement is enhanced
at moderate B, values before decreasing again at even
higher B, values. Similar to what is observed in Fig
Eka), entanglement is more robust at low temperature,
with T approximately between 0 to 8. However, as the
temperature rises, entanglement gradually decays, albeit
more slowly.

Fig. presents density plots of concurrence C as a
function of the transverse magnetic field B, and energy
detuning €. The temperature is kept constant at 7' = 0.2.
In Fig. [5[(a), with ¢t = 7 and B, = 16, it is observed that
entanglement is initially weak for low values of the trans-
verse magnetic field B, and arbitrary values of the energy
detuning (¢), as indicated by the green and blue regions
in the figure. However, for low values of ¢ and as B,
increases beyond this range, concurrence steadily rises,
reaching its maximum entanglement level. This behav-
ior highlights the significant sensitivity of entanglement
to variations in both B, and . Regarding the depen-
dence on ¢, it becomes evident that the system exhibits a
high level of entanglement for small energy detuning val-
ues. On the other hand, as € increases, it is observed that
for B, =~ 30, concurrence reaches a peak value of approx-
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FIG. 5: Density plot of the concurrence C as a function of the
transverse magnetic field B, and the energy detuning € , with
T = 0.2, (a) tunneling parameter ¢ = 7, and the longitudinal
magnetic field B, = 16. (b) tunneling parameter ¢ = 15.4,
and the longitudinal magnetic field B, = 24.

imately C = 0.6 when ¢ is close to 5. Beyond this point,
entanglement decreases sharply, becoming notably weak
for higher detuning values. In Fig. [5| (b), with ¢ = 15.4
and B, = 24 [29], a similar trend to that observed in
Fig. (a) is noted regarding the response of concur-
rence C to increases in B, and . However, the range of
B, where entanglement reaches its maximum values ex-
pands significantly, starting around B, =~ 200. This ex-
pansion indicates that a stronger longitudinal field (B,)
enables robust entanglement only at high B, values. In
all cases. it is observed that the maximum entanglement
is achieved for null or low detuning energy values, while
the transverse magnetic field plays a crucial role in the
emergence of entanglement.

In Fig. [6] the fidelity F' between the ground state |¢2)
and the thermal state pap(T) is plotted as a function
of temperature T on a logarithmic scale for two sets of
parameters. As the temperature approaches zero, the
fidelity of the mixed state converges to the ground-state
fidelity, reaching F' = 1. However, as the temperature
rises, the ground state begins to mix with the excited
states, causing the fidelity to decrease steadily. Moreover,
it is observed that for nonzero energy detuning e (solid
curves), the fidelity remains higher compared to the case
where ¢ = 0 (dashed curves). This demonstrates that
the fidelity is more robust for nonzero values of ¢ at low
temperatures, reflecting greater system stability in this
regime. As the temperature continues to rise, however,
the fidelity becomes nearly independent of e, while the
system’s robustness is significantly compromised due to
thermal fluctuations at higher temperatures.

C. Thermal quantum coherence

To estimate the quantum correlations stored internally
in quantum correlations we will use correlated coherence.
In Fig. [7} we present the plots of both C.. (correlated
coherence) and C (concurrence) as a function of temper-
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FIG. 6: The fidelity F' is shown as a function of temperature
T on a logarithmic scale. For the parameters t =7, B, = 16,
and B, = 100, we have € = 0 (dashed red curve) and ¢ = 10
(solid red curve). For t = 15.4, B, = 24, and B, = 10, we
have € = 0 (dashed blue curve) and £ = 50 (solid blue curve).

ature T on a logarithmic scale, with the detuning en-
ergy ¢ = 1 and B, = 100. Here, correlated coherence is
evaluated in the incoherent basis, with the local coher-
ence parameters 6 specified by Egs. and , while
¢ = 0. In Fig. E (a), we consider the parameters t = 7
and B, = 16. In this figure is observed that as T in-
creases from low values, concurrence C' initially remains
stable but then rapidly decreases once T reaches a certain
threshold. As the temperature increases, the entangle-
ment decreases sharply to nearly zero as T reaches the
intermediate range, suggesting that entanglement can-
not withstand thermal fluctuations at high temperatures.
In contrast, the behavior of the correlated coherence C..
reveals greater subtlety. At low temperatures, the sys-
tem’s entangled quantum correlations are entirely con-
tained within the quantum coherence, suggesting that
the correlated coherence fully captures all thermal en-
tanglement information in this regime. As the tempera-
ture increases, thermal fluctuations cause a slight rise in
quantum coherence, while entanglement gradually dimin-
ishes. As the temperature continues rise, coherence even-
tually vanishes upon reaching a threshold temperature.
In Fig. El (b), with parameters ¢t = 15.4 and B, = 24,
the behaviors of C.. and C exhibit qualitative similarities
to those in Fig. El (a), but with some significant differ-
ences. At low temperatures, both quantities show high
values, indicating that quantum correlations and corre-
lated coherence remain robust. However, the separation
between the two curves occurs at a higher temperature
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FIG. 7: Correlated coherence Cc. (blue curve) and Concur-

rence C (red curve) as a functions of temperature 7', displayed
on a logarithmic scale, with e = 1 and B, = 100. (a) t = 7,
and B, =16. (b) t =154, and B, = 24.

range, suggesting greater thermal resilience of the sys-
tem under these conditions. Furthermore, the peak of
Cec shifts to T ~ 9.8, compared to T = 6.01 in Fig.
(a), which can be attributed to the increase en B, that
modifies the system’s dynamics and enhances correlated
coherence at higher temperatures. The concurrence C, in
turn, displays a continuous decline with increasing tem-
perature, similar to Fig. [7| (a), but with a steeper drop

at intermediate temperatures, indicating greater vulner-
ability of quantum correlations in this regime. These re-
sults highlight the critical role of the parameters t and B,
in defining the systems the system’s thermal robustness,
directly influencing the response of correlated coherence
and the preservation of quantum correlations under dif-
ferent thermal conditions.

V. CONCLUSIONS

This paper considers a device composed of a single elec-
tron confined in a double quantum dot, where the elec-
tron’s spin is subject to a homogeneous magnetic field B,
and a magnetic field gradient B, within a thermal bath.
Our primary objective was to solve the model exactly
and investigate the effects of temperature on quantum
coherence. Our results indicate that the energy spec-
trum exhibits an anticrossing phenomenon drive by the
transverse magnetic field. The model shows that ther-
mal entanglement for a single electron can be achieved
through the interplay between charge and spin qubits.
We further explore the impact of the transverse mag-
netic field on population dynamics and concurrence. The
results indicate that both are highly sensitive to temper-
ature and the strength of the transverse magnetic field.
Specifically, for weak magnetic fields, entanglement re-
mains weak across all detuning energies. In contrast, for
strong magnetic fields, concurrence becomes pronounced,
particularly at low detuning energies. Regarding tem-
perature, concurrence stabilizes at a plateau at low tem-
peratures; however, as temperature increases, it dimin-
ishes due to the increasing impact of thermal fluctua-
tions. Moreover, we identified a direct relationship be-
tween entanglement and quantum coherence. Although
quantum coherence is inherently basis-dependent, it is
possible to select an incoherent basis for local coherence,
enabling the determination of correlated coherence. Our
findings indicate that, at low temperatures, the corre-
lated coherence is equal to the concurrence. Additionally,
as the temperature increases, the model revealed an un-
usual thermally-induced increase in correlated coherence,
driven by the emergence of non-entangled quantum cor-
relations as entanglement decreases. At sufficiently high
temperatures, quantum entanglement vanishes entirely,
as thermal fluctuations become the dominant influence
on the system’s behavior.
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