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A bstract

1A m ajorquestion forcondensed m atterphysicsiswhethera solid-statequantum com puter

can everbe built. Here we discuss two di�erent schem es for quantum inform ation processing

using sem iconductornanostructures.First,weshow how optically driven coupled quantum dots

can be used to prepare m axim ally entangled Belland G reenberger-Horne-Zeilinger states by

varying the strength and duration ofselective lightpulses. The setup allowsusto perform an

all-opticalgeneration ofthe quantum teleportation ofan excitonic statein an array ofcoupled

quantum dots.Second,wegiveaproposalforreliableim plem entation ofquantum logicgatesand

long decoherencetim esin a quantum dotssystem based on nuclearm agneticresonance(NM R),

where the nuclearresonance iscontrolled by the ground state transitionsoffew-electron Q Ds

in an externalm agnetic �eld. The dynam icalevolution ofthese system s in the presence of

environm entally-induced decoherencee�ectsisalso discussed.
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1 Introduction

Ithasbecom eincreasingly clearthatquantum m echanicalprinciplesarenotjustexotictheoretical

statem entsbutfundam entalfora new technology ofpracticalinform ation processing [1].Q uantum

com putation, quantum cryptography and quantum teleportation represent exciting new arenas

which exploitintrinsicquantum m echanicalcorrelations.

Thediscovery ofalgorithm sforwhich acom puterbased on theprinciplesofquantum m echanics

[2]should beatany traditionalcom puter,hastriggered intense research into realistic controllable

quantum system s. Am ong the m ain areas involved in this active research �eld are ion traps [3],

quantum electrodynam icscavities[4],nuclearm agnetic resonance(NM R)[5],Josephson junctions

[6]and sem iconductorquantum dots(Q Ds)[7]. The m ain challenge now isto identify a physical

system with an appropriate internaldynam ics and corresponding externaldriving forces which

enables one to selectively m anipulate quantum superpositions and entanglem ents. A fundam en-

talrequirem ent for the experim entalrealization ofsuch proposals is the successfulgeneration of

highly entangled quantum states. In particular,coherent evolution oftwo quantum bits (qubits)

in an entangled stateoftheBelltypeisfundam entalto both quantum cryptography and quantum

teleportation.M axim ally entangled statesofthreequbits,such astheso-called G reenberger-Horne-

Zeilinger(G HZ)states[8],arenotonlyofintrinsicinterestbutarealsoofgreatpracticalim portance

in such proposals. Besidesthe capability to controland m anipulate entanglem enta greatlevelof

isolation from theenvironm entisrequired to reach a fullunitary evolution.Q uantum inform ation

processing willbea reality when optim alcontrolofquantum coherence in noisy environm entscan

be achieved. The variouscom m unitiestypically rely on di�erenthardware m ethodologies. There-

fore,itisextrem ely im portantto clarify theunderlying physicsand lim itsforeach typeofphysical

realization ofquantum inform ation processing system s.

In thischapterwediscusstwo possiblestrategiesusing sem iconductorQ Ds[9].First,wereview

ourm ain resultson theopticalgeneration and controlofexciton2 entangled statesin coupled Q Ds

by using a state-of-the-art sem iconductor setup that enables us to generate reliable m axim ally

entangled states ofN qubits,starting from suitably initialized states. As an application ofthese

exciton m axim ally entangled states,a truesolid-stateteleportation protocolisproposed.W eshow

that the role of phonons, at low tem peratures, in the driven Q D system does not necessarily

am ountto thelossofcontroloverthesystem dueto destruction ofcoherence.Second,we address

the im plem entation ofa solid state NM R-based quantum switch. W e discuss how the so-called

\m agic-num ber" transitionsin few-electron Q Dscontaining a nuclearspin im purity inside can be

used to im plem ent single qubit rotations and controlled� NO T (C� NO T) quantum gates. The

basic setup consists ofa nuclear spin-1
2
im purity placed at the center ofa 2 electrons Q D in the

presence ofan externalperpendicular m agnetic �eld B . In such a system ,the nuclear m agnetic

2
Excitons are electronic excitations which play a fundam entalrole in the opticalproperties ofdielectric solids.

They correspond to a bound state ofone electron and one hole which can be created by light or can appear as a

resultofrelaxation processesoffree electronsand holes.
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resonance is controlled by the ground state transitions that arise as the B -�eld is changed: we

show thatthehyper�necoupling between theelectronsand thenucleuscan bechanged and hence

providea m echanism fortuning thenuclearresonancefrequency.Decoherencee�ectsin system sof

spin 1

2
nucleiareexpected to bem inim alasnuclearspinsareweakly coupled to theirenvironm ent.

Therefore,such spin system sarenaturalqubitsforquantum inform ation processingsincethey o�er

long decoherence tim es. Indeed they have been used in bulk liquid NM R experim entsto perform

som e basic quantum algorithm s like those ofDeutsch [10]and G rover [11]. They have already

been em ployed in som e solid-state proposals,for exam ple that ofRef. [12]where a set ofdonor

atom s (like P)is em bedded in pure silicon. Here,the qubitis represented by the nuclear spin of

thedonoratom and singlequbitand C� NO T operationsm ightthen beachieved between neighbor

nucleiby attaching electric gateson top and between thedonoratom s[12].Anotherproposal[13]

suggestscontrolling thehyper�neelectron-nuclearinteraction via theexcitation oftheelectron gas

in quantum Hallsystem s.Both oftheseproposals,however,requiretheattachm entofelectrodesor

gatestothesam plein ordertom anipulatethenuclearspin qubit.Such electrodesarelikely tohave

an invasive e�ecton thecoherentevolution ofthequbit,thereby destroying quantum inform ation.

In the second partofthis chapter,we propose a NM R solid-state based m echanism forquantum

com putation free from these shortcom ings. The outline ofthischapterisasfollows: In Section 2

we give a detailed prescription forproducing m axim ally entangled exciton statesoftwo and three

sem iconductorQ Ds.Section 3considersthee�ectsofdecoherenceon theopticalgeneration ofsuch

entangled states. In Section 4,a protocolforteleporting the excitonic state ofa quantum dotis

proposed.In Section 5wegiveanovelm odelforquantum logicwith an NM R� based nanostructure

switch.Concluding rem arksare given in Section 6.

2 G eneration of m axim ally entangled exciton states in optically

driven quantum dots

W hen twoquantum dotsaresu�ciently close,thereisaresonantenergytransferprocessoriginating

from theCoulom b interaction wherebyan exciton can hop between dots[14].Experim entalevidence

ofsuch energy transfers between quantum dots was reported recently [15];the resonant process

also playsa fundam entalrolein biologicaland organicsystem s,and iscom m only called theF�orster

process [16]. Unlike usualsingle-particle transport m easurem ents,the F�orster process does not

require the physicaltransferofthe electron and the hole,justtheirenergy. Hence itisrelatively

insensitive to thee�ectsofim puritieswhich lie between thedots.

Here we show how the resonanttransfer(F�orster)interaction between spatially separated ex-

citons can be exploited to produce m axim ally entangled states of two (Bell) and three (G HZ)

optically driven Q Ds,starting from suitably initialized states. Previous experim ents have stud-

ied entangled states oftrapped ions[3],photons[17],and particle spinsin bulk liquid NM R [18],

but to our knowledge,there is not such an schem e for producing determ inistic entanglem ent in

a sem iconductornanostructuressetup. In the proposalgiven here we exploitrecentexperim ental

resultsinvolving coherentwavefunction controlofexcitonsin sem iconductorquantum dotson the

nanom eterand fem tosecond scales[15,19,20,21],i.e,thesystem requirem entscan berealized with

currentexperim entsem ploying both ultrafastand near-�eld opticalspectroscopy ofquantum dots.

W e denote by 0 (1) a zero-exciton (single exciton) Q D.W e consider a system ofN identical

and equispaced Q Ds,containing no net charge,which are radiated by long-wavelength classical

light (see Figure 1) in order to produce reliable generation of the m axim ally entangled states

j	 B ell(’)i=
1p
2
(j00i+ ei’ j11i)and j	 G H Z(’)i=

1p
2
(j000i+ ei’ j111i),forseveraldi�erentvalues

ofthe phasefactor’.Theform ation ofsingle excitonswithin the individualQ Dsand theirinter-

3



exciton created exciton destroyed

interdot interaction
"Forster Process"

CB

VB

bandgapε

e h e hon dot 1 on dot 2ξ(t)

W

Figure 1:Schem atic ofthe opticalsetup forthe N = 2 Q Dssystem .The identicalQ Ds,containing no net

charge,are radiated with long-wavelength classicallightofcentralfrequency !,�(t)= Ae� i!t. Form ation

ofsingle excitons within the individualQ Ds and their inter-dot hopping in the presence ofthe F�orster

interaction are illustrated schem atically. The bandgap � as wellas the conduction band (CB) and the

valenceband (VB)ofthe system arealso shown.

dot hopping can be described in the fram e of the rotating wave approxim ation (RW A) by the

Ham iltonian (�h = 1)[22]:

H
�
= � !Jz + A(J+ + J� )+ W (J2 � J

2
z) : (1)

Here � ! � � � ! is the detuning param eter,� is the Q D band gap,W represents the interdot

Coulom b interaction (F�orster process),the subscript � refers to the rotating fram e (see below),

and theoperatorsJ+ =
P

N
n= 1e

y
nh

y
n,J� =

P
N
n= 1hnen,Jz =

1

2

P
N
n= 1(e

y
nen � hnh

y
n),with e

y
n (h

y
n)de-

scribingtheelectron (hole)creation operatorin then’th Q D.The Ji� operatorsobey theusualan-

gularm om entum com m utation relations[Jz;J� ]= � J� ;[J+ ;J� ]= 2Jz;and [J
2;J+ ]= [J2;J� ]=

[J2;Jz]= 0;where J2 � 1

2
[J+ J� + J� J+ ]+ J

2

z. W e consider the situation ofa laser pulse with

centralfrequency ! given by �(t)= Ae� i!t,whereA givestheelectron-photon coupling and thein-

cidentelectric�eld strength.From apracticalpointofview,param etersA and � ! areadjustablein

theexperim entto givecontroloverthesystem ofQ Ds.Next,wediscussthem ain resultsobtained

from thecom putation ofboth analyticaland num ericalsolutionsforthetim eevolution ofH
�
[22].

The solution to the quantum dynam icalequation ofm otion ofthe system isequivalently given in

term sofboth the wave function and the density m atrix form alism s,enabling usthe strength and

thelength ofthelaserpulsesrequired forreliably generation ofm axim ally entangled exciton states

oftwo and three Q Ds.

2.1 U nitary evolution and the w ave function

Thetotalwavefunction oftheexcitonicsystem considered here,starting with theinitialcondition

j	(t= 0)i= j	 0i (for any N ),can be expressed as j	(t)i
�
=

P

k Cke
� iE ktj ki,where H j ki=

E k j ki (H is the Ham iltonian in the laboratory fram e),and j ki=
P

jA kjjM ji:As m entioned

before,the subscript � refers to the unitary transform ation which leads us from the laboratory

fram eto the rotating fram eby using the rulej	(t)i
�
= �y(t)j	(t)i

S
,with �= e� i!JZ t (subscript

S denotes Schr�odinger picture). The norm alization coe�cients C k depend on the chosen initial

condition j	 0i:bywritingj	(0)i=
P

k �k jM ki(�k = hM k j	(0)i)wesee,from theaboveexpansion

given for j	(t)i
�
;that j	(0)i =

P

k Ck j ki:Hence, the generalexpression for the coe�cients

Ck becom es Ck = h k j	(0)i =
P

j�jh k jM ji =
P

j�jA
�
kj:The m atrix elem ents A kj m ust be

determ ined for each particular value ofN ,and jM ji � jJ;M j;qi,where J can take the values
N
2
;N
2
� 1;:::;1

2
or 0, and for each J� �xed value, we have the 2J + 1 di�erent values M =

4



� N
2
;� N

2
+ 1;:::;N

2
� 1;N

2
:Thelabelqisintroduced tofurtherdistinguish thestates: q= 1;2;:::;D J,

where the m ultiplicity D J,i.e. the num berofstateshaving angularm om entum J and M = J,is

given by D J =
2J+ 1

J+
N

2
+ 1

�
N

N

2
+ J

�
.Hence,thetotalwave function in therotating fram ecan bewritten

as

j	(t)i
�
=
X

k

X

j

CkA kje
� iE ktjM ji : (2)

The eigenfunction given in Eq. (2) describes any num ber ofQ Ds. W e only need to diagonalize

a square m atrix ofside 2J + 1 for each J. Every eigenvalue so obtained occurs D J tim es in the

entire spectrum . Next,we show how to generate highly excitonic entangled states by solving the

quantum equation ofm otion associated with Eq.(2)forthecasesN = 2 and 3.

2.1.1 T w o coupled Q D s and B ellstates

Herewegivethelightexcitation proceduretoobtain them axim allyentangled Bellstatesj	 B ell(’)i=

j00i+ ei’j11i. The phase ’ determ ines the type ofentangled state generated in the opticalpro-

cess. W e choose the basis ofeigenstates ofJ2 and Jz,fjM 1i � jJ = 1;M = � 1i � j0i,jM2i �

jJ = 1;M = 0i� j1i,jM 3i� jJ = 1;M = 1i� j2ig,asan appropriaterepresentation forthisprob-

lem .Herej0irepresentsthevacuum forexcitons,j1idenotesthesingle-exciton statewhilej2irepre-

sentsthebiexciton state.In theabsenceoflight,wehavethatE (J;M )= � !M + W [J(J+ 1)� M 2],

so the energy levels of the system are E 0 � E (1;� 1) = W � �!, E 1 � E (1;0) = 2W , and

E 2 � E (1;1) = W + �!. Next,consider the action ofthe radiation pulse oflight �(t) over this

pairofqubitsatresonance,i.e.� ! = 0.In thiscase,thenew eigen-energiesofthecoupled system

are: E 0 = W ;and E 1;2 =
1

2

�

3W �

q

16jAj
2
+ W 2

�

:Here we have assum ed thatthe decoherence

processesarenegligibly sm alloverthetim escaleoftheevolution (seenextsection).Itisastraight-

forward exercise to com pute the explicitcoe�cients ofEq. (2)forboth ofthe J� subspacesthat

span the Hilbertspace SU (2)
 SU (2)(N = 2)[22].Hence,the density ofprobability }(B ell)for

�nding theentangled Bellstate between vacuum and biexciton statesasa function oftim eforthe

initialcondition j	 0i= j0ican becalculated as

}(B ell)= 1

2

�
�
�
�
�

X

k

Ck

�

A k1 + e
i’
A k3

�

e
� iE kt

�
�
�
�
�

2

: (3)

Resultsofthecom putation ofEq.(3)areshown in Fig.2.Hereweshow severaldi�erentselective

pulses oflight �
B
that produce the entangled state j	 B ell(’ = 0)i. In these �gures,energies are

given in term s ofthe band gap �: W = 0:1,and (a) A = 1

25
,(b) A = 1

50
,(c) A = 10� 2,and

(d) A = 10� 3. Here the energy W is kept �xed while the am plitude ofthe radiation pulse A is

varied.Asa resultofthis,thetim e�
B
increaseswith dim inishingincident�eld strength A [22].W e

also consider another m ethod for m anipulating the length �
B
: keeping A �xed while varying W .

In thiscase,theanalysisshowsthatfora �xed value ofA thelength �
B
decreaseswith decreasing

interaction strength W [22]. The latter procedure could be experim entally m ore expensive than

theform ersincethevariation ofW hasto betailored by changing theinterdotdistanceand/orthe

radiusofthedots.However,thism ethod o�ersan interesting experim entalpossibility forstudying

the F�orsterm echanism .

Regarding theexperim entalgeneration oftheseBellstates,wesuggesta consideration ofwide-

gap sem iconductorQ Ds,likeZnSebased Q Ds,forinstance.Forthesem aterials,theband gap � =

2:8 eV,which im pliesa resonantopticalfrequency ! = 4:3� 1015 s� 1.Fem tosecond spectroscopy

iscurrently available forthese system s[20]. For a ’ = 0 or 2� pulse,W = 0:1 � and A = 0:04 �,

it can be seen from Fig. 2(a) thatthe generation ofthe state 1p
2
(j00i+ j11i)requires a pulse of

5
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Figure 2: G eneration ofthe BellState 1
p

2
(j00i+ j11i).These pulsescorrespond to the realization ofthe

Hadam ard gate followed by a quantum CNO T gate. W = 0:1,’ = 0; and (a) A = 1

25
,(b) A = 1

50
,

(c) A = 10� 2,and (d) A = 10� 3. j	(t)i denotes the totalwavefunction ofthe system at tim e tin both

laboratory (solid curves)and rotating fram es(dashed curves).Theenergy isin unitsoftheband gap �,and

j	 0i= j0i.

length �
B
= 7:7� 10� 15 s.By changing thevalueoftheam plitudeA,wecan m odify thelength �

B

ofthisBellpulse,i.e.a new A im pliesa new value for�
B
:from Fig.2 we can see that�

B
can be

tailored in such a way thatreliableentangled statepreparation can bedonein theinterval10� 11 s

< �
B
< 10� 15 s[22],which isin agreem entwith currently available excitonic dephasing tim es[19].

2.1.2 T hree coupled Q D s and G H Z states

W egivetheprocedureforgenerating theentangled G HZ statesj	 G H Z(’)i=
1p
2
(j000i+ ei’ j111i);

forarbitrary valuesof’;in theproposed system of3 coupled Q Ds.W ithoutlossofgenerality,we

considertheJ = 3

2
� subspaceastheonly oneoptically active(theothertwo J = 1=2 subspacesre-

m ain optically dark).W ework in thebasissetjJ = 3=2;M i,fj0i= j3=2;� 3=2i,j1i= j3=2;� 1=2i,

j2i= j3=2;1=2i,j3i= j3=2;3=2ig,wherej0iisthe vacuum state,j1iisthe single-exciton state,j2i

is the biexciton state and j3i is the triexciton state. In the absence oflight,the energy levels of

the system are given by E 0 � E (3=2;� 3=2) = 3

2
(W � �!),E 1 � E (3=2;� 1=2) = 1

2
(7W � �!),

E 2 � E (3=2;1=2)= 1

2
(7W + � !),and E 3 � E (3=2;3=2)= 3

2
(W + � !).Nextweconsider,atreso-

nance,thee�ectofthe pulseoflight�(t)overthissystem of3 Q Ds:we getthenew eigenenergies

E 0;1 =
5

2
W + jAj�

q

(W + jAj)
2
+ 3jAj

2
;and E 2;3 =

5

2
W � jAj�

q

(W � jAj)
2
+ 3jAj

2
:

Startingwith azero-exciton stateastheinitialstate,i.e.j	 0i= j0i,wecalculatetheprobability

density }(G H Z)of�nding the entangled j	 G H Z (’)istate between vacuum and triexciton states

as

}(G H Z)= 1

2

�
�
�
�
�

X

k

Ck

�

A k1 + e
i’
A k4

�

e
� iE kt

�
�
�
�
�

2

: (4)
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Figure3:G eneration oftheG HZ state 1
p

2
(j000i+ j111i).Thesepulsescorrespond to therealization ofthe

Hadam ard gate followed by two quantum CNO T gates. W = 0:1,’ = 0; and (a) A = 1

25
,(b) A = 1

50
,

(c)A = 10� 2,and (d)A = 10� 3.

In Figure 3 the selective pulsesused to generate the G HZ state 1p
2
(j000i+ j111i)(’ = 0;2�)are

shown: itcan be seen from Fig. 3(a)thatfora band gap � = 2:8 eV (resonantopticalfrequency

! = 4:3� 1015 s� 1),W = 0:1 � and A = �

25
,a pulse oflength �

G H Z
= 1:3� 10� 14 s is required.

W e explore severaldi�erent ranges forthe �
G H Z

� pulsesrequired in the generation ofthese G HZ

states.For�xed W ;thetim e�
G H Z

increaseswith decreasing incident�eld strength A:In contrast,

for�xed A;thelength �
G H Z

decreaseswith decreasing interdotinteraction strength [22].Itisworth

noting that after the preparation step,which is determ ined by the length ofthe pulses�
B ell

and

�
G H Z

,theF�orsterinteraction param eterW ,and the�eld strength A,thesystem willevolve under

the action ofthe Ham iltonian (1)with � ! = A = 0: each one ofthe m axim ally entangled states

discussed here areeigenstatesofthisrem aining Ham iltonian.

The above resultsare notrestricted to ZnSe-based Q Ds: by em ploying sem iconductorsofdif-

ferentbandgap � (e.g.,G aAs,organic-inorganic system s),otherregionsofparam eterspace can be

explored. W e have studied the tim e evolution ofthe system ofQ Dsforseveraldi�erentvaluesof

thephase’.Thesegivesim ilarqualitative resultsto theonesdiscussed previously.Next,weshow

how the density m atrix form alism can be used in an equivalent m anner in order to produce the

excitonic entangled statesdescribed before.

2.2 Pseudo-spin operators and the density m atrix

In this section we consider a rectangular radiation pulse, starting at tim e t = 0 with central

frequency !,given by �(t)= Acos(!t).Thetim e evolution ofany initialstate underthe action of

theHam iltonian (1)iseasily perform ed by m eansofthepseudo 1

2
� spin operatorform alism [23,24].
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Single transition operatorsare de�ned by

hijJ
r� s
x jji=

1

2
(�ir�js+ �is�jr); hijJ

r� s
y jji=

i

2
(� �ir�js+ �is�jr); hijJ

r� s
z jji=

1

2
(�ir�jr� �is�js) (5)

where r-s denotesthe transition between statesjriand jsiwithin a given J subspace. The three

operatorsbelonging to one particulartransition r-s obey standard angularm om entum com m uta-

tion relationships
h

Jr� s� ;J
r� s
�

i

= iJr� s
 ,where (�;�;
)representsa cyclic perm utation of(x;y;z)

(operatorsbelonging to non-connected transitionscom m ute:
h

Jr� s� ;J
t� u
�

i

= 0 with �;� = x;y or

z).In thiscase,theHam iltonian in the rotating fram e(� � W )becom es3

H
�
= � !Jz �

1

2
A(J+ + J� )� W (J2 � J

2
z): (6)

W e now give the expressions for the density m atrix associated with the N = 2;3 Q D system s

and show thattheHam iltonian (6)leadsto thegeneration oftheentangled statesj	 B ell(’)i;and

j	 G H Z (’)i:

2.2.1 B ellstates

Here we describe the lightexcitation procedure to obtain the Bell-type statesj	 B ell(’)i. To �nd

the analyticalsolution ofthe dynam icalequation governing the system ’sm atrix density,we start

with theinitialcondition representing thevacuum ofexcitons:only theJ = 1 subspaceisoptically

active (the J = 0 subspace rem ains dark). Choosing the basis ofeigenstates ofJ2 and Jz as in

Section 2.1.1,therotating fram eHam iltonian and initialdensity m atrix can beexpressed in term s

ofpseudo-spin operatorsasfollows

H
�
= � 2�!J

0� 2
z + 2W

3
(J0� 1z � J

1� 2
z )�

p
2A(J0� 1x + J

1� 2
x ) ;

�(0)= 1

3
I+ 2

3
(J0� 1z + J

0� 2
z ) : (7)

Here I denotes the identity m atrix in the subspace J = 1. In the absence oflight,the energy

levels ofthe system are given as in Section 2.1.1 (with accuracy ofa sign). Consider the action

ofa pulse oflightatresonance and am plitude A � W .Assum ing thatthe decoherence processes

are negligibly sm allover the tim e scale ofthe evolution (see later),the density m atrix at tim e t

becom es

�(t)= 1

3
I+

h

cos(!2t)+
1

3

i

J
0� 1
z +

h

cos(!2t)�
1

3

i

J
1� 2
z � sin(!2t)J

0� 2
y ; (8)

which exhibitsthe generation ofcoherence between vacuum and biexciton statesthrough the op-

eratorJ0� 2y ,which oscillatesatfrequency !2 = A 2=W .

The state j	 B ell(’)i has a corresponding density m atrix �B ell = I=3 + J0� 1z =3 � J1� 2z =3 +

cos(’)J0� 2x � sin(’)J0� 2y .Com paringthislastequation with Eq.(8),weseethatthesystem ’squan-

tum state attim e �B = �W =2A2 correspondsto the m axim ally entangled Bellstate j	 B ell(�=2)i.

The tim e evolutions ofpopulationsand coherencesforan initialvacuum state are plotted in Fig.

4. The evolution ofpopulationsofthe vacuum �00 and the biexciton �22 statesare shown in Fig.

4(a).Clearly theapproxim ateanalyticcalculation given heredescribesthesystem ’sevolution very

wellwhen com pared with theexactnum ericalsolution (Fig.4(a)).Figure4(b)showstheoverlap,

O (t)= Tr[�B ell�(t)],between them axim ally entangled Bellstateand theoneobtained by applying

a rectangular pulse oflight at resonance. The thick solid line (Fig. 4(b)) describes O (t) with a

3The Ham iltonian (6) di�ers from the one given in Eq. (1) by a sign because ofthe choice ofthe sign for the

interdotinteraction W .
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Figure4:(a)Population ofthevacuum state�00 and biexciton state�22 in two coupled Q Ds,asa function

oftim e. (b) Tim e-evolution ofoverlap with m axim ally entangled Bellstate. � = 1,W = �=10 and A =

W =5. Blue (thin solid)line showsexactnum ericalresultin the laboratory fram e. Red (thick solid)line in

(b) represents the exact num ericalsolution in the rotating fram e. Pink (dashed) line shows approxim ate

analyticalresult.(c)Tim e-evolution ofoverlap with m axim ally entangled G H Z statesj	 G H Z (’)i,and (d)

j	 G H Z (’)i2,undertheaction ofa rectangularpulseoflightatresonance.� = 1,W = �=10 and A = 2W =5.

Red (solid)linerepresentsexactnum ericalsolution.Blue(dashed)lineshowsapproxim ateanalyticalresult.

m axim ally entangled Bellstatein therotatingfram e,whilethethin solid line(Fig.4(b))represents

theoverlap with aBellstatetransform ed tothelaboratory fram e:obviously therotatingfram ecase

correspondsto theam plitude evolution ofthe laboratory fram e signal.Thedashed line illustrates

theapproxim atesolution overlap in therotating fram e.Theapproxim atesolution worksvery well,

supporting the idea thata selective Bellpulse oflength �B = �W =2A2 can be used to create the

Bellstate j	 B ell(�=2)iin thesystem oftwo coupled Q Ds.Thesam econclusion can also bedrawn

from the tim e evolution ofthe overlap between the exact Bell-state density m atrix and the one

obtained directly from thenum ericalcalculation [22](b).Therefore,theexistenceofa selectiveBell

pulseisnum erically con�rm ed.

2.2.2 G H Z states

Next,considerthreequantum dotsofequalsize placed atthecornersofan equilateraltriangle,as

in Section 2.1.2,with theJ = 3

2
subspacebeingtheonly oneoptically activesubspace,and with the

sam ebasissetofSection 2.1.2.In term sofpseudo-spin operators,therotating fram eHam iltonian,

including the radiation term ,isnow given by

H
�
= � �!(3J

0� 3
z + J

1� 2
z )+ 2W (J0� 1z � 2J2� 3z )� A

hp
3(J0� 1x + J

2� 3
x )+ 2J1� 2x

i

: (9)
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In term s ofits associated density m atrix,the entangled state j	 G H Z(’)i between vacuum and

triexciton states isgiven by �G H Z = I=4+ J0� 1z =2� J2� 3z =2+ cos(’)J0� 3x + sin(’)J0� 3y ,where I

denotestheidentity m atrix in theJ = 3

2
subspace.Thisstatecan begenerated afteran appropriate

�
2
� pulse:starting with a zero-exciton state j0i,atresonance,and using the propertiesofpseudo-

spin operators,the evolved state under the action ofHam iltonian Eq. (9) can be obtained in a

straighforward way in thelim itA=W � 1 [22](b):

�(t)= 1

4
I+

h

cos(!3t)+
1

2

i

J
0� 1
z + cos(!3t)J

1� 2
z +

h

cos(!3t)�
1

2

i

J
2� 3
z + sin(!3t)J

0� 3
y ; (10)

with !3 = d� � d+ + A and d� = W

h

1� A
W
+ (A

W
)2
i1=2

. Clearly j	 G H Z(�=2)i can be generated

with a �
2
� pulseoflength �G H Z = 4�W 2=3A 3.In Fig.4(c)weshow theoverlap between theexact

density m atrix and that corresponding to state j	 G H Z(’)i. The dashed line shows the overlap

using ourapproxim ate density m atrix,Eq.(10).

W e also give the schem e for generating the entangled state between a single exciton j1i and

the biexciton j2i,j	 G H Z(’)i2 =
1p
2
(j1i+ ei’j2i). In order to generate j	 G H Z (’)i2,we take the

single exciton state j1iasthe initialcondition. Evolution ofthisnew initialstate underH
�
(Eq.

(9))with � ! = 0 generates a new density m atrix �(t)which can be used to show thata pulse of

duration �0G H Z = �=4A,generatesthestatej	 G H Z (�=2)i2.Figure4(d)showstheoverlap between

�(t)and �G H Z2
[22](b). W e em phasize thatthe two m axim ally entangled G HZ states considered

abovehavevery di�erentfrequencies.Thisfeatureshould enableeach ofthesem axim ally entangled

G H Z statesto bem anipulated separately in actualexperim ents,even iftheinitialstate ism ixed.

From theresultsabove,itfollowsthatin orderto generatem axim ally entangled exciton states,
�
2
� pulseswith sub-picosecond duration should be used. A surprising conclusion ofourresults is

thatentangled-statepreparation isfacilitated by weaklight�elds(i.e.A � W ):strong �eldscause

excessive oscillatory behaviorin the density m atrix. The relevantexperim entalconditionsaswell

as the required coherent controlto realize the above com binations ofparam eters,are com patible

with those dem onstrated in Refs. [15,19,20]: we expectthatthe experim entalgeneration ofthe

Belland G HZ statesdiscussed here should be possible with these ultrafastsem iconductoroptical

techniques. Here itisim portantto highlightthatthe corresponding increase in the e�ective gap

willyield a largerexciton binding energy: typicaldecoherence m echanism s(e.g.,acoustic phonon

scattering)willhence becom e lesse�ective. The generation ofm axim ally entangled statesin this

proposalhas considered the experim entalsituation ofglobalexcitation pulses,i.e. pulses acting

sim ultaneously on the entire Q D system . However,by using near-�eld opticalspectroscopy [21],

individualQ Ds from an ensem ble can be addressed by using localpulses,a feature that can be

exploited to generate entangled stateswith di�erentsym m etries,such asthe antisym m etric state
1p
2
(j01i� j10i): Hence,we should be able to generate the so-called Bellbasis offour m utually

orthogonalstates for the 2 qubits,allofwhich are m axim ally entangled, i.e. the set ofstates
1p
2
f(j00i+ j11i);(j00i� j11i);(j01i+ j10i);(j01i� j10i)g. From a generalpointofview,thisbasis

isoffundam entalrelevance forquantum inform ation processing.

In sum m ary,we have shown how m axim ally entangled Belland G HZ states can be generated

using the optically driven resonanttransferofexcitonsbetween quantum dots. Selective Belland

G HZ pulseshavebeen identi�ed by an approxim ate,yetaccurate,analyticalapproach which should

proveausefultoolwhen designingexperim ents.Exactnum ericalcalculationscon�rm theexistence

ofsuch ’� pulsesforthegeneration ofm axim ally entangled statesin coupled dotsystem s.

10






10 20 30 40 50 60

Wt

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

O
(t

)
70



A = 0.2

Bell
GHZ
No Forster

A = 0.1

Figure 5: M axim ally entangled exciton statesgeneration in the zero decoherence lim it. Thick (red)lines

representtheBell-stateoverlapwith A = 0:1:solid,Forsterterm included;dotted,Forsterterm notincluded.

Thin (blue)linesrepresenttheG HZ-stateoverlap with A = 0:2 and sam em eaning forsolid and dotted lines.

3 D ecoherence m echanism s

Hereweanalizethereliability ofthepreparation ofentangled stateswhen decoherencem echanism s

are taken into accountduring the generation step. Exciton decoherence in sem iconductorQ Dsis

dom inated by acousticphonon scattering atlow tem peratures[26].Hence,weconsidertheacoustic

phonon dephasing m echanism

H env =
X

~k

!~ka
y

~k
a~k +

X

~k

g~kJz(a
y

~k
+ a~k); (11)

wherea
y

~k
(a~k)isthe creation (annihilation)operatoroftheacoustic phonon with wavevector~k,as

the m ain factor responsible for decoherence e�ects in the generation ofthe m axim ally entangled

exciton states analized before [27]. The new tim e evolution to be analyzed is m odelled by the

Ham iltonian H 0= H
�
+ H env.Hereweconsiderpuredecoherencee�ectsthatdonotinvolveenergy

relaxation ofexcitons(these e�ectswillbe addressed elsewhere [29]).The exactkinetic equations

for the system ofQ Ds can be obtained by applying the m ethod ofoperator-equation hierarchy

developed forDicke system sin [28]. Following the standard procedure,by assum ing a very short

correlation tim eforexciton operators,theexacthierarchy ofequationstransform sintoaM arkovian

m aster equation. The initialcondition is represented by the density m atrix �(0)= j0ih0j�P h(T),

exciton vacuum and the equilibrium phonon reservoirat tem perature T. Atresonance (� ! = 0)

the dynam icalequation fortheexpectation value ofexciton operatorsisgiven by

@hJr� s� i

@t
= � iW h[Jr� s� ;J

2
z]i� iAh[Jr� s� ;J

+ + J
� ]i� �(2h[Jr� s� ;Jz]Jzi� h[Jr� s� ;J

2
z]i); (12)

where�=
R
d!0!0ne� !

0=!c(1+ 2N (!0;T))isthedecoherenceratewith n depending on thedim en-

sionality ofthephonon �eld,!c isa cut-o� frequency (typically theDebyefrequency)and N (! 0;T)

isthe phonon Bose-Einstein occupation factor.Itisa wellknown factthatvery narrow linewidth

ofthephotolum inescencesignalofa singleQ D doesexistdueto theelim ination ofinhom ogeneous

broadening e�ects.Consequently,thedecoherencerate� in thisanalysisshould beassociated with

justhom ogeneousbroadening e�ects.Atlow tem perature the m ain decoherence m echanism isin-

deed acousticphonon scattering processes.Thedecoherenceparam eter�istem peraturedependent
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Figure 6: M axim ally entangled exciton states generation in the presence ofdecoherence: (a)hO B (t)i for

A = 0:1,red (dotted) line and A = 0:4,blue (solid) line. (b) hO G (t)i for A = 0:2,red (dotted) line and

A = 0:4,blue (solid)line.In plots(a)and (b)� iskept�xed:� = 0:001.In �gures(c)and (d)A = 0:4 is

kept�xed whereas� isvaried:� = 0:001,red (dotted)line,� = 0:01,blue (solid)line and � = 0:1,green

(dashed)line.Thesecurvescorrespond to (c)hO B (t)iand (d)hO G (t)i.

and itam ountsto 20-50 �eV fortypicalIII-V sem iconductorQ Dsin a tem peraturerangefrom 10

K to 30 K [26].W econsidertypicalvaluesfor� which can representrealsituationsforQ Dsatlow

tem peraturestogetherwith theexperim entalconditions� = ! = 1 and theF�orsterterm W = 0:1 �.

Laserstrengthsand decoherence ratesare expressed in unitsofW .Thecoupled di�erentiallinear

equationsforthetim edependentpseudo-spin expectation valuesaresolved and theresultsaregiven

in term softhetim edependentoverlapsO B (t)= Trf�B ell�(t)g and OG H Z (t)= Trf�G H Z�(t)g [27].

Figure 5 shows the evolution ofthe overlaps O B (t) and O G H Z (t) in the lim it ofvery weak

lightexcitation and zero decoherence. Itcan be seen thatno m axim ally entangled exciton states

generation is possible ifthe F�orster interaction is turned o�. This im plies that e�cient exciton

entangled statesgeneration should behelped by com pactQ D system swheretheF�orsterterm can

take a signi�cantvalue,aswe discussed in the above section.Figures6(a)and 6(c)show the case

ofBell-state generation (N = 2 Q Ds)in the presence ofnoise. In Fig. 6(a)the decoherence rate

� = 0:001,and the laserintensitiesare A = 0:1,and A = 0:4. Itisshown that�B issigni�cantly

shortened by applying stronger laser pulses. Therefore,decoherence e�ects can be m inim ized by

using higher excitation levels. However,a higher laser intensity also im plies a sharper evolution

which therefore requires a very precise pulse length. Figure 6(c) shows tem perature-dependent

resultsfor�= 0:001,0.01and 0.1,when A = 0:4iskept�xed.W ecan seethatathigh tem peratures

(�= 0:1)no m axim ally entangled statesgeneration ispossible.However,itcan beestim ated that

� values between 0:001 � 0:01 are typicalin the tem perature range from 10 K to 50 K :in this
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param eterwindow successfulgeneration ofBellstatescan beproduced [27],asshown in Fig.6(c).

Figures 6(b) and 6(d) show the case ofG HZ states generation (N = 3 Q Ds). As above,�G H Z

is shortened by using higherlaser excitation levels,as can be seen from Fig. 6(b)for� = 0:001.

Figure 6(d) shows the tem perature e�ects through the variation of� for A = 0:4. W e see that

sim ilardecoherenceratesyield a m oredram aticreduction ofthecoherencein theG HZ casethan in

theBellcase.However,asforBellgeneration,a param eterwindow doesexistwherethegeneration

ofsuch entangled statesare feasible [27]. Itisworth noting the di�erentscaling behaviourofthe

generation frequency ofthese entangled statesatvery low tem perature,i.e. vanishing � and very

low laserexcitation.W hileselective �
2
laserpulselength fortheBellcasescaleslikeW =A 2,selective

�
2
pulselength fortheG HZ casescaleslikeW 2=A 3.Thispropertyof�

2
pulsestogeneratem axim ally

entangled exciton stateswasdem onstrated analytically in the above section and isveri�ed in the

presentsection by looking atthenum ericalresultspresented in Figure6.

In sum m ary,decoherence e�ects can be m inim ized in the generation ofm axim ally entangled

states by applying stronger laser pulsesand working at low tem peratureswhere acoustic phonon

scattering isthe m ain decoherence m echanism .Since we have shown thatthe generation ofm axi-

m ally entangled exciton statesispreserved overareasonableparam eterwindow even in thepresence

ofdecoherence m echanism s,we stressthatthisopticalgeneration could beexploited in solid state

devicesto perform quantum protocols,such astheteleportation ofan excitonic state in a coupled

Q D system [30],asweshow next.

4 Q uantum teleportation ofexcitonic states

Hereweproposeapracticalschem ecapableofdem onstratingquantum teleportation which exploits

currently availableultrafastspectroscopy techniquesin orderto prepareand m anipulateentangled

statesofexcitonsin coupled Q Ds[30].Sincetheoriginalidea ofquantum teleportation considered

in 1993 by Bennettetal.[31],greate�ortshavebeen m adeto realizethephysicalim plem entation

ofteleportation devices[32].Thegeneralschem eofteleportation [31],which isbased on Einstein-

Podolsky-Rosen (EPR)pairs[33]and Bellm easurem ents[34]usingclassicaland purely nonclassical

correlations,enablesthetransportation ofan arbitrary quantum statefrom onelocation to another

withoutknowledge orm ovem entofthe state itselfthrough space.Thisprocesshasbeen explored

from variouspointsofview [32];howevernoneoftheexperim entalset-upsto datehaveconsidered

a solid-stateapproach,despitetherecentadvancesin sem iconductornanostructurefabrication and

m easurem ent [9,15,19,21]. Reference [19],for exam ple,dem onstrates the rem arkable degree of

controlwhich isnow possibleoverquantum statesofindividualquantum dots(Q Ds)usingultra-fast

spectroscopy. The possibility therefore exists to use optically-driven Q Dsas \quantum m em ory"

elem entsin quantum com putation operations,via a preciseand controlled excitation ofthesystem .

In orderto im plem entthe quantum operationsforthe description ofthe teleportation schem e

proposed here,weem ploy twoelem ents:theHadam ard transform ation and thequantum controlled-

NO T gate (C-NO T gate). In the orthonorm alcom putation basis ofsingle qubits fj0i;j1ig,the

C-NO T gate acts on two qubits j’ii and j’ji sim ultaneously as follows: C-NO Tij(j’iij’ji) 7!

j’iij’i� ’ji. Here � denotes addition m odulo 2. The indices iand j refer to the controlbit

and the target bit respectively (see Fig. 7). The Hadam ard gate UH acts only on single qubits

by perform ing the rotations UH (j0i) 7!
1p
2
(j0i+ j1i) and UH (j1i) 7!

1p
2
(j0i� j1i). The above

unitary transform ationscan bewritten as
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and represented in the language ofquantum circuits as in Figure 7. W e also introduce a pure

state j	i in this Hilbert space given by j	i = �j0i+ � j1i with j�j
2
+ j�j

2
= 1,where � and

� are com plex num bers. As discussed in the above section,j0i represents the vacuum state for

excitonswhilej1irepresentsa single exciton.Following Ref.[35],in Figure8 weshow thegeneral

com putationalapproach discussed in this section. As usual,we refer to two parties,Alice and

Bob. Alice wants to teleport an arbitrary,unknown qubitstate j	ito Bob. Figure 9 shows the

speci�c realization we are proposing using optically controlled quantum dots with Q D a initially

containing j	i. Alice preparestwo qubits(Q Dsb and c)in the state j0iand then gives the state

j	00iastheinputto thesystem .By perform ingtheseriesoftransform ationsshown in Fig.8,Bob

receivesasthe outputofthe circuitthe state 1p
2
(j0i+ j1i)a

1p
2
(j0i+ j1i)bj	ic (Fig.9(d)).In Ref.

[30]we generalize the teleportation schem e given in Ref. [35]to the case ofan N qubitquantum

circuit. In order to describe the physicalim plem entation ofthe quantum circuit given in Fig. 8

using coupled quantum dots,we exploittherecentexperim entalresultsinvolving coherentcontrol

ofexcitons in single quantum dots on the nanom eter and fem tosecond scales [19,15]. Consider

a system ofthree identicaland equispaced Q Ds containing no net charge (Fig. 9(a)),which are

initially prepared in the state j	i
a
j0i

b
j0i

c
. Asshown in Fig. 9(a),one ofthese (Q D a)contains

thequantum state j	ia thatwewish to teleport,whiletheothertwo (Q Dsband c)areinitialized

in the state j00ibc� thislatterstate iseasy to achieve since itisthe ground state. Following this

initialization,we illum inate Q Ds b and c with the radiation pulse �(t) = A exp(� i!t) (see Fig.

9(b)). For the case ofZnSe-based Q Ds,the band gap � = 2:8 eV,hence the resonance optical

frequency ! = 4:3� 1015 s� 1.Fora 0 or2�� pulse,the density ofprobability for�nding the Q Ds

b and c in the Bellstate 1p
2
(j00i+ j11i)requiresthe length �

B ell
= 7:7� 10� 15 s(see Fig. 2(a)).

Hence,thistim e �
B ell

correspondsto the realization ofthe �rsttwo gatesofthe circuitin Fig. 8,

i.e. the Hadam ard transform ation overQ D b followed by the C-NO T gate between Q Dsb and c.

After this,the inform ation in qubitc is sent to Bob and Alice keeps in her m em ory the state of

Q D b.Next,we need to perform a C-NO T operation between Q Dsa and b and,following that,a

Hadam ard transform overtheQ D a:thisprocedurethen leavesthesystem in thestate

1

2
fj00i(�j0i+ � j1i)+ j01i(� j0i+ �j1i)+ j10i(�j0i� � j1i)+ j11i(� � j0i+ �j1i)g: (14)

Ascan be seen from Eq. (14),we are proposing the realization ofthe Bellbasism easurem entin

two steps[35]: �rst,we have rotated from the Bellbasisinto the com putationalbasis(j00i,j01i,

j10i,j11i),by perform ingtheunitary operationsshown beforethedashed linein Fig.8.Hence,the
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Figure 8: Circuitschem e to teleportan unknown quantum state from Alice to Bob using an arrangem ent

of3 qubits(coupled quantum dots).

second step isto perform a m easurem entin thiscom putationalbasis.Atthispoint,weleave Q Ds

a and b in one ofthe fourstates j00i,j01i,j10i,j11i (see Fig. 9(c)),which are the fourpossible

m easurem ent results. This last step can be experim entally realized by using near-�eld optical

spectroscopy [21].In thisway,itispossibleto scan,dot-by-dot,theopticalpropertiesoftheentire

dot ensem ble,and particularly,to m easure directly the excitonic photolum iniscence spectrum of

dotsa and b,thuscom pleting theBellbasism easurem ent.Theresultofthism easurem entprovides

uswith two classicalbitsofinform ation,conditionalthe statesm easured by nanoprobing on Q Ds

a and b (see Fig.9(c)). These classicalbitsare essentialforcom pleting the teleportation process:

rewriting Eq.(14)as

1

2
fj00ij	i+ j01i� x j	i+ j10i� zj	i+ j11i(� i�y)j	ig (15)

weseethatif,instead ofperform ingthesetofoperationsshown afterthedashed linein Fig.8,Bob

perform soneofthe conditionalunitary operationsI;�x;�z,or� i�y overtheQ D c(depending on

them easurem entresultsorclassicalsignalcom m unicated from AlicetoBob,asshown in Fig.9(c))4

theteleportation processis�nished sincetheexcitonic statej	ihasbeen teleported from dota to

dotc.Forthisreason only two unitary exclusive-ortransform ationsareneeded in orderto teleport

the state j	i. This �nalstep can be veri�ed by m easuring directly the excitonic lum inescence

from dot c,which m ust correspond to the initialstate ofdot a. For instance,ifthe state to be

teleported is j	i � j1i,the �nalm easurem ent ofthe near-�eld lum iniscence spectrum ofdot c

m ust give an excitonic em ission line ofthe sam e wavelength and intensity as the initialone for

dot a. This m easurem ent process,used for verifying the �delity ofthe process,can be used if

we eitherperform the unitary transform ationsafterAlice’sm easurem ent(Fig. 9(c))orwe realize

the com plete teleportation circuitshown in Fig. 8,leaving the system in the state shown in Fig.

9(d). As we discussed in Section II,it is possible to excite and probe just one individualQ D

with the corresponding dephasing tim e �d = 4 � 10� 11 s [19]. Hence we have the possibility of

coherent opticalcontrolofthe quantum state ofa single dot. Furtherm ore,this m echanism can

be extended to include m ore than one excited state: since
�
B ell

�d
’ 1:8 � 10� 4,severalthousand

unitary operationscan in principlebeperform ed in thissystem beforetheexcited state oftheQ D

decoheres. Thisfacttogether with the experim entalfeasibility ofapplying the required sequence

oflaser pulses on the fem tosecond tim e-scale leads us to conclude that we do not need to worry

4
Theseunitary transform ations,which depend on theresultofAlice’sm easurem ent(subindicesofU ),arethePauli

m atrices U00 � I =

�
1 0

0 1

�

, U01 � �x =

�
0 1

1 0

�

; U10 � �z =

�
� 1 0

0 1

�

, U11 � � i�x =

�
0 � 1

1 0

�

:
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Figure 9: Practicalim plem entation of teleportation using optically-driven coupled quantum dots. (a)

Initialstate ofthe system . (b)Interm ediate step: radiating the system with the pulse �(t). (c)Bellbasis

m easurem entand the quantum state ofthe system atthe dashed line in Fig. 8. (d) Finalstate. Typical

valuesforthe dotsarediam eterd1 = 30 nm ,thicknessd2 = 3 nm and separation d3 = 50 nm .

unduly about decoherence ocurring whilst perform ing the unitary operations that Bob needs in

orderto obtain the �nalstatesschem atically sketched in Figs. 9(c)and 9(d),thereby com pleting

theteleportation process.In thecaseofFig.3(a),asim ilaranalysisshowsthat�
G H Z

= 1:3� 10� 14 s,

and hence
�
G H Z

�d
’ 3:3� 10� 4:thisalso m akesthe4 qubitscircuitgiven in Ref.[30]experim entally

feasible.Although thisdiscussion refersto ZnSe-based Q Ds,otherregionsofparam eterspace can

beexplored by em ployingsem iconductorsofdi�erentbandgap �.Aswewilldiscussin Section 6,we

believethatcom pacthybrid organic-inorganicnanostructures[25]arevery prom isingcandidatesfor

theexperim entalrealization ofthe setup proposed here.In thiscase,thetypicaldistancebetween

Q Dsshould be ofthe sam e orderastheirsize:in ZnSe,the Bohrradiusofthe three dim ensional

W annier exciton aB � 35A,hence Q Ds with radiiofabout 50A willconsiderably increase the

binding energy ofthese excitons. Ifthese dots are placed in an organic m atrix separated by a

distance ofthe sam e order,we should be able to perform the appropriate quantum operations

required in the teleportation processofthe excitonic state j	i. Even though the structuresthat

we are considering have a dephasing tim e oforder 10� 11 s,Q Ds with stronger con�nem ent are

expected to have even sm allercoupling to phononsgiving the possibility form uch longerintrinsic

coherence tim es.

In sum m ary,wehaveproposed apracticalim plem entation ofasem iconductorquantum telepor-

tation device,exploiting currentlevelsofopticalcontrolin coupled Q Ds.Furtherm oretheanalysis

suggests that severalthousand quantum com putation operations m ay in principle be perform ed

beforedecoherence takesplace.

5 Q uantum logic w ith an N M R �based nanostructure sw itch

Here we propose a novelsolid-state based m echanism for quantum com putation. The essential

system isa nuclearspin� 1

2
im purity placed atthecenterofa 2 electronsQ D in thepresenceofan

externalperpendicularm agnetic �eld B .These electronsundergo abruptground-state transitions
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asthe B -�eld ischanged.Thedi�erentground stateshave very di�erentcharge distributionsand

hence di�erent hyper�ne interaction with the nucleus. Thus,by changing B we can change the

hyper�necoupling and hence tune the nuclearresonance frequency. Thisallowsone to e�ectively

selectoutonesuch dotfrom an array,and thesam em echanism m ay alsoallow an electron-m ediated

interaction between nucleiin di�erent dots. The proposalis m otivated by recent experim ental

results which dem onstrated the opticaldetection ofan NM R signalin both single Q Ds [37]and

doped bulk sem iconductors [38]. Hence the underlying nuclear spins in the Q Ds can indeed be

controlled with opticaltechniques,via theelectron-nucleuscoupling.In addition,theexperim ental

results ofAshooriet al. [40]and others,have dem onstrated that few electron (i.e. N � 2) dots

can be prepared,and their m agic num ber transitions m easured as a function ofm agnetic �eld.

The requirem ents for the present proposalare therefore com patible with current experim ental

capabilities and the com plications associated with voltage gates or electron transport of other

known proposals(Refs.[12,13])are avoided by providing an all-opticalsystem .

5.1 T he M odel

Aswe m entioned brie
y before,ourm odelconsidersan array ofsilicon-based N � electron Q Dsin

which im purity atom s(nuclearspin 1

2
)areplaced atthecenterofeach Q D (seediscussion below).

O rdinary silicon (28Si)has zero nuclear spin,hence itispossible to constructthe Q Dssuch that

no nuclearspinsare presentotherthan thatcarried by the im purity nuclei,say 13C.Since carbon

isan isoelectronic im purity in silicon,no Coulom b �eld isgenerated by thisim purity. Hence the

electronicstructureofthebareQ Dsisessentially unperturbed by thepresenceofthecarbon atom .

Suppose the quantum dotsare quasitwo-dim ensional(2D),contain N = 2 electrons,and are

underthe action ofthe B -�eld. The lateralcon�ning potentialin such quasi-2D Q Dsistypically

parabolicto a good approxim ation:theelectrons,with e�ective m assm �,arecon�ned by thehar-

m onicpotential1
2
m �!2

0;ir
2,where!0;iisin generaldi�erentforeach dot(seeFig.10).W econsider

two con�gurationsin which allofthe electrons in the Q Dsare con�ned to the (a)z = 0;d;2d;:::

planes(Fig. 10(a))and (b)z = 0 plane (Fig. 10(c)). The latterschem e isparticularly im portant

becauseitboth facilitatestheindividualaddressability ofthequbitsand o�ersa con�guration that

could beexploited forperform ing a largenum berofparallelquantum gates(seeFig.11).Forboth

ofthe con�gurationsthe repulsion between electronsism odelled by an inverse-square interaction

�r� 2 which leadsto the sam e ground-state physicsasa bare Coulom b interaction r� 1 [41],m ore-

over,such a non-Coulom b form m ay actually bem orerealisticdueto thepresenceofim agecharges

[42]. These con�gurationsare considered in such a way thatthere isnotinter-dottunnelling. In

such system s we have two com bined e�ects which are exploited to perform conditionalquantum

logic gates. First,we have the intra-dotinteraction between electrons in the sam e Q D and their

coupling to thenuclearqubits.Thisinteraction producesjum psin therelativeangularm om entum

m ofthe two-electron ground state with increasing B . W e have shown that these jum ps in m

cause jum psin the am ountofhyper�ne splitting in the nuclearspin ofthe im purity atom ,hence

providinga switching m echanism forthenuclear-electron spin transitions[36].Second,wehavethe

correlation between neighbouring dots,i.e.the inter-dotinteraction between electronsin di�erent

Q Ds(seeFigs.10(b)and 10(c)).Aswewillseebelow,thisisthem ain m echanism responsiblefor

the qubitcontrolgiven here.

5.2 H am iltonians and results

Letusanalize the theoreticalfram ework forthe switching m echanism and the ability to tune the

electron-nucleuscoupling given here.The Ham iltonian thatm odelsthe electron spin-nuclearspin
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Figure10:Schem aticofthedoubleQ D system .EachQ D contains2electrons.(a)Con�guration1,vertically

arranged Q Ds with the nuclear im purity qubits and the electrons in dots j and j+ 1. (b) Illustration of

the inter-dotcorrelation for electrons(j+ 1;2),and (j;1). Note thatthe separation between electrons in

di�erentdots is given in term s ofthe distances jri+ 1;� � ri;�jand d. The distance d does notcorrespond

with the realscale ofthe system (see text). (c)Con�guration 2,in-plane Q Ds: schem atic ofthe inter-dot

correlation forelectrons(j+ 1;2),and (j;1). In thiscase,allofthe dotsare con�ned to the z = 0 plane.

The dotcenters,wherethe nuclearim puritiesarelocated,areseparated by a constantdistanced.

dynam icsofthe single Q Dsdescribed before,when there isno interaction between them ,isgiven

by H = H 0 + V [36],with

H 0 = H 2e + H Z eem an; V = C

2X

�= 1

I � S��(r�) ; (16)

whereH 2e includestheorbitaldegreesoffreedom ofthetwo-electron Q D in a perpendicularm ag-

netic �eld and H Z eem an correspondsto the individualelectron spinsand nuclear spin interaction

with them agnetic�eld.TheFerm icontacthyper�necoupling ofthenuclearspin with theelectron

spins is expressed by V in Eq. (16),where the electron-nucleus hyper�ne interaction strength is

given by C = 8�
3

e
n�h

2
j�(z = 0)j2,with �(z = 0)thesingle-electron wavefunction evaluated atthe

Q D plane,
e (
n)istheelectronic(nuclear)gyrom agneticratio and S � (I)istheelectron (nuclear)

spin. The electron location in the Q D plane isdenoted by the 2D vectorr�. Following Ref. [41],

H 2e splitsup into com m uting center-of-m ass(CM )m otion and relativem otion (rel)contributions,

for which exact eigenvalues and eigenvectors can be obtained analytically. The electron-electron

interaction only a�ectsthe relative m otion.The eigenstatesofH can be expressed aslinearcom -

binations ofstates labeled asjIZ;N ;M ;n;m ;S;SZ i,where N and M (n and m )are the Landau

and angular m om entum num bers for the CM (relative m otion) coordinates;S and SZ represent

the totalelectron spin and its z-com ponent,while IZ represents the z-com ponent ofthe carbon

nuclear spin. Consider the two-electron system in its ground state,i.e. N = M = 0,n = 0;

m determ ines the orbitalsym m etry while S = 0;1 represents the singlet and triplet spin states

respectively.Neglecting theo�-diagonalorbitalcoupling term softhe hyper�neinteraction V ,the

energy associated with the totalHam iltonian H is E = E C M + E rel+ E spin,where E C M (E rel)

denotes the CM (rel) electron orbitalenergy contribution and E spin refers to the eigenvalues of

thespin Ham iltonian oftheelectronic-nuclearsystem .In thepresenceoftheB -�eld,thelow-lying

energy levels allhave n = 0 and m < 0. The relative angular m om entum m ofthe two-electron

ground statejum psin valuewith increasing B (seeRefs.[41]).Theparticularsequenceofm values

dependson theelectron spin becauseoftheoverallantisym m etry ofthetwo-electron wavefunction

[41]. Forexam ple,only odd valuesofm arise ifthe B -�eld issu�ciently large forthe spin wave-

function to be sym m etric (the spatialwavefunction isthen antisym m etric). The electron-nucleus

18



coupling dependson the wavefunction value atthe nucleusand hence on m .Thejum psin m will

thereforecause jum psin theam ountofhyper�nesplitting in thenuclearspin ofthecarbon atom .

Thenuclearspin-electron spin e�ective coupling a�ecting theresonancefrequency !
N M R

ofthe

carbon nucleusisgiven by

�(m )=
1

�l221+ �m
; (17)

where l =
p
�h=m �! is the e�ective m agnetic length, the e�ective frequency is given by ! =

q

!2c + 4!20,!c = eB =m � is the cyclotron frequency. The term �m =
�

m 2 +
�=l2

0

�h!0

� 1

2

absorbs the

e�ects ofthe electron-electron interaction and l0 =
p
�h=m �!0 isthe oscillator length. Hence,the

e�ective spin Ham iltonian H S hasthe form

H S = A(m )[(I+ S� + I� S+ )+ 2IZ SZ]� 
nB IZ + 
eB SZ ; (18)

whereA(m )= 1

2
C �(m )representsa B -dependenthyper�necoupling.W enotethatthe�rstterm

ofthe hyper�ne interaction in Eq. (18) correspondsto the dynam ic partresponsible fornuclear-

electron 
ip-
op spin transitionswhile the second term describesthe static shiftofthe electronic

and nuclearspin energy levels.

Electronsin the singletstate (S = 0)are notcoupled to the nucleus. In thiscase,the nuclear

resonancefrequency isgiven by theundoped-Q D NM R signal�h!
N M R ;0

= 
nB .Forelectron triplet

states,thenuclearresonancesignalcorrespondstoatransition wheretheelectron spin isuna�ected

by a radio-frequency excitation pulse whereasthe nuclearspin experiencesa 
ip. Thisoccursfor

thetransition between statesj� ;1;� 1iand j	i= c1j+ ;1;� 1i+ c2j� ;1;0i.Thecoe�cientsc1 and

c2 can beobtained analytically by diagonalizing theHam iltonian given in Eq.(18).Hence

�h!
N M R

= 3

2
A(m )+ 1

2
(
n � 
e)B + 1

2

h

[A(m )+ (
n + 
e)B ]
2
+ 8A 2(m )

i1

2
: (19)

Since 
e > > 
n,�h!N M R
� 
nB + 2A(m )which illustrates the dependence ofthe NM R signalon

the e�ective B -dependenthyper�neinteraction.

Figure 11(a) shows the e�ective coupling �(m ) between the two-electron gas and nucleus as

a function of the ratio between the cyclotron frequency and the harm onic oscillator frequency.

(TheCM isin itsground state).Forsilicon,C=l20 = 60 M Hz.ForB -�eld valueswheretheelectron

ground stateisaspin singlet(m even)nocouplingispresent.Thestrength ofthee�ectivecoupling

decreases as the B -�eld increases due to the larger spatialextension ofthe relative wavefunction

athigherm values,i.e.the electron density atthe centre ofthedotbecom essm aller.The B -�eld

providesa very sensitivecontrolparam eterforcontrolling theelectron-nucleuse�ectiveinteraction.

In particular,we note the large abruptvariation of�(m )for !c
!0

� 2:1 where the electron ground

state isperform ing a transition from a spin tripletstate (m = 1)to a spin tripletstate (m = 3).

Thisability to tunetheelectron-nucleuscoupling underliesthepresentproposalforan NM R-based

switch.

W e also give an additionalm ethod forexternally controlling thenucleus-electron e�ective cou-

pling using optics [36]: in the presence ofinfra-red (IR) radiation incident on the Q D,the CM

wavefunction willbe altered since the CM m otion absorbs IR radiation. (The relative m otion

rem ainsuna�ected in accordance with K ohn’stheorem ). By considering the CM transition from

theground statejN = 0;M = 0ito theexcited statejN = 1;M = 1i,which becom esthestrongest

transition in high B -�elds,we getthe new spin-spin coupling term given by

�
C M

(m )=

�
1+ �m

2

�

�(m ) : (20)
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Figure11:(a)Variation oftheelectron spin� nucleusspin e�ectivecoupling �(m )asa function of !c

!0

.The

center-of-m assm otion rem ainsin itsground state. The electron repulsion strength isgiven by
�=l

2

0

�h!0

= 3:0.

The sequence oftransitions is given by (jm j;S) = f(0;0);(1;1);(3;1);(5;1);:::g. (b) Relative variation of

the e�ective nuclearm agnetic resonance frequency ofthe carbon im purity nucleus.
�=l

2

0

�h!0

= 3:0. Solid line

corresponds to center-of-m ass in the ground state. Dashed line corresponds to center-of-m ass in the �rst

excited stateafterabsorption ofIR light.

Hencethenuclearspin-electron spin coupling isrenorm alized by thefactor
1+ �m
2

in thepresenceof

IR radiation. Figure 11(b)showsthe relative variation of!
N M R

with respectto the undoped Q D

NM R signal,i.e.�!
N M R

=
!N M R � !N M R ;0

!N M R ;0
(solid line)asa function ofthe frequency ratio !c

!0
.The

jum psin the carbon nucleus resonance are abrupt,reaching 25% in the absence ofIR radiation.

Thisallows a rapid tuning on and o� resonance ofan incident radio-frequency pulse. The NM R

signalin regions of spin-singlet states rem ains unaltered. M oreover, the nuclear spin is being

controlled by radio-frequency pulses which are externally im posed,thereby o�ering a signi�cant

advantage overschem eswhich need to fabricate and controlelectrostatic gatesnearto thequbits,

such as Refs. [12,13]. Illum inating the Q D with IR light willshift the frequencies !
N M R

(see

dashed linein Fig.11(b))henceproviding furtherall-opticalcontrolofthenuclearqubit.A crucial

aspectofthe presentproposalisthecapability to m anipulate individualnuclearspins.All-optical

NM R m easurem ents in sem iconductor nanostructures [37,38]together with localopticalprobe

experim entsare quickly approaching such a levelof�nesse.

Next,let usconsiderthe situation ofa system ofK dots which interact with each other: the

new Ham iltonian associated with thiscon�guration (see Fig.10)isH = H 0 + V ,with

H 0 =

KX

i= 1

�

H
(i)

2e � 
nB I
z
i +

2X

�= 1


eB S
z
i;�

�

; V = C

KX

i= 1

2X

�= 1

Ii� Si;��(ri;�)+ Vinter ; (21)

whereS i;� (Ii)isthe spin polarization ofelectron � (nucleus)in doti.The location ofelectron �

in thei� th Q D isdenoted by ri;�.The�rstterm in Eq.(21)representsthei� th two-electron Q D

with aperpendicularB -�eld5,which includestheintra-dotinteraction (Vintra),whiletheothersgive

thenuclearand theelectron-spin Zeem an energiesin doti(z indicatesthecom ponentofthesespin

5
H

(i)

2e � H
(i)

C M
+ H

(i)

rel
+ Vintra is given, within a sym m etric gauge, by H

(i)

2e = (P i;� + 2eA i(R i;�))
2
=4m � +

m
�
!
2

i;0jR i;�j
2
+
�
pi;� +

e

2
A i(ri;�)

�2
=m

�
+ m

�

4
!
2

i;0jri;�j
2
+ �jri;1 � ri;2j

�2
with R i;� =

1

2
(ri;1 + ri;2),P i;� = pi;1+ pi;2,

ri;� = ri;1 � ri;2,and pi;� =
1

2

�
pi;1 � pi;2

�
:
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operators). The second term ofEq.(21)give the Ferm icontacthyper�necoupling ofthe nuclear

spin ofdotiwith theelectron spin � in thesam edotand Vinter representstheinter-dotinteraction

between electrons in neighbouring Q Ds. The nuclear spin controlis perform ed by the inter-dot

coupling Vinter due to the interaction between electrons in neighbouring dots. This m echanism

(ratherthan thedirectdipole-dipoleinteraction between thenuclei)istheresponsibleforthequbit

controlin thepresentproposal.In thecase ofcon�guration 1 (Fig.10(a)),we have

V
(1)

inter =

KX

i= 1

2X

�;�= 1

�

jri+ 1;� � ri;�j
2 + d2

; (22)

whereri+ 1;� � ri;� �
�
[ri+ 1;� � ri;�]x;[ri+ 1;� � ri;�]y

�
.W e willassum ethatthe separation between

neighbouring Q Dsissuch thatjri+ 1;� � ri;�j
2 < d2. Thism eansthatthe square ofthe xy� plane

separation between electronsin neighbouringdots(seeFig.10(b)forthecaseofelectrons(j+ 1;2),

and (j;1))islessthan thesquareoftheverticalseparation between such dots(d2),asillustrated in

Fig.10(b).Hence,them inim um valueford isdeterm ined by thelargestxy� projection ofelectrons

in neighbouring dots,which roughly correspondsto the sum ofthe radiiofsuch dots.Thecase of

con�guration 2 (Figs.10(c)and 11)has

V
(2)

inter =

KX

i= 1

2X

�;�= 1

�

jri+ 1;� � ri;�j
2

; (23)

wherethein-plane vectorsri;� are de�ned asabove.

5.2.1 Single-qubit rotations

Single qubitrotations,e.g. the Hadam ard transform ation UH ,can be perform ed by rotating the

single nuclear qubitofresonantfrequency !i via the application ofRF pulsesatthe appropriate

frequencyforagiven duration and am plitudeoftheB -�eld.Thecoherencetim eofthenuclearspins

isestim ated by m easuring theirT1 and T2 relaxation tim es,i.e. theirnuclearspin-
ip relaxation

tim esand the rate oflossofphase coherence between the qubitsrespectively.In the silicon-based

nanostructures considered here,T1 can be estim ated in the 1� 10 hour range [44](for T < 4 K

and B < 1 T).In isotopically puri�ed 28Si,Si:P linewidthsare < 1 M Hz,which givesforT2 tim es

greaterthan 0.5 m s[12]. In ourcase,the electrostatically neutralcharacterofthe im purity atom
13C (and the fact that the silicon nucleisurrounding it have no nuclear spin) m akes the carbon

nuclear spin state very e�ectively shielded from the environm ent and hence we would expect to

have farlongerT2 tim esthan the(charged)donornucleim entioned above.

5.2.2 T he C � N O T gate

The inter-dot interaction potentials given by Eqns. (22) and (23) produce the necessary nuclear

qubitcouplingforreliableim plem entation ofthetwo-qubitgatesrequired forquantum com putation.

In doing so,the Ham iltonian H hasK = 2 and conditionalquantum dynam icscan be perform ed

based on theselectivedriving ofspin resonancesofthetwo im purity nuclearqubits,say I1,and I2,

in thissystem oftwo coupled Q Ds(see Fig.10).Theinteraction potentialsaregiven by

V
(1)

inter =

2X

�;�= 1

�

jr2;� � r1;�j
2 + d2

; V
(2)

inter =

2X

�;�= 1

�

jr2;� � r1;�j
2

: (24)

In these schem es,the orthonorm alcom putation basis ofsingle qubitsfj0i;j1ig is represented by

the spin down and up ofthe im purity nuclei. The Q Ds do not need to be identicalin size. The
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Figure 12: Scaling up Con�guration 2 (See Fig. 10 (c)): The K dots ofthe system are con�ned to the

z = 0 plane.W ithin the entireensem bleofdots,the B -�eld isableto locally address:(a)singleQ Ds,asin

the case ofone qubitrotationsand (b)double dots(e.g. the j and j+ 1 dotsin the �gure)asrequired in

the case oftwo-qubitlogic gates. The dotcenters,where the nuclearim puritiesare located,are separated

by constantdistancesd1 and d2.

coupling between Q Dsgivesan additionalm agic num bertransition asa function ofB -�eld which

can beused forselectiveswitching between dots,i.e.sincetheground stateswitchesback and forth

between productstatesand entangled states[43],theresonantfrequency fortransitionsbetween the

statesj0i;and j1iofonenuclearspin (targetqubit)dependson thestateoftheotherone(control

qubit).In thisway,such coupled Q Dscan be used to generate the conditionalC-NO T gate. The

quantum com puting schem e proposed here could be easily scalable to large quantum inform ation

processors:Q Dswould beindividually addressed via the action ofan appropriate B -�eld.Thisis

shown in Fig.12,wheretheB j;j+ 1 �eld isassum ed to belocally addressing thequbitsj and j+ 1

from theentireensem bleofdots.Even iftheQ D array isirregular,onem ay stillbeableto perform

thesolid-stateequivalentofthebulk/ensem bleNM R com putingrecently reported in Ref.[45].The

coupling ofthequbitsto an externalreservoirand thetask ofcontrolling thequantum coherenceof

the proposed system are currently being addressed [43].However,and aswe discussed below,due

to the exceptionally low decoherence rates ofthese nuclear qubits,the required RF pulseswould

allow usto perform a su�cientnum berofsingle qubitrotationsand two-qubitgatesforrealizing

\useful" quantum com puting tasks(e.g.theG roveralgorithm )beforethesystem decoheres.

6 C oncluding rem arks

W e would like to highlight som e aspects ofthe choice ofm aterials and experim entalparam eters

forthe im plem entation ofthe system sconsidered here. Regarding the experim entalrequirem ents

forbuilding the excitonic setup proposed in Section 2 we pointoutthathybrid organic-inorganic

nanostructureswould beverygood candidates[25]sincetheyprovideuswith largeradius(W annier-

M ott) exciton states in the inorganic m aterialand sm all-radius (Frenkel) exciton states in the

organic one6. Hence the hybrid m aterialwillbe characterized by a radius dom inated by their

W annier com ponent and by an oscillator strength dom inated by their Frenkelcom ponent. This

m eans that the desirable properties ofboth the organic and the inorganic m aterialare brought

together to overcom e basic lim itations which arise ifeach one acts separately. Following recent

results [25],ifwe consider a system oftwo or three Q Ds (as required in the presentproposal)of

an inorganic II-VI m aterial(e.g. the extensively studied ZnSe or ZnCdSe),em bedded in bulk-

6
There are two m odels conventionally used to classify excitons: the sm all-radius Frenkelexciton m odeland the

large-radius W annier-M ottexciton m odel. Frenkelexcitons in organic crystals have radiicom parable to the lattice

constant a � 5A.W annier excitons in sem iconductor quantum wells have large Bohr radii: aB � 100A in III-V

m aterials(e.g.G aAlAs)and aB � 30A in II-VIones(e.g.ZnSe).
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like organic crystalline m aterial(e.g. tetracene,perylene,fullerene,PTCDA)where theirFrenkel

and W annier excitons are in resonance with each other,we would expect a strong hybridization

between theseexcitons,which m eansa greaterW annierexciton delocalization orF�orsterhopping.

To achieve this,the typicaldistance between Q Ds should be ofthe sam e order as their size: In

ZnSe,theBohrradiusofthethreedim ensionalW annierexciton aB � 35A,henceQ Dswith radiiof

about50A willconsiderably increasethebinding energy oftheseexcitons.Ifthesedotsareplaced

in an organic m atrix (as discussed above) separated by a distance ofthe sam e order,we should

be able to observe the entangled statesproposed here. There hasrecently being an experim ental

observation ofphoton antibunching from an arti�cialatom (a singleCdSe/ZnS quantum dot)[39],

i.e.thedetection ofquantum correlationsam ong photonsfrom a singlequantum dot.W enotethat

thestatisticalpropertiesofresonance
uorescencefrom theensem bleofQ Dsproposed in Section 2

should likewise give raise to a signature associated with excitonic state entanglem ent.Theoretical

detailsofthism ulti-dotexcitonic signature willbereported elsewhere [29].

Regarding theNM R setup oftheabovesection,therem ay bea naturalway to m akeaquantum

dotin silicon with asingleC atom insideit.C atom sareknown toactasnucleation centersforSiG e

quantum dots(see e.g. Ref. [47]). Anotherpossibility would be to consideran isolated 29Si(spin

1/2 and naturalabundance 4.7% ) at the center ofa 28Sibased Q D.The isoelectronic character

ofthe im purity is reinforced but possible puri�cation procedures could be harder to im plem ent.

Them orerealistic situation ofa non-centered im purity,i.e.when theim purity atom isaway from

the Q D center,willm odify the discontinuity strengthsofthe electron-nucleus coupling since this

coupling is a�ected by the density ofprobability ofthe CM wavefunction at the im purity site

[36];however the m ain e�ects discussed in the present proposalrem ain the sam e. For a typical

N = 2 electrons Q D with 30 nm ofdiam eter, lateralcon�ning potential!0 = 8:2 � 1012 s� 1

(�h!0 = 5:4 m eV),and low tem peratures(T < 1 K )[40],wewould expecta singlet-triplettransition

(m ;S)= (0;0)7! (1;1)atB � 1:3 T,orthe triplet-triplettransition (1;1)7! (3;1)atB � 6:4 T.

Ifthe harm onic potentialissuch that�h!0 = 1:1 m eV (see Ref. [40])the above transitionswould

beexpected atB -�eldsof0.3 T and 1.4 T,respectively.Forthissystem ,wecan estim atethelower

lim itofthe \gating tim e" �g,i.e.the tim e forthe execution ofan individualquantum gate:since

the energy splitting ofthe two nuclearqubits,i.e. the value ofthe energy di�erence between the

nextexcited state and the ground singletand tripletstates ofourtwo-electron system �E � 0:3

m eV,the lowerlim itof�g is

�g �
�h
�E

� 1 ps: (25)

Therefore,as long as the gating tim e �g is longer than,say,0.1 ns,the Q D is wellisolated,so

that the higher excited states can be safely neglected,and the gating action can be considered

adiabatic. The num berofelem entary operationsthatcould in principle be perform ed on a single

nuclear qubitbefore itdecoheresis
�dec
�g

� 109. This�gure ofm eritshould be m ore than enough

to satisfy the current criteria for quantum error correction schem es since fault-tolerant quantum

com putation hasbeen shown to besuccessfulifthedecoherencetim eis104 � 105 tim esthegating

tim e.Finally,there isthe im portantissue ofthe spin m easurem entsthathave to beim plem ented

for either the input or the readout ofsingle spin qubits. This process m ust be rapid enough to

avoid decoherenceofthequbits:opticalNM R techniquesforreadingtheinput/outputofthesespin

states are currently approaching such a levelof�nesse [37,38]. O therm echanism sform easuring

these spin statesare also currently underintensive experim entalstudy [46].

The solid state NM R proposalgiven here isnotin principle lim ited to N = 2 electrons: gen-

eralizations [48]ofthe present angular m om entum transitions arise for N > 2. It was pointed

outrecently [49]thatthespin con�gurationsin m any-electron Q Dscould beexplained in term sof

justtwo-electron singletand tripletstates. Therefore,the presentresultsm ay occurin Q Dswith
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N > 2.

It is worth noting that our proposalis not based upon the possibility ofapplying a localized

m agnetic �eld to a single quantum dot. The procedure to switch the NM R frequency ofa single

nuclearspin isbased upon them agicnum bertransitionswhich can beim plem ented by an extended

m agnetic �eld. Itisthe localhyper�ne electron-nucleuscoupling within each quantum dotwhich

can betuned by such m agicnum bertransitions.Thisisthem ain pointofourproposal:thecontrol

ofthelocalhyper�necoupling by an extended m agnetic�eld m ay beused to perform singlenuclear

spin m anipulation aswellasthesolid-stateequivalentofthebulk/ensem bleliquid NM R com puting

(seeRef.[45]),foran array ofeitheridenticalornon-indenticalquantum dots.Sim ilarto theNM R

liquid experim ents,the quantum dot NM R resonance is determ ined by locale�ects: in our case

these are dom inated by electron ground-state transitions. At the present,there is a trem endous

m otivation to perform the setup proposed in ourwork: �rst,Rabioscillations have notyet been

experim entally dem onstrated in Q Ds,and webelievethatoursetup o�ersan excellentopportunity

fordoing so. Asdiscussed,the ground state energies ofQ Dswith N electrons in the presence of

m agnetic �elds,the onesrequired forourproposal,have already been experim entally studied (see

e.g. Refs. [40,49]). Second,there isthe possibility ofperform ing quantum logic gates with very

low decoherence rates. W e also would like to note thatthe m agic num bertransitions considered

here require a relaxation processofthe electron system to achieve the new ground state,i.e. the

changesin theB -�eld (which change thehyper�necoupling and hencetunethenuclearresonance

frequency)m ustbedoneadiabatically to beableto perform thejum psin theangularm om entum

quantum num ber.Thiselectron relaxation iscom patible with the requirem entofm aintaining the

quantum coherence due to the factthatinform ation isstored in the nuclearspin qubit. Itiswell

known thatthe nuclearspin relaxation tim esare severalordersofm agnitude longerthan electron

relaxation tim es.Therefore,electronsin thequantum dotcan evolve to a new ground statebefore

any environm entally-induced contam ination a�ectsthe nuclearspin state.

To sum m arize,we have shown thatsem iconductornanostructurescan beexploited in orderto

realize all-opticalquantum entanglem ent schem es,even in the presence ofnoisy environm ents. A

schem eforquantum teleportation ofexcitonic stateshasalso been proposed.In addition,wehave

presented a solid state NM R-based m echanism forperform ing reliable quantum com putation.
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