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A bstract

ElZ—\ m a pr question for condensed m atter physics is w hether a solid-state quantum com puter
can ever be built. Here we discuss two di erent schem es for quantum inform ation processing
using sem iconductor nanostructures. F irst, we show how optically driven coupled quantum dots
can be used to prepare m axin ally entangled Bell and G reenberger-H ome-Zeilinger states by
varying the strength and duration of selective light pulses. T he setup allow s us to perform an
alltoptical generation of the quantum teleportation of an excitonic state In an array of coupled
quantum dots. Second, we give a proposalfor reliable in plem entation ofquantum logicgatesand
long decoherence tin es In a quantum dots system based on nuclkarm agnetic resonance NM R ),
w here the nuclear resonance is controlled by the ground state transitions of few -electron QD s
In an extemalm agnetic eld. The dynam ical evolution of these system s in the presence of
environm entally-induced decoherence e ects is also discussed.
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1 Introduction

It hasbeoom e increasingly clear that quantum m echanical principles are not just exotic theoretical
statem ents but fiindam ental for a new technology ofpractical inform ation processing ]. Q uantum
com putation, quantum cryptography and quantum telegportation represent exciting new arenas
w hich exploit ntrinsic quantum m echanical correlations.

T he discovery of algorithm s forw hich a com puterbased on the principles of quantum m echanics
ﬂ] should beat any traditional com puter, has triggered intense research into realistic controllable
quantum system s. Am ong the m aln areas nvolred In this active rescarch eld are ion traps E],
quantum electrodynam ics cavities E], nuclear m agnetic resonance WM R) E], Jossphson junctions
] and sam iconductor quantum dots @D s) ﬂ]. Themain challenge now is to identify a physical
system wih an appropriate Intemal dynam ics and corresponding extemal driving forces which
enables one to sekctively m anjpulate quantum superpositions and entanglem ents. A fiindam en—
tal requiram ent for the experim ental realization of such proposals is the successfill generation of
highly entangled quantum states. In particular, coherent evolution of two quantum bits (qubits)
n an entangled state of the Bell type is fuindam ental to both quantum cryptography and quantum
teleportation. M axim ally entangled states ofthree qubits, such as the so-called G reenbergerH ome—
Zeilinger (GH Z) states ], are not only of ntrinsic interest but are also ofgreat practical in portance
In such proposals. Besides the capability to control and m anjpulate entanglem ent a great level of
isolation from the environm ent is required to reach a fullunitary evolution. Q uantum inform ation
processing w illbe a reality when optin al control of quantum ooherence in noisy environm ents can
be achieved. T he various com m unities typically rely on di erent hardware m ethodologies. T here—
fore, it is extrem ely in portant to clarify the underlying physics and lin its for each type ofphysical
realization of quantum inform ation processing system s.

In this chapter we discuss tw o possible strategies using sem iconductorQD s E]. First, we review
ourm ain resuls on the optical generation and control of exc:tonﬁ entangled states in coupled QD s
by using a stateoftheart sam iconductor setup that enables us to generate reliable m axin ally
entangled states of N qubits, starting from suiably initialized states. A s an application of these
exciton m axin ally entangled states, a true solid-state teleportation protoool is proposed. W e show
that the role of phonons, at low tem peratures, n the driven QD system does not necessarily
am ount to the loss of control over the system due to destruction of coherence. Second, we address
the in plem entation of a solid state NM R-based quantum swich. W e discuss how the so-called
\m agicnum ber" transitions in few -electron QD s containing a nuclkar spin im purity inside can be
used to In plam ent singlke qubit rotations and controlled NOT (C NOT) quantum gates. The
basic sstup consists of a nuclear spjn—é In purity placed at the center of a 2 electrons QD in the
presence of an extemal perpendicular m agnetic eld B . In such a system , the nuclear m agnetic

2Excitons are electronic excitations which play a fuindam ental role in the optical properties of dielectric solids.
They correspond to a bound state of one electron and one hole which can be created by light or can appear as a
result of relaxation processes of free electrons and holes.



resonance is controlled by the ground state transitions that arise as the B — eld is changed: we
show that the hyper ne coupling between the electrons and the nucleus can be changed and hence
provide a m echanisn for tuning the nuclar resonance frequency. D ecoherence e ects in system s of
soin % nuclki are expected to bem Inin alasnuclar spins are weakly coupled to their environm ent.
T herefore, such spin systam s are naturalqubits for quantum inform ation processing since they o er
long decoherence tin es. Indeed they have been used In bulk liquid NM R experin ents to perfom
som e basic quantum algorithm s like those of D eutsch m] and G rover @]. They have already
been em ployed in som e solid-state proposals, for exam ple that of Ref. E] where a set of donor
atom s (ke P) is enbedded in pure silicon. Here, the qubit is represented by the nuclear spin of
the donor atom and single qubitand C NOT operationsm ight then be achieved between neighbor
nuclkiby attaching electric gates on top and between the donor atom s @]. A nother proposal E]
suggests controlling the hyper ne electron-nuclar interaction via the excitation of the electron gas
In quantum H all system s. Both ofthese proposals, how ever, require the attachm ent ofelectrodes or
gates to the sam pl in order to m anipulate the nuckar spin qubit. Such ekctrodes are likely to have
an invasive e ect on the coherent evolution of the qubit, thereby destroying quantum inform ation.
In the second part of this chapter, we propose a NM R solid-state based m echanian for quantum
com putation free from these shortoom ings. T he outline of this chapter is as follow s: In Section 2
we give a detailed prescription for producing m axim ally entangled exciton states oftwo and three
sam iconductor Q D s. Section 3 considers the e ects of decoherence on the optical generation of such
entangled states. In Section 4, a protocol for teleporting the excitonic state of a quantum dot is
proposed. In Section 5 we give a novelm odel for quantum logicw ith an NM R based nanostructure
sw itch . Concluding rem arks are given in Section 6.

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

W hen two quantum dotsare su ciently close, there is a resonant energy transfer process originating
from theC oulom b interaction w hereby an exciton can hop betw een dots @]. E xperim entalevidence
of such energy transfers between quantum dots was reported recently E]; the resonant process
also plays a fuindam ental role In biological and organic system s, and is com m only called the F orster
process E]. Unlke usual singleparticle transport m easuram ents, the Forster process does not
require the physical transfer of the electron and the hole, just their energy. Hence it is relatively
Insensitive to the e ects of In purities which lie between the dots.

Here we show how the resonant transfer (Forster) Interaction between spatially separated ex—
citons can be exploited to produce m axin ally entangled states of two (Bell) and three GHZ)
optically driven QD s, starting from suiably niialized states. P revious experin ents have stud-
ied entanglked states of trapped ions [}, photons [[7], and partick spins in buk liquid NM R [[§],
but to our know ledge, there is not such an schem e Hor producing determ inistic entanglem ent in
a sam iconductor nanostructures sstup. In the proposal given here we exploit recent experin ental
resuls nvolring aoherent wavefiinction control of excitons in sem iconductor quantum dots on the
nanom eter and fam tosecond scales @, E, @, @], ie, the systam requirem ents can be realized w ith
current experin ents em ploying both ultrafast and near- eld optical spectroscopy of quantum dots.

W e denote by 0 (1) a zero-exciton (single exciton) QD . W e consider a system of N identical
and equispaced QD s, containing no net charge, which are radiated by long-wavelength classical
light (see Figure 1) In order to produce reliable generation of the m axin ally entangled states
J pen )i= pl—z (POi+ e J1i)and j gz ( )i= pl—z (P00i+ e J111), or severaldi erent values
of the phase factor ’ . T he form ation of singlk excitons w ithin the individualQ D s and their inter-
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Figure 1: Schem atic of the optical setup forthe N = 2 QD s system . The identical QD s, containing no net
charge, are radiated w ith long-wavelength classical light of central frequency !, @) = Ae ™%, Fom ation
of single excions w ithin the ndividual QD s and their interdot hopping in the presence of the Forster
Interaction are illustrated schem atically. The bandgap  as well as the conduction band (CB) and the
valence band (VB) ofthe system are also shown.

dot hopping can be describbed in the fram e of the rotating wave approxim ation RW A) by the
Ham iltonian G = 1) @]:

H = | J,+A@J +J)+W J* I) : @)

Here ! is the detuning param eter, is the QD band gap, W represents the interdot
Coulom b interaction CFlgrster process), the subscr:[pt reﬁr}; to the rotating fram e (see below ),
and theoperatorsJ, = L~_,;e/hY,J = N . hye,,J,= % ne1 ©ey  hhl),wihel ) de
scribing the electron (hole) creation operator n thenth QD .The J; operatorsobey the usualan—
gular m om entum com m utation relations J,;J 1= J; Us;J 1= 2J5;and [JZ;J+ 1= [JZ;J 1=
[J2;JZ] = 0; where J2 %[J+ J +J Jy 1+ Ji . W e consider the situation of a laser pulse w ih
central frequency ! given by (t) = Ae ¥ %, where A gives the electronphoton coupling and the in—
cident electric eld strength. From a practicalpoint ofview , param etersA and | areadjustable in
the experin ent to give control over the system ofQD s. Next, we discuss the m ain results obtained
from the com putation ofboth analytical and num erical solutions for the tin e evolution of H @].
T he solution to the quantum dynam ical equation ofm otion of the system is equivalently given in
termm s of both the wave function and the density m atrix form alian s, enabling us the strength and
the length ofthe laser pulses required for reliably generation ofm axin ally entangled exciton states
oftwo and three QD s.

2.1 Unitary evolution and the wave function

T he totalwave function of the excitonic system considered herePstartjng w ith the iniial condition
J=0i= j oi orany N ), can be expressed as j )i = kcks Exty i, where H j (i=

Ex jJxi # isthe Ham iltonian in the laboratory frame), and j i = 5Ax5 M 51:Asmentioned
before, the subscript refers to the unitary transform ation which leads us from the laboratory
fram e to the rotating frame by usingtherule 3 @i = Y (@) J (t)is,wji:h =g HJzt (subscript
S denotes Schrodinger picture). T%ge nom alization coe cients C y depend on the chosen initial
condiion j gi:bywriingj 0)i= p k k Mei( k=MW, j 0)i) wesee, from the above expansion

given for j ()i ; that j )i = P xCx Jki: Hen%e the general expression for the coe cients

Cx becomesCy = h x j 0)i= 3 sh i Myi= 3 jAkj:Thematcke]anentsAkj m ust be
determm ined for each particular value of N , and M ;i ;M y;qi, where J can take the values

%;N? l;:::;% or 0, and for each J xed value, we have the 20 + 1 dierent values M =



N7; N7+ l;:::;N? l;%:The]abelqisthoduoedto fiirtherdistinguish the states: g= 1;2;:5D g,
w here the m ultiplicity D 5, ie. the num ber of states having angularmom entum J and M = J, is

given by D 7 = JiJNJril N_N+J . Hence, the totalwave fiinction in the rotating fram e can be w ritten
2 2
as X X o
Ji = CxAyse 7 M 4i - )
k 3

The eigenfunction given In Eq. () describbes any number of QD s. W e only need to diagonalize
a square m atrix of side 2J + 1 for each J. Every eigenvalue so obtained occurs D ; 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) forthe casesN = 2 and 3.

211 Two coupled QD s and Bell states

Herew e give the light excitation procedure to cbtain them axim ally entangled Bellstatesj gen(’ )i=
P0i+ e j1i. The phase ’ detem ines the type of entanglkd state generated in the optical pro-
cess. W e choose the basis of eigenstates of J? and J,, £M ;1 vy=LM = 1i Pi, ¥i
J=1;M =01 i, M3i J=1,M =1i PRig, asan approprate representation for thisprob—
Jem . Here 1 represents the vacuum forexcions, jli denotes the single-exciton state whilke Ri repre—
sents the biexciton state. In the absence of light, wehave that®E J;M )= M +W JU+ 1) M?],
so the energy lvels of the system are E E@, 1) =W v, Eq E (1;0) = 2W , and
E, E ;1) =W + . Next, consider the action of the radiation pulse of Iight () over this
pair of qubits at resonance, ie. 3 0. In this case, the new eigen-energies of the coupled system

are: Eg= W;and Eq 1, = % 3w 163”L\j2+ W 2 :Here we have assum ed that the decoherence
processes are negligbly sm allover the tin e scale of the evolution (see next section). Ik isa straight—
forw ard exercise to com pute the explicit coe cients of Eq. (2) for both ofthe J subspaces that
span the H ibert space SU (2) SU @2) N = 2) ]. Hence, the density of probability } B ell) or
nding the entangled B ell state between vacuum and biexciton states as a function of tim e for the
Initial condition j ¢i= Pi can be calculated as
X . ‘ 2
} Bell) = 2 Cy Ay + e Ay e Ext @)
k

R esuls of the com putation ofEg. (3) are shown In Fig. 2. Here we show severaldi erent selective
pulses of light _ that produce the entangled state j gen(’ = 0)i. In these gures, energies are
given In tetm s ofthe band gap : W = 04, and @) A = 2—15, ) A = 5—10, © A = 10 Z,and
d) A = 10 3. Here the energy W is kept xed while the am plitude of the radiation pulse A is
varied. A sa resul ofthis, thetime | increasesw ith dim inishing incident eld strength A @]. We
also consider another m ethod for m anjpulating the length | : keeping A xed while varying W .
In this case, the analysis show s that ora xed value of A the length _ decreases w ith decreasing
Interaction strength W @]. T he Jatter procedure could be experin entally m ore expensive than
the form er since the variation of W has to be tailored by changing the interdot distance and/or the
radius of the dots. H owever, thism ethod o ers an Interesting experin ental possibility for studying
the Forster m echanisn .

R egarding the experin ental generation of these Bell states, we suggest a consideration ofw ide—
gap sam iconductor QD s, Iike ZnSe based QD s, for nstance. For these m aterials, theband gap =
28 eV, which in plies a resonant optical frequency ! = 43  10° s . Fem tosecond spectroscopy
is currently available for these systens@]. Fora’ = Qor2 pulse,W = 01 andA = 0:04 ,
it can be seen from Fig. 2 @) that the generation of the st:atepl—E (PO0i+ J1i) requires a pulse of
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Figure 2: Generation of the Bell State pl—E (P0i+ Jl1i). T hese pulses correspond to the realization of the
Hadam ard gate fllowed by a quantum CNOT gate. W = 0d,’ = 0; and @) A = —-, b) A = =,
© A =10 ?,and d) A = 10 3. j (t)i denotes the total wavefiinction of the system at tine t in both
laboratory (solid curves) and rotating fram es (dashed curves). T he energy is in units oftheband gap , and

3§ oi= Pi.

kngth , =77 10 15 5. By changing the value of the am plitude A , we can m odify the length s
ofthisBellpulse, ie. anew A inpliesa new value for | : from Fig. 2 we can see that | can be
taibred in such a way that reliable entangled state preparation can be done i the interval1l0 ' s
< <10 ¥ s @],which is in agreem ent w ith currently available excitonic dephasing tin es E].

B

212 Three coupled QD s and G H Z states

W e give the procedure or generating the entangled GHZ states j gy z (' )i= Pl_E (P00i+ & 41111);
for arbitrary values of 7 ; iIn the proposed system of 3 coupled QD s. W ithout loss of generality, we
consider the J = % subspace as the only one optically active (the othertwo J = 1=2 subspaces re—
m ain optically dark). W ework in thebasisset 7 = 3=2;M i, £Pi= P$=2; 3=2i, Ji= P$=2; 1=2i,
Ri= P=2;1=21i, Bi= P=2;3=2ig, where Pi is the vacuum state, jli is the single-exciton state, Pi
is the biexciton state and PBi is the triexciton state. In the absence of light, the energy levels of
the system aregiven by Eg E (3=2; 3=2) =2 ® 1), E1 E(3=2; 1=2) =i(w ),
E, (3212)——(7W + 1),and E; E(3=2;3=2)=%(W + 1).Next we consider, at reso—
nance, the e ect oftc'lhe pulse of light (t) over this system of3 Q Dqs: we get the new eigenenergies
Eop=3W + A3 @ + AI°+3AF;andE,s=3w A3 @ AT+ 3nT:

Startjngwj:h a zero—exciton state asthe initialstate, ie. j gi= i, we caloulate the probability
density } GH Z ) of nding the entangled j gy z (' )i state between vacuum and triexciton states
as

2
} GHZ)= 1 Cx Api+ e Ayy e Ext @)
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Figure 3: G eneration ofthe GHZ state 191—5 (00i+ J111). T hese pulses correspond to the realization of the

Hadam ard gate ollowed by two quantum CNOT gates. W = 0:d1,’ = 0; and (@) A = %, ) A = 5—10,

©A=10 %,and d)A = 10 3.

In Figure 3 the selective pulses used to generate the GHZ state pl—E (PO0i+ J11i) (" = 0;2 ) are
shown: it can be seen from Fig. 3 (@) that fora band gap = 28 &V (resonant optical frequency
=43 10°s'),W =01 andA = ;,apulssoflength _,, = 13 10" sis required.
W e explore several di erent ranges for the _,, pulses required In the generation of these GHZ
states. For xed W ;thetime _,, increasesw ith decreasing incident eld strength A : In contrast,
for xed A ;the length _,, decreasesw ith decreasing interdot interaction strength @]. Tt isworth
noting that after the preparation step, which is determ Ined by the length of the pulses ,_, and
«n 7 + the Forster interaction param eter W , and the eld strength A, the system w ill evolve under
the action of the Ham ittonian (1) with = A = 0: each one of the m axin ally entangled states
discussed here are eigenstates of this rem aining H am iltonian.

T he above resuls are not restricted to ZnSebased QD s: by em ploying sam iconductors of dif-
ferent bandgap (9. G aA s, organic-inorganic system s), other regions of param eter space can be
explored. W e have studied the tin e evolution of the system of QD s for several di erent values of
the phase ’ . These give sin ilar qualitative resuls to the ones discussed previously. N ext, we show
how the density m atrix form alisn can be used In an equivalent m anner in order to produce the
excitonic entangled states described before.

2.2 P seudo-spin operators and the density m atrix

In this section we consider a rectangular radiation pulse, starting at tine t = 0 with central
frequency !, given by () = Acos(!t). The tin e evolution of any initial state under the action of
the H am iltonian (1) is easily perform ed by m eans of the psesudo % Soin operator form alism @].



Singl transition operators are de ned by

. L. 1
(i 55t s )i hiff; Sji= E(j_r g is 3s) ©)

. L1 . Nt
hijy; °fii= E(j_r 35t s )i hljj§ Spi= >

w here r—s denotes the transition between states ¥i and i wihin a given J subspace. The three
operators belonging to one particular transition r—s cbey standard angular m om entum com m uta—

tion relationships J* 5;J° ° = iJ* 5, where ( ; ; )repres}?ntsacyc]jgpemutau'on of (x;y;2)
1

(operators bebnging to non-connected transitions commute: J° $;J Y = Owith ; = x;yor
z). In this case, the H am iltonian in the rotating fram e ( W)beoomeﬂ

H = J, 22a@,+3) w @ I 6)

W e now give the expressions for the density m atrix associated wih the N = 2;3 QD system s
and show that the Ham iltonian (6) leads to the generation of the entangled states j gen (" )i; and
Jerz ()i

2.2.1 Bell states

Here we describe the light excitation procedure to obtain the Belltype states j pen (" )i. To nd
the analytical solution of the dynam ical equation goveming the system ‘s m atrix density, we start
w ith the iniial condition representing the vacuum ofexcitons: only the J = 1 subspace is optically
active (the J = 0 subspace rem ains dark). Choosing the basis of eigenstates of J? and J, as in
Section 2.1 .1, the rotating fram e H am iltonian and initial density m atrix can be expressed in term s
of pseudo-spin operators as follow s

H o= 2,302+2 @0t £2) "2agltyal? ;

O =31+ 2@) '+ 3% )

Here I denotes the identity m atrix In the subgpace J = 1. In the absence of light, the energy
Jevels of the system are given as In Section 211 W ih accuracy of a sign). Consider the action
of a pulse of light at resonance and am plitude A W . A ssum ing that the decoherence processes
are negligbly an all over the tin e scale of the evolution (see later), the density m atrix at time t
becom es h i h i

01

(0 =32I+ ocos(l+ 3 J) '+ cos(lot) § J; % sin(btd) ? ; ®)

which exhibits the generation of coherence between vacuum and biexciton states through the op—
erator JS 2, which oscillates at frequency !, = A%=W .

The state j pen(’ )i has a corresponding density matrix pepn = I=3 + JZO 1=3 J;l 2=3 +
cos( )Jf<J 2 sin( )C[S 2. Com paring this Jast equation w ith Eq. (8), we see that the system ’s quan—
tum state at tine 5 = W =2A? corresponds to the m axin ally entangled Bell state § gon( =2)i.
T he tin e evolutions of populations and coherences for an niial vacuum state are plotted In Fig.
4. The evolution of populations of the vacuum (9 and the biexciton ,, states are shown In Fig.
4 @). C learly the approxim ate analytic calculation given here describes the system ’s evolution very
wellwhen com pared w ith the exact num erical solution Fig. 4@)). Figure 4 o) show s the overlap,
O@W=Trlgen ]I between them axin ally entangled B ell state and the one obtained by applying
a rectangular pulse of light at resonance. The thick solid line Fig. 4 (o)) describes O (t) wih a

3The Ham iltonian (6) di ers from the one given in Eq. (1) by a sign because of the choice of the sign fr the
interdot interaction W .
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Figure 4: (a) Population ofthe vacuum state (g and biexciton state ,,; In two coupled QD s, as a function
oftime. () T ineevolution of overlap w ith m axin ally entangled Bell state. = 1,W = =10 and A =
W =5. Blue (thin solid) line show s exact num erical result In the laboratory fram e. Red (thick solid) line In
(o) represents the exact num erical solution in the rotating fram e. P ink (dashed) line show s approxim ate
analytical result. (c) T in eevolution of overlap w ith m axim ally entangled GH Z states j gy z (" )i, and d)
J ¢uz (" )i,, under the action of a rectangular pulse of light at resonance. = 1,W = =l0andA = 2W =5.
Red (solid) line represents exact num erical solution. B ue (dashed) line show s approxin ate analytical result.

m axin ally entangled Bell state in the rotating fram e, w hile the thin solid line ' ig. 4 (o)) represents
the overlap w ith a B ell state transform ed to the Jaboratory fram e: obviously the rotating fram e case
corresponds to the am plitude evolution of the Iaboratory fram e signal. T he dashed line illustrates
the approxin ate solution overlap in the rotating fram e. T he approxin ate solution works very well,
supporting the idea that a selective Bellpulse of ength 5 = W =2A2 can be used to create the
Bellstate j gen( =2)1 In the system oftwo coupled QD s. The sam e conclusion can also be drawn
from the tim e evolution of the overlap between the exact Bellstate density m atrix and the one
obtained directly from the num erical calculation @] o). T herefore, the existence of a selective Bell
pulse is num erically con m ed.

222 GHZ states

N ext, consider three quantum dots of equal size placed at the comers of an equilateral triangle, as
In Section 212, wih thed = % subspace being the only one optically active subspace, and w ith the
sam e basis set of Section 2.1 2. In term s of pseudo-spin operators, the rotating fram e H am iltonian,
Including the radiation tem , is now given by

h i
©_
H = v @I+ alHyrow @0t 22 %) A 3@l t+32H+23r?r 9



In tem s of is associated density m atrix, the entangled state j gz (" )i between vacuum and
triexciton states is given by guz = I=4+ J) '=2 & =2+ cos(')J) *+ sin()J) ?, where I
denotes the identity m atrix in the J = % subspace. T his state can be generated after an appropriate
5 pulse: starting w ith a zero-exciton state i, at resonance, and using the properties of pseudo-
spodn operators, the evolved state under the action of Ham iltonian Eq. (9) can be ocbtained in a

straighforward way in the lim it A=W 1 @](b):

h i i
=3I+ ocos(l30)+ 3 J) "+ cos(lst)d; *+ ocos(lst) 3 J7 *+ sn(lsn)d) > ;  (0)
h i1
wih '5=d d +Aandd =W 1 =+ ()* .Clarly jguz ( =2)i can be generated

wih a5 pulssoflngth gz = 4 W 2=373. In Fig. 4 (c) we show the overlap between the exact
density m atrix and that corresponding to state j gy z (" )i. The dashed line show s the overlap
using our approxin ate density m atrix, Eq. (10).

W e also give the schem e for generating the entangled state between a single exciton Jli and
the biexciton i, j guz ()i, = pl—é (Li+ e ®i). In order to generate j gz (' )i,, we take the
single exciton state Jli as the iniial condition. Evolution of this new iniial state underH (Eqg.
%)) with , = 0 generates a new density m atrix (t) which can be used to show that a pulse of
duration GOH ;, = =4A, generatesthe state j gz ( =2)i,. Figure 4(d) show s the overlap betw een

(t) and Gy z, @](b). W e em phasize that the two m axin ally entangled GH Z states considered
above have very di erent frequencies. T his feature should enable each ofthese m axin ally entangled
GH Z states to bem anipulated separately in actual experim ents, even if the initial state ism ixed.

From the results above, it follow s that in order to generate m axin ally entangled exciton states,
5 Ppulses with sub-picosecond duration should be used. A surprising conclusion of our results is
that entangled-state preparation is facilitated by weak light elds (ie. A W ): strong eldscause
excessive oscillatory behavior in the density m atrix. T he relevant experim ental conditions as well
as the required coherent control to realize the above com binations of param eters, are com patble
w ith those dem onstrated in Refs. E, , @]: we expect that the experim ental generation of the
Bell and GH Z states discussed here should be possble w ith these ultrafast sem iconductor optical
techniques. Here it is in portant to highlight that the corresponding Increase in the e ective gap
w ill yield a larger exciton binding energy: typical decoherence m echanian s (eg., acoustic phonon
scattering) w ill hence becom e Jess e ective. T he generation of m axim ally entangled states in this
proposal has considered the experin ental situation of glolal excitation pulses, ie. pulses acting
sin ultaneously on the entire QD system . However, by using near- eld optical spectroscopy @],
Individual QD s from an ensamble can be addressed by using local pulses, a feature that can be
exploited to generate entangled states w ith di erent sym m etries, such as the antisym m etric state
pl—é (P1i  J0i): Hence, we should be ablk to generate the so-called Bell basis of four m utually
orthogonal states for the 2 qubits, all of which are m axin ally entangled, ie. the set of states
p%f(j]Oi+ J1i); (P01 J1i); (P1li+ J0i); (P11 J0i)g. From a generalpoint ofview, thisbasis
is of fundam ental relevance or quantum nfom ation processing.

In summ ary, we have shown how m axin ally entangled Bell and G HZ states can be generated
using the optically driven resonant transfer of excitons between quantum dots. Selective Bell and
G H Z pulseshavebeen identi ed by an approxin ate, yet accurate, analytical approach w hich should
prove a ussfultoolw hen designing experin ents. E xact num erical calculations con m the existence
of such ’ pulses for the generation ofm axin ally entangled states in coupled dot system s.
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Bell = A=01|
GHZ —A=02
No Forstere-e-

Figure 5: M axin ally entangled exciton states generation in the zero decoherence lin it. Thick (red) lines
represent the Bellstate overlap w th A = 0:: solid, Forsterterm included; dotted, Forstertermm not included.
Thin (plue) lines represent the G H Z-state overbp wih A = 02 and sam em eaning for solid and dotted lines.

3 D ecoherence m echanism s

H ere we analize the reliability of the preparation of entangled states w hen decoherence m echanisn s
are taken into acoount during the generation step. Exciton decoherence in sam iconductor QD s is
dom nated by acoustic phonon scattering at low tem peratures @]. Hence, we consider the acoustic
phonon dephasing m echanisn

X X

Henv = !kaiak + ngz (ai + ak); (11)

K K

w here ai (@) s the creation (annihilation) operator of the acoustic phonon w ith wavevector K, as
the m ain factor responsble for decoherence e ects in the generation of the m axin ally entangled
exciton states analized before @]. The new tin e evolution to be analyzed is m odelled by the
Ham iltonian H °= H + H py. Here we consider pure deccherence e ects that do not involve energy
relaxation of excitons (these e ects w illbe addressed elsew here @]) . The exact kinetic equations
for the system 0of QD s can be cbtaihed by applying the m ethod of operatorequation hierarchy
developed for D icke system s In @]. Follow ing the standard procedure, by assum ing a very short
correlation tin e for exciton operators, the exact hierarchy of equations transform s into a M arkovian
m aster equation. The Initial condition is represented by the density matrix (0) = Pi0jpy (T),
exciton vacuum and the equilbrium phonon reservoir at tem perature T . At resonance ( ; = 0)
the dynam ical equation for the expectation value of exciton operators is given by

@hJ* °i

T W hiF 5;0°1L AhF S0V +0 1 @hp* 5;J,10,i  hiF S;J320); 12)

Z
R o

where = d!%%e *=le@+ 28 (! O;T )) is the decoherence rate w ith n depending on the din en-
sionality ofthe phonon e, ! . isa cuto frequency (typically the D ebye frequency) and N (! %T)

is the phonon BoseE Instein occupation factor. It is a well known fact that very narrow linew idth
of the photolum nescence signalofa singke QD does exist due to the elin ination of inhom ogeneous
broadening e ects. C onsequently, the decoherence rate in this analysis should be associated w ith

Just hom ogeneous broadening e ects. At low tem perature the m ain decoherence m echaniagn is in—
deed acoustic phonon scattering processes. T he decoherence param eter  is tem perature dependent

11
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Figure 6: M axim ally entangled exciton states generation in the presence of decoherence: @) MOy (t)i for
A = 01, red (dotted) lne and A = 04, blue (s0lid) line. ) Mg @i orA = 02, red (dotted) line and
A = 04, blue (s0lid) line. In plots (@) and () iskept xed: = 0:001.In gures (c) and d) A = 04 is
kept xed whereas isvaried: = 0001, red (dotted) line, = 001, blue (solid) line and = 0:, green

(dashed) line. T hese curves correspond to () IOy (t)iand d) O (©)i.

and i am ounts to 20-50 €&V for typical ITITV sam iconductor QD s in a tem perature range from 10
K to 30K E]. W e consider typicalvalues for which can represent real situations or QD s at low
tem peratures together w ith the experim entalconditions = ! = 1 and theForsterterm W = 0:1
Laser strengths and decoherence rates are expressed in units of W . The coupled di erential linear
equations forthe tim e dependent pseudo-spin expectation values are solved and the resuls are given
In temm s ofthe tin e dependent overlapsOp ) = Trf gen (K)gand Ogpyz ®©) = Trf gz g E].
Figure 5 show s the evolution of the overlaps Oy (t) and Ogy g (£) In the lim it of very weak
light excitation and zero decoherence. It can be seen that no m axin ally entangled exciton states
generation is possbl if the Forster interaction is tumed o . This in plies that e cient exciton
entangled states generation should be helped by com pact QD system s w here the Forster term can
take a signi cant value, as we discussed in the above section. Figures 6 (@) and 6 (c) show the case
of Bellstate generation N = 2 QD s) in the presence of noise. In Fig. 6 @) the decoherence rate
= 0001, and the laser Intensities are A = 01, and A = 04. It is shown that y is signi cantly
shortened by applying stronger laser pulses. T herefore, decoherence e ects can be m inin ized by
using higher excitation levels. However, a higher laser Intensity also in plies a sharper evolution
which therefore requires a very precise pulse length. Figure 6(c) show s tem perature-dependent
resultsfor = 0:001,001land 0l1,whenA = 04 iskept xed.W ecan seethat at high tem peratures
( = 0d) nom axin ally entangled states generation is possible. However, it can be estin ated that
valies between 0001 001 are typical n the tem perature range from 10 K to 50 K : in this
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param eter w indow successfil generation of B ell states can be produced @], asshown in Fig. 6(c).
Figures 6 () and 6(d) show the case of GHZ states generation W = 3 QDs). As above, guzy
is shortened by using higher laser excitation levels, as can be seen from Fig. 6() or = 0:001.
Figure 6(d) show s the tam perature e ects through the variation of forA = 0:4. W e see that
sin ilar decoherence rates yield a m ore dram atic reduction ofthe coherence in the GH Z case than in
the Bell case. H owever, as for Bell generation, a param eter w ndow does exist w here the generation
of such entangled states are feasble @]. It is worth noting the di erent scaling behaviour of the
generation frequency of these entangled states at very low tem perature, ie. vanishing and very
low laserexcitation. W hile selective 5 laser pulse kength fortheBellcase scales ke W =A?, selective
7 pulse length rthe GHZ case scales ke W 2=A 3. Thisproperty of 5 pulsesto generatem axin ally
entangled exciton states was dem onstrated analytically in the above section and is veri ed in the
present section by looking at the num erical resuls presented In Figure 6.

In summ ary, decoherence e ects can be m inin ized in the generation of m axim ally entangled
states by applying stronger laser pulses and working at low tem peratures where acoustic phonon
scattering is the m ain decoherence m echanisn . Since we have shown that the generation ofm axi-
m ally entangled exciton states ispreserved over a reasonable param eterw indow even In the presence
of decoherence m echanigm s, we stress that this optical generation could be exploited in solid state
devices to perform quantum protocols, such as the teleportation of an excitonic state in a coupled
QD system BQ], aswe show next.

4 Quantum teleportation of excitonic states

Here we propose a practical schem e capable ofdem onstrating quantum teleportation which exploits
currently available ultrafast spectroscopy technigques in order to prepare and m anjpulate entangled
states of excitons in coupled QD s ]. Since the original idea of quantum teleportation considered
n 1993 by Bennett et al. @], great e orts have been m ade to realize the physical in plem entation
of teleportation devices @]. T he general schem e of teleportation @], which isbased on E instein—
Podolsky-Rosen (EPR) pairs E] and Bellm easurem ents @] using classical and purely nonclassical
correlations, enables the trangoortation ofan arbitrary quantum state from one location to another
w ithout know ledge or m ovem ent of the state itself through space. T his process has been explored
from various points of view @]; how ever none of the experin ental set-ups to date have considered
a solid-state approach, despite the recent advances in sam iconductor nanostructure Bbrication and
m easurem ent E, E, @, @]. R eference @], for exam ple, dam onstrates the ram arkabl degree of
controlw hich isnow possbl over quantum states of ndividualquantum dots QD s) using ultra-fast
spectroscopy. T he possibility therefore exists to use optically-driven QD s as \quantum m em ory"
elem ents In quantum com putation operations, via a precise and controlled excitation ofthe system .

In order to I plam ent the quantum operations for the description of the teleportation schem e
proposed here, we em ploy two elem ents: the H adam ard transform ation and the quantum controlled—
NOT gate CNOT gate). In the orthonom al com putation basis of single qubits £{i;jlig, the
CNOT gate acts on two qubits § ;i and § i smulaneously as ollows: CNOT 5(F 117 51) 7
Jiifi ’s5i. Here denotes addiion m odulo 2. The indices i and j refer to the control bit
and the target bit respectively (see Fig. 7). The Hadam ard gate Uy acts only on singlke qubits
by perform ing the rotations Uy (Pi) 7 pl—i (Pi+ i) and Uy (i) 7 pl—é (Pi  i). The above
uniary transfom ations can be w ritten as

13



(@) (b)
1—@— Control bit

C-NOT, , =

2—P— Target bit

Figure 7: Schem atic representation of @) T he Hadam ard gate, and () The controlled-NO T gate.
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and represented In the language of quantum circuits as in Figure 7. W e also Introduce a pure
state §1i in this Hibert space given by ji= Pi+ Jiwith jj?+ §F = 1, where and

are com plex num bers. A s discussed in the above section, Pi represents the vacuum state for
excitons whik ji represents a single exciton. Follow ng R ef. @], in Figure 8 we show the general
com putational approach discussed In this section. A s usual, we refer to two parties, A lice and
Bob. A lice wants to telkport an arbirary, unknown qubit state jito Bob. Figure 9 show s the
speci ¢ realization we are proposing using optically controlled quantum dotswith QD a initially
containing j i. A lice prepares two qubis QD sb and c) in the state Pi and then gives the state
j 001 as the input to the system . By performm ing the series of transform ations shown in Fig. 8, Bob
receives as the output of the circuit the state pl—z (Pi+ j].i)apl—E (Pi+ i) ] ic Fig. 9d)). In Ref.
] we generalize the teleportation schem e given in Ref. @] to the case of an N qubit quantum
circuit. In order to describe the physical In plem entation of the quantum circuit given n Fig. 8
using coupled quantum dots, we exploit the recent experin ental results involving coherent control
of excitons in single quantum dots on the nanom eter and fam tosecond scales @, E]. C onsider
a system of three identical and equispaced QD s containing no net charge Fig. 9(@)), which are
nitially prepared in the state ji, Pi, Pi . Asshown in Fig. 9(@), one of these QD a) contains
the quantum state j i, that we wish to teleport, whilke the othertwo @D sb and c) are initialized
In the state P0i,.  this latter state is easy to achieve since it is the ground state. Follow Ing this
Initialization, we ilum inate QD s b and ¢ wih the radiation pulse (&) = Aexp( i't) (see Fi.
90)). For the case of ZnSebased QD s, the band gap = 28 &V, hence the resonance optical
frequency ! = 43 10° s '.ForaOor?2 pulse, the density of probability for nding the QD s
b and ¢ In the Bejllstatepl—z (P0i+ J1i) requiresthe length ,_, = 757 10° s (seeFig. 2@)).
Hence, thistime ,_, corresponds to the realization ofthe rst two gates of the circuit in Fig. 8,
ie. the Hadam ard transform ation over QD b llowed by the C-NO T gate between QD sb and c.
A fter this, the nformm ation in qubit ¢ is sent to Bob and A lice kesps In her m em ory the state of
QD b. Next, we need to perform a C-NO T operation between QD s a and b and, ©llow Ing that, a
Hadam ard transform over the QD a: this procedure then leaves the systam in the state

LEPOi( Pi+ i)+ PLi( Pi+ i)+ J0i( Pi i)+ 1i(  Pi+  qdg:  @14)

Ascan be seen from Eg. (14), we are proposing the realization of the Bell basis m easuram ent in
two steps @]: rst, we have rotated from the Bell basis into the com putational basis (§0i, P11,
J0i, 11i), by perform ing the unitary operations show n before the dashed line in F ig. 8. Hence, the
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Figure 8: Circuit schem e to teleport an unknown quantum state from A lice to B ob using an arrangem ent
of 3 qubits (coupled quantum dots).

second step is to perform a m easurem ent In this com putationalbasis. At this point, we leave QD s
a and b in one of the four states P0i, P1i, J10i, J1i (see Fig. 9(c)), which are the four possble
m easurem ent results. This last step can be experin entally realized by using near- eld optical
Spectroscopy @]. In thisway, it is possible to scan, dot-by-dot, the optical properties of the entire
dot ensem ble, and particularly, to m easure directly the excitonic photolum iniscence spectrum of
dots a and b, thus com pleting the Bellbasism easurem ent. T he resul of thism easurem ent provides
us w ith two classical bits of inform ation, conditional the states m easured by nancprobing on QD s
aand b (seeFig. 9(c)). These classical bits are essential for com pleting the teleportation process:
rew riting Eq. (14) as

1EPOijit Pli L i+ J0i i+ J1i( iy)Jig (15)

we see that if, instead ofperform ing the set of operations shown affer the dashed line in Fig. 8, Bob
performm s one of the conditional unitary operations I; x; ,0r 1y, overtheQD c (depending on
them easuram ent resulsor classical signalcom m unicated from A liceto Bob,asshown In Fig. 9 (c) )ﬂ
the teleportation process is nished since the excitonic state j i hasbeen teleported from dot a to

dot c. For this reason only two uniary exclisive-or transfom ations are needed in order to teleport
the state ji. This nal step can be veri ed by m easuring directly the excitonic lum inescence

from dot ¢, which must correspond to the Initial state of dot a. For instance, if the state to be
teleported is ji Ji, the nalm easurem ent of the near- eld lum iniscence spectrum of dot c
must give an excitonic em ission line of the sam e wavelength and intensity as the iniial one for
dot a. This m easuram ent process, used for verifying the deliy of the process, can be used if
we either perform the unitary transform ations after A lice’s m easurem ent Fig. 9(c)) or we realize
the com plete tekportation circuit shown In Fig. 8, leaving the system in the state shown in Fig.
9(d). As we discussed In Section IT, it is possibl to excite and probe Just one individual QD

w ith the corregponding dephasing tine 4 = 4 10 s E]. Hence we have the possbility of
coherent optical control of the quantum state of a single dot. Furthem ore, this m echanisn can
be extended to inclide m ore than one excited state: snoe 22 7 18 10 4, several thousand
unitary operations can in principle be perform ed in this system dbeﬁ)re the excited state ofthe QD

deooheres. T his fact together w ith the experin ental feasibility of applying the required sequence
of laser pulses on the fam tosecond tim e-scale leads us to conclude that we do not need to worry

1T hese unitary transform ations, which depend on the result ofA lice’sm easurem ent (subindicesofU ), arethePauli
1 0 0 1 1 0 , 0 1

trices U I= U = ; U = U =
ma S Uoo 01,01 x 10,10 z Ol,11 1 x 1 0
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Figure 9: Practical im plem entation of teleportation using optically-driven coupled quantum dots. (@)
Iniial state of the system . (o) Intermm ediate step: radiating the system wih the pulse (t). (c) Bellbasis
m easuram ent and the quantum state of the system at the dashed lne in Fig. 8. (d) Final state. Typical
values for the dots are diam eter d; = 30 nm , thickness d, = 3 nm and separation d; = 50 nm .

unduly about decoherence ocurring whilst perform ing the uniary operations that Bob needs in
order to cbtain the nal states scham atically sketched in Figs. 9(c) and 9(d), thereby com plkting
the teleportation process. In the case ofF ig. 3 (@), a sin ilaranalysisshowsthat ,,, = 13 10 s,

and hence %% 7 33 10 *: thisalso m akes the 4 qubits circuit given in Ref. (] experm entally

feasble. A ]i:hocl)ugh this discussion refers to ZnSebased QD s, other regions of param eter space can
be explored by em ploying sam iconductors ofdi erent bandgap .Aswew illdiscussin Section 6, we
believe that com pact hybrid organ ic-inorgan ic nanostructures @] are very prom ising candidates for
the experin ental realization of the setup proposed here. In this case, the typical distance between
QD s should be of the sam e order as their size: In ZnSe, the Bohr radiis of the three din ensional
W annier exciton ap 35A, hence QD s wih radii of about 50A w ill considerably increase the
binding energy of these excitons. If these dots are placed In an organic m atrix separated by a
distance of the sam e order, we should be abl to perform the appropriate quantum operations
required in the telgportation process of the excitonic state j i. Even though the structures that
we are considering have a dephasihg tin e of order 10 ! s, QD s wih stronger con nem ent are
expected to have even am aller coupling to phonons giving the possbility form uch longer intrinsic
coherence tin es.

In sum m ary, we have proposed a practical in plem entation ofa sam iconductor quantum telepor—
tation device, exploiting current levels of optical control in coupled Q D s. Furthemm ore the analysis
suggests that several thousand quantum ocom putation operations m ay in principle be perform ed
before decoherence takes place.

5 Quantum logic with an NM R based nanostructure sw itch

Here we propose a novel solid-state based m echanisn for quantum com putation. The essential
system is a nuclar soin % In purity placed at the center ofa 2 electrons QD 1n the presence of an
extemal perpendicularm agnetic eld B . T hese electrons undergo abrupt ground-state transitions
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as the B — eld is changed. T he di erent ground states have very di erent charge distributions and

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

hyper ne coupling and hence tune the nuclkar resonance frequency. T his allow s one to e ectively

select out one such dot from an array, and the sam em echanisn m ay also allow an electron-m ediated
Interaction between nuclei n di erent dots. The proposal is m otivated by recent experin ental
results which dem onstrated the optical detection of an NM R signal n both single QD s @] and
doped bulk sem iconductors ]. Hence the underlying nuclkar soins in the QD s can indeed be
controlled w ith optical techniques, via the electron-nuclus coupling. In addition, the experim ental
results of A shoori et al. ] and others, have dem onstrated that few electron (ie. N 2) dots
can be prepared, and their m agic num ber transitions m easured as a function of m agnetic eld.
The requiram ents for the present proposal are therefore com patible with current experin ental
capabilities and the com plications associated w ith voltage gates or electron transgport of other
known proposals Refs. {[3,[L3)) are avoided by providing an alltoptical system .

51 TheM odel

A swem entioned brie y before, our m odel considers an array of silicon-based N  electron QD s in
which In puriy atom s (qhuclear spin %) are placed at the center ofeach QD (see discussion below ).
O rdinary silicon (¢831) has zero nuckar soin, hence i is possble to construct the QD s such that
no nuckar spins are present other than that carried by the in purity nuclki, say *°C . Since carbon
is an isoelectronic in purity In silicon, no Coulomb eld is generated by this I purity. Hence the
electronic structure of the bare Q D s is essentially unperturbed by the presence of the carbon atom .
Suppose the quantum dots are quasi two-din ensional 2D ), contain N = 2 electrons, and are
under the action of the B — eld. T he Jateral con ning potential n such quasi?2D QD s is typically
parabolic to a good approxin ation: the electrons, w ith e ective m assm , are con ned by the har-
m onjcpotentjal%m ! g;irz, where ! y;; is in generaldi erent foreach dot (seeFig. 10). W e consider
two ocon gurations in which all of the electrons in the QD s are con ned to the @) z = 0;d;2d; :::
plnes Fig. 10(@)) and ) z= 0 plne Fig. 10(c)). The latter schem e is particularly in portant
because it both facilitates the individualaddressability ofthe qubitsand o ersa con guration that
could be exploited for perform ing a large num ber of parallel quantum gates (see Fig. 11). Forboth
of the con gurations the repulsion between electrons is m odelled by an inverse-square Interaction
r 2 which Jeads to the sam e ground-state physics as a bare Coulomb interaction r * @], m ore—
over, such a non-Coulomb form m ay actually bem ore realistic due to the presence of in age charges
@]. These con gurations are considered in such a way that there is not interdot tunnelling. In
such system s we have two combined e ects which are exploited to perform oconditional quantum
logic gates. First, we have the intra-dot interaction between electrons in the same QD and their
coupling to the nuclar qubits. T his Interaction produces jum ps In the relative angularm om entum
m of the two-elkctron ground state with ncreasing B . W e have shown that these Jimps In m
cause jum ps in the am ount of hyper ne splitting in the nuclkar spin of the in purity atom , hence
providing a sw tching m echanian for the nuclarelkctron soin transitions @]. Second, we have the
correlation between neighbouring dots, ie. the interdot Interaction between elctrons in di erent
QODs (seeFigs. 10() and 10(c)) . Aswe w ill see below , this is the m ain m echanisn responsible for
the qubit control given here.

5.2 H am iltonians and results

Let us analize the theoretical fram ew ork for the sw itching m echanisn and the ability to tune the
electron-nucleus coupling given here. The H am ittonian that m odels the electron soin-nuclkar soin
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Figure 10: Schem atic ofthedoubleQD system . Each QD contains2 electrons. (@) Con guration 1, vertically
arranged QD s w ith the nuclear im purity qubits and the electrons in dots j and j+ 1. () Hustration of
the inter-dot correlation for electrons (j+ 1;2), and (j;1). Note that the separation between electrons in
di erent dots is given in tem s of the distances Iis 1; ri; jand d. The distance d does not correspond
w ith the real scale of the system (see text). (c) Con guration 2, in-plane QD s: schem atic of the interdot
correlation for electrons (J+ 1;2), and (§;1). In this case, all of the dots are con ned to the z = 0 plane.
T he dot centers, w here the nuclar in purities are located, are separated by a constant distance d.

dynam ics of the single Q D s descrbed before, when there is no interaction between them , is given
byH = Ho+ V [B4], wih

X2
Ho=Hzet Hzeemani V = C I S () ; 16)
-1

w here H . Includes the orbital degrees of freedom of the two-electron QD In a perpendicularm ag—
netic eld and H g eenm an 0Orresponds to the individual electron spins and nuclear spin interaction
w ith them agnetic eld. T he Fem icontact hyper ne coupling ofthe nuckar spin w ith the electron

soins is expressed by V. in Eqg. (16), where the electron-nuclus hyper ne Interaction strength is
given by C = % e nhzj z= 0)%,wih (z= 0) the shgk-elkctron wavefiinction evaluated at the
QD plne, ¢ () istheelctronic (huclkar) gyrom agnetic ratio and S (I) isthe electron (nuclear)
son. The electron location in the QD plane is denoted by the 2D vector r . Follow ing Ref. @],
H 5e splits up into com m uting center-ofm ass (CM ) m otion and relative m otion (rel) contrdbutions,
for which exact eigenvalues and eigenvectors can be obtained analytically. T he electron-electron
Interaction only a ects the relative m otion. T he eigenstates of H can be expressed as linear com —
binations of states labeled as JjIz ;N ;M ;n;m ;S;Sz i, whereN and M @ and m ) are the Landau
and angular m om entum numbers for the CM (relative m otion) coordinates; S and Sy represent
the total electron spin and is z-com ponent, whik I; represents the z-com ponent of the carbon
nuckar spin. Consider the twoelectron system in its ground state, ie. N = M = 0, n = 0;
m determ ines the orbial symm etry while S = 0;1 represents the singlkt and triplt spin states
respectively. N eglecting the o -diagonal orbital coupling temm s of the hyper ne interaction V , the
energy associated with the totalHam iltonian H iSE = Ecy + Ere1t Egin, whereEcy € re1)
denotes the CM (rel) electron orbital energy contribution and E g1, refers to the eigenvalues of
the spin H am itonian of the electronicnuclear system . In the presence of the B — eld, the low lying
energy lkvels allhaven = 0 and m < 0. The relative angular m om entum m of the two-electron
ground state jum ps In valie w ith Increasing B (see Refs. @]) . Theparticular sequence ofm values
depends on the electron soin because of the overall antisym m etry of the tw oelectron waveflinction
@]. For exam ple, only odd values ofm arise if the B — eld is su ciently large for the soin wave-

function to be symm etric (the spatial wavefunction is then antisym m etric). T he electron-nuclkus
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coupling depends on the wavefiinction valie at the nuclkeus and henceonm . The jimpsin m will
therefore cause jum ps in the am ount of hyper ne splitting in the nuclear spin of the carbon atom .
T he nuclear spin-electron spin e ective coupling a ecting the resonance frequency !, . ofthe

carbon nuclkus is given by
1
m)= W 7 am)
p
where 1 = h=m ! is the e ective m agnetic length, the e ective frequency is given by ! =
q 2
=1

!§+4!S,!c=eB=m is the cyclotron frequency. The tetm [ = m2+h!(§J * absorbs the

)
e ects of the electron-electron Interaction and 1o = h=m ! is the oscillator length. Hence, the
e ective spin Ham iltonian H g has the form

Hs=Am)[@:S +IS4)+2I;S;] nBIz+ BSz ; 18)

whereA m ) = %C (m ) represents a B -dependent hyper ne coupling. W e note that the rst tem
of the hyper ne interaction In Eq. (18) corresponds to the dynam ic part responsble or nuclkar-
electron ip- op soin transitions while the second tem describes the static shift of the electronic
and nuclear spin energy levels.

E lectrons In the singlt state (S = 0) are not coupled to the nuclkus. In this case, the nuckar
resonance frequency is given by the undopedQD NMR signalh! , .. = ;B .Forelctron triplkt
states, the nuclear resonance signal corresponds to a transition w here the electron spin isuna ected
by a radio-frequency exciation pulse whereas the nuckar soin experiencesa . This occurs for
the transition between states j ;1; liand ji= g j;1; 1li+ e 3j ;1;0i. Theooe cientsc; and
¢ can be obtained analytically by diagonalizing the H am iltonian given in Eq. (18). Hence

h i1
2

h! =3Am)+3i(n IB+1 BR@)+ (o+ JBF+8A%Mm) °: (19)

NM R

N

Sihce «>> ,,h! . nB + 2A (m ) which ilustrates the dependence of the NM R signal on
the e ective B -dependent hyper ne interaction.

Figure 11 (@) show s the e ective coupling (m ) between the two-electron gas and nuclus as
a function of the ratio between the cyclotron frequency and the ham onic oscillator frequency.
(TheCM isin isground state). For silicon, C=1(2) = 60M Hz. ForB — eld values w here the electron
ground state isa soin singlkt m even) no coupling ispresent. T he strength ofthe e ective coupling
decreases as the B — eld increases due to the larger spatial extension of the relative wavefiinction
at higherm values, ie. the electron density at the centre of the dot becom es sm aller. The B — eld
provides a very sensitive control param eter for controlling the electronnucleus e ective Interaction.
In particular, we note the large abrupt variation of ) for :—; 23 where the electron ground
state is perform Ing a transition from a spin triplt state m = 1) to a soin triplet state m = 3).
T his ability to tune the electron-nuclkus coupling underlies the present proposal foran NM R -based
switch.

W e also give an additionalm ethod for extermally controlling the nuckuselctron e ective cou—
pling using optics @]: in the presence of infrared (IR) radiation incident on the QD , the CM
wavefunction will be altered since the CM m otion absorbs IR radiation. (T he relative m otion
rem ains una ected in accordance w ith K ohn’s theorem ). By considering the CM transition from
the ground state N = 0;M = 0ito theexcited state N = 1;M = 1i, which becom es the strongest
transition in high B — elds, we get the new soin-soin coupling term given by

1+ 5
2

L, )= fn) : (20)
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Figure 11: (a) Variation ofthe electron spin nuckus spin e ective coupling (m ) asa function of ,'—; . The
42
center-ofm assm otion rem ains In is ground state. T he electron repulsion strength is given by h_!loo = 390.
T he sequence of transitions is given by (in 3S) = £(0;0); @;1); 3;1); 6;1);::g. () Relative varation of
_a2
the e ective nuclar m agnetic resonance frequency of the carbon in puriy nuclus. hfll; = 30. Sold line
corresponds to center-ofm ass in the ground state. D ashed line corresponds to centerofm ass In the 1rst

excited state after absorption of IR light.

1+ n

Hence the nuclkar spin-electron spin coupling is renom alized by the factor ——*- in the presence of
IR radiation. Figure 11 (o) show s the relative variation of !, . wih respect to the undoped QD
NMR signal, ie. ! . = W (solid line) as a function of the frequency ratio 1<. The
Jum ps In the carbon nuckus resonance are abrupt, reaching 25% in the absence of IR radiation.
This allow s a rapid tuning on and o resonance of an incident radio-frequency pulse. The NM R
signal in regions of soin-singlet states rem ains unaltered. M oreover, the nuckar spin is being
controlled by radio-frequency pulses which are extemally In posed, thereby o ering a signi cant
advantage over schem es w hich need to fabricate and control electrostatic gates near to the qubits,
such as Refs. [3, [J]. Tum mating the QD with IR light will shift the frequencies !, . (see
dashed line in F ig. 11 (o)) hence providing further alloptical control of the nuclear qubit. A crucial
aspect of the present proposal is the capability to m anijpulate individual nuclkar soins. A lloptical
NM R measuram ents in sem iconductor nanostructures @, ] together w ith local optical probe
experin ents are quickly approaching such a level of nesse.

N ext, ket us consider the siuation of a system of K dots which interact w ith each other: the

new Ham iltonian associated w ith this con guration (seeFig. 10) isH = Ho+ V,wih

X @ : X2 : X x2
Ho= H,o nBIF+ BSE ; v=C I $ (o )+ Vinter 1)

=1 =1 =1 =1

where S;; (I;) isthe spin polarization of electron (hucleus) n dot i. The location of electron

nthei thQD isdenotedby r; . The rsttem In Eq. 21) representsthe i th two-electron QD
w ith a perpendicularB — e]dﬂ, w hich ilncludesthe intra-dot Interaction Vintra ), while the others give
the nuclear and the electron-spin Zeam an energies In dot i (z indicates the com ponent of these spin

5 2(;) Hc(lb)4 + Hr(:l+ Vintra 1S given, within a symm etric gauge, by HZ(: = @y +2A;Ry ) =4m +
2 2 2 . . . 2 . 1
m !$R 5 jz+ P;;, * %Ai(ri; ) =m +mT!i;0]fi; :?r+ Fin1 Tizd® withRy = 7 (Cin + rig), Py = Pyt Pipr
1
riy; = rip  Tip,andp;, = 5 Pip Pip
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operators). The second tem of Eqg. (21) give the Ferm i contact hyper ne coupling of the nuclear
son ofdot iw ith the electron spin  in the sam e dot and Viyter represents the inter-dot interaction
between electrons in neighbouring QD s. The nuclar spin control is perform ed by the interdot
coupling Vinter due to the interaction between electrons in neighbouring dots. This m echanian
(rather than the direct dipoledipole interaction between the nuclki) isthe regponsble for the qubit
control In the present proposal. In the case of con guration 1 Fig. 10@)), we have

G

,=ljri+l; rj_;:?-}'dz

®
inter —
i=1

\Y%

; 22)

where ry, 1, n; i+ 1; r;, L, g; |, . Wewillassum e that the separation between
neighbouring QD s is such that ¥y 1, 1, ¥ < d?. Thism eans that the square of the xy plne
separation betw een electrons In neighbouring dots (see Fig. 10 o) forthe case ofekectrons (j+ 1;2),
and (j;1)) is Jess than the square of the vertical ssparation between such dots (d2), as illistrated in
Fig. 10 o). Hence, them Inin um value ford is determ ined by the largest xy proction ofelectrons
In neighbouring dots, which roughly corresponds to the sum of the radii of such dots. The case of
con guration 2 (Figs. 10(c) and 11) has

@ ¥ %
V, = —— ; @23)
e =1 ;-1 FHL 5, ¥

w here the Inplane vectors r;; are de ned as above.

521 Singlequbit rotations

Singl qubit rotations, eg. the Hadam ard transform ation Uy , can be perform ed by rotating the
single nuclear qubit of resonant frequency !; via the application of RF pulses at the appropriate
frequency for a given duration and am plitude ofthe B — eld. T he coherence tin e ofthe nuclear spins
is estim ated by m easuring their T; and T, relaxation tim es, ie. their nuclar spin— P relaxation
tin es and the rate of loss of phase coherence between the qubits regpectively. In the silicon-based
nanostructures considered here, T1 can be estin ated n the 1 10 hour range ] forT < 4K
and B < 1 T).In isotopically puri ed 28Si, SiP linew dthsare < 1 M Hz, which gives for T, tin es
greater than 05 m s E]. In our case, the ekctrostatically neutral character of the im purity atom
3¢ (and the fact that the silicon nuclei surrounding it have no nuckar spin) m akes the carbon
nuclear soin state very e ectively shielded from the environm ent and hence we would expect to
have far longer T, tin es than the (charged) donor nucleim entioned above.

522 TheC NOT gate

T he Interdot Interaction potentials given by Egns. (22) and 23) produce the necessary nuclkar
qubit coupling for reliable im plem entation ofthe tw o—qub it gates required for quantum com putation.
In doing so, the Ham ittonian H hasK = 2 and conditional quantum dynam ics can be perform ed
basad on the selective driving of spin resonances of the two im purity nuclar qubits, say I;, and I,
In this system oftwo coupled QD s (see Fig. 10). T he interaction potentials are given by
RS e ¥

inter _:leZ; rl;:?'l'd2 ’ inter .:leZ; r1;3ra

’ ’

\Y%

24)

In these schem es, the orthonom al com putation basis of sihgle qubits £1; Jlig is represented by
the soin down and up of the In purity nucki. The QD s do not need to be identical In size. The
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Figure 12: Scaling up Con guration 2 (See Fig. 10 (c)): The K dots of the system are con ned to the
z= 0 plane. W ithin the entire ensem ble of dots, the B — eld is able to locally address: (@) shgle QD s, asin
the case of one qubit rotations and () doublk dots (eg. the jand j+ 1 dots in the gure) as required in
the case of two-qubit logic gates. T he dot centers, w here the nuclkar in purities are located, are separated
by constant distances d; and d;.

coupling between QD s gives an addiionalm agic num ber transition as a function of B — eld which
can be usad for selective sw itching betw een dots, ie. since the ground state sw itchesback and forth
betw een product states and entangled states @], the resonant frequency for transitionsbetween the
states Pi; and jli of one nuclear spIn (target qubit) dependson the state of the other one (control
qubi). In thisway, such coupled QD s can be used to generate the conditionalC-NO T gate. The
quantum com puting schem e proposed here could be easily scalable to Jarge quantum inform ation
processors: QD swould be individually addressed via the action of an appropriate B—eld. This is
shown in Fig. 12, where the B 4,541 eld is assum ed to be locally addressing the qubits jand j+ 1
from the entire ensam bl ofdots. Even ifthe QD array is irregular, onem ay stillbe able to perform
the solid-state equivalent ofthe bulk/ensam ble NM R com puting recently reported in Ref. @]. The
coupling of the qubits to an extemal reservoir and the task of controlling the quantum coherence of
the proposed system are currently being addressed @]. H owever, and as we discussed below , due
to the exosptionally low decoherence rates of these nuclear qubits, the required RF pulses would
allow usto perform a su cient num ber of single qubi rotations and two-qubit gates for realizing
\usefi1l" quantum com puting tasks (eg. the G rover algorithm ) before the system decoheres.

6 Concluding rem arks

W e would lke to highlight som e aspects of the choice of m aterials and experin ental param eters
for the In plam entation of the system s considered here. R egarding the experin ental requirem ents
for building the excitonic setup proposed in Section 2 we point out that hybrid organic-inorganic
nanostructureswould be very good candidates @] since they provide usw ith large radius W annier—
M ott) exciton states In the inorganic m aterial and sn alkradiis (Frenkel) exciton states in the
organic oneﬂ. Hence the hybrid m aterial w ill be characterized by a radius dom inated by their
W annier com ponent and by an oscillator strength dom inated by their Frenkel com ponent. This
m eans that the desirable properties of both the organic and the inorganic m aterial are brought
together to overcom e basic lin itations which arise if each one acts separately. Follow Ing recent
resuls @], if we consider a system oftwo or three QD s (@s required In the present proposal) of
an inorganic ITV Im aterial (eg. the extensively studied ZnSe or ZnCdSe), embedded in bulk-

®T here are two m odels conventionally used to classify excitons: the an allradius Frenkel exciton m odel and the
largeradiis W annierM ott exciton m odel. Frenkel excitons in organic crystals have radii com parable to the lattice
constant a 5A . W annier excitons in sem iconductor quantum wells have large Bohr radii: ag 100A in ITIV
m aterials (eg. GaA A s) and ag 30A in IV Iones (eg. ZnSe).
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like organic crystalline m aterial (eg. tetracene, perylene, fiillerene, PTCDA ) where their Frenkel
and W annier excitons are In resonance w ith each other, we would expect a strong hybridization

between these excitons, which m eans a greater W annier exciton delocalization or F orster hopping.

To achieve this, the typical distance between QD s should be of the sam e order as their size: In

ZnSe, the Bohr radiis of the three dim ensionalW annier exciton ag 35A , hence QD sw ith radiiof
about 50A w ill considerably Increase the binding energy of these excitons. If these dots are placed

In an organic m atrix (as discussed above) separated by a distance of the sam e order, we should

be ablk to dbserve the entangled states proposed here. T here has recently being an experin ental
observation of photon antdbbunching from an arti cialatom (@ single CdSe/ZnS quantum dot) @],

ie. the detection of quantum correlations am ong photons from a single quantum dot. W e note that

the statistical properties of resonance uorescence from the ensem ble ofQ D s proposed in Section 2

should likew ise give raise to a signature associated w ith excionic state entanglem ent. T heoretical
details of this m ultidot excitonic signature w illbe reported elsew here p31.

Regarding the NM R setup ofthe above section, therem ay be a naturalway to m ake a quantum
dot in silicon w ith a single C atom inside it. C atom sare known to act asnucleation centers for SiG e
quantum dots (see eg. Ref. @]) . Another possibility would be to consider an isolated 2°Si (spin
1/2 and natural abundance 4.7% ) at the center of a 283ibased QD . T he isoelectronic character
of the I purity is renforoed but possbl puri cation procedures could be harder to in plem ent.
T he m ore realistic situation of a non-centered im purity, ie. when the In purity atom isaway from
the QD center, willm odify the discontinuity strengths of the electron-nuclkus coupling since this
coupling is a ected by the densiy of probability of the CM wavefunction at the im purity site
]; however the m ain e ects discussed In the present proposal rem ain the sam e. For a typical
N = 2 ekctrons QD wih 30 nm of diam eter, lateral con ning potential ! = 82 102 s !t
h'!'po= 54meV), and low tem peratures (T < 1K) @],we would expect a singkttripkt transition
m;S)= ©0;0) 7T (1;1) atB 13 T, orthe tripkttripkt transition (1;1) 7 (3;1) at B 64 T.
If the hamm onic potential is such that h!g= 11 m &V (see Ref. @]) the above transitions would
beexpected at B - eldsof03 T and 14 T, regpectively. For this system , we can estin ate the lower
Iim it of the \gating tim e" 4, ie. the tin e for the execution of an individual quantum gate: since
the energy splitting of the two nuclar qubits, ie. the value of the energy di erence between the
next excited state and the ground singlkt and triplet states of our two-electron system E 03
m eV, the Iower Iim it of 4 is

g = 1lps: @5)

Therefore, as long as the gating tine 4 is longer than, say, 0.1 ns, the QD is well isolated, so
that the higher excited states can be safely neglected, and the gating action can be considered
adiabatic. T he num ber of elem entary operations that could in principlk be perform ed on a single
nuclar qubit before it decoheres is dsc 10. This gure ofm erit should be m ore than enough
to satisfy the current criteria for quantum error correction schem es since fault-tolerant quantum
com putation has been shown to be successfiil if the decoherence tin e is 10*° 1@ tin es the gating
tim e. F nally, there is the im portant issue of the soin m easurem ents that have to be In plem ented
for either the input or the readout of single spin qubis. This process m ust be rapid enough to
avoid decoherence ofthe qubits: optical NM R techniques for reading the nput/output of these soin
states are currently approaching such a level of nesse @, ]. O ther m echanisn s or m easuring
these soin states are also currently under intensive experin ental study @].

The solid state NM R proposal given here is not in principle Iim ited to N = 2 electrons: gen—
eralizations @] of the present angular m om entum transitions arise for N > 2. It was pointed
out recently @] that the spin con gurations in m any-electron QD s could be explained in term s of
Just twoelectron singlet and triplet states. T herefore, the present resultsm ay occur in QD s w ith
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N > 2.

Tt is worth noting that our proposal is not based upon the possibility of applying a localized
m agnetic eld to a single quantum dot. The procedure to swich the NM R frequency of a single
nuclkar spin isbased upon the m agic num ber transitions w hich can be in plem ented by an extended
m agnetic eld. It is the localhyper ne electron-nuckus coupling w thin each quantum dot which
can be tuned by such m agic num ber transitions. T his isthe m ain point of our proposal: the control
ofthe Iocalhyper ne coupling by an extended m agnetic eld m ay be used to perform single nuclear
soin m anipulation aswell as the solid-state equivalent ofthebulk/ensem bl Iiquid NM R com puting
(see Ref. @]), for an array of either identical or non-indentical quantum dots. Sin ilarto the NM R
liuid experim ents, the quantum dot NM R resonance is determm ined by local e ects: In our case
these are dom Inated by electron ground-state transitions. At the present, there is a tram endous
m otivation to perform the setup proposed In our work: rst, Rabi oscillations have not yet been
experin entally dem onstrated in QD s, and we believe that our setup o ers an excellent opportuniy
for doing so. A s discussed, the ground state energies of QD sw ih N electrons In the presence of
m agnetic elds, the ones required for our proposal, have already been experim entally studied (see
eg. Refs. @, @]) . Seocond, there is the possbility of perform ing quantum logic gates w ith very
low deooherence rates. W e also would like to note that the m agic num ber transitions considered
here require a relaxation process of the electron system to achieve the new ground state, ie. the
changes In the B — eld (which change the hyper ne coupling and hence tune the nuclkar resonance
frequency) m ust be done adiabatically to be abl to perform the jim ps in the angular m om entum
quantum num ber. T his electron relaxation is com patible w ith the requirem ent of m aintaining the
quantum coherence due to the fact that inform ation is stored in the nuclkar spin qubi. It iswell
know n that the nuclkar spin relaxation tin es are several orders of m agniude longer than electron
relaxation tin es. T herefore, electrons In the quantum dot can evolve to a new ground state before
any environm entally-induced contam ination a ects the nuclkar spin state.

To summ arize, we have shown that sem iconductor nanostructures can be exploited in order to
realize altoptical quantum entanglem ent schem es, even in the presence of noisy environm ents. A
scheam e for quantum telgportation of excitonic states has also been proposed. In addition, we have
presented a solid state NM R -based m echanisn for perform ing reliable quantum com putation.
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