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Abstract. Spin-orbit qubit (SOQ) is the dressed spin by the orbital degree of freedom through a strong
spin-orbit coupling (SOC). We show that Coulomb interaction between two electrons in quantum dots
located separately in two nanowires can efficiently induce quantum entanglement between two SOQs. But
to achieve the highest possible value for two SOQs concurrence, strength of SOC and confining potential for
the quantum dots should be tuned to an optimal ratio. The physical mechanism to achieve such quantum
entanglement is based on the feasibility of the SOQ responding to the external electric field via an intrinsic

electric dipole spin resonance.

1 Introduction

Entanglement of particles now has been considered as a
quantum resource to implement protocols of quantum in-
formation processing [1,2]. To achieve quantum entangle-
ment for various kinds of qubits is a central task in quan-
tum information science and technology [3,4]. With very
strong spin-orbit coupling (SOC), an electron spin be-
comes the so-called spin-orbit qubit (SOQ) [5,6], which has
been experimentally implemented in quantum nanowires.
Its bit states essentially are two dressed spin states incor-
porating with the orbital degree of freedom (DOF), and
thus could feasibly respond to both electric and magnetic
fields. In this sense quantum manipulations on SOQ can
be achieved via electron-dipole spin resonance [7,8].

With those existing progresses, we will face with a
crucial task: how to efficiently achieve entanglement of
two SOQs? To this end we refer to our previous inves-
tigations to create inter-spin entanglement through SOC
incorporating with Coulomb interaction [9]. Notice that
the Coulomb interaction can be viewed as an electric field
acting on one electron, depending on the state of another
electron. This implies that the SOQs can also feasibly re-
spond to the Coulomb interaction and thus cause a cor-
related motion of two SOQs for generating quantum en-
tanglement between SOQs. In reference [9], a scheme was
proposed to create entanglement between two local spins
(rather than the SOQs) in two 2D quantum dots mediated
with SOC.

In this paper, we study an alternative scheme to gen-
erate entanglement between two SOQs through Coulomb
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interaction. We will show that this Coulomb interaction
mediated entanglement can be optimized by tuning the
strength of SOC: it is not the case the stronger the SOC
is, higher the entanglement is. More specifically, we con-
sider a low dimensional system made up by two electrons
which are separately confined in two paralleled nanowires
and are subjected to a weakly external magnetic field.
By treating the magnetic field as perturbation and mod-
eling the Coulomb interaction linearly nearby the equi-
librium point, we derive an effective Hamiltonian for two
SOQs, with two qubits flip-flop induced by the Coulomb
interaction. It is found that the flip-flop rate as well
as two qubits entanglement (concurrence) change non-
monotonically with respect to SOC strength, and they can
be optimized by manipulating SOC. This discovery largely
modifies the intuitionistic observation that stronger cou-
pling is more helpful in creating highly entangled many
body states.

This paper is organized as follows: in Section 2 we
model the Coulomb interaction as a linear coupling for two
electrons trapped in two quantum dots which are located
in two parallel nanowires. In Section 3, we elucidate sub-
spaces that can be used to encode SOQ under a limiting
situation where magnetic field can be treated as pertur-
bation to orbital motions as well as SOC. In Section 4, we
discuss the generation of the correlated flip-flop processes
of two qubits as mediated by the Coulomb interaction,
and derive the effective Hamiltonian for SOQs encoded
using nearly degenerated ground states. Then we study
entanglement in the two SOQs system by calculating sys-
tem dynamics as well as time evolution of concurrence.
Conclusions and further remarks are given in Section 5.
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Fig. 1. Schematic of two electrons confined in quantum dots
which are located separately in two 1D parallel nanowires.
Electrodes beside nanowires provide harmonic traps for elec-
trons. Those trapping potentials are represented by red
parabolic curves.

2 Model setup for two parallel nanowires

We consider two parallel 1D nanowires placed along x-axis
in the z-z plane. Due to strong nanowire confinement
in the y-z plane, the electrons can only freely move in
the x direction [10]. Two electrons are confined by biased
electrodes aside each nanowire [11,12], as schematically
plotted in Figure 1. By treating the confining potentials
as harmonic traps, we can write down the Hamiltonian for
the two electrons with SOCs as follows:

2
p‘ x z
H= Z 27Jn+Vj+OéjUjpj+MjUj + Ve (1)
j=1,2

Here, 7 = 1,2 indicates the confined electron in nanowire
at the front or the rear; m is electron effective mass; p;
and x; are momentum and coordinate for the jth elec-
tron, respectively. We take the external trap to be of har-
monic oscillator, i.e., V; = mw?2?/2, and ; is character-
istic oscillator frequency of the trap; o is the Dresselhaus
SOC strength and 2, is the Zeeman splitting for jth elec-
tron [13]. V. is Coulomb interaction between two electrons

e2

Ve= .
477505”/(3:1 —x9)% + (21 — 22)?

Let [; = +/h/(mw;) be the characteristic length of
harmonic trap and zy be the separation between two
nanowires. In the case of strong confinement, i.e., [; < zo,
V. can be further simplified [9]. Specifically, we replace
z1 — z2 in V. by zp and expand equation (2) around
x1 — x2 = 0. Then the potential is written up to second
order of 1 — x2 as:

(2)

1
Ver Vo — ymwi(en = 22)7, (3)
where Vy = €2/ (4mepe,20) and w. = \/Vo/(mz3).
With above approximation, the system reduces to

two coupled harmonic oscillators with SOC, with the
Hamiltonian

2
_ pj 1 2,2 2
H= g om + 2mwjxj Jrajafpj + ,ujoj + mwzizTo.

o (1)

Eur. Phys. J. B (2014) 87: 140

Here, we have ignored the constant term Vj and defined
wj = \/ GJ? —w?. For w; to be a physically meaningful

parameter, one requires that I; < \/hw;/Vyzo such that
wj > We.
In terms of the bosonic creation and annihilation op-

T

erators a; and aj, p; and z; are rewritten as p; =

i\/hwjm/2(a; —aj)and z; = \/h/(2mwj)(a;+aj), respec-
tively. Thus the system Hamiltonian equation (4) becomes
H= Zj:1,2(Hj,0 + Hj,l) + V, where

1 . T
Hjo = hw; (a;aj + 2) + i (a; - aj> oy, (5)

V=g (aI + a1> (a; + a2> , (6)

and Hj1 = pjo;. In the above equations, §; =
\/mhw;/2a; are the rescaled SOC strength and we have
introduced the coupling constant g = hw?/(2/wiws).

3 Dressed spin qubit in magnetic field

The existence of SOC in Hj couples spatial motion of
each electron to its internal spin DOF. Therefore, it pro-
vides us with an active method to manipulate spin states
of electrons via controlling over their spatial DOF [14,15].
In this section, we study the driven SOC system in the
limit where p; < hw; and p; < &, i.e., the strong SOC
dominates over the Zeeman effect.

First, let us analyze the energy level configuration
of Hj o. The two fold degenerated eigenvectors of H; o with
the corresponding eigenvalues Ej,, = hw;(n — 17 +1/2)
are [n, 1); = [ —ing,n);| 1); and |n, |); = lin;, n);| 1);-
Here, |a,n); = D;(a)|n); is displaced Fock state created
by the displaced operator

Dj(a) = "0 (7)
for jth electron [16]; n;, = &;/(hw;) is reduced SOC
strength; | T (l)); are eigenstates of of with eigenval-
ues 1, respectively. The following analyses are identical
for both electrons, thus we will omit sub-index j for the
clarity of presentation in rest of this section.

As shown in Figure 2a, applying a magnetic field per-
pendicular to the nanowire will mix | T) with | |) and
lift the previously degenerated levels. Generally the level
splitting will be proportional to the strength of the ap-
plied field in weak field limit. In fact, the lowest two split
levels has been used to encode a SOQ [7].

In order to find out the level splitting as well as wave
functions for the dressed spin, we apply degenerate state
perturbation theory on H; by treating e = u/(fw) as a
small parameter [17]. Since o* flips | 1) to | |}, the diagonal
matrix elements (n, s|Hi|n, s) vanish, where s stands for 7
or |, and off-diagonal elements are:

(n, s|Hi|n, —s) = pe™"" Ly, (4n?). (8)

Here, L, (z) is Laguerre polynomials [18].
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Fig. 2. (a) Energy level structures of a spin with SOC in a weak
magnetic field: two parabolas indicate the different harmonic
traps felt by electron with spin states | 1) or | |). Black lines
inside parabolas denote the eigenstates of Hp, which are the
spin dependent displaced Fock states. When H; is introduced,
each two degenerated levels split as shown on the right. An
SOQ can be encoded into the nearly degenerate ground states
|¢o,+). Transition between two qubit’s basis can be achieved
via external ac electric driving, which is shown by wavy arrows.
The off-resonant transitions (red arrows) can be ignored under
resonant driving. (b) Two SOQs are coupled by the linearized
Coulomb interaction, the Coulomb interaction here is of the
same role as the ac field in the single qubit case. However,
only transitions between two pairs of basis are allowed due to
generalized parity selection rules.

In the two dimensional subspace spanned by
{In, 1), In, 1)}, Hy is then written as:
Hy = pe™" Ly (4n?)(jn, 1) (n, | [+ hee).  (9)

The orthonormal eigenstates of above two-by-two matrix
are |n,+) = \}2(|n,T> + |n,])), and the corresponding
eigenvalues are:

SE, + = £pe 2" L, (4n%), (10)
respectively. From the zeroth order wave function |n, £),
we can use the perturbation method to obtain the eigen-
values of Hy + H; as:

En,i — En + (SEn,iv (11)

where the first order correction §F,, + is given by equa-

tion (10). The explicit calculation of the first order eigen-
functions |¢511)i) are given in Appendix A. Two states

with lowest energies Ey + are denoted by [|0) = |¢E)1)7>
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and |1)
Appendix A.

Energy splitting between |1) and |0) is given by A =
§Eo.4+ — 6Eo - = 2pexp(—2n?) < hw since € < 1. hw
is level spacing between two nearest unperturbed levels.
If all relevant interactions are approximately in resonant
with |0) and |1), then the two states can be used to en-
code quantum information as an SOQ. Aside from this,
it worths to remark another property of the SOQ. We
notice that |n,=+) looks similar to even and odd coher-
ent states [19,20], which process definite parities when
the arguments of displacement operator are purely imag-
inary. Here, as the direction of displacement in |n,£) are
entangled with spin orientations, they are eigenstates of
following generalized parity (GP) operator

|¢8_)F>, which are explicitly written out in

A= Io*, (12)
where IT is the usual parity operator defined by IT? = 1
and IT|z) = |—xz) [21]. p, z and 0® are odd under A, which
means {A,p} = 0, etc., and A commutes with Hy + H;.
Therefore, SOQ basis |0) and |1) can be simultaneously
eigenstates of A, i.e., 4|0) = —|0) and A|1) = |1). Further-

more, as shown in Appendix B, |¢(1) ) and |¢£Llll)7) have

the GPs that are different from |¢(1) ) and |¢§;14)-1,+>-

This property of |¢n,i> then indicates following selec-
tion rules. First, for ac magnetic field driving in the z
direction, the below transitions are forbidden:

16505 o 100 a1 e [640%) < (68 5 )

since o* is even under A, i.e., [H1,A] = 0. Second, for
driving that involves the parity odd operator at + a o x,
e.g., ac electric field driving in the x direction, following
transitions are forbidden:

[$k) = 168 o i)y 65k) <

(13)

|¢n+2m 1 :F> (14)

4 Entanglement between two SOQS

After elucidating the level structures and defining SOQ
basis in previous section, now we study how Coulomb in-
teraction between two electrons can be used to facilitate
entanglement between SOQs. To this end, we calculate
the matrix elements of the linearized Coulomb interaction
equation (6) in the basis of two SOQs subspace spanned
by {/00), 01), [10), [11)}, where [MN) = [M); @ |N).
As shown in Appendix C, up to second order in ¢;,
matrix elements of the Coulomb interaction are given by:

(NI No|V M My) = (~1)NFN2g o 8w J, (15)

where N =0 (1) if N =1 (0), and the two qubits effective
flip-flop strength J is obtained as:
—2(nf+n3)

J = 16gei€aminqe (16)

Existence of exponential decay term in J indicates a non-
monotone behavior with respect to SOC. In fact, as shown
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Fig. 3. (a) Coulomb interaction induced SOQs effective flip-
flop strength J as a function of rescaled SOC strength & =
&2 = £. (b) Time evolution of two SOQs’ wave function |(t))
under resonant condition A; = Az and [1(0)) = [10). Red and
black lines are [{01]1(¢))]* and [(10]1(t))|?, respectively. Solid
lines are calculated from equation (17), while dashed lines are
exact result from equation (4). (¢) Minimal time T needed to
complete a two qubits basis flip in resonant case as a func-
tion of the rescaled SOC strength & and &2. The plot is log-
arithm rescaled in z direction to stress the existence of mini-
mal point. Except for (c), parameters used in calculation are:
w1 = 20 meV, w2 = 15 meV, w. = 5 meV, u1 = p2 = 1 meV
and 1 =n2 =0.8.

in Figure 3a, by setting n; = 1/+/2 the flip-flop strength
is optimized to J,p: = 8geiea exp(—2).

The possible transitions caused by the Coulomb inter-
action are illustrated in Figure 2b, where only transitions
|00) < |11) and |01) < |10) are allowed. To illustrate why
others are forbidden, we recall a definition of the parity
operator as IT; = exp(ma;aj) [22]. Using this definition,

a; and a} can be shown to be odd under the GP op-
eration A. According to selection rules similar to equa-
tion (14), GP of |0) and |1) must change after emitting or
absorbing a phonon. On the other hand, at the first order
the linearized Coulomb interaction results in the exchang-
ing of a phonon for both electrons. Therefore, the GP of
each SOQ states must change as a result of this interac-
tion. Therefore, all transitions with only one SOQ changes
its GP such as |00) < |01) will vanish.

Introducing the following pseudo-spin operators
Sjﬁ. = |1>jj<0|, Sj7_ = S}ﬂL and Sj,z = [Sj,+,Sj,_], the
Hamiltonian of the two SOQs subsystem within the qubits
subspace is written as:

He=>  A;8;.—J (S1,4 52+ — 51,48, +hc). (17)
j=1,2

Here, we have ignored a constant energy shift 2(E; ¢ +
Esp).
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With qubits flip-flop processes, entanglement between
two SOQs can be generated. To quantitatively discuss this,
we study evolution dynamics of the two qubits system
as well as their concurrence. For the two SOQs system
initially in |¢(0)) = |10), the wave function at time ¢ is
given by:

[1(t)) = (cos 2t 4 i sin§ sin 2¢)[10) + i cos O sin 2¢]01).
(18)

Here, 2 = /J2+ (A1 — A2)2 and 6 = arctan[(4; —
Ay)/J] are Rabi frequency and mixing angle, respectively.

Time evolution of |¢(¢)) is shown in Figure 3b under
resonant condition A; = Ay, which requires a homoge-
nous magnetic field over two nanowires. In this case |10)
and |01) are degenerated in energy. Since 0 = 0, the two
degenerated basis flip completely. Time needed for a com-
plete flip T' = 27/ J is plotted as function of &; and shown
in Figure 3c. Clearly we see that by adjusting SOC, we
can achieve the shortest operation time.

We also calculated time evolution of concurrence C(t)
for the two SOQs to quantify degree of entanglement
among them, by using a formula for two qubits in pure
state [23,24], for initial state [¢/(0)) = |10) or |01)

C(t) = | sin 02t] \/Sin2 20 sin® 2t + 4 cos? O cos? 2t (19)

Notice that C(t) = C(t + 7/§2). When tan?6 < 1, C(t)

always have two maximum values at:

/1 (1= tan20
30w

for 2t € [0,7]. The corresponding maximum values are
equal and given by C(t%) = 1. On the other hand, if
tan?@ > 1, then C(¢) has only one maximum at t* =
w/(202) for 2t € [0, 7], and the value is C(¢*) = | sin 26)].

For the other two initial states [11) and |00), the con-
currence C’(t) is also given by equation (19) except 2
and 6 being replaced by:

1
= _ arccos

th= (20)

AL+ Ay

Q' =\/J2+ (A + A)2, ¢ = arctan (21)

Time evolution of C(t) are shown in Figures 4a and 4b,
where we see that in resonant case the system can al-
ways evolve into a maximally entangled state. For nearly
resonant case, maximum value of C(t) depends non-
monotonically on the SOC and can be optimized by tuning
the SOC. However, it is hardly to observe any entangle-
ment if initial state is chosen as |11) or |00). Because in
this case Ay + Ay > J, thus 6" approaches 7/2 and C’(t)
becomes vanishingly small.

We found that the following intuitive argument can be
helpful in illustrating the existence of the optimal choice
of SOC for generating the maximum two SOQs entangle-
ment. First consider an idea case where no SOC presents
in the nanowire. In this case, the orbital and spin DOF's
are separable and the SOQ basis |0) and |1) are encoded
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Fig. 4. (a) Time evolution of concurrence C(t) for two SOQs
under initial states |10) or |01) (red) and initial states |00) or
|11) (blue) in resonant case, where maximum entangled states
can be generated at specific time. (b) Concurrence C(t) for
initial state |10) or |01) as functions of time and reduced SOC
strength 71 = 72 = 7 for nearly resonant case. Here, ps =
1.01 meV in (b). For other parameters, see Figures 3a and 3b.

solely thought the spin DOF. Therefore, orbital manip-
ulation such as the Coulomb interaction cannot flip the
qubit states. Consequently entanglement cannot be gen-
erated for initially separable two qubits states. Next con-
sider the opposite case where the SOC is so strong such
that the level splitting between |0) and |1) is ignorable, i.e.,
pexp(—2n?) < hw. In this case, the SOQ basis will ap-
proach the two displaced vacuum states | — in, 0)| 1) and
[in,0)| 1), since in this case the influence from the Zee-
man term H; becomes exponentially small. Consequently
the two qubits effective flip-flop strength J = (01|V|10)
also vanishes due to the negligible spatial overlapping be-
tween |0) and [1). The above analysis indicates that two
SOQs entanglement neither prefer a very strong nor a very
weak SOC. On the other hand, a non-zero J as shown
in equation (16) suggests that the Coulomb interaction
do help in entangling two SOQs. Thus the existence of
an optimal value of SOC for entanglement generation is
expectable.

5 Conclusion

In this paper, we have studied entanglement induced by
the Coulomb interaction in a system of two electrons,
which are separately trapped in two 1D nanowires with
SOC. We have explicitly shown how the presence of mag-
netic field can enable the two electron spins to encode
SOQs in a regime where SOC and orbital motion of elec-
trons dominate over the Zeeman effect. The SOQ basis are
shown to process definite GP, thus lead to selection rules
under a large set of external driving forces including the
electric field.

Based on the feasibly responding of SOQs to electric
field [25], we have shown that two qubits flip-flop can be
effectively created via the inter-electrons Coulomb interac-
tion. In resonant case the flip between two SOQs is perfect
and its period is found to depend strongly on SOC and
changing non-monotonically, which is in contrary to an
intuitive thinking. By studying the time evolution of con-
currence, we have shown that entanglement among two

Page 5 of 7

SOQs in a nearly resonant case can be optimized by ad-
justing the strength of SOC. While the tuning of the SOC
can be achieved, for example, by simulating the setup us-
ing other systems [26].

Finally let us remark that it is possible to generate
equally efficient entanglement between |00) and |11) just
by reversing the direction of the external magnetic field on
one SOQ setup, i.e., using inhomogenous magnetic fields.
Since the two basis become energy-degenerated if the fields
on both SOQ setups are of the same magnitude. Mean-
while, the coupling between all the rest pairs of basis can
be achieved by single qubit operations.

Yinan Fang would like to thank Dr. Qiong Li, Liping Yang,
and Prof. Nan Zhao for useful discussions. This work is sup-
ported by National Natural Science Foundation of China
under Grants Nos. 11121403, 10935010, 11074261, 91121015
and the National 973 program (Grant Nos. 2012CB922104
and 2014CB921402).

Appendix A: SOQ wave functions
by perturbation theory

The first order eigenstates are calculated according to
following formula [17]

Z}:m”mmﬂm@y@n

m#n s'=+

680 = |n, £)

Matrix elements in the denominator can be rewritten as:

(m, £|Hi|n,+) = +u(m|D(2in) + D'(2in)|n)  (A.2)
as well as:
(m, F|Hi|n,£) = £u(m|D(2in) — D' (2in)|n).  (A.3)

Matrix elements of displacement operator under Fock
states can be expressed in terms of generalized Laguerre

polynomials L(m)( ) [18]. Therefore, above equations can
be rewritten as:

(m|D(2in) + D(2in)|n) = p=" (En — Ep)c(E), (A4)
where
K = Hmn[l + (=) /(E, — En)
and
=y (1) @I () (a3

with auxiliary function f(x) =

otherwise.
Substitute

equation (A.1),

=[n,x) £ > (k

m#n

1/2 if x > 0 and —1/2

equations (A.4) and (A.5) into

68 ) (kG Im, £) + K0 m, F)). (A.6)
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For two lowest states where n = 0, coefficients mfni, 2) are

rewritten as:

kE) = 1+ (= 1) Am,

m,0 —

(A7)

where A, is defined as \,, = €(m|2in)/m. Insert equa-
tion (A.7) to equation (A.6), two SOQ basis is written as:

|0> - |07 *>+ Z [>‘2m71|2m71, +>+)\2m|2m7 7>]a (A8)

m>0
and

1) =10,+)= > Pom—1]2m—1,=)+Xam|2m, +)]. (A.9)

m>0

Appendix B: Generalized parity of perturbed
wave functions

First notice that, by applying the generalized parity (GP)
operator on the displaced Fock states

II| £+ in,2n) = /dw| — z){(x| £in, 2n)
_ /dmeﬂ:imax/hgﬁbn(x” 717>

= / dzeFimaz/hy, (z)|z)

— | % in, 2n), (B.1)

as well as:

II| +in,2n—1) = —| Fin,2n — 1), (B.2)

where ¢, () is nth eigenstates of 1D harmonic oscillator.
When spin is included, following similar relations can
be derived
Al2n, 1) = Al —in,2n)[ 1)
= lin,2n)| |)

=2n,]), (B.3)

as well as:

Al2n, ) =2n,1), A2n =1, 1) = —|2n — 1, ])
A2n—1,1)=—2n—1,7). (B.4)
Those relations then indicate that |n,+) are eigenstates
of the GP operator A
A|2na +> = |2na +>v /1\271 - 1a 7> = ‘277’ - 1a 7>
A|2na 7> = *‘2’&, 7>7 A|2n - 1a +> = 7|2n - 17+>
(B.5)
() (.(=)

From Appendix A, £ n (Km,n) is non-zero only if m and n
have same (opposite) oddness. Therefore, equation (A.6)

is rewritten as follows for n even,
1
(05 a) = 120, 5) £ Y (k) 52, )
m#n

)1 anl2m — 1, F)). (B.6)
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Together with equation (B.5), we then concluded that

Al ) = 1650 1), AlgS )y = —|o5H ),

and similarly analysis for the n odd case gives

NG )= —1oW) ), Ales ) =51 ).
(B.8)

(B.7)

Appendix C: Matrix elements of the Coulomb
interaction

In the subspace of two SOQs, matrix element of the
linearized Coulomb interaction is written as:

(N1N2|V| My M) = g(Nilal + ay|My)(Na|ad + a2|f\(/[2>-
cl1)

Since a; + a; is odd under GP operation with respect to
Jjth electron, then N; and M; must be different for having
non-zero matrix elements (since |0) and |1) have different
GP as shown in the main text). Therefore,

<N1N2|V|M1M2> = 5N1,M15N2,M2‘]N1»N27 (C'z)
where J, = g(mlal + a1|m)(n|al + az|n).

Matrix element (n|a’ + a|n) can be calculated directly
from equations (A.8) and (A.9). Up to first order in e, it
is given by:

(n|a’ + a|n) = —2i(—1)"ImA;. (C.3)
Thus J,,, can be rewritten as:
Jonn = 4(—=1)m =1 H Ime;(1]2in;)
j=1,2
= (—1)m+ﬁ16961€27’]17’]2672n?72n§. (04)

Then equation (15) can be recovered by inserting equa-
tion (C.4) back to equation (C.2). Notice that al-
though Jp,, is second order in ¢;, actually we do not
need to do perturbation theory on wave function to
the second order. Because direct calculation shows that
(0, s|a’™ + a|0,s’) = 0 even for s # s’. Therefore the effect
from the second order correction of wave function on ma-
trix element of the Coulomb interaction must be higher
order and can be neglected.

References

1. R. Horodecki, P. Horodecki, M. Horodecki, K. Horodecki,
Rev. Mod. Phys. 81, 865 (2009)

2. A. Steane, Rep. Prog. Phys. 61, 117 (1998)

3. 1. Buluta, S. Ashhab, F. Nori, Rep. Prog. Phys. 74, 104401
(2011)

4. M.W. Doherty, N.B. Manson, P. Delaney, F. Jelezko, J.
Wrachtrupe, L.C.L. Hollenberg, Phys. Rep. 528, 1 (2013)

5. S. Nadj-Perge, S.M. Frolov, E.P.A.M. Bakkers, L.P.
Kouwenhoven, Nature 468, 1084 (2010)


http://www.epj.org

Eur. Phys. J. B (2014) 87: 140

6.

10.

11.
12.
13.

14.
15.

J.W.G. van den Berg, S. Nadj-Perge, V.S. Pribiag,
S.R. Plissard, E.P.A.M. Bakkers, S.M. Frolov, L.P.
Kouwenhoven, Phys. Rev. Lett. 110, 066806 (2013)

R. Li, J.Q. You, C.P. Sun, F. Nori, Phys. Rev. Lett. 111,
086805 (2013)

E.I. Rashba, AlLL. Efros, Phys. Rev. Lett. 91, 126405
(2003)

N. Zhao, L. Zhong, J. Zhu, C.P. Sun, Phys. Rev. B 74,
075307 (2006)

E.A. Johnson, in Low-Dimensional Semiconductor Struc-
tures: Fundamentals and Device Applications (Cambridge
University Press, 2001), pp. 73—74

C. Flindt, A.S. Sorensen, K. Flensberg, Phys. Rev. Lett.
97, 240501 (2006)

C. Fasth, A. Fuhrer, L. Samuelson, V.N. Golovach, D. Loss,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 98, 266801 (2007)

G. Dresselhaus, Phys. Rev. 100, 580 (1955)

L. Yang, C.P. Sun, arXiv:1312.7635v2 (2013)

C. Flindt, A.S. Sorensen, K. Flensberg, J. Phys.: Conf. Ser.
61, 302 (2007)

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.
23.

24.
25.

26

Page 7 of 7

D.F. Walls, G.J. Milburn, Quantum Optics (Springer-
Verlag, Berlin, Heidelberg, 1994)

J.J. Sakurai, Modern Quantum Mechanics, 2nd edn.
(Addison-Wesley, San Francisco, 2011)

1.S. Gradshteyn, I.M. Ryzhik, Tables of Integrals Series,
and Products (Elsevier, Singapore, 2007)

V.V. Dodonov, I.A. Malkin, V.I. Man’ko, Physica 72, 597
(1974)

C.P. Sun, X.X. Yi, S.R. Zhao, L. Zhang, C. Wang,
Quantum Semiclass. Opt. 9, 119 (1997)

C. Cohen-Tannoudji, B. Diu, F. Laloé,
Mechanics (Wiley-VCH, Paris, 1992)

A. Messina, G. Draganescu, arXiv:1306.2524 (2013)
C.H. Bennett, D.P. DiVincenzo, J.A. Smolin, W.K.
Wootters, Phys. Rev. A 54, 3824 (1996)

S. Hill, W.K. Wootters, Phys. Rev. Lett. 78, 5022 (1997)
K.C. Nowack, F.H.L. Koppens, Yu.V. Nazarov, L.M.K.
Vandersypen, Science 318, 1430 (2007)

. S. Ashhab, arXiv:1402.7185 (2014)

Quantum


http://www.epj.org

	Introduction
	Model setup for two parallel nanowires
	Dressed spin qubit in magnetic field
	Entanglement between two SOQS
	Conclusion
	SOQ wave functions  by perturbation theory
	Generalized parity of perturbed wave functions
	Matrix elements of the Coulomb interaction
	References

