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Electronic magnetization of a quantum point contact
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We report an electronic magnetization measurement of a quantum point contact (QPC) based
on nuclear magnetic resonance (NMR) spectroscopy. We find that NMR signals can be detected by
measuring the QPC conductance under in-plane magnetic fields. This makes it possible to measure,
from Knight shifts of the NMR spectra, the electronic magnetization of a QPC containing only a
few electron spins. The magnetization changes smoothly with the QPC potential barrier height and
peaks at the conductance plateau of 0.5 x 2e*/h. The observed features are well captured by a
model calculation assuming a smooth potential barrier, supporting a no bound state origin of the

0.7 structure.

Quantum point contact (QPC) is a short one-
dimensional (1D) channel connecting two electron reser-
voirs. Its conductance is quantized to integer multiples
of 2e2/h, where e is electron charge and h is Planck’s
constant(l, 2]. The conductance quantization is well un-
derstood within a model of non-interacting electronsﬁ].
However, experiments have shown an additional conduc-
tance feature, a shoulder-like structure at around 0.7 x
2¢2/h termed as 0.7 structure@, B] Despite the simplic-
ity of a QPC, a comprehensive understanding of the 0.7
structure is still lacking [6-19).

Theories proposed to explain the 0.7 structure can be
discriminated according to their predictions on the elec-
tron spin arrangement, which include spontaneous spin
polarizationﬂa, B], antiferromagnetic Wigner crystalﬂg],
Kondo screening, and local spin fluctuations ac-
companied by van Hove singularityﬂﬁ, ] Especially
in the Kondo scenario, the existence of a localized mag-
netic moment in the QPC is an inevitable ingredient. On
one hand, early experiments observing Fano resonances
suggested such presence of a local single spin trapped
in a bound state regardless of magnetic ﬁeldsﬂﬂ]. On
the other hand, an experiment measuring compressibil-
ity contradicts such bound state formationﬂﬁ]. Thus, the
degree of spin polarization of a QPC is one of the central
issues to understand the origin of the 0.7 structure.

However, most experiments[4, [5, 1417 to date have
focused on transmission properties, without the QPC
spin polarization being addressed directly. Despite the
recent progress in magnetic sensorsm, the magnetiza-
tion measurement of a QPC containing only a few elec-
trons is still very challenging. Recently, small magne-
tizations of two-dimensional electron systems (2DESs)
embedded in GaAs have been measured] by com-
bining techniques of current-induced nuclear spin polar-
ization | and resistance (conductance) detection of
nuclear magnetic resonance (NMR) signals of Ga and As
nucleiﬂﬁ—lﬁ]. Because of the hyperfine interaction be-
tween electronic and nuclear spins, an electronic magne-
tization produces an effective magnetic field for nuclei,

resulting in the shift of the NMR frequency, the Knight
shift. From the Knight shift, the electronic magnetiza-
tion can be determined[3()].

A recent transport experiment by Ren et al. ﬂﬂ] sug-
gests such influence of nuclear spins on the QPC con-
ductance. They observed hysteresis in the source-drain
voltage dependence of the differential conductance un-
der magnetic fields, and attributed its origin to the dy-
namical nuclear spin polarization (DNSP) induced in the
QPC. However, NMR or other direct evidence show-
ing involvement of nuclear spins has not been presented
so far. NMR signal detection in the QPC conductance
would constitute a novel experimental technique to probe
spin properties of QPCs or nanowires @, @]

In this Letter, we report an electronic magnetization
measurement of a QPC defined in a GaAs/AlGaAs het-
erostructure based on NMR spectroscopy. We find that
the QPC differential conductance changes when the fre-
quency of an applied oscillating magnetic field matches
the NMR frequencies of °Ga, "'Ga, and As. The re-
sistive detection of the NMR signals allows us to measure
the electronic magnetization of the QPC from the Knight
shifts of the NMR, spectra. The Knight shift measure-
ments are conducted at the QPC conductance between 0
and 2¢2/h by tuning gate and source-drain voltages. The
magnetization changes smoothly with the QPC potential
barrier height and peaks at the conductance plateau of
0.5 x 2e2/h. The observed features are well captured by
a model calculation assuming a smooth potential barrier
without a bound state formed. Apart from the demon-
stration of a new technique to measure a magnetization
of only a few electrons, the absence of a bound state in
the QPC is our main conclusion, directly relevant for the
understanding of the 0.7 structure.

QPCs studied in this work are fabricated from a
wafer of GaAs/Aly 3Gag.7As single heterostructure with
a 2DES at the interface. The mobility and sheet car-
rier density of the 2DES at 4.2 K are 110 m?/Vs and
2.2 x 10' m~2, respectively. A QPC is defined electro-
statically applying negative voltages (Vg1, Vg2) to a pair
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FIG. 1. (color online) (a) Linear conductance Gy as a func-
tion of Vg1 (Vg2 = =14 V) at B = 0, 1.5, 3, 4.5, and 6 T,
applied along the = direction. Inset shows a scanning electron
microscope image of the device. (b) Differential conductance
G as a function of source-drain bias voltage Viq at Vg =
—0.685 V [indicated by a dashed line in (a)] under the same
magnetic fields as in (a). The solid (dashed) curves are mea-
sured by scanning Viq4 in the positive (negative) direction at a
rate of 5.6 uV/s. Inset shows the time dependence of G at B
= 4.5 T and V1 = —0.685 V after an instantaneous change
of Viq from 0 to —50 pV. A slightly different value compared
to the one in (b) for the same parameters, B = 4.5 T and Vi
= —50 ©V, arises due to a remaining DNSP created at large
|Vaa| during the Viq scan in (b).

of Au/Ti gate electrodes patterned on the surface of the
wafer. All data presented here are measured on a QPC
with lithographic dimensions of 300 nm length and 250
nm width [inset of Fig.[l(a)], in a dilution refrigerator at
the mixing chamber temperature of 20 mK. The external
magnetic field B is applied parallel to the 2DES plane
along the current flowing direction [z direction in the in-
set of Fig. 1(a)] to avoid orbital effects and quantum Hall
edge channels. The differential conductance G = dI/dVyq
(where [ is the current and Viq is the source-drain bias
voltage) is measured using a standard lock-in technique
with a typical excitation voltage of 20 pV at 118 Hz.
A single-turn coil is wound around the device to apply
radio-frequency oscillating magnetic field Byg.

The QPC shows a typical conductance quantization
behavior. Figure [[{a) shows linear conductance Gy =
G(Vea = 0) as a function of gate voltage Vg1. In addi-
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FIG. 2. Differential conductance G as a function of frequency
fof Bipat B=45T, Vg1 = —0.685 V, and Viqg = —50 pV.
B, is applied perpendicular to B [y direction in the inset of
Fig. 1(a)]. f is scanned at a rate of 0.128 kHz/s. Data of 10
subsequent measurements are averaged to improve the signal
to noise ratio.

tion to quantized conductance plateaus, the 0.7 struc-
ture is observed at zero magnetic field, developing into
a plateau of 0.5 x 2e%/h at high magnetic fields. A
zero-bias conductance peak accompanying the 0.7 struc-
ture is observed clearly in the G-Viq curve at B =0 T
[Fig.D(b)]. With increasing B, the zero-bias conductance
peak is suppressed and turns into a dip above B = 3 T.

Hysteresis is observed in the G-Viq curves when V4 is
scanned slowly (5.6 ©V/s) in the positive and negative
directions [Fig. Ib)]. The hysteresis is seen only at fi-
nite magnetic fields. Typical time scale to develop the
hysteresis is measured at B = 4.5 T by recording G after
an instantaneous change of Vyq from 0 to —50 pV [Inset
of Fig.M(b)]. The value of G continues to change over a
period of 200 s. This time scale is consistent with nuclear
spin relaxation or polarization times reported in GaAs-
based devicesﬂﬁ, , @, @, @] Similarly as concluded
in the earlier Workﬂ3__1|], we interpret the slow change in G
as the first indication for the DNSP in the QPC.

To confirm the nuclear spin origin of the observed slow
change in G, we perform the NMR spectroscopy exper-
iment. Scanning the frequency f of By, we observe
decreases in G when f matches the NMR frequency of
75 As (gyromagnetic ratio v = 45.82 rad MHz/T) [Fig. 2.
The obtained G- f curve represents the NMR spectrum of
5 As, split into three dips due to the electric quadrupole
interaction36]. We observe signals at resonances of %°Ga
and "'Ga, as well as analogous behavior in four other
QPC devices (not shown). These observations clearly
show that the DNSP is induced in the QPC and that its
changes are measured by monitoring the QPC conduc-
tance.

Having established the method to probe the NMR
spectra in transport, we now use it to determine the elec-
tronic magnetization of the QPC. To this end, we per-
form the following pump-probe experiment [Fig. Bla)].
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(color online) (a) Schematic sequence for the pump-probe experiment. (b) NMR spectra of "°As for V3
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©V and various gate voltages ‘/gl\llMR7 as indicated. NMR signals corresponding to the transition between nuclear spin states
|I. = £1/2) are shown. Solid curves are the fitting results. Data are offset vertically for clarity. (¢) Knight shift K plotted as a
function of gate voltage Vg1. Linear conductance Gy is plotted by a dotted curve referring to the right axis. Inset shows fitting
results of the NMR data for VAM® = —0.679 V assuming 3D (dashed) and 2D (solid) hard-wall confinement potentials. (d)
Calculated magnetization density at the QPC center mg plotted as a function of potential barrier height V5. The red and blue
curves depict spin densities (no,+) and (no,,), respectively. Calculated conductance Gy is plotted by a dotted curve referring to

the right axis.

First, nuclear spins are initialized by inducing DNSP un-
der a relatively large bias voltage Viq = —300 pV at Vi
= —0.685 V. Then, Viq is set to 0 uV and the QPC is
tuned to a state of interest by setting the gate voltage
to Vg\{MR for a period of time (22 E}ﬁ during which the
frequency of Byt is set to f for 20 s[37]. Finally, changes
in the DNSP are read out by recording G with a small
ac voltage excitation (20 pV, 118 Hz) at V1 = —0.685 V
and Viq = 0 pV. The observed values of G at the begin-
ning of the readout step reflect how much are the nuclear
spins depolarized by B,¢. Repeating this procedure with
different f, we obtain an NMR spectrum for a gate volt-
age VMR as shown in Fig. BI(b).

The bottom data of Fig. Blb) is obtained by deplet-
ing electrons from the QPC during the B¢ application.
Therefore, this spectrum is not affected by electrons, and
has a rather sharp dip at fo = 32.755 MHz, the frequency
corresponding to the transition between the nuclear spin
states |[I, = £1/2). As VAMR is increased, the NMR
induced dips are shifted toward negative frequencies and
broadened. These shifts are the Knight shifts due to the

electronic magnetizations in the QPC.

We now evaluate the magnitude of the Knight shifts
by taking the spatial electron distribution into account.
Extending earlier Worksﬂz_ﬂ, @, @], we adopt a model
of electrons confined in the y and z directions with
a transverse wave function ¥(y,z). The Knight shift
for an As nucleus at position (y,z) can be written as

0fk(y, 2) = aasmz|¥(y, 2)[?, where aps = —2.1x 107
kHz m? is the hyperfine coupling coeﬁicientﬂﬁ], and
m, = ny —ny is 1D electronic magnetization density

defined as the difference in 1D spin densities. We make a
standard assumption@] that nuclear spins are depolar-
ized by the rf-magnetic field according to the detuning
from the resonance §f = f — (fo + d fx) with a Gaussian
profile exp(—8f2/2v?), where fy and v are the NMR fre-
quency and the spectrum width without the influence of
the Knight shift, respectively. Such depolarizations in-
duce the change in the electron Zeeman energy which is
given by an integral of local nuclear spin depolarization
multiplied by electron distribution. Since these changes
are small, we may expand the QPC conductance, which



is a function of the electron Zeeman energy, and get for
its change

5G(f) = A / dydz exp(~5f2/20%) [y, =), (1)

with A an unknown proportionality coefficient. To eval-
uate Eq. (), we approximate the transverse wave func-
tion by the one of a two-dimensional (2D) hard-wall
confinement, ¥ (y, z) x cos(my/w,) cos(nz/w,) with con-
finement widths w, = (65 £ 5) nm and w, = (18
+ 3) nmf43]. The Knight shift becomes df(y,z) =
—K cos?(my/wy) cos®(mz/w,) with a parameter K pro-
portional to m. via K = —axsm.[1(0,0)]2. The exper-
imental data in Fig. Blb) are fitted to Eq. [0 using K
and A as fitting parameters with fy = 32.755 MHz and
v = 1.36 kHz determined from the data measured at the
depletion configuration (V;{MR = —0.706 V). As seen in
the figure, the agreement of the data and the model fitted
for each curve is excellent.

We now consider an alternative fit, assuming
that the QPC transport occurs through a three-
dimensionally (3D) confined electronic state ¢ (x,y, z) «
cos(mz/wy) cos(my/wy) cos(mz/w,). A representative re-
sult, using an analog of Eq. (), is given in the inset
of Fig. Blc) and shows a much worse compatibility with
the data. We find that such discrepancy is not sensi-
tive to the confinement details. As especially well vis-
ible for large Knight shifts, the data show skewed line
shape, with steep (gentle) slopes on the low (high) fre-
quency side. This is systematically reproduced by 2D
confinement models, unlike 3D ones (see the Supplemen-
tal Material[36]).

In Fig. Blc), K is plotted as a function of Vii. A fi-
nite K emerges near the conductance onset and increases
steeply as the conductance is increased to 0.5 x 2¢2/h.
It keeps increasing gradually with increasing V1 even in
the conductance plateau region of 0.5 x 2e?/h. As Vj is
increased further, K turns to decrease accompanied by
a rise of conductance from 0.5 x 2e?/h. As a result, a
peak in K is formed at the high gate-voltage end of the
conductance plateau. Using the relation between K and
m., the observed maximum value K = (11.7 + 0.5) kHz
corresponds to m, = (16.5 + 4.5) x 105 m~*.

We now show that the observed features are well re-
produced by a model calculation. We model a QPC by
a 1D tight-binding Hamiltonian,

_ P oL . .
H = E €j,0Cj Cj,o — 1 Cj.oCitl,o T Ujnjang,y.
J,o J,o J

(2)
Here C}L'-,a creates an electron with spin o (0 =1, /) at the
j-th site of the tight-binding chain which has a hopping
amplitude ¢. We assume a short-range Coulomb interac-
tion represented by the on-site Coulomb energy U;. The
potential energy and the Zeeman energy are included in
the on-site energy, €; 4/, = €; & gugB/2, with the Bohr

magneton up and the electron g-factor g. We assume
a smooth parabolic potential barrier at the QPC center
with a height Vi and a curvature €,. The interaction
term is treated by a mean-field approximation neglect-
ing spin fluctuations. Then the mean-field spin density
(nj,o) is determined by a self-consistent Green’s function
methodm], where the on-site energy €, . is shifted by
Uj(n;z) with &, the opposite spin to 0. We calculate
the magnetization density profile m; = (n;+ —n; ) and
the QPC conductance Gg. The values of U; and (2, are
determined from the conductance measurement data@].

The thick solid curve in Fig.Bl(d) depicts the calculated
magnetization density at the QPC center mg = mj—g
as a function of Vj, resembling the observed V1 depen-
dence of K in Fig. Blc). According to the calculation,
the increase in mg accompanied by the emergence of the
conductance corresponds to the increase in the number
of up-spin electrons in the QPC. The value of m starts
to decrease when down-spin electrons begin to populate
the QPC, lifting G from 0.5 x 2¢2?/h. The gradual in-
crease in mg in the 0.5 x 2¢2?/h plateau region is also
reproduced. The maximum value of the calculated mag-
netization density mo = 9.3 x 10° m~! roughly agrees
with the value determined from the Knight shift. Spin
polarization P = (ng+ — no,y)/{(no+ + no,;) reaches 70.0
% where mg is maximal. Distribution of m; has a bell-
shaped profile and extends over a length of about 100 nm
around the QPC center[36].

The gradual change in mg reflects the fact that the
local density of states is continuous at the QPC center
unlike in a quantum dot. We therefore attribute the ob-
served gradual change in K to be consistent with a QPC
model without any bound states. This contradicts ear-
lier observations claiming that a single electron spin is
trapped in a bound state formed in the QPCM]. We
estimate@] that the observed magnitude of the magneti-
zation density corresponds to the total magnetic moment
(1.65 4+ 0.45) in the QPC, exceeding the single-electron-
spin magnetic moment which a bound state can support.
Our measurement results of the NMR line shapes, the
gradual change of K, and the magnetic moment values
are consistent with a QPC model without bound states,
such as Refs. ﬂﬂ, ], which predicts a smooth increase
of the magnetization without saturation upon increasing
the magnetic field.

In summary, we find that the NMR signals can be
detected by measuring the QPC conductance under in-
plane magnetic fields. The resistive detection makes it
possible to measure the electronic magnetization of the
QPC from the Knight shifts of the NMR spectra. The
electronic magnetization changes smoothly with the gate
voltage and peaks at the conductance plateau of 0.5 x
2¢2/h. The gate voltage dependence of the Knight shift is
well explained by a model calculation assuming a smooth
potential barrier, supporting a no bound state origin of
the 0.7 structure.
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Supplementary Material on

Electronic magnetization of a quantum point contact
measured by nuclear magnetic resonance

Electric quadrupole splitting of the NMR spectra

The NMR spectrum of ">As shown in Fig. 2 of the main text is split into three conductance dips. Similarly the
spectra for 99Ga and "'Ga constitute of three conductance dips as respectively shown in Figs. S1(a) and (b). These
splittings are due to the electric quadrupole interaction, the interaction between the electric quadrupole moment
of the nuclei and the electric field gradient at the position of the nuclei. The amplitude of the electric quadrupole
interaction, hence the amplitude of splittings, is expected to be proportional to the electric quadrupole moment of
nuclei. The observed amplitudes of the NMR spectrum splittings are Af = 47 kHz, 23 kHz, and 15 kHz for "> As,
69Ga, and "'Ga, respectively. The ratio of the Af roughly agrees with the ratio of the electric quadrupole moment
Q in literature[1]; Qmas = 0.29 x10728 m?, Qeog, = 0.19 x10728 m?, and Qrig, = 0.12 x1072 m?. In a cubic
symmetric bulk GaAs crystal, the electric quadrupole interaction is usually zero. We infer that the strain induced
by the pair of Ti/Au gate electrodes breaks the cubic symmetry and induces the electric quadrupole splittings in the
observed NMR, spectra.

Stability of external magnetic field

The NMR spectra shown in Fig. 3(b) of the main text are taken at B = 4.5 T. The magnetic field is produced
by a superconducting solenoid using a persistent mode and the field is not changed throughout the series of the
measurements. It took about 80 hours to complete the set of the NMR spectra under various gate voltages shown in
Fig. 3(b). We took the data for VAM® = —0.685 V twice after an interval of about 50 hours and confirmed that the
frequency shift was less than 1.5 kHz. This indicates that the magnetic field was stable enough to resolve the Knight
shift of the QPC.

Hyperfine coupling constant

Hyperfine interaction between a nuclear spin I; and electron spins s; is described by a Hamiltonian

= 4po B\2s T
H(l;) = EJ: 7 HBhx |V (R85 L. (1)
Here 10 is a magnetic permeability, up is the Bohr magneton, and px is the magnetic moment of the nucleus which
depends on the isotope X. \I’(RZ) is the electronic wave function amplitude at the location R of the nucleus. In

a semiconductor crystal, this wave function is a product of a periodic atomic wave function u(7), and an envelope
tunction +; (), namely ¥, () = v, (¥)u(r). Then we can rewrite the Hamiltonian as

- 410 _ . - o -
H(L) = pnx | D] ﬁﬂBnXWj(Ri)FSj 1 = pxBx - I; (2)
i

with nx = |7L(R2)|2 Values of nx depend on nuclear species as well as the crystal structure. When electrons are
polarized, the sum is not zero and results in an effective magnetic field (Knight field) Bk acting on the nuclear spin
I;, leading to the Knight energy shift of /LX\§K|, equivalent to a frequency shift § fx = ﬂX\§K|/h.

For 1D electrons confined in the y and z directions, the Knight shift has a spatial variation reflecting the envelope
function profile,

0fk(y,2) = ax(ni® = nP)|w(y, 2)|* = axmiplv(y, =), ®3)

where ax o pxmx is a nuclear-species dependent coupling coefficient, n%D and niD are spin-resolved 1D elec-

tron densities, and m!P = n%D — iD is the 1D magnetization density. Assuming for simplicity a hard-wall
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FIG. S1 . Response of differential conductance G to rf-magnetic field B,s plotted as a function of frequency f. Frequency
ranges corresponding to NMR spectra for %°Ga (a) and 1Ga (b) are shown, respectively. The data are obtained at the same
condition as Fig. 2 of the main text (B = 4.5 T, V1 = —0.685 V, and Vig = —50 uV).

confinement in the QPC cross-section, the transversal ground state (lowest subband) wave function is ¥ (y,z) =
V2/wyr/2/w; cos(my/wy) cos(mz/w,) with confinement widths w, and w.. Then the maximum value of the Knight

shift K becomes
2 2
K = axmip <> <> . (4)
Wy Wy

Similarly, in the case of 2D electron system confined in the z direction, the Knight shift becomes

K = ax(nP —n?P) <2> = axmap < 2 > , (5)

Wy

z

using the same coefficient ax as in the 1D case. Here n%D and nfD are spin-resolved 2D electron densities, and

m?P = n%D — niD is the 2D magnetization density. Based on the Knight shift measurements in GaAs quantum wells
with 2D electron systems, the coefficient for X = "'Ga is reported as anig, = —(4.5 £0.2)/2 x 10722 kHz m? [2]

(This is half the original value in Ref. [2] because of the difference in the definition of /). The negative sign means
that negative frequency shift is induced by up-spin electrons. Putting this value and values for pux and nx (ung, =
2.562 eh/2myp, prsps = 1.439 eh/2mp, nrig, = 2.7x103, and nrsp, = 4.5%103 [3, 4]) into a proportionality relation

Q75 Ag _ (/L75A5> (7775As> (6)
QA71G, H71Ga N71Ga ’

the coefficient for ®As is determined as arsy, = —2.1 x 10722 kHz m?®.

Fitting results with various confinement potentials

In the main text, we state that a 3D confinement model can not be reconciled with the measured data. Here
we demonstrate that this conclusion is insensitive to the wave function shape, and therefore the precise confinement
profile. To this end, we fit the NMR spectra [Fig. 3(b) of the main text] using various wave function profiles at around
the center of the QPC. We assume that the conductance is a function of the Zeeman energy. Because the change in
the Zeeman energy dF, induced by the rf-magnetic field is small, we can expand the conductance to find its change
0G(f) being proportional to d Ez. The change § Ez can be written by an integral of the local Overhauser field change
dBx (7 f) multiplied by electron distribution [¢(7)|? with an unknown proportionality coefficient A. Then 6G can be
written as

5G(f) x 6By (7)
—4 / 47§ By (7 )| (7)? (8)

.y / dFI[f — (fo+ 8 £x(). A0, (9)
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FIG. S2 . Fitting results to the NMR data, from Fig. 3(b) in the main text, for VAM® = —0.679 V assuming 6 different wave
function profiles. The wave function profiles are listed in Table I. (a) The results for #1 (black) and #4 (red). (b) The results
for #2 (black) and #5 (red). (c) The results for #3 (black) and #6 (red). The yielded fitting parameters are K = 8.9, 9.2,
9.2, 11.3,12.1, and 13.0 kHz and A = —4.6 x 1075, —4.0 x 107°, —3.4x 107°%, —1.6 x 107%, —1.2 x 107%, and —1.4 x 107¢ for
#1 — #6, respectively (The wave function pre-factor C' is chosen so that Max{|s|*} = 1).

Index Wave function profile Potential
#1  Ccos(my/wy) cos(mz/w.) 2D hard-wall
#2  Cexp(—y*/212) cos(nz/w.) parabolic (y) and hard-wall (2)
#3  Cexp(—y®/217)Ai(z/L. + ng) parabolic (y) and triangular (z)
#4  Ccos(mz/ws) cos(my/wy) cos(mz/w:) 3D hard-wall

#5 Cexp(—x?/213) exp(—y®/2l2) cos(rz/w.) parabolic (z,y) and hard-wall (z)
#6 Cexp(—2?/212) exp(—y>/212)Ai(2/l. + no) parabolic (z,y) and triangular (2)

TABLE 1. Wave function profiles used for the fitting analysis and the corresponding confinement potentials. Ai(z) and ng
denote the Airy function and its largest zero point, respectively. The parameters are w, = wy = 60 nm, w, = 15 nm, I, = I,
= 19.8 nm, and [, = 5.5 nm.

where J fx (7) = aasm.|¢(7)|? is the Knight shift at the position 7. A Gaussian function I(5f,7) = exp(—df2/2+?)
describes the depolarization of nuclear spins by rf-magnetic field at a frequency detuning §f = f — (fo + 6 fk) with
fo being the NMR frequency without the influence of the Knight shift. Rewriting 6 fi (7) = —K|¢(7)|?/Max{|(7)|*}
and using K and A as fitting parameters, the experimental data in Fig. 3(b) in the main text are fitted to Eq. (9)
with fy = 32.755 MHz and v = 1.36 kHz, the same as in the main text.

For the fitting analysis, we assume 6 different wave function profiles ¢ (7) listed in table I. The fitting results to the
V;{MR = —0.679 V data are shown in Fig. S2. The wave function profiles #1 - #3 correspond to a 2D confinement
potential supposing that no bound state is formed at around the QPC center. The wave function profiles #4 - #6
correspond to a 3D confinement potential supposing that a bound state is formed around the QPC center. As seen
in the figure, the correspondence is systematically much worse in the latter cases compared to the former ones. As
a general feature, 3D confinement models result in gentle slopes on the low-frequency side and steep slopes on the
high-frequency side regardless of the details of the wave function profiles. This trend is opposite to the experimentally
observed spectrum shapes, especially for those with large Knight shifts, and 2D confinement models correctly gasp
this behavior.

To understand this robust dependence of the conductance dip shape on the wave function confinement dimension-
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FIG. S3 . (a) The functions F,(p) in Eqg. (10). (b) The convolution [Eq. (10)] evaluated numerically for parameters as given
in the text for mo, m1, and m2 = m1/20 nm, aas = —5 x 10722 kHz m?, v = 1.36 kHz, lp =5.5, 10.5, and 13 nm for n = 1, 2,
and 3, respectively.

ality, we rewrite the spatial integral in Eq. (9) into an integral over the electron density p = [¥|?,

[f — fo— ansma—np]?
2+2 ’

where we introduce the magnetization densities for two (n = 2) and three (n = 3) dimensional confinement as
my = 16.5um~! (our experiment) and mg = 1 (a polarized local moment), respectively. The distribution of the
density p between its minimal p = 0 and maximal value p = pys is given by the weight function F,(p). For
illustration, we take a spherically symmetric Gaussian density profile, |W(7)|[? = pasexp(—r2/12), for which F,(p)
can be calculated analytically as F,,(p) [ln(pM/p)]("72)/2. This function is plotted on Fig. S3 (a), from where the
dimensionality effect is clearly visible. Indeed, for n = 2 (red curves) the weight function is constant, so its convolution
with the Gaussian frequency distribution will result in a symmetric profile, as shown on Fig. S3 (b). Compared to
that, a three dimensionally confined wave function has more weight at small p, which in other words means that
it has a more weight in the tail. This results in an asymmetric shape of the convolution, skewed to the left (blue
curves). Because aa is negative, the shape is mirror reflected when converting the horizontal axis from the Knight
shift in Fig. S3 (a) to the NMR frequency in Fig. S3 (b) and Fig. S2. This allows us to exclude the possibility of a 3D
confinement model, as our data systematically show either symmetric, or skewed towards lower frequencies shapes,
corresponding to 2D, and 1D confinement models, respectively.

We also note that the black curves (#1 - #3) in Fig. S2 look very similar, suggesting that the fitting does not
depend strongly on the details of the wave function profiles, and yield robust values of K, being 8.9 kHz, 9.2 kHz,
and 9.3 kHz for #1, #2, and #3, respectively. There is a recognizable trend, namely the values of K tend to increase
as the tails of the wave function profile extends. Therefore the model of the 2D hard-wall potential we adopt in the
main text gives a bound from below for K, hence for m, which already exceeds the magnetic moment for a single
electron spin. This further corroborates that our conclusions are not artifacts of a specific confinement model.

oG x [ appress (10)

Model calculation

In our tight-binding model calculation, we assume a smooth parabolic potential barrier at the center of the QPC
with a height Vy and a curvature ),. Intermediate regions (jo < |j| < N) are inserted between the central part of
the QPC and the leads, where ¢; = 0, to connect the potential smoothly [Fig. S4(a)][5];

Q2 . . .
VO_ 4;]27 |j| SJO
=19 a(i—N)2+bli—N)* jo<|jl<N , (11)

0, N <jl
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FIG. S4 . Tight-binding model parameters for N = 25, jo = 13, 5/t =0.078, Vp/t = 0.586, and U/t = 0.93. (a) Potential
energy €; as a function of site index j. (b) Site dependent Coulomb interaction U; as a function of j.
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FIG. S5 . (color online) (a) Transconductance (0G/0Vg1) plotted in color scale as a function of Vig and Vg for B = 0.0 T.
The dotted lines trace the alignment of subband edges with the source and drain electrochemical potentials. A lever-arm factor
converting from gate voltage to energy is derived from their slopes and intersections. (b) Transconductance for Vsa = 0 4V and
B = 4.5 T plotted as a function of Vg1. The strength of Coulomb interaction U is set by requiring that the calculated result
reproduces the measured energy difference between the spin-split transconductance peaks.

where a and b are determined so that €; and de;/dj are continuous at j = jo:
Q2. Q2. .
o= G2y (Vo $238 + $dolio - ) (12)
02 . .
b:m(—ﬁjg_Qa(Jo—N))- (13)

The on-site Coulomb energy U, is non-zero only in the constriction part and changes smoothly to U; = 0 in the lead
[Fig. S4(b)] [5, 6].

__G/N)° ;
o, = [ Ve (~e5) il <N (14)
0, j| > N.

The parameters for the model calculation are determined as follows. The hopping amplitude t is related to the
Fermi energy ep by ep = 2t(1 — cos2mwa/Ar), where Ap is the Fermi wave length and a is the lattice constant of the
tight-binding chain. The numerical calculations are done for N = 25 and jp, = 13. The lattice constant a is set to
a = 1/8Ar [7], which leads to the QPC length of 340 nm for N = 25. A lever-arm factor n = 34 meV/V converting
gate voltage Vg1 to energy is extracted from the transconductance (0G/0Vy) data in Fig. S5(a). Then, assuming
a transmission probability t,(e) = 1/(1 4 e>™(¢»=9/2)[8], the curvature of the potential barrier Q, is evaluated
by fitting the linear conductance transition between 2¢2?/h and 4e?/h. The parameter U is determined so that the
calculated result reproduces the energy difference between the transconductance peaks corresponding to the spin-split



FIG. S6 . Calculated magnetization density m; as a function of site index j for (er — Vo)/Q = 0.82 where mj—o is set to the
maximal value observed in Fig. 3(d) of the main text.

conductance transitions [Fig. S5(b)]. For the QPC measured, we find t = 12.8 meV, Q, = 1.0 meV and U/t = 0.93.
The value of g-factor |g| = 0.44 for bulk GaAs is used for the Zeeman energy.

Figure S6 depicts the spatial distribution of the calculated magnetization density m; for (er — Vp)/Qy = 0.82 where
mj=o is set to be maximal seen in Fig. 3(d) of the main text. The distribution is a bell-shaped curve at the QPC
center with a length at half maximum of 16 sites which corresponds to the distribution length L of about 100 nm.
We use the calculated L to convert the observed magnetization density m, to the total magnetic moment M in the
QPC, by M = m_L. In this way we get the result stated in the main text, that the observed magnetization density
of m, = (16.5 4+ 4.5) m~! corresponds to a total magnetic moment of M = 1.65 + 0.45.
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