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Controllable coherent population transfersin superconducting qubits for quantum computing
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We propose an approach to coherently transfer populatienselen selected quantum states in one- and
two-qubit systems by using controllable Stark-chirpeddaliabatic passages (SCRAPSs). Theselution-
time insensitivdransfers, assisted by easily implementable single-qitase-shift operations, could serve as
elementary logic gates for quantum computing. Specifictiig proposal could be conveniently demonstrated
with existing Josephson phase qubits. Our proposal can firnchmediate application in the readout of these
qubits. Indeed, the broken parity symmetries of the bouatstin these artificial “atoms” provide an efficient
approach to design the required adiabatic pulses.

PACS number(s): 42.50.Hz, 03.67.Lx, 85.25.Cp.

Introduction.—The field of quantum computing is attract- strongly related to the topological features of either bdii
ing considerable experimental and theoretical attenfigsu-  or non-adiabatic evolution paths [5]).

ally, elementary logic gates in quantum computing networks - Although other adiabatic passage (AP) techniques, such as
are implemented usingrecisely designed resonant pulses. stimulated Raman APs (STIRAPS) [6], have already been pro-
The various fluctuations and operational imperfections thaposed to implement quantum gates [7], the present SCRAP-
exist in practice (e.g., the intensities of the applied esils pased approach possesses certain advantages, such &s: (i) i
and decoherence of the systems), however, limit these demvantageously utilizes dynamical Stark shifts inducethisy
signs. For example, the usuaipulse driving for performing  applied strong pulses (required to enforce adiabatic evolu

a single-qubit NOT gate requires both a resonance conditiofions) to produce the required detuning-chirps of the aubit
and alsoa precisevalue of the pulse area. Also, the difficulty \yhile in STIRAP these shifts are unwanted and thus have to
of switching on/off interbit couplings [1] strongly limitfe  pe overcome for performing robustsonantdrivings; and (ii)
precise design of the required pulses for two-qubit gates. it couples qubit levels directly via either one-photon orlmu

Here we propose an approach to coherently transfer thgphoton tranS|t_|ons, while in the STIRAP approach auxjlia
populations of qubit states by using Stark-chirped rapid ad levels are required.
abatic passages (SCRAPS) [2]. As in the case of geometric The key of SCRAP is how to produce time-dependent
phases|[3], these population transfers are insensitivbgo t detunings by chirping the qubit levels. For most natu-
dynamical evolution times of the qubits, as long as they aréal atomic/molecular systems, where each bound state pos-
adiabatic. Thus, heri is not necessary to design before- sesses a definite parity, the required detuning chirps dueild
hand the exact durations of the applied pulses for thesestran achieved by making use of the Stark effect (via either rel, b
fers This is a convenient feature that could reduce the sen€latively-weakfwo-photorexcitations of the qubit levels|[8]
sitivity of the gate fidelities to certain types of fluctuatip ~ ©OF certain virtual excitations to auxiliary bosonic mod€} [
Another convenient feature of our proposal is that the phasklere we show that the breaking of parity symmetries in the
factors related to the transfer durations (which are inguart Pound states in current-biased Josephson junctions (£BJJs
for the operation of quantum gates) need only be knafter provides an advantage, because the desirable detunins chir
the population transfer is completeat which time they can can be produced by single-photon pulses. This is because all
be cancelled using eas"y imp|ementab|e Sing'e_qubit @.has the electriC—dipole matrix elements Could be nonzero irhSUC
shift operations. Therefore, depending on the nature of flucartificial “atoms” [10]. As a consequence, the SCRAP-based
tuations in the system, rapid adiabatic passages (RAPs) éfuantum gates proposed here could be conveniently demon-
populations could offer an attractive approach to impletnen strated with driven Josephson phase qubits [11] genergted b
ing high-fidelity single-qubit NOT operations and two-qubi CBJJs. In order to stress the analogy with atomic systems,
SWAP gates for quantum computing. Also, the SCRAP-basee Will refer to the energy shifts of the CBJJ energy levels
quantum computation proposed here is insensitive to the gdlenerated by external pulses as Stark shifts.
ometric properties of the adiabatic passage paths. Thus, ou Models.—Usually, single-qubit gates are implemented by
approach for quantum computing is distinctly differentifro using coherent Rabi oscillations. The Hamiltonian of such a
both adiabatic quantum computation (where the system is aliriven qubit read$i,(t) = woo./2 + R(t)o., with wy being
ways kept in its ground state|[4]) and holonomic quantunthe eigenfrequency of the qubit aik{t) the controllable cou-
computating (where implementations of quantum gates arpling between the qubit states; ando, are Pauli operators.
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If the qubit is driven resonantly, e.gR(t) = Q(t) cos(wot),
then the qubit undergoes a rotatidéh. (t) = cos[A(t)/2] —
io, sin[A(t)/2], with A(t) = fOtQ(t’)dt’. For realizing a
single-qubit NOT-gate, the pulse area is required tpise
cisely designed asA(t) m, since the population of the
target logic stateP(t) = [1 — cos A(¢)]/2 is very sensitive
to the pulse areal(t) [in this example, we are assuming an
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initially empty target state]. Relaxing such a rigorous -con FIG. 1: (Color online) Simulated SCRAPs for inverting thebiis

dition, we additionally chirp the qubit's eigenfrequency
by introducing a time-dependent Stark shift¢). There-
fore, the qubit evolves under the time-dependent Hamatoni
H{(t) = woo./2 + R(t)o, + A(t)o. /2, which becomes

)

in the interaction picture. Under the condition
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the driven qubit adiabatically evolves along two paths—ithe
stantaneous eigenstates (¢)) = cos[0(t)]|0) — sin[0(¢)]|1)
and |\ (t)) = sin[A(¢)]|0) + cos[@(t)]|1), respectively. In
principle, these adiabatic evolutions could produce eahjt
single-qubit gates.

logic states by certain pulse combinations: (left) a lindetuning
pulseA(t) = vqt, combined with a constant Rabi pul@é¢t) = Qq;
and (right) a linear detuning pulsA(¢) = wt, assisted by a
Gaussian-shape Rabi pul§¥t) = Q exp(—t>/TZ). Here, the
solid (black) lines are the expected adiabatic passage,patia the
dashed (red) lines represent the unwanted Landau-Zenee|ting
paths.

a Stark-shift terrmg(t)af)/2 applied to the second qubit and
evolve the system via (in the interaction picture)

OB 0 0

10 —as) K@) o
TBO=31 0 K® M@ o |0 @

0 0 0 As(t)

Obviously, three invariant subspacég; = {|00)}, ® =

For example, a single detuning puls€|11)}, and®, = {|01),|10)} exist in the above driven dy-

A(t) (without a Rabi pulse) is sufficient to produce a phase-namics. This implies that the populations of stdt#s and

shift gate: U.(a) = exp(ial)(1]), a = — [T2° A(t)dt.
Furthermore, combining the Rabi
rotating the mixing angled(t) arctan[Q(t)/A(t)]/2,

from §(—o0) = 0 to #(+oc0) = =/2, another single-
qubit gateU, = exp(if+)oy — exp(if_)o_ (with S1
— [T pet)dt, pa(t) = A(t) £ /A2(t) + Q2(t)) can be

adiabatically implemented as:

v

This is a single-qubit rotation that completely inverts pog-
ulations of the qubit’s logic states and thus is equivaleriée

A (=00)) = 10) =" |A_ (4o0)) = —eiB-|1),

t | 3)
A (—00)) = [1) 8 |y (+00)) = €4 o).

single-qubit NOT gate. Note that here the population trans
fer isinsensitiveto the pulse duration and other details of the
pulse shape—there is no need to precisely design these bé-

forehand. Different durations for finishing these transfarly
induce different additional phasgs, which can then be can-
celled by properly applying the phase shift operatibpéx).
Similarly, the applied pulses are usually required to b
exactly designed for implementing two-qubit gates.

by the XY-type HamiltonianH;, = Zi:m wiagi)/2 +

K(t) > izj=1 crgf)cr(_”/z with switchable real interbit-
coupling coefficientk (¢), the implementation of a two-qubit
SWAP gate requires that the interbit interaction titvehould
be preciselyset asfot K(')dt' = m (whenw; = ws). This

For
example [12], for a typical two-qubit system described

|11) are always unchanged, while the evolution within the

and detuning pulses fopubspaceR; is determined by the reduced time-dependent

Hamiltonian (1) withQ2(¢) and A(¢) being replaced by (¢)

and A,(t), respectively. Therefore, the APs determined by
the HamiltonianH- (t) produce an efficient two-qubit SWAP
gate; the populations of00) and |11) remain unchanged,
while the populations of statg0) and|01) are exchanged.
The passages are just required to be adiabatic and again are
insensitiveto the exact details of the applied pulses.

Figure 1 shows schematic diagrams of two simulated
SCRAPs. There, solid (black) lines are the desirable APspath
and the dashed (red) lines are the unwanted Landau-Zener tun
nellings [13] (whose probabilities should be negligiblettoe
present adiabatic manipulations). These designs coulitbe s
ilarly used to adiabatically invert the populations of st 0)
and|01) for implementing the two-qubit SWAP gate.
Demonstrations with driven Josephson phase qubite.—
principle, the above generic proposal could be experintignta
demonstrated with various physical systems [2], e.g.gd®

ephase atoms and molecules, where SCRAPs are experimen-

tally feasible. Here, we propose a convenient demonstratio
with solid-state Josephson junctions.

A CBJJ (see, e.g.l [11]) biased by a time-independent dc-
currentl,, is described byH, = p?/2m + U(Iy, ). For-
mally, such a CBJJ could be regarded as an atrtificial “atom”,
with an effective massn = C;®,/(27), moving in a po-
tential U(I,0) = —Ej(cosd — Iyo/Ip). Here, Iy and
E; = ®yly /27 are, respectively, the critical current and the

difficulty could be overcome by introducing a time-depertden Josephson energy of the junction of capacitafige Under

dc-driving to chirp the levels of one qubit. In fact, we canlad

proper dc-bias, e.gl, < Iy, the CBJJ has only a few bound
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e i% PR tweenws; andwig) has been considered. Figure 2 shows that
H A X during the above passages the leakage to the third|2taite
=== =20  5°9 72;8 sufficiently small. Thus, the above proposal of performimg t
Q0 % . desirable SCRAPs to implement single-qubit gates should be
0 S A R — experimentally robust.

FIG. 2: (Color online) SCRAP-based population transfera Bin- Th?_ adiabatic manlpulatlons_ proposed above could also
gle Josephson phase qubit. (Left) manipulated scheme: legadg ~ be utilized to read out the qubits. In the usual readout ap-
with dashed chirped qubit energy splittifg¢) is coupled (solid ar- ~ proach [11], the potential barrier is lowered fast to enleanc
row) by a Rabi pulsé2(¢). Dotted red arrow shows the unwanted the tunneling and subsequent detection of the logic $tate
leakage transition between the chirping levielsand |2). (Right)  Recently[14], ar-pulse resonant with the) < |2) transition
time-evolutiqns@(t) of the_ occupation probabilities of the lowest was added to the readout sequence for improved fidelity; The
three leveldj) (j = 0, 1, 2) in a CBJJ during the designed SCRAPs tunnelling rate of the sta{@) is significantly higher than those
for inverting the populations of the qubit logic states. STéthows that . :
during the desirable SCRAPs the qubit leakage is negligible of the qubit levels, a”‘?' thus could b,e easily detected. Th.e
readout scheme used in [14] can be improved further by uti-
lizing the above SCRAP by combining the applied microwave
pulse and the bias-current ramp. The population of gtate
is then transferred to staf®) with very high fidelity. In con-
trast to the above APs for quantum logic operations, here the
population transfer for readout is not bidirectional, aslop-
ulation of the target state) is initially empty. The fidelity of
such a readout could be very high, as long as the relevant AP
is sufficiently fast compared to the qubit decoherence time.

states: the lowest two leveld)) and|1), encode the qubit of
eigenfrequencw,o = (E1 — Ey)/kh. During the manipula-
tions of the qubit, the third bound staf® of energyE> might
be involved, as the difference betweBn— F; andE; — Ey is
relatively small. Due to the broken mirror symmetry of the po
tentialU (0) for 6 — —4, bound states of this artificial “atom”

lose their well-defined parities. As a consequena#,the o ;
electric-dipole matrix element; = (i[d]5),i,j = 0,1,2 Similarly, SCRAPs could also be used to implement two-

could be nonzerd1G]. This is essentially different from dubit gates in Josephson phase qubits. With no loss of

the situations in most natural atoms/molecules, whdirene ~ 9€nerality, we consider a superconducting circuit [11]-pro

bound states haweell-defined paritiesnd the electric-dipole duced by capacitively coupling two identical CBJJs. The
selection ruldorbidstransitions between states with the sameSWAP gate is typically performed by requiring that the two

parity. By making use of this property, Fig. 2 shows how CBJJs be biased i(_jer_nically (yieIdi_ng the same level struc-
to perform the expected SCRAP with a single CBJJhiy tures) ar_1d the static interbit coup_lmg beMeen them _reach
applying an amplitude-controlled dc-pulg.(t) (to slowly the m_axmal valueK,. If one waits prems_ely for an in-
chirp the qubit's transition frequency) and a microwavespul teraction timer = 7 /2Ky, then a two-qubit SWAP gate
Le(t) = Aoy (t) cos(wort) (to couple the qubit states). Under is produced L15]. In order to relax sudxactgonstramts
these two pulses, the Hamiltonian of the driven CBJJ readfr the coupling grocedure, we propose adding a control-
Hi(t) = Hy — (®¢/27)[Lac(t) + I.o(t)]6. Neglecting leak- lable dc current[éc) (t) = vat, applied to the second CBJJ.
age, we then get the desirable Hamiltonian (1) witft) = Thus one can drive the circuit under Hamiltoni&ih. (t) =
At) = —(®o/2m)Lae(t)(511 — do0) @andQ(t) = Q1) = Y10 How+(27/@0)*pip2/Crn— (90 /27) 1) (1)35. Here,
—(®g/27) Ap1(t)do1. Obviously, for a natural atom/molecule the last term is the driving of the circuit, and the first term
with 6;; = 0, the present scheme for producing a Stark shiftHy, = (27/®0)%p? (2C ;) — Ej cos &y, — (®o/2m) [0}, is the
cannot be applied. Hamiltonian of thekth CBJJ with a renormalized junction-
Specifically, for typical experimental parametefs|[11] @pacitanc&’; = Cy(1 + (), with ¢ = G /(Cy + Crn).
(C; = 4.3pF, I, = 13.3 uA and ], = 0.97251,), our numer-  1he coupling bgtvyeen these two CBJJs is. described by the
ical calculations show that the energy-splittings of thedst ~ Second term withC'>t = ¢/[C;(1 + ()] being the effec-
three bound states in this CBJJ tobg — 5.981 GHzand  tive coupling capacitance. Suppose that the applied dyivin
wo1 = 5.637 GHz. The electric-dipole matrix elements be- iS NOt too strong, such that the dynamics of each CBJJ is still

tween these states adgy, = 1.406, ;7 = 1.425, §yp = sagely limited within the subspadl. = {|0x), [1x), [21)}:
1.450, 691 = 819 = 0.053, 612 = 821 = 0.077, anddpo = Zl:.o [l (k| = _1. The circuit consequently_ evolves
830 = —0.004. If the applied dc-pulse is a linear function Within the total Hilbert spacé) = (; @ 0. Using the

of time (i.e.,I4.(t) = v1t with v; constant) and the coupling interaction picture defined by the unitary operatdy =
Rabi amplitude(t) = ©; is fixed, then the above SCRAP re- [T 5 exp(—it >_q |Ix) (Ix]), we can easily check that, for
duces to the standard Landau-Zener problern [13]. For a typthe dynamics of the present circuit, three invariant subspa
cal driving withv; = 0.15 nA/ns andAy;, = 1.25 nA, Fig. 2 (relating to the computational basis) exist: ¢) = {|00)}
simulates the time evolutions of the populations in thigghr ~ corresponding to the sub-Hamiltonidfhy = Eoo(t)|00)(00]
level system during the designed SCRAPs. The unwanted (bwtith Eyo(t) = —[@0/(277)]15? (t)S00 + (270/®0)%p2y/Cim,
practically unavoidable) near-resonant transition betwie  p;r = (I |px|l},) anddy = (1 |0x|1},); (i) 2 = {|01),]10)}
chirping levels|1) and |2) (due to the small difference be- corresponding to the sub-Hamiltonidf(¢) taking the form
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ing both conditions simultaneously does not pose any seri-
ous difficulty with typical experimental parameters. Indge
as we have shown above, experimentally feasible APs could
be applied within tens of nanoseconds. This time interval
is significantly longer than the typical period of an experi-
mental Rabi oscillation, which usually does not exceed a few
nanoseconds, and could be obviously shorter than the typi-
cal decoherence times of existing qubits, which might reach
hundreds of nanoseconds, e.qg., for the Josephson phase qubi

FIG. 3: (Color online) SCRAPs within the invariant subspacereported in [[11]. Solid-state qubits offer evident advgets

S3 = {]02), [11), |20) } for the dynamics of two identical three-level
capacitively-coupled CBJJs driven by an amplitude-cdiatote dc-
pulse. (Left) Adiabatic energies and the desirable AP pihih rfid-
dle solid-line with arrows):A — C1 — C> — C3 — B. (Right)
Time evolutions of population®,(t), « = 20, 11,02, within the

due to their scalability and controllability. ThereforeARs

in solid-state qubits could provide an attractive apprdach
data storage and quantum information processing. We hope
that such techniques will be experimentally implemented in

invariant subspac@s during the designed SCRAPs for inverting the the near future.

populations of10) and |01). It is shown that the initial population
of the |11) state (corresponding to thé-regime in the left figure)
is adiabatically partly transferred to the two sta2® and|02) in

the C4, C2, andCj regimes, respectively. Note that the population

of the statd11) vanishes at = 0 and completely returns after the
passages.

of Eq. (1) withQ(t) = Q = 2(27/®0)?p3y/Cr and A(t)

A(t) = [go/(2m)I52 ()31 — do); and (ii)) S5 = {[02) =
|a), |11) = |b),|20) = |c)} corresponding to

Ea (t) Qabeiim9 Qac
E’3(t) = Qbaeiw Eb(t) che—itﬂ ,
Qea cheitﬂ Ec(t)
with E, (&) = —[®0/(2m)] 157 (£)622 + (27 /®0)poopaz/Con,
Ey(t) = —[®o/(2m)]1{2) ()61 +(27/®0)p}y / Com, Eec(t) =
—[@0/(2m)} 152 (£)500 + (27/B0)?p22po0/ Cons Laty = Yo =
ch = ch = (27/(1)0)2]?01]?12/0771, Qac = Qcu, =
27/ ®0)*p2y/Crny, and¥ = wig — wor. Under the APs
for exchanging the populations of the staté8) and |01),
we can easily see that the population|66) remains un-
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