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Coupling superconducting ux qubits at optim alpoint via dynam ic decoupling w ith
the quantum bus
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W e propose a schem e w ith dccontrolof nite bandw idth to In plem ent tw oqubit gate for super-
conducting ux qubits at the optin alpoint. W e provide a detailed non-perturbative analysis on the
dynam ic evolution of the qubits Interacting w ith a com m on quantum bus. An e ective qubitqubit
coupling is nduced w hile decoupling the quantum busw ith proposed pulse sequences. T he twoqubit
gate is insensitive to the initial state of the quantum bus and applicable to non-perturbative cou—
pling regin e which enables rapid two-qubit operation. T his schem e can be scaled up to m ultiqubit

coupling.

PACS num bers: 03.671Lx,8525HVv,8525Cp

I. NTRODUCTION

Superconducting Josephson junction (JJ) qubit (for
a review, see egl?34) provides an arena to study
the m acroscopic quantum phenom enon and acts as
a prom ising candidate towards quantum inform ation
processing. For the three basic types of supercon—
ducting qubit, namely charge qubit, ux qubi and
phase qubit, sihgle qubit coherent operations w ith high
quality factor have been dem onstrated in many lab-—
oratories?® 182101112 = However, the best way to
achieve controllable coupling and universal two-qubit
gate are still open questions. A number of experi-
m ental attem ptst3A415.16,17,18,19,20,21,22,23,24,25,26,21,28 54
well as theoretical proposals have been put Hor-
ward29:30,31,32,33,34,35,36,37,38,39,4041 42 5005rding to the
characteristics of each speci c circuit. In this paper, our
discussion would be focused on coupling superconducting

ux qubiA3A44s

T he straightforw ard consideration to realize two-qubit
entanglem ent is utilizing the xed inductive coupling be—
tween two ux qubits. W ih tunable singlequbit en—
ergy sgoacing, this xed coupling can be used to dem on—
strate tw o-qubit Jogic gate?® . H ow ever, tunable coupling
is required to achieve universal quantum com puting. At
early stage, dcpulse controlisw idely adopted in the tun—
able coupling proposals®*4¢ . M ain disadvantage for this
m ethod isthe Ine ciency to work at the degeneracy point
which is a low-decoherence sweet spot. At the optin al
point, the naturalinductive coupling iso -diagonalin the
diagonal representation of the free Ham iltonian. Hence
the coupling only has second-order e ect on the qubit
dynam ic for the detuned qubits. Another di culty re—
lated w ith dc control is the operation error related to the

nite risihg-and-falling tin e of the dcpulse. Recently,
m ore attention is paid to coupling schem esw ith acpulse
controB334:32:38:3740 f hile m ost of the ac-control cou—
pling schem es can work at the degeneracy point and no
additional circuitry is needed®?%, som e of them require
strong driving®? or results in slow operation?®. M ean—
while, unwanted crosstalk is present due to always-on

coupling. The possbl solution to the above problem s
is the param etric coupling schem e wih a tunable cir-
cut acthg as couplerr®. A third ux qubi has been
dem onstrated as a candidate for this couplerf®2? . How -
ever Incorporating additionalnonlinear com ponent to the
circuit would Increase the com plexity of the circuit and
m ight Introduce additional noise.

In this paper, we propose a scalable coupling m ech—
anism of ux qubits wih four Jossphson junctions in
two loops (4JJ2L). The coupling is induced by a com —
mon quantum bus, such as a LC resonator or a one-
din ensional superconducting tranam ission line resonator
(TLR). The e ective coupling Ham iltonian is diagonal
w ih the free Ham iltonian of single qubit at the opti-
mal point. By tuning the dccontrol Iine, a dynam ic
quantum gate can be realized for superconducting ux
qubits at the optim al point. This gate operation is in—
sensitive to the iniial state of the quantum bus. The
on-and-o of the coupling can be sw itched by dcpulse
of nie bandwidth wihout introducing additional er—
ror. This protocol is based on the tim e evolution of a
non-perturbative interaction Ham itonian. Therefore it
is applicable to "ulra strong coupling”" regin e, where
the coupling strength is com parable to qubit free H am il-
tonian. D ue to these advantages, thisnew proposalcould
be a prom ising altemative in experim ents.

T his paper is organized as follows. In Sec. IT, we rst
review the 4JJ2L qubi con guration which was rst
proposed h Refi344 | i e also analyze in detail the en—
ergy soectrum ofthis 4-JJ qubi w ith respect ofm agnetic

ux In the two loops respectively. In Sec. ITTI, the setup
of our coupling m echanism for this type of qubit is de-
scribbed and the system Ham iltonian is derived. In Sec.
IV, we present two di erent ways to realize the e ective
two-qubit coupling and construct two-qubit logic gates.
T he characteristics of this coupling schem e based on ex—
perin ental consideration are analyzed in Sec. V. The
conclusion and rem arks of this paper are given in Sec.
V1I.
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II. FLUX QUBIT W ITH TUNABLE QUBIT GAP

A single ux qubit discussed in this paper is shown In
Fig. [I) . Each qubit is com posed of four Josephson jinc—
tions in two loops: them ain loop (lower loop) and the dc
SQUID loop (upper loop). Them ain loop encloses three
Junctions: two identical junctions w ith Josephson energy
E ;l) and one shared w ith thedc SQ U ID loop w ith Joseph—

son energy  E [ where V' is the ratio of the Joseph-—
son energy between the rst two jinctions and the third
one (here and hereafter, the superscript (i) denotes the
variables of the i~th qubit). Themain loop formsa ux
qubit whose energy eigenstates are the superpositions of
the clockw ise and the counterclockw ise persistent cur-
rent states?®4% | The 4-J7 ux qubit isdi erent from the
conventionaldesign ofa ux qubit due to the additional
dc SQUID loop. The third junction of 3-J7 ux qubit
is replaced by a dc SQU DD in this 4-JJ design. There—
fore the e ective Josephson energy of the third junction

can be controlled by them agnetic  ux C(il) threading the
dc SQUID loop. Assum ing the two jinctions in the dc
SQU D loop are identical, thee ective Josephson energy
is @y él) )E ;l) 2 él) cos él)= 0 E;l) with ¢ the

ux quantum . T his feature, aswe show later, enablesthe
qubit gap to be tunable. T his increases the extermal con—
trollability of the quantum circuit?324, The main loop
and the dc SQU ID loop of each qubit can be controlled

by extemalon-site ux bias separately.

As shown In Fig. [I), the Jossphson phase di er
ences of the Pur juinctions in one qubit are denoted
by ', 08, 7 and 1Y respectively. By de ning

iV ¢+ » ?)=2, the total Josephson energy in
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FIG.1l: (Color online) The schem atics of a single qubit with
four Josephson junctions (denoted by cross) connected In two
superconducting loop. The upper loop form s a dc SQU ID
with two identical jinctions whilk the lower loop encloses
three Junctions sim ilar as the conventional 3-J0 ux qubit.
Each loop can be controlled separately by extemalm agnetic

i) @) .
ux  and n respectively.

one qubit oop is U = EM cos’ P+ B cos” S +

@ C(ii) )E J(i) oos’~3(i), where we have used the uxoid
quantization relation in the dc SQU ID loop:
@)
I R B M

3 4
0

Therearetwo other uxoid quantization relations forthis
circuit:

,£1)+,2(1)+,é1) = 2 m ;
0
@, , 0, , @ él) + n(\l)
e =2 4= @)

w here rfli) the m agnetic ux threading the m ain qubit

Joop. Adding up the two equations in [2), we get

@
’ :{1) + 12(1) + /~3(1) =2 _t; 3)
0
w here t(i) Dy éi)=2 is the total m agnetic ux
threading the qubit loop. Then the total Josephson en-—
ergy of the four junctions in the loop is

(&8}

0 = O PmBms 2 iy
0

W os’ 1(1) + ED cosr P @)

+EJ J 2

It takes the sam e o as that ofthe 3-JJ  ux qubif344
exceptthat theratio @ istunable. Ifthe totalm agnetic

ux t(i) isclose to halffa ux quantum (=2 and @ >

05, the function Ug ’ 1(1) ;! 2(1) represents a landscape
w ith periodic double-well potentials.

W ith external uxbias, onecan setthe operation point
In one double-well potential. The classical stable states
of this potential correspond to the clockw ise and the
counter-clockw ise persistent current states. By chang-
ing the ratic ¥ between the Josephson energy of the
third junction (through the dc SQ U ID ), the height ofthe
tunneling barrier hence the tunneling rate) between the
twom inin a ofeach double-well is tunable. W hen @ is
set in appropriate range, coherent tunneling betw een the
tw o wells of the potential is enabled whilke the tunneling
between di erent potentials is highly suppressed.

Taking into account the electric energy stored in the
four capacitors, we can get the full Ham iltonian of this
system . The energy spectrum of the circuit with @ =
08 and EJ’= Y = 35 ® = &=2C denotes the
Coulomb energy of the st (second) junction of the i-
th qubit and C is the junction capaciance) is shown in
Fig.[d as a function of the rescaled totalm agnetic ux
£fO = t(i)= 0. In the vicinity of t(i) = ,=2,the owest
two energy lkvels are far away from other energy levels
and form s a two-level subspace that can be used as the



ux qubit. T he eigenstatesofthe ux qubit isa superpo—
sition of the clockw ise and the counterclockw ise persis—
tent current states. The 4-JJ ux qubit works the sam e
as is 3-JJ prototype except that the barrier height of
the double-well potential is tunable in situ. In the two—
Jevel subspace, the free H am ittonian for the i~th qubit is
w ritten as
g®= i i) ) @ @)y @ 5)

(l)+ d)x

(
t z
where " is the energy spacing of the two classical cur—
rent states

") )

@ )
t
@ is the energy gap between the two states at the

degeneracy point t(i) = =2,

_0
2

and

(1) ( @

(1)
Sy PP =2 Poos( =4 M
0

=2 o cos(
According to the tightbinding m odel, @
be evaliated through W KB approxin ation®?

® (=2 )exp( B Q+2 )ETEIP2En @

W= ) where !, is the attem pt frequency of escape
in the potentialwelland cos @ = 05 @ (the P lanck
constant ~ is set to be 1). In Fig.[3, the energy gap

W and its derivative d Y=d % are shown i as a
function of ® . The results are cbtained from num erical
calculation and analytical derivation based on W KB
approxim ation.

can
as

ITII. THE COUPLED SYSTEM

A schem atics to ilustrate our coupling m echanian is
shown in Fig.[dwih two di erent types ofdata bus, ie.,
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FIG .2: (Colronline) The energy spectrum ofthe lowest six
energy levels of the superconducting loop w ith respect of the
totalm agnetic ux t(i) . The energy is In theunit ofE ; while
them agnetic ux isin theunitof o.W etakeE;i)=Eéi) =35

and @ = 0s8.
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FIG . 3: (Colr online) The energy gap of single qubit
and is derivative d W=d ¥ as a function of * for (a)
EM=EY = 35and ) E'=EY = 50 (or sinplcity, the

superscript (i) is om itted in the gure. The solid line (red)
is obtained from the exact diagonalization of the original 4-
JJ qubit Ham iltonian whilke the dashed line (lack) is ob-—
tained from the analytical solution ofthe tightoindingm odel
wih W KB approxin ation which is lesse ective at low barrier
regin e. The two m ethod has T he energy is in the unit ofE ;.

LC resonatorand 1D TLR.For sin plicity, we rst con—
centrate on coupling two qubits. The problem ofscale-up
w il be discussed later. A s we described in the previous
section: Each qubit is com posed of four Josephson junc—
tions in two loops: them ain loop (the lower loop) and the
dc SQU DD loop (the upper one). Them ain loop and the
dc SQU ID loop ofeach qubit can be controlled by exter—
nalon-site ux bias independently. The two qubits are
placed in su cient distance so that the direct coupling
can be e ectively neglected®. The two qubits are both
coupled w ith a com m on data bus such as the tw isted LC
resonator or 1D on-thetop TLR wvia mutual inductance.

Due to the mutual inductance with the resonator,

the m agnetic uxes Inclide the contrbution both from
the extemal applied ux and the resonator, ie., r(nl) =
Do+ rfll),b and C(il) = ((jl)e + C(;L,)b, where the subscript

e () indicates the contrbution from the extemalm ag—

netic ux (the quantum data bus) respectively. Then
@)

the totalm agnetic ux (  reads
! !
@ @ -
@ _ ) de &) db
t T m e 2 + m b + 2 @8)

T he coupling between a single qubit and the data bus
Inclides two parts: the coupling of the qubi with the
dcSQUID loop viamutualinductance M d(l) and the cou—
pling of the qubi wih the main loop via M m(l) . The
magnetic ux Induced in the dc SQUID lop and the
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FIG .4: (Color online) The circuit design exam ples to In ple—
m ent the required coupling. Two 4-JJ ux qubitsare coupled
w ith each other through the inductive coupling w ith a res—
onator as data bus: (@) a twisted LC resonator and () a
1D superconducting tranam ission line resonator In a separate
Jayer. T he current of the data bus inducesm agnetic uxes in
© ) and in the lower loop ( n(\i),b) of each

d,b
qubit. T he directions of (;1;3 and n(ll),b are opposite.

the upper loop (

qubimain loop are
@)
db
@ _ ()
mp = Mg'I )
regpectively and I is the current in the resonator. For
our purpose, the two m agnetic ux satis es
W _ o, @

db =  Zmpt 10

T his can be In plem ented by designing the m utual induc-
tance

MP= om®; 1)
Them inus in [I0) is due to the special layout of the data
bus so that the directions of the m agnetic ux induced
by the quantum bus in the upper loop and the lower loop
are opposite. nserting Eq. [I0) into Eq. [B), we nd the

total ux t(i) is contrbuted only by the extemalapplied
@) ) @

magnetic uxas [ = get d,)e=2. Since the , com —
ponent of the qubit is coupled w ith t(l) , the resonator
contrbutes a pure x coupling wih no , component.
T herefore the qubit can alwaysbe biased at the optin al
point M= ,=2.

For the quantized m ode of the resonator,

r__
!
I= — atad

12
oL 12)

where ! = @C) '™ is the plasna frequency of res—
onator, L (C) the um ped or distributed inductance (ca-
pacitance) of the resonator and a¥ (@) the plasm on cre-
ation (annihilation) operator. W ith these denotations,

WO g4 gy

db = ta @3)

w here
f(i) M (1) LA 14)

U sually the m utual inductance of the resonator and the
qubit loop is about several pH to several tens of pH .
For exam ple, if we take M C;i) = 10pH,! = 1GHz and
L=100pH,£’= o 56 10° 1. Thismeansthe
magnetic ux contrbuted from the resonator is much
an aller than that from the extemal applied m agnetic

eld. To the st order, the energy gap of a single qubi
ismodi ed by the resonator as

(1) (1) ) y
+
N g @ . @+ a')
(1) )
15)
w ith
!
@ -
(1) _ 1) d,e
e = 2 , cos
0
1
- ()
. ; ) q,
W= 2 él) sh = = (16)

The Ham iltonian for a single qubit lnearly interacting
w ith the data bus reads,

1 _ (1) (1) @ _ (1) 1) (&) (1)
H =" m ;e + d,e_2 z T d,e X
+g® C(llza }ii) a+ a¥ a7)
w ith the coupling coe cient
(1) @) 1. 18
d,e e ’ ( )
‘ ) d (1) )

o @ _ @,

g de g o : (19

= ®
- e

N ote that m agnitude of the coupling g% increases w ith
the mutual nductance M 4u) . If rfli);e + C(ii,)e=2 = (n+
05) ¢ Wheren = 0; 1; 2 is an arbitrary integer),
qubit is biased at the degeneracy point and the system
Ham iltonian is written as

X
la¥a+

i=1;2

@@y oy go e By o

y
d,e) X d,e) x at a

H =

@0)



ux (. in the dc
SQUI looptoben o,g® ( c(il,)e) = 0, the qubit is decou-
pld from the resonator in the rstorder. The qubisact
Independently and singlequbit operation can be mple—
m ented by biasing C‘;L together w ith m icrow ave pulse.
Th the above discussion, the condition Eq. [I]) is as—
sum ed. However i m ight not be precisely satis ed in
practical case. Suppose there is a sn all deviation in the
fabrication process that M d(l) = 20+ WM @here
1), the total magnetic ux t(i) includes a an all
contribution from the resonator,

By tuning the extemal m agnetic

@ _ W de

t q,e 2 m (21)

This adds a tem to the Hamiltonian Eq. [20):
PP P a4 &Y with g°® = Mnfi)Ip !=2L. How-—
ever since the qubit is ardetuned ( 1528 GHz and
! 1 GHz in the case we discussed), this last term is
a fastrotating one and has negligble contrbution. In
the ollow ing, we adopt Eq. [20) as the e ective system
Ham ilttonian.

IV. THE STRATEGY TO ACHIEVE
EFFECTIVE TW OQUBIT INTERACTION

In this section, we discuss about how to achieve the
tw o—qubit coupling in this com posite system . The qubit
only interact w ith each other indirectly through a com —
mon quantum bus. In the dispersive lim i, the operation
tin e of two—qubi logic gate is 1im ited by the an all ra—
tio g= ! where g is the qubitbus coupling and ! the
qubitresonator detuning. In this case, the resonator is
only virtually excited. In this paper we follow another
way that the quantum bus carries real excitations. The
e ective two-qubit coupling is achieved by one or a se—
ries of speci c unitary evolutions of the resonatorqubit
com posite system . Sin ilarm ethod hasbeen discussed in
quantum com puting w ith them al ion-trap?842:5951 ang
Josephson charge qubi?? . T he feature ofthis coupling is
the insensitivity to the quantum state of the resonator.

If a depulse is applied to |, to shift i from n o,
the tim e evolution of the com posite system is driven by
the H am ittonian Eq. 20). T he operators included in the
interaction Ham {ltonian (@a+ a¥) ) and the free H am it
tonian @+ a¥, ii) ) m ay be enlarged by their com m utator
Into a closed Lie algebra of nite dimension. Thus the
exact solution of the tim e evolution can be decom posed
into a product over exponentials of the generators’. In
the Interaction picture, it reads

x1l x2

Ur) = e P PO
0 1
wa’ A

e ;@2

w here
8 i it
2 Bith= & et 1
(1) 4 (2) .
A@p=229 L Gt 1 t; @3)
? (g(l))zjr (gm)z' 1 .
D (t)= - ir ettt 1 t:

In the follow ing discussion, w e neglect the universalphase
factor D (t). If the last factor of Eq. [22) can be e ec
tively canceled,

Ur@® expl i€ @®) 1A ®x1 x2)i @4)

which represents the tin e evolution which is e ectively
govemed by H am ilttonian x1 x2 . I'hiscan be done in
two di erent ways as describbed below :

A . Single pulse operation

By controlling the pulse length, a two-qubit gate is
realized w ith a single depulse which shifts |, from n o
Fig.[H @)). W hile the whole tin e evolution Eq. [22)
is non-periodic, Eq. [23) shows that B; (t) is a periodic
function of timne and it vanishes at T, = 2n =!. At
these tin es, the tin e evolution operator In the interaction
picture reduces to

4n gg®

Ur (Tyh) = exp & 2 (25)

x1l x2
This isequivalent to a system oftwo coupled qubitsw ith
an interaction Ham iltonian / 41 x2-

The mininum tine to realize a rotation Uyx ( ) =
exXp (l x1 x2) is

Tno, = 2mo =! (26)

Tnin

w ith
12

mo= hol= @7

4 ghg@
w here [:::] represents the integer part of a num ber. N ote
that we can not achieve a tw o-qub it rotation precisely un—
lessng happenstobe an integer so thatng = m g. Theer-
ror of one tw o-qubit gate is on the orderof4 gt'g@ =12

Control flux

FIG.5: (Color online) T he schem atics of the pulse sequence
to realize tw o-qubit gate operation.



(@bout 1% using practical param eters). T his operation
error can be avoided using a doublepulse m ethod dis—
cussed below .

B . D ouble pulse operation

A tematively a two-qubi logic operation can be con-
structed wih two successive operations as shown In
Fig.BD).

Thitialy

deJsbjasedatn 0. The mstdcpulse shifts
(1)

it to a certain .6 n o oraduration t=2. T he evolu-
tion operator (Jl'l the Interaction picture) isU¢ % . A fter
tin e t=2, reverse the direction of the m agnetic ux in

the dc SQU DD loop so that ((jl)e is changed into de

and g°® = ¢?. The system is then driven by a new
Ham iltonian H °= H o  foranother t=2.
T he dynam ics for the above tw o consecutive steps is

1)

Utor © = exp[ M ) x1 x2]exp[ N ©J @8)
where
2 (1) 42) 2 !
Mo o 2809 2 e
! ! 2
(1)y2 (2)y2 2 !
N = ST ETr 2ttt by

! ! 2

Therefore, the total tine evolution is equivalent to

the tin e evolution govemed by two-qubi interaction
;1) @ together w ith a universal phase factor.

The tine T to realize a rotation Uy ( ) In this way

satis es the nonlinear equation

T T 12
7 T goge’ (30)
n the case of ! g®, the solution is w ritten as
!
(31)

29T g®

T he tw oqubit operation tin e isestin ated using exper—
In entalparam eters. A ssum lngM g = 20pH and L = 100
pH, onegets g¥ = fy= o 3602MHz. Asa cost of
the low uctuation related to the dc SQUIDD Iloop, the
coupling strength associated w ith the dc SQU ID Iloop is
weaker than that wih the main loop. For exam ple, to
realize a Uy 5 ,the operation tin e is about 204 ns. Tt
is am aller than the qubi coherence tim e at the optin al
point. T he operation tim e is proportionalto L=M g. In—
creasing the m utual inductance between the dc SQU ID
and the resonator reduces the operation tin e. It isworth
to point out that the ratio g=! isnot required to be an all.
T herefore there is no findam ental lim it on the operation
tin e except the realizable coupling strength.

A s discussed In Sec. III, arbitrary single qubit gate
can be perform ed after sw itching o the qubit-bus inter-
action. Any non-trivial two-qubit gate can be built up

w ith this xx coupling plus single qubit gates. For exam —
ple, the C phase gate can be constructed as (suppose we

change representation so that ~, = y and ~y = z)
R ) U@  exp i ~D.@ 32
()=u, B e i P G2)
with U, () expi~" = exp i ) . And the

CNO T gate can be readily constructed w ith C -phase gate
as

CNOT =H PR ()u @; (33)
whereH denote theH ad%n ard transform ation asH @ =
(€} (1)
exp < + ;7 =2 2
W ith arbitrary sihglequbit rotation and any non-
trivial tw o-qubit rotation, universalquantum com puting
can be realized according to quantum netw ork theorem 24

V. THE FEATURESOF THIS COUPLING
PROTOCOL

In the previous section, we have presented the way to
realize two-qubi coupling and logic gate w ith our pro—
posed setup. In this section, the features of this coupling
protocol are analyzed w ith em phasis on the experin en—
tal In plem entation. The qubitqubit e ective coupling
comm utes w ith the free H am iltonian of the single qubit.
T his feature enables m any practical advantages:

(1) Them ain idea to In plem ent a tw o-qubit operation
from the exact evolution operator Eg. 22) is to cancel
the part related w ith the degree of freedom of the res—
onator, so that the nal operation Eq. [24) represents
a qubiqubit operation without entanglem ent w ith res—
onator m ode. Therefore the resonator m ode does not
transferpopulation w ith the qubit although the resonator
m ode m ediates the qubit-qubit interaction. A s a resul,
this two-qubit logic gate is lnsensitive to the niial state
of the resonator*®. T his feature is in portant or the ex—
perin ent performed at nite tam perature because the
equilbriim state of the resonator is a m ixed state. For
exam ple, there is 16% population at the excited state for
al GHz resonatorat 30 mK .

(2) As we mentioned, our coupling protocol works
at the low -decoherence optin al point where the qubit
is robust to ux uctuation and has long decoherence
tine. This is In contrast to other coupling protocols
with depulse controB348 | During the two-qubit oper—
ation, the control param eter is not the total m agnetic

ux but rather a component in the dc SQUIDD Iloop.
T herefore, the qubit can be biased at the optin alpoint

Y= m+ 1=2) , during two-qubit operation.

W hile the dc SQU ID adds a second controlto the cir-
cuit, i introduces extra decoherence. The uctuation
of the ux threading the dc SQUID loop results In the

uctuation of the energy splitting  and introduces de—
coherence to the qubit dynam ics. Suppose the m agnetic



ux are perturbed by the sam e am ount of uctuation
as t(i) ! t(i) + ’ C(li) ! C(li) + . Therefore the
rstorder e ect of the wuctuation of m agnetic
the m ain Joop and the sub-loop are Et(i) qii)

8 & repectively,with¢? eE 9= @

and
and

QE P=@ C(ii) ,where E ) is the energy level spac—

r

@
G

&) PRRE)

ing of the qubit, E W = LI a Ifa

qubit with E g=~ = 259GHz,Ey=E.= 35and 2 o= 038
isbiased at 0=2 and 2 ¢ cos ( 0:65,we
get

t= a= o)

¢ = 163GHz= 4: (34)

However, if qubit is not biased at the optim alpoint but
close to the optim alpoint, eg. "=E = 035,

P = 1100GHZ | (35)

whereweassame I, = 500 nA .The In uence ofthe uc-
tuation on the totalm agnetic ux is one order ofm ag—
nitude larger than that on the dc SQUID loop. This
suggeststhat although the dcSQ U ID loop introduces ad—
ditional uctuation to the system , the decoherence com es
from ux uctuation ndcSQUIDD ismuch lessthan that
decoherence caused by shifting-aw ay from the degeneracy
point t(i) = =2.

(3) A scalable qubit-qubit coupling schem e should al-
low the coupling to be swiched on-ando (ie. tun-
able over several orders of m agniude). O therw ise, ad—
ditional com pensation pulse is needed to correct the er-
ror in sihgle-qubit operation. In our coupling protocol,
as shown in Eq. [[9), the extemalm agnetic ux in the
dcSQUID loop can beused to swich o the coupling by
setting C(llze = 2n o.W hen the qubit isdecoupled from
the data bus, single qubit operation can be controlled by
‘-'(ll)e Independently.

O ur protocoldoes not require to change the am plitude
of a dc pulse instantaneously. Finite rising and falling
tin es of the controlling dc pulse w ill not induce addi-
tionalerror to the two qubi coupling. T his is essentially
due to the qubi-resonator interaction com m utesw ith the
free H am iltonian of the qubit at the optin al point. In
the previous discussion, we assum ed a constant g% for
sim plicity. In the real experim ents, the m odulation of
the m agnetic ux always includes nite risihg tine, ie.,
g® = g% (). Asong asg® isa slow-varying (com par-
ing with e #*) function of tin e t, the above discussion
stillhold exoept that the length ofthepulse, ie. T should
satisfy

ca e*Tg¥a JPom=0 (36)

Instead of T = 2n =!. The m agnitude of the e ective

tw o-qubit interaction, ie., A (t) n Eq. 22) ismodi ed as
Z

Tdt_ e, q @) 1) @)

AT)=  SfTeY 0”0 P 0g? o
0o !

2d" ©g? ®©g: 37)

ux in

To realize a certain xx rotation U = exp i él) ;2)

to apply apulse satisfy C (T)= 0Oand A (T)=  smmul
taneously. It is notable that the two conditions are only
related to the integralover the whole pulse and thus ro—
bust to operation error. T his conclusion isalso applicable
to the doublepulse m ethod.

(4) The evaluation is applicable to "ultra-strong cou—
pling" regin e where the coupling strength is even com —
parable to the free H am iltonian frequency as long as the
approxin ation [19) isvalid. Hence in principle, the two—
qubit can be m ade as fast as single qubit operation.

VI. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

W e illustrate two possble ways to scale up the two—
qubit system . In Fig.[d (@), a nearest-neighbor coupled
qubits are sketched. They form a transverse Ising chain
which can be use to inplem ent quantum state trans-
&r223837 and quantum infom ation storage®?. It is pos—
sble to extend this con guration to 2D Ising m odel
Fig.[d (b) shows an exam ple to realize selective coupling
between muliple qubits by a single quantum bus (such
as a trananm ission line resonator).

Fornom inally sam e param eters, there isnaturalspread
of the junctions critical currents. T his coupling m ech—
anism is robust to the di erence of él) and (()2) be-
cause the free H am ittonian comm utes w ith the interac-
tion H am ittonian. A ssuch, In the sam ple Abrication pro—
cess, the requirem ents on hom ogeneity and reproducibil-
ity can be relaxed and m eet w ith current production tech—
nology. T he additional on-site control lines requires only
one m ore layer.

FIG .6: (Coloronlne) T he schem atics to scale up the coupling
system . (@) Each qubit is coupled w ith the nearest neighbors
by the twisted LC resonators. (o) A 1l qubits are interacting
with a comm on TLR resonator on the top ofthe qubits array.



The qubitresonator interaction comm utes wih the
qubit free Ham iltonian. This feature enables quantum
non-dem olition (QND ) m easurem ent on superconducting
qubi biased at the optinal point?®. This QND mea—
surem ent is realizable even in the ultra-strong coupling
Iin 122
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