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Univer sality of Uhrig dynamical decoupling for suppressing qubit pure dephasing and relaxation
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The optimalN-pulse dynamical decoupling discovered by Uhrig for a dpisen model [Phys. Rev. Lett,
98, 100504 (2007)] is proved to be universal in suppressir@@ﬁ””) the pure dephasing or the longitudinal
relaxation of a qubit (or spinf2) coupled to a generic bath in a short-time evolution of tlaraT. It is also
found that for the purpose of suppressing the longitudiakixation, an ideal Uhrig-pulse sequence can be
generalized to a sequence consisting of the ideal one supesied with finite-duration pulses satisfying certain
symmetry requirements.

PACS numbers: 03.65.Yz, 03.67.Pp, 7642().33.25+k

Introduction — A central topic in spin resonance spec- dependent perturbation theory.
troscopy[ﬂl] is the decoherence of spins due to couplingto en In this Letter, we shall complete the proof of the universal-
vironments, including the longitudinal relaxation of thepp ity of the UDD in suppressing the pure dephasing or the longi-
ulation and the transverse relaxation of the phase coioalat tudinal relaxation of a qubit (or spin4) coupled to a generic
(i.e., dephasing) in the basis quantized along an exteragt m bath. The proof is based on the observation that to preserve
netic field EDS]. Also, the decoherence of a qubit, which canthe spin coherence up to a given order, one does not have to
be modeled by a spinA, is the main obstacle in implement- eliminate all terms of thefBective qubit-bath coupling to the
ing scalable quantum computir@ [4]. To deal with the spingiven order as in a generic concatenated DD but just needs to
or qubit decoherence, various strategies have been degklop eliminate the terms relevant to the decoherence. An exdensi
including quantum error correction ﬂg 6,7, 8], decoheeenc of the proofis that an ideal UDD sequence, for countering the
free subspacé][ﬂO], dynamical decoupling (DD) or bangiongitudinal spin relaxation, can be replaced with a more ge

bang controlﬂlﬂﬂﬂﬂlaﬂa 17} 18, 19,[20,[21, 22eral UDD sequence consisting of the same idepllses and

@,@1], and dynamical control by pulse spectrum or shapsome extra finite-duration pulses as long as certain syrymetr

engineering@ﬂ@?]. In particular, the DD suppreskes t requirements are fulfilled.

decoherence by eliminating the qubit-bath coupling thtoug Ideal UDD for a generic pure dephasing Hamiltonian— Let
stroboscopic rotation of the qubit. An especially interest  us first consider the ideal UDD pulse sequences for a Hamil-
DD scheme is the concatenated DD [118, [19,[20,/2lL[ 22, 23fonian of the form

which applies recursively a lower-order periodic pulse se- . .

guence as the building block of the next higher order se- H=C+05,®Z, (2)

guence. For an evolution of a short duratibnan Nth or- . ) ) ) ) )
der concatenated DD eliminates the qubit-bath couplingup twherea? is the qubit Pauli matrix along thedirection, and
C and Z are bath operators. This Hamiltonian describes a

O(TN”). The number of pulses in concatenated DD, how- deohasi del for it contai bit fi
ever, increases exponentially with increasing onfderSince pure depnasing model for It contains no qublt Tip processes
and therefore leads to no longitudinal relaxation but only

errors are inherently introduced by the controlling puldas dephasi P dephasi del ¢
desirable to have DD sequences with the minimum numberotir.an.sverse jephasing. - Fure dephasing models are ot spe-
cial interest in quantum computing since very often the gubi

controlling pulses. flio t b tiallv eliminated b Vi ¢
An optimal DD scheme was first discovered by Uhrig for a Ip terms can be essentially eiminated by applying a strong
static magnetic field along thedirection. A specific exam-

pure dephasing spin-boson model [24], which udespulses ble is the spin-boson model in whid® = 5 wib?'bi and

applied at - Ar oA o _ I
Z = Yi(4/2) (bi‘ + bi) with b being a boson annihilation
T = Tsir? jm fori—12 N 1 operator. It is for this spin-boson model that Uhl@[24] has
= 2(N+ 1) 1=54. N (1) discovered the optimal pulse sequences with timing given in

Eq. ().
to eliminate the dephasing up ©(TN*!). Optimal pulse Now we shall prove that the UDD applies for arbitragy
sequences foN < 5 have also been noticed by Dher andZ. To overcome the pure dephasing, the ideal UDD se-
al. earlier for controlling the Zenofkect @]. Lee, Witzel quences consist @fpulser-rotations about a transverse axis
and Das Sarma conjectured that the Uhrig dynamical decousay, thex-axis) @l]. The qubit dephasing is characterized by
pling (UDD) may work for a generic pure-dephasing modelthe decay of the expectation value of the raising or lowering
with an analytical verification up tiN = 9 ]. Later operatow’ = 0y +idy,
computer-assisted algebra was used to verify the congctur
up toN = 14 [30]. Aiming at a general proof of the conjec- L, —(T) = |(G_(T)) = ‘(&,USN)TLAJ&N)M, (3)
ture, Cardy and Dhaﬁkl] have given a very inspiring though
unsuccessful attempt by formulating the problem in a time-where the qubit state-dependent bath propagators under the
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Nth order UDD control are

g (iN) — gi[CDVZ](T-T) | i (CFZ)(To-To) i (C+2) Ty (4)

To show that th\th order UDD suppresses the pure dephas{-1)’ for ¢ «

ing up toO (TN*1) for a smallT, we just need to prove

UM7OM =14+ 0(T). (5)

By expanding the dierencesU = U, — U_ into Taylor series
and collecting the cdBcients term by term, Uhrig has verified

Eg. (8) forN < 14 with computer-assisted alge[30].

2

for n being odd anad + Z?:l p;j < N. For this purpose, we
make the variable substitutian = T sin?(¢;/2) and define
the scaled modulation functiofy (8) = Fy (T sin2(9/2)) =
[jm/(N+1),(j + )x/(N+1)]. With
sirPP(6/2) sing = (2i)~2° foo c;p sin[(p—r + 1) 8], we can
write Fp, p,...p, @S a linear combination of terms of the form

T 3 2 n )
fopn sf denmf’ dezf’ doy | |t (65) sin(a;6;)
0 0 0 -1

with |q;| < p; + 1. Suffices it to Showfy, g,.....q, = O for oddn

We shall proceed with the formalism of the time-dependentandy._, |q;| < N. We notice thafy (6) has period of 2/(N+
perturbation theory due to Cardy and Dhar! [31]. With thel) and hence expand it into Fourier series

standard formulation in the interaction picture, Hd. (4) ba
put in the time-ordered formal expression

0w - e iCT Fei fy +FndZ (tct ©6)

fn (6) = Z % sin[k(N +1)4] . (11)

k=135,

The key feature of the Fourier expansion to be exploited is

where 7 is the time-ordering operator, the modulation func-that it contains only odd harmonics of siN[¢ 1)6]. With the

tion Fy(t) = (1)) for t € [T,—,Tm] with T = 0 and

Tne1 =T, and

2,y =Sz = 3 W 16 (e 2] ] = 2
p=0

- P!
p=0 p folds
(7
The diferencesU is given by the Taylor series
sU = 2¢7CT Z (=) Aggeya, (8a)
k=0
with
. T tn 10}
An Ef Fn (tn) Fn (th-1) - f Fn (t1)
0 0 0
x |2 (t)Zi (tr-1) -2 ()] dtadtp - dta.  (8b)

A feature of the expansion of theftéirencesU is that it con-

tains only odd-order terrrﬁs2k+1 which are relevant to the de-

phasing. We just need to shavyy,; = o(TN+1)_
Using the expansion in E4.](7), we have

An = Z [an : "szzplFpl,pzw,pnTn+p1+p2m+p"]v 9)
{pi}

where

T t t n :
_ dty, 3 dty 2 dty . tj\Pi
Fplwupn = ﬁ ?j; T \L‘ T |]-l| Fn (tl)(f)

is a dimensionless constant independeri of
Now the problem is reduced to prove

Fpl,pzmpn =0 (10)

Fourier expansion, we just need to show that

n

T ) 02
dé f de f de cos(rifi +qif;) =0, (12
j; n o 2 lg ( i% +Qj J) (12)

for n being odd,rj being an odd multiple ofN + 1), and
’j‘=1|qj| < N. With the product-to-sum trigonometric for-
mula repeatedly used, it can be shown by induction that af-
ter an even number of variablég 6, . . ., 6 have been inte-
grated over, the resultant integrand as a functiofygfi can
be written as the sum of cosine functions of the form
COS(Rok+162k+1 + Qoks162k+1) » (13)
with Ry,1 being an odd multiple ofN + 1) and|Qu:1] <
234 ayl- In particular, the last step is

f " cos(Rnfn + Qnbh) db,. (24)
0

SinceR, is an odd (non-zero, of course) multiple &f ¢ 1),
and|Q| < er‘:l |q,—| < N, we haveR, + Qn # 0 and the integral
above must be zero. Thus EQ.X10) holds. The proof is done.
Ideal UDD for suppressing longitudinal spin relaxation —
Now we consider the most generic qubit-bath Hamiltonian
H=C+6x®X+5y®Y+5,0Z, (15)
whered; are the Pauli matrices of the qubit a@dX, Y, andZ
are bath operators. Without loss of generality, we assume th
z-axis as the rotation axis for qubit control. We aim to show
that the spin polarization along the rotation aXi§,(T))| is
preserved up t® TN”) under the control of thé\th order
UDD. The spin polarization is

KFLT) = [(ONT6,0MN)|, (16)



where the propagatdf can be written as 0
A A o o 0 /4 /2 3n/4 T
OgN) = g i[C+EOND]T-Th) e—i(C’—D)(Tz—Tl)e—i(C’+D)T1, . .

(17)

in which the Hamiltonian has been separated @to= C+ T =
F,®2 andD = 64 ® X + &y ® Y. With the definitiond, () = ™ (a)
€°tDe 'C't the propagator can be formally expressed as -1

GO = giCT S Jo Fu®Dy (dt (18)

which has the same form as Ed.] (6). Following the same
procedure as for proving E4(4), we find that uga¢T*1), ] i
the expansion of the propagator contains only terms camgist 01 '\/“\/\. -
of even power oD. SinceD contains only the Pauli matrices ] !
0y andd’y and an even power of the two Pauli matrioé,ls(y”-?y 0 T/4 T/2 3714 T
(with ny, + ny being even) is either unity oé-, the propagator t

B(1)

om = e‘“qS‘TTJrO(TNH), (29) FIG. 1: (color online) An example of (a) the scaled modulafionc-
tions fy(0) for the generalized 3rd order UDD control and (b) the
where the &ective Hamiltonianqeff commutes withr. Thus corresponding magnetic fieB{(t). The dashed lines indicate the cor-
the N-pulse UDD eliminates the longitudinal qubit relaxation "€SPondence between the sudden jumps of the modulatiotidanc
up toO (TN+1) f3(0) in (a) and the sharp spikes as idegbulses in (b).

UDD with non-ideal pulses. Longitudinal relaxation —

With the help of Eq.[(I2), we realize that EQ. {10) holds the propagator. The same way as derive EK. (9), we find that
for more general modulation functiofs(t) as along as the gy thenth power ofD*, the expansion i has coicients as
scaled modulation functiofyy(6) = Fn (T sin2(9/2)) contains

only odd harmonics of sinf{ + 1)d] as in Eq.[I1), i.e, D D e T dt, Bdt, (2dty Ty tj\P
T P1+Pr++Pn f . f ) f oL FNJ (tj)(_) .
. o T o T T1I T
fn(@) = > Acsin[(2k+ 1)(N + 1)4], (20)
N é For n being odd andh + Z']-Ll p;j < N, the multiple integral

. _ _ _ _ _ above vanishes [such that the qubit relaxation is suppuegsse
with arbitrary codficientsAx. Motivated by this observation, O(TN+1)] as long as the scaled modulation functiyj(6) =

we try to generalize the UDD to the case of non-ideal pulses. . . . .
Consider the control of the qubit by an arbitrary time- PN (T sm2(9/2)) contains only odd harmonics of sif- 1)6]

d dent tic fiel(t lied al the-direction, 85 depicted in Eqﬂ}Q). This cqndition is satisfied if anglonl
theepggn:rnal r;l?t?i?—i;h Iliar(n)iltia?alr? i Sa ong the-direction if the scaled modulation functionfy; (¢) have the following

symmetries:

A A A - ~ 1 S .

Ht) =C+0x®X+6y@Y+5,07Z+ Efsz(t)- (22) 1. periodic with period of /(N + 1);

In the rotating reference frame following the qubit preg@ss 2. anti-symmetric with respect to= jx/(N + 1);
under the magnetic field, the Hamiltonian becomes 3. symmetric with respect = (j + 1/2)7/(N + 1).

Hr(t) = €’ + cospp(t)]| D + sin[p(t)]D™, (22)  The anti-symmetry condition requirdg(6) be either zero or
discontinuous af = jr/(N + 1). But f{(#) and fg () cannot
where the precession angié) = fot B(t)dt,C =C+5,0Z, be simultaneously zero since they have to satisfy the nermal
D* = 5@X+5,aY, andD" = 5,@Y-G,@X. The propagator ization condition

in the rotating reference frame is _
J (3O + [y @) = L. (24)

T
J=e¢Ts exp[_if Z Fﬁ(t)Dﬁ(t)dt), (23)  according to the definition of(t). So there must be sud-
0 = den jumps at least in one of two modulation functions at
~ 0 = jn/(N + 1), which means the controlling magnetic field
with F(t) = cosp()], Fy(t) = sinfe(®)], and Di(t) =  B(t) has to contain a-pulse forz-rotation att = T;. With the
g°tDleiCt. To consider the qubit relaxation, we just needinitial conditions f§(0) = 1 and f;(0) = 0, one can choose
to examine the odd power @* in the Taylor expansion of the field such thafy (6) is continuous whilef (0) has sudden
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