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Abstract

Nuclear Magnetic Resonance (NMR) forms a natural test-bguktform quantum
information processing (QIP) and has so far proven to be drireomost successful
guantum information processors. The nuclear spins in acutdare treated as quantum
bits or qubits which are the basic building blocks of a quamtomputer.

The long lived singlet state (LLS) has found wide range ofli@pions ever since it
was discovered by Carravetta, Johannessen, and LevitOh. 20nder suitable condi-
tions, singlet states can live up to minutes or about manggiaf longitudinal relaxation
time constant (T1). For the first time, we have exploited timgllifetime of singlet states
in NMR to execute several potentially important QIP probderile were able to pre-
pare high fidelity pseudopure states (PPS) in multi-quisitesys starting from LLS. We
developed anfécient scheme of density matrix tomography to study all tlgpsentum
states. The tomographic study on LLS shows some interesgsgts. We performed
experiments, where we created all the four Bell states frau@ &nd then studied the
effect of various dynamical decoupling sequences on preggtivese states. We found
that Uhrig dynamical decoupling sequence is better than GRBEfhuence in preserving
Bell states for longer duration under suitable conditions.

Nuclear spin systems form convenient platforms for stuglyirious quantum phe-
nomena. We used violation of Leggett-Garg Inequality (Li@Ia two-qubit system to
study the transition from quantum to macrorealistic betwaw\Ve observed perfect vio-
lation of LGI for time scales which are much small compareth®spin-spin relaxation
time scales. However, with the increasing time scales, weaa gradual transition of
spin-states from quantum to classical behavior. This staadal of classicality can be
attributed to the decoherence process. In a separate exgrenve performed quantum
delayed choice experiment in nuclear spin ensembles ty stedvave-particle duality
of quantum states. These set of experiments clearly denapastcontinuous morphing
of the target qubit between particle-like and wave-like dabrs, thus supporting the

theoreticians’ demand to reinterpret Bohr's complemegmpainciples.

Xix
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Chapter 1

Introduction

“If we cannot possibly reach our desired destination, wisathe point
in setting out? This question might seem reasonable, bptétRise is too
restrictive: sometimes one walks not to reach a destinabanto observe
the scenery along the way, and the pursuit of NMR quantum gtatipn

has thrown up some surprising sights.”

- Jonathan A. Jones, 2010

1.1 Nuclear Magnetic Resonance

There are four main physical properties in an atomic nuclenass, electric charge,
magnetism, and spinl[L] 2]. Most of the macroscopic physicalhemical properties
of matter depend on the mass and charge characteristicxlgfusu Though it is less
evident, most of the nuclei are magnetic and behave likeydoanmagnet]1]. However,
this nuclear magnetism is very weak and may have little aqursece on the matter’s
property. The dynamics of a nuclear spin can not be undetdidly under classical

physics and one has to invoke quantum mechanics. The spithardsociated nuclear
magnetism provide us the tool to look not only inside the abmitnalso its microscopic
world [1,[2].



Chapter 1. Introduction

The first direct evidence of nuclear magnetism was given bynsind Gerlach in
1922 [3]. The Stern-Gerlach experiment involves sendinggarbof particles through an
inhomogeneous magnetic field and observing their defle@@omuch to the astonish-
ment of classical physics, the beam splits into only twogpdepending on the parallel
and anti parallel alignment of their respective magneticnant in the magnetic field.
The exact measure of proton’s magnetic moment was done byes ¢ experiments
performed by Frisch, Estermenn, and Stern during 1933-J4%&’(6]. Almost around
the same time Isidor Rabi was working on the nuclear magneatising the extended
version of the Stern-Garlach apparatus. Rabi and co-westeswed the first indication
of ‘nuclear magnetic resonance’ in molecular beams [7].nSafter, this resonance ef-
fect achieved its spectroscopic importance after BIocB [80] and Purcell[11, 12, 13]
independently observed nuclear magnetization in a bulkemnit 1946.

Since then, NMR has been studied extensively and has fouthel figld of applica-
tions in physical, chemical, biological, medical and miaiesciences. In this section,
we give a brief overview of the basic principles of NMR. Lasections will describe

the field of quantum information processing and its physiealization through NMR.

1.1.1 A nuclear spin under a static magnetic field

Let us consider the simplest situation where we have a smgikeus (an isolated spin)
placed in an external magnetic fiel8y,. The magnetic nuclei will have a characteris-
tic ‘Larmor’ frequency ofwg = —yBy. Herey represents gyromagnetic ratio of the

particular nuclear isotope. The Zeeman Hamiltonian canitéew as

7_{2 = _IL'B

—hIz’)/Bo = ha)oIz, (11)

wherep is the nuclear magnetic moment operator and the externahetiagield By is

taken alongdirection. I, denoting the z component of the nuclear spin operator and the

2



1.1. Nuclear Magnetic Resonance

relation between the spin operator and magnetic momenteavritten asu = yil,.
Below is a table showing comparative study afelient properties relevant in NMR for

various nucleil[2].

Nucleus Spin Natural Gyromagnetic ratio NMR frequency a7 1L

abundance(%) vy/10°rad s'T! (wo/2m) in MHZ
H 1/2 ~100 267.522 -500.000
B3c 12 1.1 67.283 -125.725
OF 1/2 ~100 251.815 -470.470
sip 12 ~100 10.394 -202.606

Table 1.1: Table of most commonly used nuclear isotopes in NMR

The eigenvalues of the Zeeman Hamiltonian (Egl 1.1) reptéke energy levels of
the nucleus and are given by

Heremrepresents the magnetic quantum number and it can takenceidarete values
m=-I,-1 +1,....1 = 1,1, wherel can be integer or half-integer and is known as the

spin quantum numbel(l + 1)#? is the eigenvalues of total spin operatér

While I, represents a stationary state under the Zeeman Hamiltgihja@and(ly)
show out of phase oscillations at Larmor frequenoy)( Higher (positive)m values
have lower energy state (E§._11.2) and thus the ground stake istate withm = 1I.

In a semiclassical picture, it can be seen as the nucleartlspins aligned along the
static magnetic field direction. On the other hand, highesited state corresponds to a

spin-alignment against the magnetic field.

For an ensemble of nuclear spins at thermal equilibrium ptpailation distribution
can be represented by Boltzmann statistics. For sffirefisemble, there will be only

two possible energy levels with = —1/2 andm = +1/2. The population ratio of these

3
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two levels is determined by Boltzmann distribution

E—; = ghoolkaT (1.3)
whereks is the Boltzmann constant afddis the absolute temperature of the ensemble.
In the case ofH nuclei at a 10 T magnetic field strengthy, ~ 10%V. Whereas

at room temperaturgsT ~ 2.5 x 1072eV, hence the ratidiwy/keT ~ 10°. So the
Boltzmann factoe"/keT js almost close to unity. This can naively be interpreted as,
there are slightly more spins in the parallel direction @ostate) than in the anti-parallel
direction (upper state) and this slight imbalance in theutetons is responsible for the
‘net’ nuclear magnetization along tlzalirection. This also reveals the fact that, NMR
is a very low sensitive technique.

The nuclear magnetization for an ensemble of spihrliclei at thermal equilibrium

is given by [14] -
Mo = rbz‘:k—:l'l'&)’ (1.4)
whereng is the number of nuclei per unit volume. From above equatios clearly
seen that the magnetization increases linearly with thereat field strength, whereas it
is inversely proportional to the temperature. Hence nuictesgnetism is paramagnetic
in nature and follows Curie’s lav [14]. Also, the demand fagtrer field strength can
be understood from the above equation. However, the termyeraf the ensemble can
not be reduced as per wish, since it is related to the ‘stdtéhe matter and hence
on its dynamics. Here it can be noted that, electrons alsegsgsaramagnetism and
the magnitude of electron paramagnetism is three order ghitale higher than the

nuclear magnetism.

1.1.2 Radiofrequency field

The application of static magnetic field will create a Zeersplitting according to the

Eq.[1.1. Now the transitions between the energy levels camdoeed by the application

4



1.1. Nuclear Magnetic Resonance

of suitable oscillatory magnetic fields with appropriateguencies. From the Table
@1, it is seen that the Larmor frequencies are of the ordévilef in present days’
magnet of a few Tesla and resonance can be achieved by theaaiopl of RF fields. In

Comparison, typical electron Larmor frequencies are obtiger of GHz range.

The dynamics of nuclear spin excitation due to the appbeatif oscillatory mag-
netic field can be well understood by considering a time dépetmagnetic fieldB(t)
applied perpendicular to the static magnetic fielgl The RF interaction Hamiltonian

(HrE), can be written in a similar way as the Zeeman Hamiltonian.

Hre

—p. B (t) = —yhI,[2B; cosQt + ¢)] (1.5)

where, Bi(t) 2B; cost + @)X (1.6)

HereQ and¢ are respectively the frequency and phase of the RF field whialong
the X direction. The strength of the oscillatory magnetic fiéh(t)) is much smaller
than the Zeeman field strengtB§) an hence it is reasonable to treat the RF Hamilto-
nian (Hge) as a perturbation to the Zeeman Hamiltonidf,), The dynamics can be
described by the standard time dependent perturbatiomyttfjigg]. The result shows
that, at resonance conditiof (= wy), there will be induced transitions between the
eigenstates o, with a transition rate given by the Fermi golden rulel[16]

2
’

(1.7)

Pm—m, = Pmy-my & 7275255 ‘<m1||x|mz>

wherem, andm, are two energy eigenstates of the system. It can be seen frem t
above equation that, the transition probability on eithaywepends on square root of
gyromagnetic ratio of the nucleus and the magnitude of RHE.fiEhe selection rule for

the allowed transition should bam = +1.

Now we will discuss the logic behind choosing the RF magnigic similar to
Eq.[1.6. We can think of a linearly polarized magnetic fi#lg(t) as composed of two

circularly polarized fields with same frequency and ampktbut precessing in opposite

5
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directions about-axis.

Bi(t) = 2B;cosQt + ¢)X = B;(t) + B{(t) (1.8)
where, Bj(t) = Bj[cosQt+ ¢)X+ sin(@Qt + ¢)Y] 1.9
Bi(t) = Bj[cosQt+ ¢)X—sin@Qt + @)Y] (1.10)

The RF field interactions can be better described in rotdtage formalism. At res-
onance condition, (i. eQ = wo) the field B (t) rotates coherently with the nuclear
Larmor precession along z-axis. Whereas, the fi8ldt) rotates exactly in opposite
sense. In a frame which is rotating along with the Larmor deswry, the fieldB; (t)

is stationary along with nuclear spin, whereas the fBidt) rotates with a frequency
twice the Larmor frequency. Therefore, at high static fi@ldan safely be assumed that

only the field B (t) has éfect on the nuclear spins.

Let us assume the on-resonance conditionfe= wo. In a frame that is rotating
with B (t) with same frequency and direction, the magnetic momerst aetatic field,
say along directionx’, and precesses about it. In the case fBfresonance conditions
(i.e. Q # wp), the precession of magnetic moments in the rotating frana@aund an

axis defined by anféective magnetic field given by,
Q\ A
Bt = (Bo - —)z+ B, X. (1.11)
Y
The relation between laboratory frame and rotating franggvsn by,
X' = cosQt + @)X — sin(Qt + ¢)y (1.12)

At on-resonance condition, the precession frequency aBgutis also known as nu-
tation frequencyw, = —yBe¢t iN analogy with the Larmor frequency. Application

of an RF pulse for the time duratidp, makes the magnetization shift from its initial

6



1.1. Nuclear Magnetic Resonance

z-direction by a nutation angle given by,

Hence, ar/2 pulse is defined as a pulse which can take the magnetizationléngi-
tudinal direction to transverse plane. One must rememlagrinhaboratory frame the
magnetization is always precessing aroundztexis in addition to nutating about the

RF axis.

1.1.3 Nuclear spin interactions

So far we have described the nuclear spins in isolated situatithout any kind of
interactions. In practice, nuclear spins are interactiit) @ach other as well as with
the environment. The interaction of nuclear spins with eattier makes NMR a very
sophisticated tool with versatile applications. Howewgeraction of nuclear spins with
environment remains a challenge in the field of NMR-QIP andwiidiscuss this case
in detail in a later chapter. Here we describe the main iotemas involving in the

nuclear spins under normal conditiohsl[16], 17].

The total nuclear Hamiltonian is given by
Hiotal = Hrr + Hine, (1-14)

whereHi,; represents the internal interactions of the nuclei. Herewlleconcentrate
on theH,; part of the total Hamiltonian. There are several contrilgto the internal
Hamiltonian part based on its physical and chemical charsicctn most of the case the
material in study under NMR is a diamagnetic insulating safise. For this the internal

Hamiltonian is given by

Hint = Hes + Hp + Hj + Hq (1.15)

7



Chapter 1. Introduction

where,Hcs is the chemical shift interactior{p is the direct dipolar interaction; is

the indirect spin-spin interaction, arid, is the quadrupolar interaction.

Chemical Shift

Though the external magnetic field applied is same for allrthelei, it is not even
exactly same for a same type of nuclei in a molecule. The tstghange in the mag-
netic field is due to the modified chemical environment cieeatethe electron density

surrounding it. The modified magnetic field is given by
By = (1 - E)BO, (1-16)

whereo is known as chemical shielding tensor allied to that palticauclear site.

Hence the chemical shift Hamiltonian can be written as,
Hes = —p . (—0°Bg) = yhio 40, ¢)BoL. (2.17)
The approximation is known as secular approximation. Now,
040, ) = 011 SIMF O COS ¢ + 072, SIF O SiN’ ¢ + 0733 COS 6, (1.18)

where, o 11, 0722, and o3z are the principle values of the chemical shielding tensor
Hered and¢ are the azimuthal and polar angle respectively, descrithegnagnetic
field By in the principle axis system. In isotropic liquid, due toichmolecular motions,
shielding tensor get averaged. Hence, the time averageldisiy constant for isotropic

liquid can be written as,
1

Tiso = §

(O'XX + oy + O'ZZ) ) (2.19)

The consequence of the above calculation is the introduatfaa shift in resonance
frequency,
w = wo(l - Tiso)- (1.20)

8



1.1. Nuclear Magnetic Resonance

For a monocrystalline material, the above equation will lifed just by replacing
Tiso With o5, In the case of polycrystalline material or powder samgles continuous
distribution of orientations of the several crystallitegaises an anisotropic broadening,

known as chemical shift anisotropy (CSA)[2],
1
Ao = 05— E(O'XX + oyy). (1.212)

The resonance frequency is conventionally expressed iethive shift from the ref-

erence resonance frequenayd;),

W — Wref

o=

(1.22)

Wref

Here s represents the chemical shift of the resonance lines andallyrexpressed in

terms of parts per million (ppm).

Direct dipolar coupling

Any two magnetic dipole moments interact directly with eather through the mag-
netic fields created by each one for the others. It providgsstructural information

about the materials. The dipolar Hamiltonian is defined as,

Hpo = ZIkﬁklIl (1.23)
k<l
Zﬂo)’k)’lhz 7 3
—— k- (Ik ra)( - 1a) | (1.24)
= Aoy ra

where1~)k| is the dipole-dipole interaction tenso, is the radius vector connecting the

two spins. Under secular approximation, the Hamiltoniamloa rewritten as,

1
e _ Zgiykgh (3c08 64 — 1) [3ligli - Iy . I, (1.25)
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whereéy is the angle between, andZ In case of heteronuclear spin systems (i.e.

vk # 1), further simplification is possible,

s _ Ho ynh®
7—{D = E r% (1—3CO§6'|(|) lizl iz (126)

Indirect spin-spin coupling

Indirect spin-spin coupling (also called J-coupling orlacaoupling) is also an interac-
tion between the nuclear magnetic dipole moments. This&ygeupling is not direct
and being mediated by the electron cloud involved in the ¢ba&inbonds between the

atoms. The J-coupling Hamiltonian is defined as,

H, = 21 Z IJI, (1.27)
k<I

where J is the J-coupling tensor. J-coupling posses an isotropicvplaich survives
under random molecular motion in an isotropic substancge liguid samples), whereas
direct dipolar coupling is averaged out under similar gibra In the case of solid
samples, the J-coupling is generally overwhelmed by tloegtdirect dipolar couplings.

Under secular approximation, the simplified J-couplingités written as,
HY = 27113 I L. (1.28)

The approximation can be carried out whetdi2 << |w; — wjl. It can be seen that this

approximation holds for all heteronuclear pairs.

Quadrupolar coupling

All the nuclei with spin, I> 1/2 are subjected to electrostatic interaction with the neigh

boring electrons, ions due to the non-spherical chargelision of nuclei [18]. The

10



1.1. Nuclear Magnetic Resonance

Hamiltonian form of quadrupolar interaction is defined as,
N —_—
Ho = Z LQly, (1.29)
k=1

where,Qy is the guadrupolar coupling tensor and it can be expresdedirs of electric

field gradient tenso¥ at thek™ nuclear site,

eQ

=5 % (1.30)

Qx

HereQy is the nuclear quadrupolar moment of #d&nucleus. In the partial axis coor-

dinate system, the quadrupolar Hamiltonian forkRenucleus can be written as,

3e”qQk > 1o\ nn2 2
=————||I5,—- =1 = (g =1 1.31
7—{Q 4|k(2|k _ l) ( kz 3 k + 3( kx ky) ’ ( )
whereeq, = Vi, andny defines the assymetry parameter,
Vixx — VI
T = kxi/ kyy (1.32)
kzz

1.1.4 Systems of spin{2 nuclei

The Hamiltonian for N coupled spinZ nuclear spins in an isotropic medium is given
by,

H = wklkz+ ZZﬂ'JkIIk-II, (133)

N

k=1 k<l

where wy is the chemical shift for thé&" nucleus andl is the J-coupling constant
between the two spins. Considering weak coupling condit@n2rJy| << |wk — wl,

the Hamiltonian can be written as,

N
H = Z wilys + Z 27TJk||kz|Iz- (134)
k=1

k<l

11
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The coupling part of the above equation actually commutéis thie Zeeman part and
hence both the part will share common eigenbasis. All theigenstates ot can be
expressed as tensor products of the single spin eigenstateslylaa ... a), |aa .. .B),
...,|BB...B). Herela) and|B) denotd + 1/2) and|— 1/2) single-spin eigenstates, which
are labeled a®) and|1) in QIP terminology. The NMR spectrum displajisset of 2-1
spectral lines of equal intensity.

The Hamiltonian for a pair of spin/2 system in an isotropic liquid environment can
be written as,

Hig = wiliz + ol + 213alil), (1.35)

where we have considered the weak coupling condition. ThisiiHonian will have
four eigenstates and corresponding four eigenenergy sallige four probable transi-

tion will reflect as four transition line in an NMR spectra. efeigenstates and eigenen-

ergy are:
00y = Egp= -(~wk—w +nrd)/2
01) = Epn= —-(~wk+w —-nd)/2
(1.36)
1100 = Eip= —-(wk—w —nd)/2
1) = Eunu= —-(wk+w+nd)/2

1.1.5 NMR Relaxation

In equilibrium, the population distribution of the spindléov Boltzmann statistics with
off diagonal elements are zero for the density matrix of theesystThe NMR mecha-
nism depends on the perturbation of the system from equitibsituation. For example,
application of a singler/2 pulse on equilibrium equalizes the populations and alse cr
ates the coherences. Now, this is clearly a non-equilibsiioation and the disturbed
state tends to go back to the original equilibrium stateuglorelaxation mechanism of
the spins. There are twoftkrent processes, occurring simultaneously but in general i
dependently that can be identified for this relaxation. €he® relaxation mechanisms

known as transverse relaxation and longitudinal relardt®,[16].

12



1.1. Nuclear Magnetic Resonance

Just after the RF pulse, the magnetization is on the trassy#ane perpendicular
to the static magnetic field,. The transverse relaxation mechanism makes the mag-
netization along transverse plane to disappear. The rebtlie transverse relaxation
is the loss of coherences among the spins. This happens die spread in nuclear
precession frequencies of the spin ensemble. As showreedHe Larmor frequency
of each spin depends on the external magnetic field as wedlcadly created magnetic
field for various reasons. Hence due to this slight varianciéé Larmor frequency,
after some time these spins are oriented in a complete raédt@ction on transverse
plane and the vector sum of all this magnetization will b@zdihe decay of coherences
due to the inhomogeneous fields is one part of the transvelseation process. The

other important part occurs due to the fluctuations in thallotagnetic field([2].

Under normal conditions, the decaying of the transversepoornt of the mag-
netization of the nuclear spins ensemble in the rotatingnér@an be described by a

phenomenological dlierential equation given by Blochli[9), 2].

AMyy __ My
da T,

(1.37)

whereT, is known as transverse or spin-spin relaxation constané sbhution of the

above equation is simple and can be written as,
Myy = Moe V™2, (1.38)

where My represents the initial value of the transverse magnetizatience from the
above equation it is seen that the transverse magnetizigmays with time in exponen-
tial fashion. The exact value @t depends on the detail of each particular nuclear spin

system and its environment.

The longitudinal part of the nuclear magnetization alsosgo®ler relaxation simul-
taneously with transverse relaxation. The mechanism cantderstood as follows. Just

after ther/2 pulse, the longitudinal magnetizatidd, = 0 and the population of a two

13



Chapter 1. Introduction

level system is equalized. Since this condition is non{ézyium, the system will tend
to go back to its equilibrium condition that is supported itBmann distribution. The
preferable way towards the equilibrium is by giving up iteess populations in upper
to lower energy level till the Boltzmann distribution is stéa@blished. Since this mecha-
nism involves energy exchange and that happens with thedgiart of the system, this

relaxation mechanism is also termed as spin-lattice rétaxarocess [2].

Similar to the transverse case, the longitudinal relaxatireechanism is also de-

scribed by a phenomenologicafidirential equation given by Blochl[9, 2].

dM, Mo - M,
da T,

(1.39)

whereT; representing the longitudinal or spin-lattice relaxatimmstant. The solution

of the above equation is given by,
M, = Mo (1-e /™). (1.40)

As it can be seen from the above solution, the longitudinayma#ization is gaining
with time beginning from zero and reaches to the stable ntaatieon Mg after certain
time. The exact values of; and T, time constants depend on various factors such
as physical state of matter (liquid or solid), temperatarelecular mobility, viscosity,
concentration, external magnetic field €t¢ [2]. In most &f dases it is found that
T, > T,. In case of liquidsT, values are comparable with and in many cases both

are almost equal. However in case of soliisis much larger thaii,.

It is worth noting that the above simplistic approach of xatson formalism in nu-
clear spins is not straightforward in many complicatedatitins. The relaxation phe-

nomenon can be best understood by the elaborative mechahRetfield theory([14].
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1.2. Quantum Information Processing

1.2 Quantum Information Processing

Quantum information processing (QIP) is the study of thernmiation processing tasks
that can be accomplished using quantum mechanical sysB&hslhe idea of utilizing
guantum systems for the information processing was firgtdliced by Benifi in early
1980s[[21] 22]. The exponential time required for simulatime dynamics of quantum
systems using classical computers inspired Feynman tcopeopxploiting quantum
systems for such purpose [23]. He was rather skeptical whetltlassical computer
is capable enough to simulate a quantum system and advdoataailding a quantum
computer for this purpose. In 1985 Deutsch gave a decisivghprtant step towards
guantum computers by presenting the first example of quaatganithm which utilizes
the fact of quantum superposition in speeding up computatiorocess [24]. He is also
the pioneer of quantum computer history for introducing rtleéon of quantum logic
gate in 1989([25]. Since then there has been a good thednetagress in the field of
guantum computation and quantum information. Classicéathactable problems were
reduced to tractable regime by treating it in quantum wawads$ 1994, when a major
breakthrough happened, calling the attention of scierddimmunity for the potential
practical importance of quantum computation and its diceasequence on our society.
Peter Shor discovered a quantum algorithm which is capdlctorization of prime
numbers in polynomial time instead of exponential time [2B]. Prime factorization
being the heart of computational security, draws tremesddiention from computer
scientists and cryptographers as well. The successfuliexpetal tests of Shor’s algo-
rithm have been performed using a liquid state NMR syster@k [& few years after
that, in 1997, another important discovery had been madekyarover by introducing
a quantum search algorithm for searching an unsorted da@®@]. Grover’s algorithm
makes use of quantum superposition and quantum phaseenaiect to find an item in
an unsorted database, faster than any other classicalthiger Various schemes on
error correction has also being developed to counter thgyfautcomes([30]. In the

meantime, other branches of QIP, namely quantum telepmrtagquantum key distri-
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bution and quantum cryptography are also being developethyMf these techniques
have actually making commercial success and continue teetierj31]. Considering
the extreme diiculty in controlling a quantum system, there has been matislop-
ment towards a practical quantum computer. Nonethelessmescialization of quan-
tum computer has been taken very seriously and till datesibhr@ady arrived (arguably)
in the markets [32]. This section intend to give a brief tldoal understanding on QIP

and later its physical realization by various experimesthlemes.

1.2.1 Computational science

Today, we can not even think a society without the machined¢aomputer. The im-
pact of a computer is such that, there hardly any field leftretvee are not using a
computer directly or indirectly. There is a long history avélopment of computers
and the theoretical notion of computation. As put by Davidi3eh [33], ‘Computers
are physical objects, and computations are physical psesedVhat computers can or
cannot compute is determined by the laws of physics along naih by pure mathe-
matics’. Computation is carried out through a procedurtedalgorithm and it needs
three basic resources (space, time, energy) for it [20]c&pefers to the the computer
hardware, i.e. the number of logic gates used. Time refetsg@omputational time
required and energy refers to the energy spent for the catipnél work. The basic
model of a modern day computer was mainly given by Alonzo €hand Alan Turing
in early 20th century. Later it became famous as Turing nmec[84]. A Turing ma-
chine is a hypothetical, idealized theoretical model ofetna computer. There is not a
single computation work which can be done by an actual coengoutt not by a Turing
machine. In that sense, a real computer is a physical réalizaf a Turing machine. It
consisted of a program, a finite state of control, a memorg,tapd a read-write head
[20]. The Church-Turing thesis calls a problem ‘computabidy if it can be done by
a Turing machine. Quantum computation also obeys the idgabthe Church-Turing

thesis and hence the notion of ‘computable’ has not chargey eficient algorithms
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could be possible. Thefeciency of an algorithm is studied by its asymptotic behavior
as the size of the input increases|[20]. Consider the timental an algorithm varies as
f(N), whereN is the number of input bits. Now, iff(N) is polynomial, then the highest
power inf(N), sayg(N) is known as order of algorithm denoted 6y(g(N)). Depend-
ing on these requirements, computational problems arsifitasinto various classes

known as ‘complexity classes’ as shown in tdblé 1.2. A sinagldition, subtraction, or

Class Time Space

EXP exponential unlimited
PSPACE unlimited polynomial
NP exponential polynomial
P polynomial polynomial
L logarithmic polynomial

Table 1.2: Complexity classes in computational science. These dagserelated as :
L c PC NPC PSPACEC EXP

multiplication are in class L, while division comes undeass P. Prime factorization is
believed to be a class NP problem, however not proven tid.dgiany of the complexity
classes are unclear even today. In fact it is a great sourdelzfte whether N NP or

N # NP and nobody has come up with a concrete prove so far.

The relationship of energy with information processing hasmportant physical
significance([30]. Erasure of information is a dissipativegess, as pointed out by Rolf
Landauer in 1961 [35]. Erasure of each bit increases the anodentropy bykIn 2 and
the energy dissipates at least by an amdanin 2. However, this amount is negligible
compared with the energy dissipated in a modern computechwiki of the order of
50T In 2. All the irreversible gates involve in loss of informatiand hence dissipates
energy. Interestingly in 1973, it was found by Charles Béintiiat the dissipation of
energy can be made vanishingly small by making all the gatesrsible[[36].
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1.2.2 Quantum Information

Information always exists as encoded with an physical systed therefore it should
obey the physical laws. In other words, ‘Information is Rbgb [B0, [35] and physi-
cal systems obey quantum mechanics. Hence the informaticoded in such system
is ‘Quantum Information’. Treating some problems in quamtnechanical way can
actually make it much morefigcient than classical way. For example, prime factoriza-
tion is a ‘NP’ class problem classically (require exponaiitime), whereas solving it in

guantum mechanical way can make it a ‘P’ class problem (requdlynomial time).

1.2.3 Quantum Bits

The unit of information in quantum computation and quantaferimation is known
as quantum bit or ‘qubit’. A qubit can assume a logical valieésnd ‘1’ along with

a state that is a linear combination of them. Physically atqran be represented by
any well defined distinct eigenstates. For example, quiitsbe the polarization states
of a photon or nuclear spins inside a static magnetic field.useconsider a two level
guantum system, where the eigenstates are represeni@ddoyl|1). The general form

of a quantum state under this condition can be written as,
0 i - (0
W) = cos(é) 10y + €7 sm(E) 1) (1.41)

where 0< 6 < rand 0< ¢ < 2r, neglecting the global phase factor. On measurementin
0y, |1) basis, the probability of getting the sta@eis co$(6/2) and for{1) it is sirf(6/2).

Also this kind of representation allows one to visualizestbomplex quantum state
geometrically. The qubit states are designated as someejgoah point on the surface

of a ‘Bloch sphere’ (Fig[L1]1). Any surface point on the Blaphere is a ‘pure’ state
while any non-surface point represents a ‘mixed’ state. Aerdetailed description
about pure and mixed states is given in chapter 3. The powguaritum computation

comes from the quantum mechanical laws such as superposftgiates of qubits and
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Figure 1.1: Bloch sphere representation of a two level quantum system.

the ability to manipulate the quantum states through unitansformations as will be

seen in next subsections.

1.2.4 Quantum Gates
A classical gate can transform a stringdbits into a string oim bits,
f140,1)" — {0, )™, (1.42)

Now for f to be a reversible classical gate, it should be one to oné {gaat is mapped

to a unigue output). In generaland m are not equal and hence a classical gate is a
irreversible gate. Quantum gates on the other hand transd@tate of quantum system
from one point in the Hilbert space to another point. A singlbit can be expressed
by |y = al0) + b|1), wherea andb are codficients having a relationshig/? + |b?> = 1.
Quantum gates on a qubit must preserve this normalizatioditon and thus it can be
described by a 2 2 unitary matriced [20]. Since all the quantum operatioesumitary

operators, quantum gates must also be reversible.
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Some important unitary transformations for one qubit aeeRhuli matrices,

[o 1} [o —i] [1 o]
Oy = X oy = : oy = . (1.43)
1 0 i 0 0 -1

These three Pauli matrices along with the 2identity matrix form a 2 2 basis matrix
space. Hence any one qubit operation can be decomposedresmadombination of
the four matrices. A NOT gate is nothing but the Pauli-x mxadind it flips thgO) to |1)

and vice versa.

01
Unotr = ; (1.44)
10
0 1|1 0
Unotl0) = = =|1); (1.45)
1 0Jl0 1
0 1}|0 1
Unotll) = = =10). (1.46)
1 0)(1 0

Another very important one qubit gate is Hadamard gate whésno classical analogue
and it is used for the creation of superposition states assth@low. One important

property of Hadamard operator is its self-reversibilitg, iH = 1.

TR L (1.47)
V2|1 -1

0L %2 (10 +10); (1.48)

1) — % (10 - ). (1.49)

A phase shift gate P selectively introduces a phase to eafttee qubit of a superposi-
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tion state,
10
Ue=|" | (1.50)
(al0) + bIL)) —> (al0) + b.e?[1). (1.51)

For a two qubit system the dimension of Hilbert space xs#and can be realized by

tensor products among the one qubit states,

{10y, 11)} ® {|0), |1)} = {|00), |01),110), |11)}, (1.52)
where,
1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
00) =| |; 01) =1 [; 110y ={ |; 11D =] | (1.53)
0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1

The matrix representation for operators that act only onadrtee qubits of a system
of two qubit can be constructed by tensor product betweerqoh# operator and & 2

identity operator.
0,=0Q1; 0O,=1Q0 (1.54)

Here O denoting the Pauli matrix operators. The above given scheanebe worked
out for any number of qubits in a similar fashion. The mostamant two qubit gate
is definitely the CNOT (or controlled not) gate. It can be ma\that all the quantum
operations necessary for quantum computation can be achiesing only CNOT and
set of one qubit gates [20]. In that sense CNOT is the universantum gate similar
to NAND gate in classical counterpart. A CNOT gate has a obwjubit and a target
gubit. Depending on the state of control qubit, the statuargiet qubit get flipped while

the control qubit remaining same. The operator form of CN@tegvhose control is ‘a’
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(i) (i) a a
o—H—20 l CNOT
HADAMARD b o a®b
(i) L (W), g
b b
b —{Ul—>b
c 4 (aAb)®c

Figure 1.2: Quantum gates. (i) Hadamard gate acting®mubit, (i) CNOT gate, (iii)
A general two qubit controlled- gate, where U can be any onpit quoerator, and (iv)
Toffoli gate. In the above circuits, the inputs are assumed tadieidual basis states.
If on the otherhand, inputs are in superposition, output begntangled.

and target is ‘b’ (and vice versa) can be written as,

1000 1000
0100 0001
CNOT, = : CNOT, = : (1.55)
01 10
10 0100

CNOT can also be represented by binary addition of two qubés CNOT;|a, by =
la,a® by and CNOT|a,b) = |a® b,b). Here the symbob represents the addition
modulo 2, forwhich@®0=0,001=1,160= 1, and 1& 1 = 1. The application of

CNOT gate on two qubit states has the following results,

CNOT,/00) = 100), CNOT,|01) =|01), (1.56)
CNOT,10) = 11), CNOT,11) = |10). (1.57)

The circuit diagram of a CNOT gate is shown in F[g.]1.2. Form@ehqgubit system,
TOFOLLI gate is the universal gate which is nothing but a oafed-CNOT gate.
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1.2.5 Quantum Algorithms

Quantum algorithm solves problems by exploiting the prbegmf quantum mechan-
ics. An dficient algorithm will require minimum resources. Many quantalgorithms
are much moreféicient than any classical algorithms by exploiting the fesguike su-
perposition and entanglement. The first quantum algoritsgiven by David Deutsch
and is known as Deutsch algorithm. This algorithm is capabl@nding out whether
a binary function of one qubit is ‘constant’ or ‘balanced’ane go [24]. The most
powerful quantum algorithm till date is the prime factotina given by Peter Shor.
Shor’s algorithm can factor a number by exponentially fagtan its classical version.
Grover’s search algorithm can search an unsorted databgsdyinomially faster than
classical algorithm.

Adiabatic quantum algorithm gains much attention due taitiversality[37]. In
most cases a quantum algorithm begins with a uniform supéio and ends with an
eigenstate which is the desired result. Often it is found i@ ground state of the final
Hamiltonian (+;) is the desired answer, however it is not easy to find the andveev
suppose we have a Hamiltonigfi whose ground state can easily be found. Hence by
evolving the system adiabatically frof; to H;, one can reach the ground statefof
and hence the desired result. One has to make sure that sheoecrossover of the
ground state with any other state and the evolution proceskw enough that there

won't be any possible transition.

1.2.6 Experimental implementations of QIP

While there is a good amount of progress in the theoreticderstanding of QIP, the
physical realization of a quantum computer is proving exely challenging. DiVin-
cenzo laid out five criteria which must be fulfilled for a sussfll quantum computer

architecture([38].

1. Well defined qubits
2. Ability to initialize
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3. Universal set of quantum gates
4. Qubit-specific measurement

5. Long coherence time

Also there are two more criteria that will be needed for quamtommunication. Meet-
ing all these criteria in a single experimental setup is algighallenging task. Nonethe-
less, various techniques have been proposed and is beilugekfor QIP tasks. All the

techniques have there own advantages and some disadvanidgemajor techniques

available today are :

Nuclear spins in NMR
Trapped iong atoms

Photons

p w0 DdpPRE

Spins in semiconductor :
— Quantum dots
— NV centers in diamond

5. Superconducting circuits

The first two techniques deal with the mutual interaction wdirgfum particles (atomic
nucleus, atoms, ions) and controlled by electromagnetd. fieolarization of photons

can be treated as qubits and it is controlled by optical me@uantum dots and NV
center in diamond techniques utilize the much developedcsgmuctor field in minia-

turization scale. The well defined ‘phase’ and ‘flux’ paraemngtcan serve as qubits in
a superconducting circuits. Apart from these techniquesetare few more interesting
techniques which might get much attention in future duegditorid approach. These
methods are exploiting the best features among the avaitabhniques and intend to
make out a optimized experimental setup. For example, ausf@ns have much larger
coherence time, but nuclear magnetization is very fainttrBgsferring magnetization
from electrons to nuclei, the above problem can be solvedhrargiintegrating the NMR

with the ESR techniqué [39]. Another approach is integgahiMR with Atomic Force
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Microscopy (AFM) which is capable of measuring a single atmmpare to bulk sam-

ple measurement done by NMR [40]. A comparative study ofrelkey techniques is
given in Tablé TB[41, 42,48, 44].

1.3 NMRQIP

Application of NMR for the physical realization of QIP addseomore feather to the
much colorful NMR application field. Implementation of QIF BIMR was indepen-
dently proposed by Cory et al [45] and Gershenfeld et al [A@]997. Since the criteria
laid by DiVincenzo was fulfilled more or less by NMR, it becaare automatic choice
whilst all other techniques were slowly coming up. One mbiad fueled the NMR-
QIP initiative was the fact that many of the QIP experimebtadics are routinely done
in conventional NMR experiments [47]. For example, thed@te inversion of popula-
tions achieved in 1973 is described as a CNOT [48]. Nexsion of zero quantum
coherence takes the name as SWAP date [49, 50]. However, QNPRzains much of
its attention after Cory et al and Gershenfeld et al indepetig showed the preparation
of ‘pseudopure state’ in a liquid state NMR at room tempesatiMR-QIP in liquids
containing small number of spins (preferably spj@)lhave been studied extensively
and its proven to be an excellent testbed for a small scaletgoeinformation proces-
sor. Many complicated algorithms have been tested andegrifror example, Shor’s
factorizing algorithm has been tested till date only by lihatate NMR [28]. How-
ever, scalability of liquid state NMR is an issue which hurdlthe possibility of being
an ‘useful’ quantum information processor in long-run.slunlikely to get more than
15-20 qubits unless some technological breakthrough edduil. On the other hand
Solid state NMR has the potential to become a reliable QIRi@cture in future, since
scalability issue and preparing ‘true’ ground state seemenealistic. Some aspects

of NMR-QIP are discussed in the following.
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NMR Trapped ions Photons Semiconductors | Superconductors
System Nucleus Atom Photon Atom, Vacancy | Phase, Flux
Charge
Maximum Qubits | 12 (entangled) in ligy 10-1G stored, 14| 10 (entangled) 1 (QDs), 3(NV| 128 (fabricated)
demonstrated uids, >100 (correlated) (entangled) centers) 3 (entangled)
in solids
Coherence time >1s (liquids), ~100ms| >1s ~ 10Qus 1-10us (QDs), 1-| ~ 1Qus
(solids) 10 ms (NV)
Two qubit gates| CNOT (>99%) CNOT (>99%) CNOT ~90% (NV cen-| >90%
(highest fidelity) (>94%) ters)
Measurement Bulk magnetization Fluorescence: Optical Electric, optical | SQUID
‘quantum jump’
technique
Controls RF pulses Optical, MW, | Optical RF, electrical, op1 MW,  voltages,
electrical tical pulses currents

Table 1.3: Comparison of main features forftiirent available techniques in QIP
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1.3. NMR QIP

1.3.1 NMR- A suitable candidate for QIP

A small scale NMR system is an attractive candidate for Qi3éveral reasons.

e The fast reorientation of nuclear spins in liquids makesriarly well isolated
from the environment and therefore provide a good sourceibits} Since they
are weakly coupled with the environment, nuclear spins Haxg coherence

times of the order of seconds.

¢ Nuclear spins can easily be manipulated and controlledguRia pulses. It is
fairly simple to construct quantum logic gates using RF @siland evolution of

couplings.

e The development of NMR over half a century itself makes hugieiknce in
developing and optimizing so many experiments. NMR is agmtxperimental

tool for a quantum mechanical theorist.

e Modern NMR spectrometers are well developed. Though theysiremely so-

phisticated, they can be easily controlled.

1.3.2 NMR Qubits

A spin-1/2 nuclei ¢H, 13C, 1°F, 3!P) in an external magnetic field will be placed either
‘parallel’ or ‘antiparallel’ to the applied magnetic fieldihese two orthogonal states can
be labeled af)) and|1) state of a qubit. A spin/2 nuclei is most preferable since it
is naturally equivalent to a qubit. A multi qubit system shiblave the individual ad-
dressing capability and strong enough coupling constaitt thie farthest qubit. Since
NMR is an ensemble system, it can address qubits separapgnding on the slight
variance in Larmor frequencies. Coupling is provided bytésiaction (in liquids) or
dipole-dipole interaction or both (in liquid crystals, @is). A stronger coupling con-
stant is always welcome since it reduces the time duratiayatés operation. Nuclei

with spin> 1/2 has both advantages and disadvantages. Each nucleus t@atied
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as multiple qubits. Quadrupolar nuclei having spie (2" — 1)/2 (for N > 2) will

have 2 states. Thus, a spin/3nucleus has 4 states and can be treated as a 2-qubit
system provided individual transitions are selectivelgradsable. This can be achieved
by introducing first order quadrupolar coupling. Quadrepsfstems partially oriented

in liquid crystals can form an ideal multiqubit system.

Another possibility is that, one can take advantage of higlenber of ‘base’ N #
2) into computation work. For example, a spin-1 system hesetlorthogonal states,

which makes a ‘quitrit’ system [20].

1.3.3 Initialization of NMR Qubits

NMR is an ensemble system which deals with a large numbé#)(@0identical spin-
systems. At room temperature the nuclear energy levelsvarmvbelmed by the Boltz-
mann energy distribution. In order to achieve a state|0k€...0), all the spins should
be brought to the ground state which needs extremely low e¢eatyres or extremely
high magnetic fields. It is almost a impossible task to preafpure’ initial state at
room temperature NMR. On the other hand for high resolutitMR\we need to have
the systems to be in solution state. It is however pointedbguCory et al [45] and
Chuang et al[46] that the problem of preparing a pure ingiate can be alleviated by
preparing a pseudopure state which is a specially ‘mixedésnimicking a pure state.
We will have a thorough discussion on preparing pseudogatesby various methods

in Chapter 3.

1.3.4 NMR Quantum Gates

Single qubit gates can be thought of as a rotation in a Bloblergpand can be imple-
mented by the simple RF pulses [51] 52| 53]. In NMR, it is coieet to understand

the dfect of RF pulses in rotating frame.
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The NOT gate as given in expression (1.44) can be realizeddyyudse.

. 01
|| = e = - [1 o] = Unor- (1.58)

The factor—i can be ignored since it produces an undetectable globaédB€éF Here
the r rotation is achieved by using a RF pulse of powgrfor durationr and phase
such thatwyr = 7. Similarly a Hadamard gate (see expres§ion]1.47) can bieeddly
applying two RF pulses.

[(ﬂ/z)y -ﬂ'x] — ainlx e—i(ﬂ/2)|y = % (i 11) = Uy. (159)

A phase shift gate (E._1.50) is equivalent to rotation byragieyp about z-axis and can

be realized as follows.

|

[(ﬂ/z)—x By -(ﬂ/z)x] (1.60)

, o 110
= @2 grigly dn/2)lx — g-16/2 | = Up(e). (1.61)
0 €

Construction of multiqubit gates (e.g. CNOT) is achievedntyaby the proper exploita-
tion of evolution of coupling and qubit specific RF pulses.eHamiltonian for a pair

of weakly coupled system in an isotropic medium is given by
Hyeak = w113 + wol 2 + 2131212, (1.62)

whereJ is the coupling constant and, andw, are Larmor frequencies of two spins.
Now these J-coupling constant and Larmor frequenciesraeeitidependent fixed quan-
tities and can not be turnedfoBut little tricks with the refocusing scheme can make it
possible to overcome the problem. Historically most of thdRlexperiments rely on

this same refocusing technique. Consider at tiraed, the density matrix of the system
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is given byl! + 12, then The density matrix after tinte= r is given by

a)1|%+a)2|22

i+ 15— 1,c0S@1T) + |7 sin(s7) + 1 coser) + I sin(w,T) (1.63)

2731112

———  |lcos:r)cosndr + 21}

ylzzsin(wlr) sintJr

+15 sin(wy7) costdr — 2117 sinw;7) sintdr
+17 coS(2T) cosndt + 21717 sin(w,7) sinrdr

+17 sinw,t) costdr — 21517 sin(w,t) sintJr (1.64)

This generalized calculations can be simplified for manyfal situations. For ex-
ample, ar pulse on spin 2 at the middle ofperiod refocuses the J-coupling as well as
chemical shift evolution of the spin 2 (see Eig]1.3a),

T_.2_1
31 9=3]
I + 15— I} cosgus7) + I} sin(w,t) + 12, (1.65)

Similarly, an pulse applied on both the spins in the middlergferiod refocuses the
chemical shift while retaining the J-coupling evolutioedd-ig [ 1.Bb)

[3-72-3
i+ 17 ————— 15 cos@dr) + 2112 sin(rdr) + 17 cosdr) + 21117 sin(rJr). (1.66)

Both J-coupling and chemical shift can be refocused ovenatiby the pulse program

shown in Fig[[1.Bc.

[ﬁ—ﬂ(z)— z M z N z -]

11412 11412 (1.67)

A general method for refocusing has been described by Liatal. [54/55]. ACNOT

30



1.3. NMR QIP
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Figure 1.3: Switching ON and OFF of interactions for the first qubit) (bver a time

7. (@) Chemical shift ON, J-coupling OFF, (b) chemical shiftF)J-coupling ON, (c)
both chemical shift and J-coupling OFF. (d) CNOT gate=(1/2J). Filled rectangles
indicatest/2 pulses and rest are representingpailses with phase mentioning on each
pulse.

gate can be achieved by the pulse sequence shown inHig. 1.3d.

[(g)zy (%)12 5 @y 5 () (%)Zy ] = —(1+1) , (1.68)

O O O
(S =)

o O O Bk
o O +» O

wherer = % Various gates and corresponding unitary operators has stedied in
this context([[51, 52, 56].

1.3.5 Numerically optimized quantum gates

Apart from the above described methods of preparing quarmgat®es using ordinary
‘hard’ RF pulses, there are more robust ways to synthesigelesired gate with high
fidelity. These kind of pulses are often called ‘strongly mladed pulses’ (SMPs).
SMPs are made up with suitable sequences of RF pulses whqsiual®, frequency,
and phase are made time-dependent in such a way that it m®doe best sequence
of pulses with maximum robustness against RF inhomogefEftys8,59]. There are
few techniques available to find suitable SMPs for a givegetaoperation [57, 58, 60].

Most of the techniques rely on the numerical optimizatiothef overall transformation
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by searching the available parameter space. Fortunatousedlthe stochastic search
methods to construct SMRs |57], while Khaneja et al desdribe gradient ascent pulse
engineering (GRAPE) technigue |60]. Designing an SMP fowargtarget operator re-
duces the numerical search problem to set the control paeasnghat maximizes the
fidelity [59]. In this thesis we have used SMPs in many casdater chapters. Our

SMPs are synthesized by the stochastic search methodsqmbeigenetic search al-
gorithm [58].

1.3.6 Measurement

NMR being an ensemble technique, the measurement of a guésay D) is done by

measuring its expectation value [18],

st) o« ) P OWOIDIO)
k
= DD ) K IDIs)
k r,s

= tr{Dp(t)}, (1.69)

wherep is the density matrix an@® is the detection operator. The free evolution of
spin system under Zeeman and coupling Hamiltonian is dedemter a time scale. The
detection period is normally decided by the relaxation aai it is recorded in the time
domain. By Fourier transform, the NMR spectra can be transfd into frequency
domain.

The quantum algorithms are designed such that the final tsitie is an eigenstate
in the computational basis [20]. In NMR, the computatioredib is generally same as
Zeeman basis (product basis). The eigenstates of prodsis (@dagonal elements of
density matrix) correspond to the population distributodra pseudopure state. For a
two spin system, the general population distribution cawbgen as,

p = Cll+col? + cg21212, (1.70)
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wherec,, C, C3 are real constants. However, the traceless density matharacter-
ized by{c,, ¢y, c3} does not give rise to any signal, since it corresponds toitodigal
magnetization. Applying a/2 pulse results,

P =l + 6l + cg21t12, (1.71)
From the above equation one can get the values @ihdc, but notcs since the last

term does not contain any single quantum coherences. Thal sereived for the above

appliedr/2 pulse will be,

s(t)

tr {e‘”ﬂp’e‘“t (Ii + IE)} (1.72)

tr e (cyl; + cal2) €7 (11 + 12)} (1.73)

where thec; term won’t produce any signal since ‘multiple quantum’ undach a
evolution remains ‘multiple quantum’. He(é + IE) represents the detection operator
andH is the evolution Hamiltonian as given in Eq. 1.62.

The complete procedure of characterizing a quantum stéteasgh density matrix
tomography. By this method all the coherence orders can fzsuned by a series of
experiments. A detailed analysis of density matrix tompggais given in Appendix A
and B and its explicit application in practical situatioegjiven in later part of Chapter
2.

1.3.7 Coherence order

Decoherence time in NMR quantum computers is generallyae@léo the spin-spin
relaxation time T5), although this is a simplification [47]T, generally represents the
decoherence time of a single spin coherences and the deoakdimes for a multiqubit
systems can be quiteftBrent. Howeverl, gives a rough estimation of the decoherence
time of the system and in most of the cases it is of the orderudfiphe seconds in a

liquid state system. The decoherence time in NMR is one ob#st among all the
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available QC techniques. The coherence time can be prafobgepplying specific

dynamical decoupling sequences. A thorough discussioes gn Chapter 4.

1.3.8 Limitations of NMR-QIP

There are multiple issues which posses serious challengM®-QIP tasks.

1. Scalability of liquid state NMR is a big challenge that weed to be overcome.
Indeed, going beyond 10 qubits is a verffidult task. High resolution liquid state
NMR-QIP relies on weakly coupled systems. For a large ordéitgystem (say
10), the J-coupling constants between two farthest spmseny small. Lower
coupling constant means lack of well resolved spectra ane mme consuming
‘quantum gates’. This problem can partly be resolved bynigiartially orient-
ing spin systems in liquid crystal solvents and thus intaadg dipolar couplings
along with J-couplings. Solid state NMR qubits has the pidéfor becoming
the scalable qubits. However, at the moment solid state Ni&Rem produces

complicated spectra and allows lesser controlling teakiq

2. Lack of creating a ‘pure’ state is another limitation in RMRIP. In liquid state
NMR, spins are in a highly mixed initial state and preparaid a ‘pure’ state
needs extreme experimental conditions. However, one &pape a ‘pseudopure’

state (PPS) which mimics a ‘pure’ state afi@etively able to perform as a ‘pure

state. PPS can be written as,

1
Ppps = N (1-€) 1 + ely )yl (1.74)
wheree denoting the purity factor and at high temperature limigih de written
as,

Nhy

~ N (1.75)
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e is of the order of 1@ under normal conditions. Hence it can be seen that
the amount of magnetization (signal) decreases expoiigntigh the number
of qubits. However for 15-20 qubits, the magnetization may lme enough to
carry out QIP tasks. Many ideas come forward to tackle tlésas Carrying
out qguantum computation in mixed state is one of them [61jh€@lean qubit’

protocol needs only one ‘pure’ qubit having rest of them ixea’ state [62].

. One of the major requirement to perform some algorithro s¢ate an entangled
state. Many believe that the power of quantum computersgelladepend on its
entangling phenomena. But it is proved by Braunstein et.ttet, small scale
liquid state system at normal conditions lacks any kind otaaglement’. But
still NMR is the only technique which implements the Shoéstbring algorithm
till date and this algorithm needs an entangling state. @te® contradictory
aspects, led many people to think that ‘entanglement’ migttthe necessary
condition to be fulfilled to perform QIP tasks. A new measufealculating

non-classical correlations known as ‘discord’ is introgdicecently([63, 64, 65].

. Crowding of frequency space is another challenge as th&auof qubits in-
creased. A weakly coupled spin system of N spid{iuclei gives rise tiN2N-1
resonance lines. Thus, a 10 qubit system would have 10 s&idines. Resolv-
ing spectra is a daunting task for this kind of situation.sldan partly be resolved

by synthesizing special molecules and using sophisticgiedtrometers.

. Decoherence can be a potential problem for large scali gud also for solid
state qubits. However, the relevant parameter is not therggence time itself

but the ratio of decoherence time to the gate-time.
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1.4 NMR - Anideal platform for studying quantum me-

chanical phenomena

Although ‘nature prefers quantum mechanics’ and it is thetfundamental physics,
capable of explaining almost everything starting from plsghthesisect to blackhole
formation, it is rather a challenging job to ‘feel’ it in oumiy life [66, 67,68, 69,
[70]. The lack of experimental proof of quantum mechanicamimena in the early
days of its introduction led many eminent scientists comimgnon its ‘utility’ and
‘completeness’[[71, 72]. Due to its very nature, even today highly challenging to

perform quantum mechanical experiments in laboratory.[72]

The nuclear spins in an NMR provides an excellent test bedddiorming various
kind of guantum mechanical experiments in a highly contibWay [73]. The principles
of an NMR can only be fully understood by quantum theary [4.réturn, NMR can
be used as a prototype quantum mechanical testbed. Thameiwicthe quantum me-
chanical probabilistic calculations mostly produces ¢eumtuitive results which are
difficult to ‘digest’. Nonetheless, NMR has proven to be one ofe¢hding architecture

in performing various quantum mechanical phenomena exgertally [74[75].

In this thesis we have shown some important experimentdeimgntations of quan-
tum mechanical phenomena which earlier thought to be itatiode. There are various
examples where a quantum mechanical phenomenon does ied ktassical analogue
and in this kind of situation it is rather fiiicult to ‘understand’ it[[76]. For example,
guantum contextuality is a kind of quantum mechanical pheon which has been
proved by various quantum platform including NMR recenfly]. The experimental
results clearly shows quantum mechanically expected saiinch are counter intuitive

to our macrorealistic world [77].

Quantum objects behaveidirently than a macrorealistic object and there are certain

inequalities (e.g. Bell’s inequality) which can only be hated by quantum objects [78,

[79]. To prove this kind of violation one needs to have an dgoelquantum platform.
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In Chapter 5, we have shown the violation of Leggett-Gargjuradity for nuclear spins
as predicted by quantum theory [75].

Bohr’'s complementary principle is another famous desionptegarding quantum
mechanical objects. A consequence of the complementangipke is that one can
not observe both ‘wave’ and ‘particle’ nature of a quanturjeobsimultaneously [80].
However, recently it was proposed that, by using certaircigpexperimental setups,
one can simultaneously observe wave and particle natureqofatum systeni [81].
This requires a reinterpretation of Bohr's complementaiggiple. In Chapter 6, we
have shown a detailed experimental study of this new exmaiah proposal and our
results clearly suggest that there is indeed a necessigyisiting Bohr’s principle[[74].

Many new fields related to experimental quantum mechanes@ming up due to
the fact that now we have some excellent quantum platfornchvare capable of car-
rying out experimental work in a highly controlled way. Quan chemistry and quan-
tum biology are such two emerging fields which are making fgirogresses [69, 82].
Understanding all these phenomena experimentally is mitaursuit of understanding

guantum mechanics and its practical applications at large.
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Chapter 2

Density Matrix Tomography of Long
Lived Singlet States

The lifetime of nuclear singlet states can be much longer &my other non-equilibrium
states under suitable conditions. In section 2.2, we inited long-lived singlet (LLS)
states and it's preparation by standard methods. In se2tyrwe introduced a robust
density matrix tomography scheme which is particularlytesito study homonuclear
spin systems with small chemical shiftfidrences. In section 2.4, we have applied
the tomography scheme to characterize the singlet statéesr warious experimental
conditions, revealing interesting features of LLS. Thiggier ends with a conclusion

given in section 2.5.

2.1 Introduction

The long lifetimes of nuclear spin coherence enables NMRtspgcopists to carry

out a variety of spin choreographyl |2,/18]. Nuclear spin cehees decay over time
mainly due to spin-spin relaxation and magnetic field inhgemeity. Often, coherences
are converted into longitudinal nuclear spin orders totldw dynamical processes.

But even the longitudinal spin orders decay toward equilibrstate due to spin-lattice
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relaxation. Hence for a typical NMR experiment consistihgreparing and measuring
certain correlated spin states, the ultimate time barrees assumed to be defined by the
spin-lattice relaxation time constaht [1].

It has recently been demonstrated that there exist celtag-iived states’ which
decay slower than th&, values of individual spins [83, 84, 85,186, 87] B8, 189, 90]eTh
long lived singlet states (LLS) has found wide range of aggtions ever since it was
discovered by Carravetta, Johannessen, and Levitt in 288 [Overcoming ther;
barrier has led to several exciting applications in stugwilow molecular dynamics and
transport processes [91,/92], precise measurements of MiéRactions[[93], and the
transport and storage of hyperpolarized nuclear spin si@dr 95/ 96, 97, 98, 99].

Bodenhausen and co-workers have demonstrated that tHetspm-lock can also
be achieved by RF modulations which are used in heteronugpéa-decoupling [100].
Detailed theoretical analysis of zero-field singlet state#/ell as singlet spin-lock have
already been provided by Levitt and co-workers| [85,1101] bnKarthik et al [86].
Recently, long-lived states in multiple-spin systems dse heing explored [94, 102].

2.2 Long-lived singlet states

Let us begin with a simplest model consisting of a pair of spihnuclei. These two
spins are labeled d$ andl?. The free-precession Hamiltonian of this system at labo-

ratory frame can be written as,
H = wil} + wyl2 + 213151 - 12, (2.1)

wherew; and w, are denoting the resonant frequency of the two spins respbgt
whereasl;, denotes the spin-spin coupling (J-coupling) between tloesins.

The quantum states of the system can always be expressetheitbmbination of
superposition of Zeeman states, namegy, |01), |10y, |11). Here|0) denotes the angu-

lar momentum ofi/2 along the magnetic field direction (‘up’ direction) addldenotes
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the angular momentum efi/2 along the exact opposite direction of the magnetic field
(‘down’ direction). The four Zeeman product states togetbad to one singlet state

and three triplet states,

So) = %

T.1) = [00),

To) = |01) + |10)’ (2.2)
V3

T = [11).

Singlet states have manyfiirent properties compared to its triplet counterparts. Two

most important properties are:

(a) Singlet state is anti-symmetric with respect to spiohaxge, whereas triplet

states are symmetric.

(b) Singlet state has a zero total nuclear spin angular mtumeguantum number
[12|Se) = 0], whereas triplet states have non-zero total nuclearapiular momentum

quantum numbed f[Ty) = 2 Tw)].

In the case of magnetically equivalent nuclear pair, thglsirstate and the triplet
states form an orthonormal eigenbasis of the internal Haman#; = 27J1* - 12,
Singlet states can be prepared between two assymetriclspingposing equivalence
condition (either by lifting the sample out of Zeeman fieldograpplying suitable RF
field acting as ‘spin-lock’). But, being a zero-quantum a@mee, singlet state itself is
inaccessible to macroscopic observable directly. Théttoaal methods by Caravetta et
al [83], described the way to access the singlet states lakimgits magnetic symmetry
to convert into observable single quantum coherencesidretimtext we may note that,
protons in Hydrogen molecule or in water is already in maigrexjuivalence, but there

is still no way to break the symmetry.
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2.2.1 Why singlet state is long lived ?

Any gquantum state, deviating from its thermal equilibriuonditions, will return to
its stable thermal equilibrium state through a mechanisowknas relaxation. Hence
it is needless to say that in NMR any observable quantum satenon-equilibrium
condition and that is the reason each state has its owmiketiThere are two major
factors behind relaxation, (i) spin-lattice relaxatidin)(and (ii) spin-spin relaxation
(T,). In majority of the case$, relaxation is much faster than. So the upper limit
of the nuclear spin memory is bounded by fherrespective of any experimental safe
guard. However, there are some specialized cases wherngtiexsecan be found, such
as in the case of ‘parahydrogen’, where the spin state isohvexd much longer than
T, [103]. Though the major reasons behilfd T, relaxation depend on individual
molecular property, other controllable parameters suchametic field inhomogeneity,
temperature fluctuations, sample concentration etc. astributes to the relaxation

mechanism.

Levitt and co-workers have successfully demonstrated88Bthat the singlet state
lifetime can be made many orders of magnitude longer Thdor ‘ordinary’ molecules
in solution state of homonuclear system. Now we will disa@®e physics behind this
astonishing long-lifetime of singlet statés [104]. The Hi&mnian for a pair of spins in

magnetically equivalent environment is written as bellow:
H = wo(ly +12)+ 221" 17, (2.3)

where,wy = yBy denotes the Larmor frequency of both (equivalent) the saintEB,

is the applied static magnetic field. The matrix represenadf the Hamiltonian in
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singlet-triplet basis can be written [104] as follows:

1So) [Ti1) ITo) IT_1)

(Sol | —3nJ 0 0 0
T 0 wo+ird O 0
3 = (Tl 0ot 3 (2.4)
(Tol 0 0 2nd 0
(T_4] 0 0 0 —wo+ %ﬂJ

From the earlier equation it is seen that at zero fielgl€ 0), the triplet states are
degenerate with same energy eigenvaILps]X. The energy dference between the
singlet and the triplet sates iz2 which is independent of the field. Since the Hamil-
tonian is diagonal, there will not be any mix-up of singlettstpopulation with triplet
states’ population$ [104]. However, triplet states amtgrtselves equilibrate quickly.
Eventually there will be a singlet-triplet transition résg in the re-establishment of
thermal equilibrium much slower thah relaxation time scale. The time constant for

singlet-triplet equilibration is loosely termed as ‘sieglifetime’ (Ts) [104].

We already know that singlet states are ‘antisymmetrichwéspect to spin ex-
change, whereas triplet states are ‘symmetric’ with resfpethe spin exchanges. The
major relaxation processes, including intra-moleculpotdir relaxation mechanism, are
‘symmetry preserving’ in nature. Hence these relaxationlraaisms will not &ect the
singlet-triplet conversion which requires symmetry tfan®ations. These conditions
make singlet states as a ‘special’ state which is immunetta-imolecular dipolar re-

laxation, though it is the major reason behihdrelaxation[104].

Previous discussion shows how necessary it is to get a magiheequivalent pair
of nuclear spins to realize the LLS. We need to create suchgmnetigally equivalent
condition to create and persist in singlet states, but teige@al out of singlet states we
need to break the symmetry. In the next paragraphs we willdsabout the techniques

for magnetically inequivalent pair of nuclear spins. Thentlgonian for a pair of
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chemically inequivalent nuclei in present of Zeeman field lsa written as follows:

H

wily + wyl 2+ 271112

wo(L+ 61)1F + wo(L + 6)12 + 2731 - 12, (2.5)

whered; andés, are the two chemical shifts of the two spins. The matrix repngation

of this Hamiltonian in singlet-triplet basis can be expeskas([104]:

1So) [T.1) ITo) IT_1)
(Sol | —3nJ 0 2woAS 0
T 0 wo(l+ 23 6)+ 1] 0 0
7_{:< +1 0( 22 ) 2 , (2.6)
(Tol | FwoAS 0 2nd 0
(T4 0 0 0 —wo(l+1iy06)+1ind
where,
Z 5 =01+ 0y AS=61— 0 (2.7)

In this case, the matrix is not a diagonal matrix, hence thglsi and triplet states
are not the eigenstates of this Hamiltonian. THedsagonal term in the matrix%(qucS)
represents the possible conversion of singlet-tripletsiteon. This transition is directly
dependent on the chemical shiftférence between the two spins. Hence, even if we are
able to prepare singlet states in an inequivalent pair ofemut will not be long lived
till it has some dependency on the chemical shiffedtences. Still, it gives us a clue
to experience long-lived singlet states if somehow the d¢bainshift difference A9) is
suppressed [104]. In the next subsection we will discussrttéthod of chemical shift

suppression in detail.

2.2.2 Singlet Preparation in NMR

So far we have learn that singlet states can not be observeasignetically equivalent

pair of spins, as it does not give any observable NMR sigmal,even for the magneti-
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2.2. Long-lived singlet states

cally inequivalent spin pairs because of the chemical slifiitrence barrier.

The key to LLS revelation is to switch the magnetic equivaéefon’ and ‘af’ by
some experimental manipulations [104]. There are at |@easttell established proce-
dures to do so - (i) field cycling and (ii) radiofrequency sfnoking [83,/84]. By field
cycling method, we can switchfithe magnetic field manually so that magnetic equiv-
alence is established and then once again switch-on theehadield to convert into
single quantum coherences. The other method (radiofregussin-locking) is more
practical with least manual work. We will discuss this methodetail.

Getting pure singlet states may be seen as a three step preced
() Building singlet population.
(i) Applying spin-lock.

(i) Singlet detection.

Building singlet population

With the application of suitablef pulses and delays it is possible to create a density
matrix operator which represents a part of singlet statés ifhe density matrix for a
singlet population can be represented by the Cartesiaruptagerator formalism as
follows:

1
[So)(Sol = 5 (101) - [10)(<0Y - (101

1
= 5 (10101 - [1001] — |01)¢10/ + [10)(10)

% 142 1,2 1,2 142 (28)
:E(Ilmlm—I+I_—I_I++I|1>I|O>)
1 1
:—§(|1|3+|}|3)—|§|§+Zﬂ.

The earlier equation shows that singlet populations canostoucted from zero
guantum coherences and longitudinal magnetization of thalspins. Hence a little
trick with the excitation of zero quantum coherences witprapriate phase can leads

us to the singlet populations [104]. The following pulselsastge is found [83] suitable
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Chapter 2. Density Matrix Tomography of Long Lived Singtaté&s

to create singlet state populations starting from equiliorcondition.

900—7'1—18Q)—(T1+T2)—9090—T3, (29)

wherer, = 1/4J, 7, = 1/2Av andt; = 1/4Av. J andy are denoting the spin-spin
coupling constant and chemical shifti@rence in Hz respectively. Theffset’ should
be placed at the middle of the two spins for simplification.eTdbove written pulse
sequence works as follows :

Initial 904 pulse brings the longitudinal magnetization to transvetaae.
1 2 ° 1 2
Iy +1; —— =1y =15,

followed by the spin-echo with only J evolution for the duvatof 1/2J :

71-180—11
1 2 112 112
— — -
|y |y 2|xlz + 2|Z|X.

During the subsequent interval, there will be evolution under the isotropic cheati
shifts. This delay4€, = 1/2Av) is relatively shorter and can be ignored for any signifi-
cantJ-evolution during this time. The product operator formaligoes as follows:
2
2142+ 2142 —— 2|yllz2 - 2I21Iy2.
Now a 90 degree y pulse will bring the density operator int@ zpiantum coherences.
9090

Og
20012 - 21112 —— 21112 - 21312 = i (1112 - 1212).

A further chemical shift evolution required for a phase eoted zero quantum coher-

ence.
3

112 112 112 112 _ 112 112
21112 ~ 21112 —— 212 - 2112 = —(1112 + 1212).

This may be rewritten as follows:

—111% - 1112 = -]02)(10 - [10)(0Y]

= |So){Sol = [To)(Tol.

(2.10)
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2.2. Long-lived singlet states

Hence from the above calculations it is seen that the regudtensity operator is in
fact combination of the singlet state and one of the triplates’ population. Now our
aim is to filter out the singlet state from the singlet-triggepulation distribution. This

can be done by radio frequency spin locking as discusseavbeldetail.

Radio frequency spin-lock

A spin-lock is a low power on-resonant continuous radiodiestpy pulse along the spin
magnetization in transverse plane. This low frequeatqyulse keeps the magnetization
from precessing in transverse plane. Hence this pulse carsdxk as a possible way
to suppress the chemical shiftfidirences. It is popularly known as a ‘spin-lock’ as it
arrests the spin precession.

The duration of the spin-lock may last for several minuteggering the possibility
of severe probe damage. Hence one must be careful to sedetispin-lock power and
duration. There are two basic kinds of spin-lock. (i) Unmiatied spin-lock, and (ii)
modulated spin-lock.

() Unmodulatedf field is commonly known as ‘continuous wave’ (CW) irradia-
tion. CW irradiation has constant amplitude and has no phas#ulation over time.
CW has shorter bandwidth and hence not useful for large atedrehift diferences.
Theoretically it is possible to apply more power for high@emical shift diference
systems, but that may cause serious damagfepoobes.

(i) Modulated lock can be realized by using CPD (composiiés@ decoupling)
pulses. As the name suggests, it is a phase modulated campaokse, routinely used
as a decoupling pulse sequence. In many cases it can outpeZy pulses as a spin-
lock sequence. The bandwidth of CPD pulses are much largepaed to CW pulses
and hence useful for larger chemical shifffdience singlets. Commonly used CPD
pulses are WALTZ-16, GARP etc.

During spin-lock the three triplet states’ populationsigrate rapidly under nor-

mal relaxation procedure, whereas singlet populationdbégelf immune torf spin-
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Chapter 2. Density Matrix Tomography of Long Lived Singtaté&s

lock, decays much slowly. After the fast decay of triplettessa singlet state achieve
its maximum purity (singlet correlation may reach upto GP%Eventually singlet state
also decays despité spin-lock shielding, but with much slower rate than any othe
states.

Now here we can recap the fact that singlet state itself is@aqeantum coherences
and can not be directly accessible. Hence we must trangfeetio-quantum coherences
to a observable single-quantum coherences to detect itfolloe/ing section describes

the method in detail.

Singlet detection

The simplest method to detect singlet is to evolve it for @Av) chemical shift evolu-
tion and followed by a strong 9@ulse. The transformation of density matrix operator

are as follows:

1SoX(Sol = —2(1112 +1112) 1112+ 11
lt3

101112 112 112 1
Y (A L I kS B T T

This can also be written in terms of Cartesian product opefatmalism:
1/11)2 12 112 1_1 112 112 112 1
—LahZ—n2) - hz+ = L@h2 4 1H2) - 122+ 1

Now a simple 99 pulse brings the magnetization into observable single tguan

coherence.

1 1. 9% 1 1
E(2|;|y2 + 1512 = 1712+ 21— E(2|§|Z2 — 1712 = 1517+ 71 (2.11)

These shows the antiphase transverse magnetization fepithpair. The character-

istic spectra for this kind of antiphase magnetization shavtypical “up-down-down-
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up” pattern in the NMR peaks.

However one might notice that this way of detecting singketes has less qualitative
information. A better quantitative study can be carriedtbraugh tomographic method.
In this context we have developed a robust density matrixogmaphic technique which
is particularly suitable for this problem. In the followirsgction we will discuss the
‘density matrix tomography’ scheme in detail. Later we veiiply this tomography

sequence on singlets for its characterization in variopgemental conditions.

2.3 Density Matrix Tomography

The delicate nature of ‘quantum states’ makes it vulnerabieacroscopic-world. The
inevitable last step for most of the quantum informatiorgessing and quantum simula-
tion is the measurement of derived quantum states. In treeafaa ensemble quantum
system, the states are presented by density matrix. In tra@eeasure these density ma-
trices, many sophisticated schemes have been envisagedsitip matrix tomography’
technique has proven its utility for mapping any quantuntestavith high accuracy. It
enables us to measure all the elements of a general dengiiy ataany time point. The
knowledge of the full density matrix of any quantum statenportant for many reason
e.g. (i) one can find the error in the experiment, since weadirdave the knowledge
about theoretical density matrix. (i) Measuring densitgtrix at diferent time points
of a dynamic quantum algorithm gives the pattern of popoitaéind coherence trans-
fers. In the following section we have presented a robusbtaphic scheme in the
context of NMR [106].

Earlier schemes of tomography were designed in the contexiamtum information
processing[107, 108]. They required spin-selective imtatand transition selective in-
tegrations of spectra. In homonuclear spin systems, péatly in 'H spin systems,
it is hard to design high fidelity spin-selective rotationgirmg to the small dierences
in chemical shifts (on the other hand, the heteronuclealetistate is predicted to be

short-lived [101]). These spin selective pulses genettaihd to be long in duration,
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still introduce significant errors. Integration of indival transitions is also problem-
atic since the transitions, particularly those with mixeatIshapes corresponding to a
general density matrix, may severely overlap. Tomogra@sed on two-dimensional
NMR spectroscopy had also been proposed|[109]. This is aglemethod in the sense
only one 2D experiment is needed to be carried out irrespeofithe size of the spin
system. However, the 2D method is time consuming. Also sineies on fitting the
2D cross-sections (along the indirect dimension) to mixetehtzian, the accuracy is
limited by the quality of the fit that is achieved. In the follmg we present a robust
density matrix tomography for a homonuclear weakly coupled spins-12 system
which needs only non-selective RF pulses and integratioes @ach spin instead of

individual transitions[[106].

The general traceless deviation density matrix consisi$andependent real num-

bers:

Po I3+ ng Iy + iS]_ s+ iS5

Py f6+1iSg o+ 1Sy
p= . (2.12)
P2 ra+ 1S,

- Zizzo Pi

Here real elementp, are populations and the complex elements is, correspond to
single k = 1 to 4), doubleK = 5), and zeroK = 6) quantum coherences. The elements
below the diagonal are determined by the Hermitian conuljtip = p};. Since only
single quantum coherences are directly observable, fonbowtionsR, = (r; + ry),
S;i=(s1+ ), R = (r3+r4), andS, = (3 + S4) can be obtained from the integration
of complex line shapes of spins 1 and 2 respectively. Nowidens&n RF sequence
with propagatotJ, that transforms the original density matpiinto o’ = UpU?. Single
guantum coherences pfwill lead to different linear combinations of various elements
in p. Thus, by applying dierent propagators gn we can measure the values offdi-

ent linear combinations of various elementgofThe real and imaginary values of the
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integration ofjth spin inkth experiment will be labeled @& and Sk respectively. Fol-
lowing six one-dimensional NMR experiments were found tglfcient to tomograph

a two-spin density matrix:
1.1
2. 90
3. 5180 &
4. 452 180, - +
5. 45.% 180, &
6. 5~ - 45% - 180, &

Herel is the identity i.e., direct observation without applyingyaxtra pulsesAv and

J are the chemical shift ffierence and the scalar coupling respectively (both in Hz).
The dfset is assumed to be at the center of the two doublets and tlaenRRudes are
assumed to be much stronger thian By calculating the propagator for each of these
experiments, 24 linear equations are achieved. Solvingetleguations, gives the all
unknown parameters of the density matrix. A detailed anslysthe density matrix

tomography scheme is given in Appendix A.

Now we will use this tomographic scheme on long-lived sihgtates[[106].

2.4 Singlet State Characterization

2.4.1 Observing through antiphase magnetization

The singlet state was prepared by the RF spin-lock method@mgerted into antiphase
magnetizations as described by Carravetta and Leviit [8#]guthe pulse sequence

shown in Figuré 2]2a. The RF spin-lock was achieved by eifWrirradiation or by
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A
s ]

e e
100 50 0 -50 -100 Hz

Figure 2.1: Part of the'H spectrum of 5-bromothiophene-2-carbaldehyde (inset),
displaying the doublets corresponding to the tb spins used to study the singlet
state. The sample was dissolved in dimethyl sulphoxide-Db &l the experiments
are carried out at 300 K. TheftirenceAv in chemical shifts is 192.04 Hz and the
scalar couplingd is 4.02 Hz. Scalar coupling to aldehyde proton was too wedleto
observed. The spin lattice relaxation time constanty {a@r the two spins obtained
from inversion recovery experiment are 5.2 s and 6.2 s réigpcfor the spins 1 and

2.

WALTZ-16 modulations. The RFftset was set to the center of the two chemical shifts
in these experiments. The total magnitude of the antiphasgnetizations decays at
different rates depending on the spin-lock conditions (Figg@end Z2.4). The decay
constants with CW spin-lock are 16.6 s (Figlre 2.3a) and 43Figure 2.8h) respec-
tively at RF amplitudes of 2 kHz and 500 Hz. Under WALTZ-16rsfick, the decay
constants are slightly smaller, 16.2 s (Figuré 2.4a) an8 4 2Figurd 2.4h) respectively
at 2 kHz and 500 Hz. Nevertheless, these values are about @n@8theT; values of

the individual spins implying the preparation of long-kiveinglet state.

In this scheme, the integrated magnitude spectrum is ysomlhitored as a func-
tion of spin-lock time. The contributions from the spuriotsherences may not be
eliminated in this process. Further, the double quantune@ices, if any, are not ob-
served at all. Our interest is to quantify the singlet cohirethe instantaneous stgif)
during the spin-lock. One might guess that the singlet adnsamaximum in the begin-

ning and exponentially decays with the spin-lock time. Rertone may also guess that
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Figure 2.2: The pulse sequences for the preparation of singlet statbsletection
via (a) converting to antiphase single quantum magnetizedind (b) tomography of
singlet states. Here; = 1/(4J), 7> = 1/(4J) + 1/(2Av), andtz = 1/(4Av), with Av
andJ being the chemical shift ffierence (in Hz) and the scalar coupling respectively.
74 1S the duration of spin-lock.

CW spin-lock is superior to WALTZ-16 spin-lock at all timedes. But the following
tomography results provide aftérent picture[[106].

2.4.2 Tomography under varying spin-lock duration

The pulse sequence for the tomography of singlet stateisrsin Figure 2.2b. The
density matrix of the singlet state|Bo)(Sol = 3 1+ps, with the traceless papt, = —I*-12
being the product of spin angular momentum operators osspand 2. The correlation
of the theoretical singlet state operajarin the instantaneous experimental density

matrix p(t) (obtained from tomography),

trace[p(t) - ps] (2.13)
Jirace[p(t)?] - trace[pZ] |
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gives a measure of singlet contentq(t). The normalization used in the above ex-
pression disregards the attenuatiorpt) itself. Similar definitions can be applied to
calculate the correlationsyly, (|To)(Tol), etc. We monitored the correlations as a func-
tion of spin-lock timer, from 0 s to 30 s in steps of 0.5 s undeffdrent spin-lock
conditions using the sequence shown in Fiquré 2.2b. Thétseme shown in Figures
2.3 and2.1. 3D bar plots of full density matrices at two paittir spin-lock conditions
are shown in Figure 2.5.

The Figure$ 21313, 2.3i, 2.4b, and2.4i indicate correlagighas a function of spin-
lock time under various spin-lock conditions. In all the&ssthe initial correlation is
about 0.8. This is expected, since the initial state prephyethe pulse sequences in

Figure[2.2 just before the spin-lock is actually

p(0) = 1So)(Sol — [To)(Tol. (2.14)

With CW spin-lock at a high RF amplitude of 2 kHz (Figurel2.3B.39), the singlet
correlation{ps) quickly reaches to 0.95 in 0.5 s of spin-lock time (Figurg?.3Most

of the spurious coherences and the residual longitudinghetizations created during
the preparation are destroyed by the RF inhomogeneity glepim-lock. Figureg 213g
and[Z3n reveal that the initial correlatigfTo)(Tol)(0) is —0.7 ~ 1/ V2 which is just
expected . Within 0.5 s, th&,)(To| content is rapidly reduced. But complete equili-
bration of triplet levels takes about 5 s. Interestingleréhis a sudden build-up and
gradual fall of double quantum coherence as seen in FiguBés2d Figureg 2]3m. As
the singlet state gets purifieths) exceeds 0.99 in 6 seconds and reaches a maximum
value of 0.994 at 9.5 s. After about 18(ps) starts decaying below 0.99, probably due
to the gradual conversion of singlet state to other magagiz modes via the triplet
states by relaxation mechanisms. On the other hand, thergradual build up of y-
and z-magnetizations (Figures2.3d 2.3e) in a similgragathat of a steady state
experiment([1; 111]. Nevertheless, the singlet corretatemained above 0.95 till 30
s. The x-magnetization and the double quantum coherengaréq 2.Bc and 2.3f) re-
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Figure 2.3: Data characterizing the singlet state under CW spin-loadnd®F ampli-
tude of 2 kHz (a to g) and of 500 Hz (h to n). The spin-lock duratt, was varied
from 0 s to 30 s in steps of 0.5 s in each case. Dots in (a) andoff@spond to the
total magnitude of antiphase magnetization obtained fimrpulse sequence in Figure
[2.2a. Singlet decay constaht was obtained by using an exponential fit (smooth lines
in (a) and (h)). During each fit, first two data points were ¢editin view of strong
spurious coherences created by the imperfections in tlpuRemaining graphs are
the results obtained from tomography using the pulse segugmown in Figurg 2] 2b.
They correspond to the correlationgisy (b and i),(1?) (c and j),(lf) (d and k),(1D)

(e and I),(1112 + 1112) (f and m), andcq = (I TeX(Tql) (g and n), with spin numbers
p = {1, 2} and triplet subscriptg = {-1, 05151}.
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1, (5) T, (s)

Figure 2.4: Similar data as in Figure 2.3, but under WALTZ-16 spin-lo¢ckan RF
amplitude of 2 kHz (a to g) and of 500 Hz (h to n). The graphsesgond to total
magnitude of antiphase magnetization (a and/#), (b and i),(1?) (c and j),(l{,’) (d

and k),(I2) (e and 1),(1112 + 1112) (f and m), anccq = (| Te)(Tql) (g and n), with spin
numbersp = {1, 2} and triplet subscriptg = {—1,0, +1}.
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Figure 2.5: Bar plots showing (a) traceless pait of the theoretical singlet state
density matrix, (b) experimental state after 15 s of WALT& shin-lock at an RF am-
plitude of 2 kHz, and (c) experimental state after 14 s of WALTG spin-lock at an

RF amplitude of 500 Hz. The upper and lower traces correspmtite real and imag-
inary parts respectively. The singlet correlations in ()l &) are respectively 0.997
and 0.547. The density matrix in (b) shows significant debaystill has high singlet

content! The real part of the density matrix in (c) shows igant double quantum
artifact.

mained small during the period of high correlation. Aftee tinitial differences, the
triplet states equilibrate in about 6s, and remain steaely timwards (Figurds 2.3g and
2.3n).

With CW spin-lock at 500 Hz , the singlet correlation reacbiely up to 0.94 again
at about 9 s and then steadily drops to 0.71 at 30 s (Figurk 213 increased buildup
of x-, y-, and z- magnetizations with the reduction of thendpick power can also be
noticed (Figuré ZJ3j=213l).

Under WALTZ-16 spin-lock (Figure214), all the graphs areuctterized by oscil-
lations that are either in-phase or anti-phase. The origgsaillations probably lies in

the cyclic nature of WALTZ-16 modulation.
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At an RF amplitude of 2 kHz, the maximum singlet correlati60.897 was reached
at 15 s(Figuré Zl4b). The 3D bar plot of the density matrixegponding to this case
is shown in Figuré Z]5b. More interestingkps) peaks seem to maintain above 0.99
till 7, = 285 s, i.e., about 10 s longer than the CW case! Thus, for cevidires of
spin-lock durations, WALTZ-16 provides purer singlet stathan that of CW.

The singlet correlation under WALTZ-16 spin-lock at 500 Hgpdlays stronger os-
cillations (Figurd_Z}i). Despite the oscillations, theglet correlation reaches as high
as 0.96 at 13.5 s. Again it can be noticed that good singleteobis held for longer
periods by WALTZ-16 than the CW of same amplitude. For exangil500 Hz RF
amplitude, WALTZ-16 gives a singlet correlation of 0.94rat= 27 s, while that for
CWi itisonly 0.79.

2.4.3 fset dependence

Theoretical and numerical investigations on tliset dependence of singlet spin-lock
has been have been carried out by Karthik and Bodenhausgmar@6by Pileio and
Levitt [101]. Robustness of various modulation scheme$ wegard to @set of sin-
glet spin-lock have been demonstrated by Bodenhausen andréers [100]. Here we
probe the ffset dependence of singlet evolution using tomography! [16&jure[2.6
shows the experimental data obtained from a series of sisglee tomography exper-
iments, each time varying the REfget of the spin-lock. The RFiset was measured
from the center of the two chemical shifts. Again the expenis were carried out

under the following spin-lock conditions:

(i) CW for 15s (Figuré 2168-2.6f),
(i) CW for 28.5s (FiguréZI6g=216l),
(iii) WALTZ-16 for 15s (Figure 2.6ni-2J6r), and

(iv) WALTZ-16 for 28.5s (Figuré 2166-2.6x).
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Figure 2.6: Correlations calculated using the density matrix tomokyapf singlet
states prepared with fiierent spin-lock conditions: (i) CW spin-lock at 2 kHz for 15s
(a tof), (i) CW spin-lock at 2 kHz for 28.5s (g to ), (iii) WALZ-16 spin-lock at 2
kHz for 15s (m tor), and, (iv) WALTZ-16 spin-lock at 2 kHz foB2s (s to x). In each
case, the horizontal axis indicates the RFsetAv during the spin-lock. Theftset is
measured from the center of the two chemical shifts. The maeespond to {ps)

(b and i), (%) (c and j), (1)) (d and K),<17) (e and I),(1112 + 1112) (f and m), and
Cq = (ITg)(Tql) (g and n), where spin numbes = {1 (pluses), 2X’s)} and triplet
subscriptgy = {1 (dots), O (circles);+1 (pluses)
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Figure 2.7: Pulse sequence for the creation of long lived singlet stiates 3 spin
system AMX). (a) Anti-phase singlet magnetization to be accessedpiiaZ (b)
gualitative measure of singlet correlation is done by stateography.r; andr, are
optimized delays in a way that boths, Jo3 get ar/2 J- evolution,r3 = ﬁ’ andry
is the spin-lock duration.

[

The graphs indicate that the WALTZ-16 scheme is far supexamnpared to CW in
preserving the singlet correlation at high Rifsets. The singlet correlations with 2 kHz
CW drops below 0.5 for anftset of 50 Hz. However, WALTZ-16 at 2 kHz amplitude
maintains a high correlation of 0.97 at 28.5s, even withfésevof 2.1 kHz. In the case
of CW spin-lock, rapid build up of y-magnetizations can bé&cex with the increase of
the RF dfset [106].

2.5 Long lived singlet states in multi-spin systems

2.5.1 Long lived singlet states in a 3-spin system

In this subsection we will describe the methods for pregalamg lived singlet states
in a 3-spin systemAMX). We have extended the procedure of the 2-spin system as
described in the previous sections. The singlet populatistnibution between any two
spins can be prepared in presence of a third spin. The puipeesee relies on the

refocusing of the unnecessary couplings. The NMR pulseesemiis shown in Fig.
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Figure 2.8: Experimental results of 3-spin LLS. (a) Acrylonitrile didged in CDCE,
where 3 protons acting as a three spin homonuclear systemThéo'H reference
spectra of Acrylonitrile in a 500 MHz spectrometer. (c) adiighowing the antiphase
spectra of spin-3 after a spin lock duration of 5 s and 40 sacsely. (e) The solid
curve showing the antiphase magnetization decay and duited showing the singlet
correlations obtained from tomography over a duration af-fck (r4) time.
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Figure 2.9: Pulse sequence for the creation of long lived singlet stiates 4 spin
system AMXY). (a) Singlet states accessed by transferring it into aimise magneti-
zation, (b) qualitative measure of singlet correlation as@l by state tomography:,
T, are optimized delays and, is the spin-lock duration. 9 denoting a optimized
phaser/2 non-selective pulse.

[Z2.4. In this particular example we have prepared the simpglptlation between spin-1
and spin-2. Singlet population is accessed by transfethagnagnetization into spin-
3 . The quantitative measure of singlet magnetization issdmnthe pulse sequence
shown in Fig[2.7a. The extensive tomographic method ofssieg singlet correlation
has also been performed. The experimental results are simokig. [2.8. The decay
of antiphase magnetization and tomographic correlati@ndsvn in Fig.[2.Be. Th&;
time for all the three spins are roughly 6 sec, while the Ll&eti(T,, s) is found to be
17.9 sec. Hence the ratig s/T; ~ 3. The nature of this plot is similar to the spin-2
system and the reason for this is given in previous sectidre 3-spin density matrix

tomography scheme is described in detail in Appendix B.

2.5.2 Long lived singlet states in a 4-spin system

We have prepared two pair of singlet states in a 4 XY system. The exact pulse

sequence is shown in Fig._2.9. We were able to prepare sinadtes singlet states
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Figure 2.10: Experimental results of 4-spin LLS. (a) Aspirin dissolvedGDs;0D,

where 4 protons acting as a four spin homonuclear systenT.h@grhemical shifts and
J-coupling constants in Hz are shown in a table format. (@ TFhreference spectra
of Aspirin is at the bottom trace. The antiphase spectralawes in upper trace after
a spin lock duration of 3 s and 10 s respectively. (d) The solidre showing the
antiphase magnetization decay and d68ed curve showing-thsinglet correlations
obtained from tomography over a duration of spin-loek) time.



Chapter 2. Density Matrix Tomography of Long Lived Singtaté&s

in between spin-1 and spin-2 and also in between spin-3 anedspThe J-evolution
delays {, andr,) are calculated in a optimized way. The traditional methicatoessing
singlet states is by converting it into single quantum cehees. The antiphase spectra
of aspirin are shown in Fig,_2.110c. We have done density mgtnography to calculate
the correlation at various spin-lock duration. The natdramtiphase decay and singlet
correlation profile matches with the previous cases (2-apth3-spin) and hence got the
similar explanation. We have foudd ~ 3sandT, s ~ 6s, hence theratid  s/T; ~ 2.

This also proves the long lived nature of the prepared siistgees.

2.6 Conclusions

Study of singlet state is important not only because of ttex@sting Physics that makes
it long-lived, but also because of its potential for a numbkeapplications. We have
studied the singlet state directly and quantitatively gsiensity matrix tomography.
A new set of tomography sequences have been introducedi$opuhpose. The den-
sity matrix tomography provides a tool not only for charaiziag various spin-lock
schemes but also for understanding the spin dynamics dtimagpin-lock period.

The singlet state is preserved with CW spin-lock as well &b WWALTZ-16 spin-
lock at two diferent RF amplitudes: 2 kHz and 500 Hz. The results indicateathhigh
RF amplitudes, both CW and WALTZ-16 achieve high singletteah An important
feature of singlet state is that it gets purified by itselfidgrthe spin-lock, simply be-
cause of its longer life time compared to the spurious cotea® There exist optimum
spin-lock values at which the singlet correlations are mmaxn. While WALTZ-16
shows significant oscillations in the singlet purity, fortegn intervals of spin-lock it
gives better performance than CW and holds the singlet nofde longer intervals of
time. The dependence of correlations with the Riset during the spin-lock are also
studied under both CW and WALTZ-16 schemes. It is found thALVW-16 is far

superior in preserving the singlet state at large RBEeats.
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Chapter 3

Preparation of Pseudopure States

Using Long Lived Singlet States

An introduction to pseudopure states (PPS) is given in@e&il. In section 312, a gen-
eral review of various methods proposed for preparationsefigopure states in NMR
have been described. In section] 3.3, a new method for cgepsi@udopure states from
long-lived singlet states is presented. In this contexthese developed a robust, scal-
able quantum circuit for creating PPS for any number of qukiixperimental results

are shown and discussed for multi-qubit systems in the petetrof the sectioh 313.

3.1 Introduction

3.1.1 A pure state and a mixed state

A ‘pure state’ is a quantum state which can be representecingte keti). A quantum
state which can not be represented by a single ket formatjinfhe basis is termed as
‘mixed state’. In a mixed state system, we are only able tdlsajthe system has certain
probabilities (sayp:, p.... ) of being in diferent states (say), |2)... ). For example,
let us consider a two level system of energffetienceAE of about 2V (e.g. electronic

levels of sodium). At room temperature of 300 K, the ratioN®sn ground and excited
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states population is of the order of &-2F/XT ~ 1 : 1034, For all practical purposes,
we can assume that such a state exists in a pure ground stiageraal equilibrium. In
another case, if we consider a much shorter energy gégreice of the order ofiizV
(such as the case of nuclear spin’s energy gap for hydrog&@raexternal magnetic
field), then the populations of the two states are roughyédrder of 1 : 999. The

later case described a perfect mixed state condition.

While a pure classical state is represented by a single mggomt in phase space
having definite spatiaky, ...qs) and momentum coordinateg {...ps), a classical mixed
state is described by a non-negative density funghi@p ...gs, pi, ...ps), such that the
probability that a system is found in the intenda...dps at timet is pdg...dp;. The
‘quantum analog’ of the classical pure state is represdmtedsingle state vector, while

the quantum analog of a classical mixed state is represegtik density matrix [112].

An ensemble is in an idealized pure state if all of its’ mershame in statéy(t)).

The density operator of a pure stai€t)) = >; ¢i(t)[i) is given by,
poure = W1 = Y > a)e; Ol (3.1)
P
A pure state density matri¥), = |[n)(n| is a projection operator since,
Py Y Gliy =clm, and ' Pp =1 (3.2)
i n

Since all the subsystems behave identically, one has cterpiewledge of all parts of
the system. Pure states are also known as the ‘states of maxinfiormation’. A pure

state has two basic properties :

p%)ure =p, and tr(pizaure) =1 (3.3)

66



3.1. Introduction

Figure 3.1: Bloch sphere: All the surface points represent a pure stat®s non-
surface points are mixed states. The origin correspondsitbxémally mixed state.

The density matrix of an ensemble in a mixed state is obtdiyezhsemble average :

pa= ), >GOOI = D, P, (3.4)
j k

wherepy denotes the probability of the system of being in statevith >, px = 1 and
the bar denotes the ensemble averagg.is not a projection operator and is also known

as state with ‘less than maximum information’. It holds thegerty of :

Prix #ps - and tr(pg) <1 (3.5)

Another way to represent a wave function and hence a densitgpis through the
‘Bloch sphere’. A pure state) is a geometrical point on the Bloch surface. For a single

qubit, ) can be written as :
W) = cos@/2)0) + € sin@/2)|1), (3.6)

with 0 < ¢ < rand 0< ¢ < 2n. Here|0) and|1) are two orthonormal basis vectors of

the two-level system (single qubit). Any arbitrary densrtgtrix o can be expanded in
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terms of Pauli operatoks;:
1
o= 5(1 + F.5), (3.7)

wherer is called as Bloch vector, the radius vector of the state ftoenorigin. The
eigenvalues ob are%(l + |r]). As density operator must be positive, we [fek 1. The

purity of the density matrix can be measured by squaring it,

tr(p?) =tr (2(1 + 2P.3 + PF)(F.F)
. 4 (3.8)
=§(1 + [PP).

For a pure stater (p?) = 1, i.e.,|r] = 1 and for a mixed statig] < 1. Hence a pure state
represents a point on the surface of a Bloch sphere, whenggsat other than on the
surface represents a mixed state. The origin of the Blochkrspffil = 0) represents the
maximally mixed state withr (0?) = 1

>

3.1.2 Necessity of Pure states in QIP

In order to carrying out information processing, a quantegister must satisfy a set of
criteria laid out by DiVincenzad [124]. An important criten is the ability to precisely
initialize the register to a desired ket of the computatidvaasis. It has been shown that
highly mixed state may not be used to create an entangleib8} [n QIP. Again, a
mixed input state leads to a mixed output state which arergéyélifficult for analysis
[30]. In one particular case it can be show that a mixed stgiatigives wrong out-
put results. Grover search algorithm for a two-qubit sysseanting from a pure state
gives the desired answer with full probability. While sitagt from a mixed state, in-
stead of getting a definite state, one gets a result with jibties of different states.
On the otherhand, we can find some algorithms which have noresgent of starting
from pure initial state, e.g. Deutsch-Josza algorithm [1X3eutsch-Josza algorithm

decides whether the function is ‘balanced’ or ‘constantbie iteration. If the initial
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3.1. Introduction

Figure 3.2: Simulations of Grover's search algorithm for a two qubitteys starting
from pure-state and mixed-state condition. The state be#tectively flipped i01).
(a) Pure input stat®0){00|, (b) output stat¢L0)(10 with full probability, (c) a complete
random mixed state population input, (d) the answer of thev&s search algorithm
with no definite result.

state is a pure state, then the in-phase output signal deitaas a balanced and the
anti-phase output signal denotes it as a constant func@id [ In other case, when the
initial state is a mixed state, the output signal consistallopossible transitions for a
constant function, whereas for a balanced function, at t@aes of the transition will be
missing [50/ 116, 117, 114]. Since the Deutsch-Josza dkgoris used only to distin-
guish between a balanced function and a constant functioedinitial state should
be suficient for this purpose. Again there are some algorithmsttiaed advantage of
the mixed nature of an ensemble systems|[L18|[119, 120].eTdgerithms utilize the
power of parallel processing of the identical quantum ttegss In a broad overview,
however, initialization of quantum registers remain an am@nt requisite for a large

scale quantum computer.

3.1.3 Pure states in NMR

The density operator of an ensemble system characterizedebldamiltonian/ at

thermal equilibrium is given by :

p=— (3.9)

wherek is the Boltzmann constant afdis the temperature of the system. Z represents

the partition function and is given &/ = tr [e‘(H/"T]. For a N-spin homonuclear system
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at room temperature, the eigenvaluestofare much smaller thakiT value, hence the

equilibrium density operator can be approximated to,

1 hyBo <
Peq :ﬁ []l+ kT - IZJ)

) (3.10)
:ﬁ(]l + fpdev),

wherey is the gyromagnetic ratid, is the strength of the Zeeman field,is the
longitudinal component of spin operator fpt spin, andpgey is the trace-less ‘deviation
density matrix’. The coiciente = %yBy/KT is normally very smalle ~ 107 for
hydrogen nuclei in a Zeeman field of 10 T, at room tempera®08 K). Thus a normal
NMR system represents a highly mixed state [1, 2| 125]. Heweanly the deviation
density matrix contributes to the NMR signal, which is sreally a factor ok compared
to the system which is in a pure state, i.e., if all the spinsewe one state. It seems
from the Eq. [3.I0 that the only way of preparing a pure statMR is by using
extremely high magnetic fields at extremely low temperauW&hile achieving higher
magnetic fields than a few tens of Tesla, is still a technalalgihallenge, carrying out
experiments at low temperatures is associated with mamyieal problems including
among others, liquid to solid phase transition. HoweveEdn[3.10, we should notice
that we have taken only the nuclear spin paftfoEs have been made to bring-in other
interactions which will enable preparing pure states withthe requirement of using
unrealistically high magnetic fields or undesirable low pematures. One technique
is Optical pumping, wherein one tries to transfer electrolapzation into the nuclear
spin system. This includes for example, a polarizationdi@nfrom a laser polarized
noble gas atoms lik&°Xe to molecule of interest. While this technique is widelgds
in magnetic resonance imaging (MRI), it is expected to batiraly indficient with

regard to preparing a pure stdte [121].

The spin temperature can nevertheless be reduced by usalgypaogens [126] or
by using Dynamic Nuclear Polarization (DNP)[127]. In figueither or both of these
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techniques may be available for preparing NMR quantum regisnto almost pure
states[[122]. The existing approach for initializing NMRyisgers is however based on

specially prepared mixed states known as pseudopure §PRES.

3.1.4 Pseudopure states

In 1997 it was suggested independently by Cory et al [45] ahda@g et al([46] that
a specially prepared mixed state can be prepared, knowneasiggure state (PPS),
that can simulate a pure state in NMR. PPS are isomorphic e states for several
computational problems [45, 46]. From Eq. 3.10, it is seex the equilibrium density
operator 6) can be split into two parts, the identity pati @nd the deviation parpfe,).
The identity part comes as a uniform background and doesivwetgy kind of NMR
signals. The NMR signal solely depends on the deviationdlgidhe density operator
(odev). Although preparation of pure states in NMR is a verffidult and technically
challenging task, preparing a pure deviational densityratpe is rather a easy one.
Hence a pseudopure state (PPS) is an ensemble with a puaticiesi density operator.
It is also known as ‘fiective pure state’ since it mimics a ‘pure state’. Hig.] 3.8veh
representative population distributions of a two-spirteysin equilibrium (Fig[3.3a),
the deviation part distribution (Fig._3.3b), and the pureiatonal distribution (Fig.
[3.3c). Fig.[3.Bc represents the ‘pseudopure state’. Eoqu@ild can be rewritten as

follows :

1
Peq :ﬁ(]l + €Pdey) ( )
3.11

1
:%(1 — €)1 + ey )Yl = ppps

wheree is a measure of the magnetization retained in the pseudsgateeand it usually
gets halved with every additional qukit[128]. The unit bgr@dund is invariant under

the Hamiltonian evolution, does not lead to NMR signal andmered [45] :

1
Upppdl" = Z5(1 = 1+ eUl)wlU”. (3.12)
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10%+0 0 0
11> 111) 111)
10%+1 10%+1 1 1 0 0
|01) [10) |01) 110) [01) 110)
106+2 2 4
|100) |00) |00}

(a) (b) (c)

Figure 3.3: Representative population distribution of a two-spin egsat room tem-
perature when the system is in equilibrium (a), the deuatstribution (b), and the
deviation distribution corresponding @0y pseudopure state.

Thus the equilibrium density matrix of a single spif2hucleus is always in a pseu-
dopure state. Initializing a multi-spin system into a psgude state however is es-
sentially a non unitary process |59]. So far, PPS remains@setading technique to

simulate a pure state in NMR QIP.

3.2 Methods for preparing pseudopure state

Several methods have earlier been proposed for the prepacdtpseudopure states.
These methods involved in averaging the magnetization sioder the sample space
(called ‘spatial averaging’[129]), or over spin spacel@dllogical labeling’ [46/50]),
or over several transients (called ‘temporal averagin8QJL In some cases subsystem
pseudopure states are easier to prepare either by transéiective pulse$ [135] or by
coherence selection using pulsed field gradients|[128] thege methods invariably
result in loss of a qubit for further computation.

Implementation of a bulk quantum computation can be desdrib a general way

as the transformation of an initial density matpixinto a final density matrix,,; ac-

cording to [130],

pout = ) RCPpoP|C'R, (3.13)
i

whereP;j is the preparation operatdt, is the unitary transformation corresponding to
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0 1 1 _3
1) / 111y 111) \ 111y
1 1 0 1 1 0 3 3
[01) |10) |01y |10y 101} 110) 101) 110)
2 2 2 6
|00) 100} 100) 100>
(a) (b) (c) (d)

Figure 3.4: Preparation of00) pseudopure state by using temporal averaging method.
Representative deviation population distribution atriedrequilibrium (a). Modified
deviation populations after inverting populations betwd) , |11) (b) and|10), |11)

(c). The population distribution d00) PPS is obtained by temporal averaging tech-
nigue i.e. by adding (a), (b), and (c).

the computation to be performed, aRds the post-processing unitary operator, usually
the identity.

It can be noticed that for a single spif2lsystem in thermal equilibrium, only two
energy levels are possible. Hence, with an excess populetithe lower energy level
than higher energy level, the system is in a pseudopure lsyatefault. However, for
higher order spin systems (more than one) one has to suitadotypulate the spin order
to achieve the desired pseudopure state. In the followiegyit describe a few of the
most successful methods for preparing pseudopure statédR. In sectior 3.B we
will introduce a new method for preparing pseudopure stiayesxploiting long-lived

nature of singlet states.

3.2.1 Temporal averaging

Temporal averaging method is one of the earlier technichetstas proposed by Knill
et. al. [130]. This method is based on the randomization efpttobabilities of other
states by adding multiple experiments. By averaging ouhalexperiments, we can re-
tain the desired component whereas other undesirable tamtel out. The basic idea
of this method is quite similar to phase-cycling techniqoetinely used in NMR. For a
N-qubit system, the exhaustive averaging involves cyljigeermuting the non-ground

states in ¥ — 1 different ways. This permutation achieved by CNOT gates whiatbea
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implemented by using spin-selective pulses and evoluti@ooplings or by transition

selective pulses.

The method for preparin@0y PPS for a 2 qubit system is described here (Eig. 3.4).
Figure[3.4a shows the deviational part of the equilibriunpyation distribution. After
permuting the populations db1) and|11) by applying a transition selective pulse,
we obtain the population distribution similar to Figlreks.&imilarly, a permutation of
populations 0f10) and|11) can also be obtained as shown in Figuré 3.4c. Now adding
these three population distributions, we can obtain@BePPS as shown in Figure 3.4d.

Though this method is useful for smaller number of qubitbeitomes quite labo-
rious for higher number of spin systems. The number of erpamt (cyclic permu-
tations) increases exponentially with the number of quibdfisr example, preparing a
4-qubit PPS, would require 15 cyclic permutations. Becanfsthis limitations var-
ious improvements on this method have been proposed such asirfy non-cyclic
permutations and applying unequal weightings téedent permutations. Utilizing this
improvements, one can find out the 4-qubit PPS by only 5 expearis [131]. Choosing

random permutations may turn oufextive for very large spin systems [130].

3.2.2 Logical labeling

The logical labeling techniqué [46, 107] can be used to peepanditional (or subsys-
tem) pseudopure states. It exploits the fact that in an N4spmonuclear system , there
areNCy,, levels having equal population distributions. The baséaidf this approach is
to find the subset having similar kind of pattern of a pseudegtate and then ‘relabel’
these states.

Let us consider a case for a three-spin homonuclear systémtie equilibrium
deviation populations as shown in Figlre|3.5a). By pernguitie state01) and|010)

with |101) and|110) respectively, we obtain the population distribution sanifo the
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Figure 3.5: Preparation of pseudopure state by using logical labekebrtique in a
three qubit system. (a) Representative deviation pouat thermal equilibrium (b)
The three qubit system can be thought of consisting two sties)s corresponding to 0
and 1 state of the first qubit. After inverting the transis@01«< 101 and 01G- 110,

0 subsystem is i{D0) pseudopure state and the 1 subsystem id i) pseudopure state.

Figure[3.5b. Now these states correspond to the deviatiosityanatrix,

o = [0%0 ® (2100)(00) + 21) + |1)(1] ® (3 — 2|11)(11)). (3.14)

From the above equation it is clearly visible that dependinghe state of the first
qubit, we can hav¢§00) and|11) pseudopure state of the remaining qubit. Again, the
permutations can be carried out by spin-selective pulsésaolution of couplings or
by transition selective pulses. Here the first qubit is @ctis a ancilla qubit and this

should not be disturbed during the computation. The two ysibms (two circles in

Fig.[3.Bb) undergo independent and parallel evolution.

For higher number of qubits, more labeling qubits may be iregu However, it is

not necessary that all the subsystems are in pseudopues.s@ue clear disadvantage

of this technique is the requirement of one ‘extra’ qubit asilia.
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0, T O3.y)

0 n

Figure 3.6: Pulse sequence for preparif) pseudopure state by using spatial aver-
aging method in a two qubit systeri (1,). 6 representing particular pulse angles and
subscript denoting phase of the pulsdsis the spin-spin coupling constant between
two spins andsz denoting pulse field gradient pulses.

3.2.3 Spatial averaging

Spatial averaging technique relies on the application dbble selective pulses and
magnetic field gradient$ [45]. This method was proposed by @ al. and since
then it is proven to be one of the popular techniques to peepaeudopure states.
Our aim is to prepare the statg + 12 + 21112 from the statey;l} + y,11. Depend-
ing on the situation whethey, is greater, less, or equal ta, we will have exact
values forgs. For a homonuclear systemy (= vy,) or |y1/2y,| < 1, we will have:
(61, 600,603) = (n/3,m/4,7/4). On the other hand, suppose/2y,| > 1 e.g.,'H -13C
system, we will have thé values as{, 6, 63) = (0,7/12, 57/12).

A particular case for a homonuclear spin system for the pedios of|00) pseudop-

ure state is described below by product operator formalism.
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l[%_ﬂx_%]

1, 101192, 192
z+_2UE+§U

V2 V2
6
SI2— 21t + 2212 + 212+ Z21212
1G2
144124 221212 (3.15)

The pulse sequence for three spin homonuclear weakly coggtgem is also de-
scribed[[51; 132, 133]. Generalization of spatial averggimethod for N-qubits is given
by sakaguchi et. al _[134].

In addition to these three main approaches , there are fesv oththods also avail-

able to prepare pseudopure states such as spatially addoageal labeling technique

(SALLT) [135], using ‘cat states’, et€ [136].

In the next section we propose dfdrent approach that exploits long life-times of

certain special states called ‘singlet states! [83, 84].dde't need an extra qubit in this

method as it was required in logical labeling technidue [13Ihe following section

gives a detail description of the theory and pulse sequestpgined for the preparation

of pseudopure state by this new approach. Later, experahgeonstrations on model
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systems consisting of two, three and four-qubit NMR regsséee also described.

3.3 Preparation of pseudopure states using Long-Lived

Singlet States

Consider an ensemble of identical molecules each havépgn-1/2 nuclei in a magnetic
field. The Zeeman Hamiltonia#; = h }’; v}13, is characterized by the frequencyof
Larmor precession, and the z-component of the spin anguwanentum operatdrzj of
spinsj = 1---n[2]. The eigenstates+ 1/2) of ﬂzj are labeled af)) and|1) states
of a qubit, and the multi-spin eigenbag|60---00),|00---01),---} is treated as the

computational basis.

3.3.1 preparation of singlet states

The Hamiltonian for an ensemble of spif2Ihuclear pairs of same isotope, in the RF

interaction frame, can be expressed as

H® =h %Izl—%lzz+‘]|1-|2+vlzli’2 : (3.16)
Here the RF frequency is assumed to be at the mean of the twoocérequencies, and
Av, J andvy, correspond respectively to thel@irence in Larmor frequencies (chemical
shift difference), the scalar coupling constant and the RF amplitaitia Hz).
The detail version of singlet state preparation is shownhagier 2.2. The standard
pulse sequence for the preparation of singlet state is showig.[3.7.

The propagator form of this pulse sequence upto spin-lookbeawritten as follow

FiZly? N2 oigIy?

Ui,z _ g 151D g 18157 ori303-1) il 12 1% (3.17)
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Figure 3.7: Pulse sequence for the preparation and detection of sietitgs. All
the pulses are non-selective pulses. Hare= 1/(4J), r» = 1/(4J) + 1/(2Av), and
73 = 1/(4Av), with Ay andJ being the chemical shift efierence (in Hz) and the scalar
coupling respectivelyr, is the duration of spin-lock.

The singlet states by themselves are inaccessible to ntagicsobservables, but
can be indirectly detected by removing the equivalence estorming to observable

single quantum coherence using the following propagats EBg[3.V)[[83, 84].
UL2 = gridh . g1, (3.18)

A more detailed and quantitative analysis of singlet stascarried out using den-
sity matrix tomography in Chapter 2.3. In the next sectiord@scribed the preparation

of pseudopure states starting from this pure singlet states

3.3.2 Initializing NMR Registers
2-qubit register

The pulse sequence for initializing a 2-qubit NMR registersinglet states is shown in
Fig[3.8. An initially imperfect singlet density matrix gagpurified during the spin-lock
period as a result of the long life time, while the artifachecences are destroyed by
relaxation process as well as the inhomogeneities in thelepk itself. There exist
optimal spin-lock conditions at which one obtains singtates with high fidelity[[106,
[137].

Once the singlet state is prepared with high fidelity, the/eosion|Sé’2> — ]01) can
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90, 180, 904 90, 1805 9044
: [N KN spin-lock 1I T I T I
4J 4J T 2Av [ |44V 4Av || 4J 4]

Figure 3.8: Pulse sequence for the creation|@f) pseudopure state\v and J being
the chemical shift dference (in Hz) and the scalar coupling respectively. A pfiéde
gradient (5;) used to destroy the unwanted coherences at the end of majserse.

be easily achieved by the propagalttﬁ2 described by

U;’Z _ i’ grinliE | g5t d03-12) (3.19)

This propagator work as follows:

So)(Sol = 21 — 21112 - 21112 - 21112

Lz

2ILIZ - 21312 - 21212
190

2142 - 21112 - 21112
L2 - 180 - ]

14 12— 212
190180
1112 - 21412 = 0101 (3.20)

Finally a pulsed field gradiertt, can be used to destroy the residual single and
multiple quantum coherences generated due to pulse ingtieris. If necessary, other

pseudopure states can be obtained simply by applying NG&Bsgat
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1,2 [Tl spin- spin- [T, ,1,2
U1 | lock lock || Uz

G, L
® o0 o o

Figure 3.9: Circuit diagram for the preparation of a 3 qubit pseudopuates Ui’z
(see Eq[3.07) anU;’2 (see Eq[3.19) are unitary propagator as described prdyious
the C’NOT gates with open circles correspond to NOT opendfithe control is 0 and
identity if the control is 1G, denoting a pulse field gradient.

3-qubit register

For a 3-qubit system (see Hig.3l11c), we first prepare a mmtinglet and apply
CNOT(2,3), i.e., a NOT gate on qubit-2 controlled by quhitSubsequent spin-lock
andué’2 gate on qubits 1 and 2 initializes a three qubit system|Dit6) state [137].

The circuit can be understood as follows. After preparireggimglet on qubits 1 and
2 (at time point 2 in Figl_3]9), the third qubit remains in a edxstate with a probability
po of being in statg¢0) and a probabilityp, of being in statgl). Since,

01 —-1|10 01y - |10
01) — | >®|0> cnot3)  [01) —| >®|0>, and

V2 V2
0D -10) ) cnotey 100 -]AD)

V2 V2

the CNOT(2,3) gate transforms the mixed state accordingttiinge point 3 in Figl_319):

1), (3.21)

CNOT(23)
ISe)(Sg%1 ® (Pol0XO] + pal1)(1]) ——

PoIS52)(S5? ® 10)(0] + prlp) (™2l @ [1)(1]. (3.22)

During the second spin-lock applied on qubits 1 and 2, thglsirpart survives,
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where as the second term consisting of the Bell gidt® = (|00) — |11))/ V2 decays
fast (at time point 4 in Fig[_319). The singlkéié’2> is ultimately transformed int{®1)

by U;’Z and thus we obtaif®10) pseudopure state with a good approximation (at time
point 5 in Fig. [3.9). As mentioned in the introduction, atioety NMR conditions

Po ~ p1, and therefore discarding the second term means a loss afatizgtion by a
factor of 2. Thus the magnetization is halved with every addal qubit in the register.

This scaling behavior is similar to that of other traditibmaeethods([143].

4-qubit register

Let us now analyze a 4-qubit register (see Eig. 13.10). Afterfirst spin-lock, we have
the singlet statéé’2> on 1 and 2. The third and fourth qubits are still in mixed stafes
seen before, if the third qubit j&), the CNOT(3,2) convert§:?) into |¢-?), which will
be eventually dephased out during the second spin-lockeldre we shall consider the
third spin to be in stat®). Now if the fourth qubit is in stat®), the pseudo-Hadamard
h(3) gate followed by C'NOT(4,3) (which applies NOT on qubibnly if qubit-3 is in

state|0)) will lead to a correlated state of singlet pairs:

h(3) _
S:%) @10 ®10) —  1S;%) ® 22 ®0)
1 C'NOT(4, 3)
S5 ® IS5, (3.23)

By similar analysis one obtairhSé’2>®|¢§’4) if the 4th qubitis originally in statgl). This
latter spin-order decays fast due to the shorter life-tifi@%). Finally the long-lived
spin-ordetS;*)®|S3*) can be converted in9101) pseudopure state by the propagators
UZ? andu2’.

The fact that only nearest-neighbor interactions are us&ighly advantageous in
practice [137]. Experimentally, the spin-lock of multiggaglet pairs can be achieved

using sophisticated modulated RF sequences as describeznext section.
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T— . 121 spin- spin- [, 12
2_U1 | lock o lock [ | U2 _
3 spin- [, .34
4 & lock _U2 |

G, .

Figure 3.10: Circuit diagram for the preparation of a 4 qubit pseudopllleﬂmsuf2
(see EqC3I7W2? (see EqC3.19), and>* are unitary propagator&)3* is a similar
propagator a$J1?, acting on qubit 3 and 4.G, denoting a pulse field gradient to
destroy unwanted coherences. the C'NOT gates with opelegiocorrespond to NOT
operation if the control is 0 and identity if the control is The h-gate corresponds to

pseudo-Hadamardo) n (10) - 1))/ V2 and|1) n (10 + 1))/ V2.

Initialization for any number of qubits

Initialization of NMR qubits through long-lived singletages can be extended to any
number of qubit in principle [137]. The circuits for initiahtion of registers with odd
and even number of qubits are shown in [Fig.B.11b[and 3.1pecé&sely. The basic
idea is to divide the register into qubit-pairs and prepaceraelated state of singlets.
Each pair must consist of two qubits of same nuclear spebh@®d@nuclear), but dif-
ferent pairs may be made up ofidirent species (heteronuclear). The correlated singlet
states can be prepared by using CNOT gates and pseudo-Haldgates as shown in
Fig[3.11(b-c). As each pair is converted into a singlet, &rspin-lock is applied on all
the singlet pairs. Under the RF spin-lock all the states gixttee singlet states decay
rapidly. The circuits in Fig.3.11b and 3]11d¢feér only at the last qubit which is unpaired
in the odd register. If two or more qubit-pairs are made upaoia nuclear species, then
it might be dificult to selectively spin-lock some of them leaving out othdfowever,
as described by the optional spin-locks shown by the dasbeeshin Fid.3. 111, apply-
ing spin-locks on pairs which are not yet singlets has léffect on the overall scheme.

Only exception is for the final spin-lock on an odd-qubit stgfr,
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Figure 3.11: The circuit diagrams for initializing (a) even-qubit reigis and (b) odd-
qubit register. Here SL and&lenote spin-lock and the pulsed field gradidui. and

U, are gates as described the text. In (a) and (b) the C’'NOT g@thsopen circles
correspond to NOT operation if the control is 0 and identitthé control is 1. The h-

gate corresponds to pseudo—Hadamw)j:i (10y — 1))/ V2 and|1) n (I0y + 1))/ V2.
The dashed boxes indicate optional spin-locks.
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which must be applied such that the last unpaired qubit isuledisturbed. It may
be possible in some cases to overcome even this requiresgn8{qubit experiment).
Nevertheless it may be desirable to have the unpaired quli iodd-qubit register to

be of diferent nuclear species than all others.

3.4 Experiments

Strongly modulated pulses are used for designing high fidklcal gates as well as
CNOT gates([5/7, 58]. The spin-lock was achieved by WALTZ-E5phase modulated
RF sequence, which is routinely used in broadband spin gdiogu[106]. Spectra

corresponding to pseudopure states are obtained by liegacttbn scheme using small
flip angle RF pulses. Since the diagonal pseudopure stavesome energy level more
populated than the equal distribution in all others, thecspen should consist ideally
of only one transition per qubit in each case. Quantitativalysis of the pseudopure
states are carried out using extended versions of densityxni@mography described
in chapter 1 (Appendix A)[106]. Finally, the success of tlxpaximental state in

achieving a target pseudopure siagg is measured by calculating the correlationl [57],

trace[p . ppps]

\/trace[pz] : trace[pgps]

Prpe) = (3.24)

Often only the diagonal elements of the density matricesedevant and in such cases,
the ‘diagonal correlation’ can be expressed by replacihthaloperators in the above
expression by their diagonal paris [58]. In the following describe the individual
cases of two-, three- and four-qubit registérs [137].

3.4.1 2-qubit register

The two-qubit system, Hamiltonian parameters, and theesponding pseudopure and

the reference spectra are shown in[Eig.B.12(a-d). As showagi3.8, the experiment
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Figure 3.12: The molecular structure (a) and Hamiltonian parametersofld -
bromothiophene-2-carbaldehyde (5 mg dissolved in 0.5 minéthyl sulphoxide-d6),
forming a homonuclear two-qubit register. In (b) diagonad aff-diagonal elements
correspond to the chemical shifts and the scalar couplingteat respectively (in Hz).
TheH spectra correspond to the pseudopure state (c) and tHéggm mixed state
(d). The barplots (e-h) correspond to the real (e,g) and iimaag (f,h) parts of theoret-
ical (e,f) and experimental (g,h) pseudopi0® state.
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involved preparing singlet usirlgi’z, followed by RF spin-lock with amplitude 2 kHz
and duration 12.4 s, which are optimized for high singlettenh[106]. The decay
constant for singlet state was 16.2 s approximately thmeeditheT; values of the
two spins. The singlet is then converted if@@) pseudopure state usirhgzl’z. A final
gradient pulse served to destroy the artifact coherendss bar plots showing the real
and imaginary parts of the theoretical and experimentakitiematrix are shown in
Fig[3.12(e-h). A very high correlation of 0.995 is obtaineith |01) pseudopure stat
[137].

3.4.2 3-qubit register

The three-qubit system, Hamiltonian parameters and thregmonding pseudopure and
the reference spectra are shown in[Eig.B.13(a-d). The demastant for singlet state
of spins 1 and 2 was about 18 s, approximately three timesedf T3 values. The
pseudopure state was prepared using the circuit shown iB.BigThe d@-set of the
spin-lock was at the center of spins 1 and 2. As describedatiosell-C, the second
spin-lock is to be applied ideally on qubits 1 and 2 only (withdisturbing 3rd qubit),
which was harder to achieve in this homonuclear system. Meryvave found that by
carefully tuning the durations of the spin-locks, we canagbidentical result to that
of a no spin-lock on the 3rd spin. This was possible due tohg) ¢yclic nature of
the WALTZ-16 spin-lock, and (ii) the slower decay|6f) state during the f6-resonant
spin-lock compared to that of artifact coherences. The pwo-kcks consisted of 500
Hz WALTZ-16 modulations whose durations were optimizeddowt 6.3 s. The CNOT
gate was implemented using a 14 segment strongly modulafegui®e of duration
approximately 60 ms and of fidelity 0.96. The bar plots showire real and imaginary
parts of the theoretical and experimental density matexstwown in Fig.3.13(e-h). The
3-spin tomography is an extension of the technique destiibeeference [106] and is
described in appendix B. The correlation of the experimeatgasity matrix with the

theoretical pseudopure state@40) is 0.952. The correlation is smaller compared to
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(b)
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Figure 3.13: The molecular structure (a) and Hamiltonian parametersf(bgryloni-

trile (5 mg dissolved in 0.5 ml of CDg), forming a homonuclear 3-qubit register. In
(b) diagonal elements are chemical shifts (in Hz) and tfieliagonal elements are the
scalar coupling constants (in Hz). The spectra correspond to the pseudopure state
(c) and the equilibrium mixed state (d). The bar plots arenég the real (e,g) and
imaginary (f,h) parts of theoretical (e,f) and experiméfgeh) pseudopurgd10(01Q
state.
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(b) 1 2 3 4
220.5| 7.8 | 1.7 | -0.4 |1
-115.4 7.5 1.2 |2
10.5| 8.1 |3
(c) -221.2 |4
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Figure 3.14: The molecular structure (a) and Hamiltonian parameteroflaspirin
(5 mg dissolved in 0.5 ml of CEDD), forming a homonuclear 4-qubit register. In (b)
diagonal elements are chemical shifts (in Hz) and tedmgonal elements are the
scalar coupling constants (in Hz). The barplot in (c) digplthe diagonal elements
of the density matrix obtained by tomography of the pseud®di001) state. The-H
spectra correspond to the pseudopure state (d) and théeguil mixed state (e).

the two-qubit case, mainly due to the errors in the CNOT gatkthe non-selectivity

of the second spin-lock. Nevertheless, the diagonal adrogl is achieved as high as

0.983 [137].

3.4.3 4-qubit register

The four-qubit system, Hamiltonian parameters and theesponding pseudopure and
the reference spectra are shown in[Fig.B.14. The pseudsfateewas prepared using
the circuit shown in Fig.3.10. The singlet decay constami®vabout 6 s, approximately

twice theT; values of the individual spins. We were able to carry out siameous spin-
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Figure 3.15: Pictorial description of the evolution of PPS over time. Asigmning
(t=0), all the states are possible. After some tine {»), most of the states other than
singlet-PPS decay considerably. After a time period when T,, only singlet-PPS
remains while all other states decay close to zero.

lock of two singlet pairs and initialize a four-qubit regist The two spin-locks were
achieved by 2 kHz WALTZ-16 modulations of durations 2 s arslleach. The two
CNOT gates were made of 20 segments, approximately 61 msalueand of fidelities
about 0.94. The 10 segment h-gate was about 8.2 s long ancelityfid.98. Complete
tomography of a 4-qubit density matrix is a laborious taskeithe preparation of the
pseudopure state, the non-zero quantdiivd@gonal elements ardfeiently destroyed
by the final gradient pulse. Since only the diagonal elemargsof main interest, we
have carried out the four-qubit diagonal tomograghy [58he bar plot showing the
diagonal part of the experimental density matrix is showirigl3.14. The diagonal
correlation is estimated to be approximatel90+ 0.01 with [1001) pseudopure state.
The first pair has collapsed [b0) state instead gf1), due to an additional 180 degree
pulse that was applied on qubits 1 and 2 for refocusing plﬂaspdsrinng"“ [137].

3.5 Conclusions

An ensemble of nuclear spin-pairs under certain conditisksown to exhibit singlet
state life-times much longer than other non-equilibriuatests. This property of singlet
state can be exploited in quantum information processingffient initialization of

guantum registers. Here we have described a general methiodiaization and ex-
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perimentally demonstrate it with two-, three-, and foubjmuclear spin registers. The
basic idea is to prepare correlated state of singlets whiel longer than other coher-
ences and then convert this long-lived state into a desieggbdal pseudopure state (see
Fig.[3.15) It is hard to initialize proton-based NMR registasing traditional methods.
As a result many popular NMR registers were based on carbms sp a combina-
tion of protons and carbons which permitted initializatipntraditional methods. The
proposed method [187] of using long-lived is useful sincé/ dhe nearest neighbor
interactions are used, the present method may facilit#ialination of larger registers
with weak long range interactions. Molecules are of intevesere in the inter pair
dipolar couplings are dficiently weak to keep the singlet states long-lived, while th
covalent bond mediated scalar interactions among the stea@eghbor spins are fis
ciently strong. The method may also be applicable to registased on parahydrogens
which naturally exist in singlet states. Similar technigjmeay be used for multi-qubit

initialization in non-NMR systems exhibiting long-livethses.
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Chapter 4

Storing Entanglement Via Dynamical

Decoupling

In this chapter, we have described the experimental studyyné&mical decouplings

in preserving two-qubit entangled states using an enseailsigin-1/2 nuclear pairs in

solution state. A brief introduction of decoherence andastyical decouplings are given
in section 4.1. In section 4.2, we have described Uhrig’sadyical decoupling and its
usefulness in preserving coherence orders. In sectiomé.Bave shown the creation of
Bell states from long-lived singlet state. In section 4Xpeximental results are shown
for storing coherence orders in Bell states including sihgtate. We found that the
performance of odd-order Uhrig sequences in preservingngigment is superior to
both even-order Uhrig sequences and periodic spin-flipessops. We also found that
there exists an optimal order of the Uhrig sequence usingiwihie singlet state can be

stored at high correlation for about 30 seconds.

4.1 Introduction

Harnessing the quantum properties of physical systemsdeueral potential applica-

tions, particularly in information processing, secureadammunications, and quantum
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simulators[[20]. It is believed that such quantum deviceg play an important role in
future technology[144]. But their physical realizatiorcigallenging mainly because of
decoherence - the decay of the coherent states due to imeradth the surrounding
environment[[145, 146]. Therefore it is important to mirzeithe &ects of decoher-
ence using suitable perturbation on the quantum systeni.[14&echnique, known
as ‘dynamical decoupling’ involves protecting the quantiates from decoherence by
driving the system in a systematic manner such that ffeet@ve interactions with the

environment at dferent instants of time cancel one another.

In the following subsections we will describe th&est of decoherence and saving

coherence through dynamical decouplings.

4.1.1 Decoherence

As the name suggests, decoherence means loss of coherdecenoa system which
comprises with more than one entities. The idea of decoberenquantum mechanics
came much earlier in 1952 [148] in the context of hidden \@deanodel. It was first
developed due to the possible explanation of the appeadweave function collapse
[148,[149]. Decoherence based explanation started gettingptance in early 1980
[150,[151]. However, Decoherence became inevitable toohafkerstanding quantum
mechanical interactions in the context of quantum inforamaprocessing later. Soon it
became clear that, decoherence is one of the biggest chadi¢a be overcome in order

to realize a practical quantum computer.

Let us consider an isolated 2-level quantum system (a sspgiel2 system). The

wave function can be represented by following :

/) = Col0) + Caf1), (4.1)

with, Icol? + |ca)? = 1.

94



4.1. Introduction

The system can be best represented by the density matriafierm:

N4
CoCol0)(0l + 23| 1) (1 + CoCy|0)(1 + €1C5[1)¢0,

Ps

0) 1)
0 C c:

_ (O oGy Gocy 4.2)
A (acy cc

The diagonal elements are representing the populationtdison of the system in
two states. Thefé-diagonal elements are the coherence terms. Here, we arested
in the evolution of the coherence terms once the system isare an isolated quantum
system and is interacting with the environment. The int&vaof system-environment
is a non-unitary process and hence irreversible. Below welsedfect of environment

on the 2-level super-positioned state.

WIE) = (Gol0) + GIID)IE) =3 (colO)Eo) + G IE)). (4.3)

Now it can be noticed that the output state is an entangléel atel can not be written as
system and environment separately (un|&ss = €¢|E;)). In terms of density matrix,

the situation can be represented as below :

WHIEXWICE]
CoCol0)(0l ® |Eo){Eol + €1€1|11)(1| ® |[E1)E|

he
%
Il

+CoCy|0)(1 ® [Eq)(Ea| + 10|10l ® |E1){Eol. (4.4)

Now tracing out the environment from the system gives thessary information about
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the system and can be written as :

trace:[ps g
CoColOXO] + ¢1C1|11)(1| + (E1]E0)CoCi|0)(1| + (Eo|E1)C1Cp|1)(O0]

Ps

0 2
_ O e (EdEocg | “s)
A (EolEves, P

The above equation shows that the coherence terms obtdarascegtficients. Usu-
ally, when the environment has a large degree of freedorsetbedicients decay ex-
ponentially with time:

KE1(t)IEo(t)) = eV (4.6)

Hence, after a certain time duration, the coherence terceyde zero.

4.1.2 Dynamical decoupling

Dynamical decoupling is a technique by which it is possiblsuppress, at least to some
extent, the environmentaffect on a open quantum system under study. The idea of
dynamical decoupling has connections to the routinely 08d& decoupling sequences
where unwanted couplings are averaged out with the apjolicabf suitable modulated
or unmodulated RF pulse sequences. The dynamical decgugdiveme relies on the
application ofr pulses at certain intervals. Preserving nuclear spin esioess by spin
flips at regular intervals was long been known in NMR as thediasnCarr-Purcell-
Meiboom-Gill (CPMG) sequencé [162, 153]. The CPMG sequeseedely used in
NMR to measure the transverse relaxation time constantsemtesence of spatial
inhomogeneity of the static magnetic field and temporal dlagons in the local fields
arising due to the molecular motion! [2]. The sequence ire®la set of N number

of = pulses uniformly distributed in a duration,[D] at time instantgty, to, - - - , tn}.
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Assuming instantaneouspulses,j" time instant is linear irj,

2j-1
CPMG _ T [=—=]|. 4.7
% ( - ) @.7)

Of course, in practice the pulses do have finite duration owing to the limited power of
electromagnetic irradiation generated by a given hardwaugther, the constant time
period between these spin flips should ideally be shorter tha correlation time of
the spin-bath interaction. Even, this delay is limited bg thaximum duty-cycle that is
allowed for the hardware. Dynamical decoupling with suchrmted controls have also
been suggested [154, 155, 156,/157]. For instance Hao eta.ldeen able to calculate,
using a particular type of atomic systems, the maximum dbktyween spin-flips in
order to dficiently suppress decoherence due to a bath with a finite fEditeguency
[158]. By studying the fiiciency of the decoupling as a function of the CPMG period
often it is possible to extract valuable informations abmotecular dynamics and such

studies are broadly categorized under ‘CPMG dispersiopégrents[[159].

Recently in 2007, Uhrig generalized the CPMG sequence bsidering an optimal
distribution{ty, t,, - - - , ty} of N spin flips in a given duration [0'] of time that provides
most dficient dynamical decoupling [160]. Using a simple dephasmaglel, Uhrig

proved that the time instants should vary as a squared sihe be

= Tsirt(570). (4.8)

UDD works well in systems having a high-frequency domindiath with a sharp
cutof [161,/162] 16B]. On the other hand, when the spectral deoéitye bath has a
soft cutdf (such as a broad Gaussian or Lorentzian), the CPMG sequeascéownd
to outperform the UDD sequende [164, 165,166,/ 167] 168, 169]. Suter and co-
workers have studied thesef@rent regimes and arrived at optimal conditions for the

dynamical decoupling [171].
Recently Agarwal has shown using theoretical and numecadalilations that even
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entangled states of two-spin systems can be stored nfisceetly using UDD [172].
Since entangled states play a central role in QIP, telefintadata encryption, and
S0 on, saving entanglement is crucial for tiBogent physical realization of quantum
devices[[20]. More recently dynamical decoupling on antedecnuclear spin-pair in a
solid state system has been shown to prolong the pseudgértant lifetime by two
orders of magnitude [173].

While much of the experimentatterts have been on testing the loss of coherence
due toT, processes, here in this chapter, we presented the firstieyqes where we
study not only the loss of coherences, but also the loss ahgiement due to both;
andT, processes. Though newer sequences have been suggestedupledoth of
these processes, these are yet to be studied experimdi&ily175]. We have devel-
oped experimental techniques where we can prepare Bedkstath high fidelity and
characterize these states with high precision|[L06, 13&]exyplore the utility of dier-
ent dynamical decoupling sequences on systems whereifhatid T, relaxations are

significant.

4.2 Uhrig dynamical decoupling

Uhrig dynamical decoupling (UDD) claims to be morgi@ent than the CPMG se-
guence (which serves as the best known decoupling sequenc®fe than 50 years!)
in preserving coherence orders. Thiasency of UDD over CPMG can be understood
by various mathematical approaches. Uhfig [160] explaithedeficiency of UDD
by considering the standard spin-boson model in ohmic bEtiis model predicts the
noise-spectrum with a sharp cu:oHere we describe the ‘filter function analysis’ in
brief for the study of UDD’s #iciency [162].
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4.2.1 Htficiency of UDD over CPMG

We can write the Hamiltonian of a system interacting with avimnment as[162, 176],
h -
H = > [Q + B(t)] 7 (4.9)

whereQ is the unperturbed part representing the systenpénds the time dependent
fluctuating part due to environmental interaction. As in[fef6], the time evolution of
a superposition state initially oriented alovginder the iect of this Hamiltonian can

be written as
W(t) _ %2 (e—iQt/Ze—% fo‘ﬁ(t')dt’|o> n eiQt/Ze% fot,e(t')dt’lb) (4_10)

where|0) and|1) representing the basis states @d) adding the random phase errors.
Accumulation of such phases lead towards decoherence. dafmantal technique for
preserving coherence in NMR is ‘Spin-echo’ given by Hahn7]J17Spin-echo works
as a refocusing technique by applyingr @ulse in between two exact delays. Hahn
echo became indispensable tool for coherence reorder amdtswas realized that the
application of series of pulses at regular interval would be mosfegtive in order
to reduce dephasing [152, 153]. Hahn echo acts as a high ftas$di an arbitrary
noise spectrungs(w) and it neutralize the phase errors by slowly Fourier coneps
of 8. Now this oner pulse logic can be extended to multipipulses technique as well.

Application of multiple pulses on a qubit system, leads therence state as,

W) = [on@)|=e,
where  y = ; f ) S’ZEZ))F(wt)dw. (4.11)
0

Here, the filter functiorF(wt) contains all the necessary information regarding the ef-

ficiency of pulse sequence for preserving coherence aga@snvironment influence
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Ss(1). Now, F(wt) can be calculated from
F(w1) = [Jn(wr)P, (4.12)

wherel|y,(w7)| is the Fourier transform of time domain filter functigg(t). Any mod-
ification of filter function will give diferent dficiency power of that particular pulse
sequence. CPMG sequence havingulses at regular interval was modified by Uhrig
by repositioning ther pulses at irregular intervals. Noise reduction is showretanoich
more dficient for Uhrig sequence than CPMG [160, 162].

Later, Agarwal has shown that this results @fa@ent UDD can be generalized for
an entangled system as well [172]. Here our work mainly fesum the experimental
studies of UDD and CPMG on such an entangled states as wetl asroentangled

states.

4.3 Preparation of Entanglement

We study storage of entanglement by dynamic decoupling aairaopspin-12 nuclei
using liquid state NMR techniques. The sample consistedd 6f 5-chlorothiophene-
2-carbonitrile dissolved in 0.75 ml of dimethyl sulphoxif=e Figuré 4]1). The two
protons of the solute moleculeftér in the Larmor frequency bgy = 2704 Hz and
have an indirect spin-spin coupling constantJot 4.1 Hz. TheT, relaxation time
constants for the two protons are about 2.3 s andltheslaxation time constants are

about 6.3 s.

4.3.1 Preparation of singlet states

High fidelity entangled states are prepared via long livedlst states in a procedure
described in chapter 2.
The long-lived nature of singlet states under the equivadfamiltonian can be

used to prepare high-fidelity Bell states. The experimerdlires preparing an incoher-
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4.3. Preparation of Entanglement

Figure 4.1: The'H NMR spectrum and the molecular structure of 5-chlorothiaye-
2-carbonitrile.

/2, T, /2,
1 1.1 11 [So)>w.)
J 4] 2) T 2Av I4Av Spin-lock [,y > ¢, ) UDD-N Tomography
T T T (optional) \ /
L' +1.2 1So), [T} 1S0)

Figure 4.2: NMR pulse sequence to study dynamical decoupling on Be#sta\n in-
coherent mixture of singlet and triplet states is preparbitivunder spin-lock purifies
to singlet state. The resulting singlet state can be comddd other Bell states. Then
dynamical decoupling sequence can be applied and the permfme of the sequence
can be studied by characterizing the residual state usingjtslanatrix tomography.
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Chapter 4. Storing Entanglement Via Dynamical Decoupling

ent mixture of singlet and triplet states,
p(0) = —I" - I = |So){(Sol ~ [To)Tol (4.13)

from the equilibrium staté! + 12 by using the pulse sequence shown in Figurée(4.2 [87].
During the spin-locKTy) state rapidly equilibrates with the other triplet states. the
other hand, the decay constant of singlet si@geduring the spin-lock is much longer
than the spin-lattice relaxation time constant)((and hence the singlet state is known
as a long-lived state) [83, B4]. Hence at the end of suitahile-lock we left out with
high fidelity singlet states. The goodness of the prepanmagledi state is measured by
the tomographic method as described in Chapter 2.3. Thelation of the singlet state

is given by,

trace[p(t) - ps]
ytrace[p(t)?] - trace[pg]’

(ps)(t) = (4.14)

In the following we describe preparation of other Bell ssdft®em the singlet state in a

two-qubit NMR system.

4.3.2 Preparation of other Bell states from singlet states
Other Bell states can be obtained easily from the singlét:sta

énl% 1

S —_— L) = 01 10)),
So) W) = ~5(00 +110)
so < 1) = (00 - 111)
0 — - \/é b
drlx g3 1
S - .y =——=(|00 11)). 4.15
So) )= ~5 100 +111) (4.15)

Thez-rotation in the above propagators can be implemented mgusiemical shift

evolution for a period of A(2Av), and qubit selective-rotation can be implemented by
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4.3. Preparation of Entanglement

Figure 4.3: Density matrix tomography of Bell states : Real part of (agtat state

ISo) = %001) — |10) with correlation 0.99, (b)) = A2(|01> +110)) with correlation
0.99, (c)l¢_) = %(|oo> — |11)) with correlation 0.98, and (d¥.) = %(|oo> +|11)

with correlation 0.97
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Chapter 4. Storing Entanglement Via Dynamical Decoupling

using radio frequency pulsés[137]. Details of dynamicalodgling on the Bell states
will be described in the next sections. In order to invesggae decoupling perfor-
mance, it is necessary to quantify the decay of Bell statéis eeécoupling duration.
The Bell states by themselves are inaccessible to macrigsobgervables, but can in-
directly be detected transforming to observable singlentiima coherences [83, B4].
Alternatively, a more detailed and quantitative analy$Bell states may be carried out
using density matrix tomography as described in Chaptefd@6]. We have utilized
the density matrix formalism for the characterization of Bell states. The goodness
of prepared Bell states can be evaluated from the definificomelation using expres-
sions similar to[(4.14). The density matrices for all therfBell-state have been shown
in figure[4.3. We achieved high fidelity Bell states with ctation around 0.99. In the
following we have shown the experimental implementatiohdymamical decoupling

on such entangled states.

4.4 Storage of entanglement by UDD

4.4.1 Dfferent orders of UDD

As described earlier, the UDD scheme consists of a sequéspandlips placed at time
instants given by the expressidn (4.8). Instead of appltiiegUhrig’s formula for the
entire duration of decoupling, we have applied the formateaafshort time intervall)
consisting of a small numbeN] of pulses and then repeating the sequence. Figure 4.4
shows pulse sequences for various orders of Uhrig DynarBieabupling (we refer to

an N-pulse UDD sequence as UDD-N). Note that UDD-1 (and UDE&f2 equivalent

to CPMG sequences, in which repeating segment consistsgfd— 7 — tcpmg]. In our
experimentsrcpmc Was set to 2 ms and the duratiopof thes pulse was 27.2s. The

total duration of UDD-N was set td = N(2rcpuc+75), Such that for an extended period

of time, the total number of pulses remain same irrespective of the order of UDD. Only

the distribution ofr pulses varies according to the order of UDD. For exampleng o
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4.4. Storage of entanglement by UDD

n f n
UDD-1 UDD-3 I I |

’ 0.02 0.04 Q 7 002 0.04
n [ n
uDD-4 ubDD-5 }
X X 0 0.02 0.04
n
UDD-6 uDD-7
0.02 0.04
n n
UDD-8 UDD-9
0.02 0.04 0.02 0.04
n n
UDD-10 UDD-11
0.02 0.04 0.02 0.04
Time (s) Time (s)

Figure 4.4: Pulse sequences for various orders of Uhrig Dynamical Dadoay Note
that both UDD-1 and UDD-2 are equivalent to CPMG. The timéaints are calculated
according to the expressidn_(%.8), withbeing the order of UDD and the total period
T =Nx4.0272 ms.
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Chapter 4. Storing Entanglement Via Dynamical Decoupling

second of decoupling, there will be about 2b0ulses in all UDD-N. Our investigation
thus helps in studying theffeciency of decoupling over a fixed duration of time for a

given number ofr pulses dispersed according tétdrent orders of UDD.

4.4.2 Performance of UDD over CPMG sequence

Now we describe the performances of UDD-N on the singleestdttich was prepared
as explained before (see Figlrel4.2). After applying UDDaiNsffixed duration of time,
we carried out density matrix tomography and evaluateddhelation of the preserved
state with theoretical singlet density matrix. The cottielas for various orders of UDD
are displayed in Figure_4.5. As can be seen from the figuresitigdet state can be
preserved for longer durations by UDD-1 (CPMG) than no-detiag. It is also clear
that all even-order UDD sequences result in significant dlatwons in the correlation
of the singlet state. However, the odd order UDD preservesitinglet state for tens of
seconds. For example, the correlation of the singlet stetertdJDD-7 at all the sampled
time points till 20 seconds is above 0.96. This rather ssipgi even-odd behavior is
likely due to the diferences in the performances of the even and odd orderedresgue
against the spatial inhmongeneity of the RF pulses.

One way to quantify thefciency of dynamical decoupling under various orders of
UDD in figure[4.5, is by counting the number of time instantsvimich the correlation
of the preserved state exceeds a given threshold. The hangagure[4.6 compares
the number of time instants during decoupling under varargers of UDD in which
the correlation of the singlet state exceeded 0.9. It canelea ghat there exists an
optimal order of UDD (for a givencpuc andt,), which performs the mostfiécient
decoupling. The optimality may be because of the finite wiltlthe 7= pulse. In a
CPMG sequence the pulses are uniformly dispersed, while in Uhrig sequencerthe
pulses are more crowded at the terminals (beginning anchghdf the sequence. For
example, if there are too many pulses, Uhrig’s formula will lead to an overlap of

pulses. Experimentally, the overcrowdingopulses may also lead to RF heating of
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4.4. Storage of entanglement by UDD

0 5 10 15 0 10 20 30
Time (s) Time (s)
Figure 4.5: Experimental correlations (circles) of singlet state asiracfion of de-

coupling duration of various orders of UDD. Also shown in toe-left figure is the
correlation decay under no dynamical decoupling (squares)
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30

N(CS, > 0.9)
|—\
a

1 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11
UDD order

Figure 4.6: The number of time instants at which the correlation excedl® for
various orders of UDD-N.

the sample and the probe. Thus the performance of the UDDeseguloes not grow
indefinitely with the order of the sequence, but instead falllbeyond a certain order.
In our experimental setting, we find that UDD-7 is the optisedjuence for storing the
singlet state. There are recent suggestions for decoupsimg finite pulses, however

these are yet to be studied experimentally [179] 180].

4.4.3 Decay of magnetization during various dynamical deamlings

It can be noticed that the attenuated correlation (exprasgl.14)) is insensitive to
the decay of the overall magnetizatianifi (3.10)), but simply measures the overlap
betweerp, and the theoretical density mattix)(y|. An alternate method is to monitor
the decay of magnetization (i.e),under dynamical decoupling.

As already mentioned in Chapter 2, singlet state itself carba measured directly,
but can be converted to observable magnetization by usirigemnical shift evolution

for a duration 1(4Av) followed by a(’—zr)x(y) pulse. Intensity of the resulting signal as
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Figure 4.7: The decay of the singlet spin-order measured by convertiingpi observ-
able single quantum magnetizations. The decay was studider CPMG sequence
(squares) as well as under Uhrig sequence (filled circles}.dashed and the solid line
correspond to the exponential fits for CPMG and UDD-7 datatgaiespectively.

a function of the duration of dynamical decoupling is showrrigure[4.Y. As can be
seen, UDD-7 is no better than CPMG in preserving the ovepatl-erder. In fact the
decay constant for CPMG and UDD-7 are 6.1 s and 5.9 s respBctiv

4.4.4 Htficiency of UDD over CPMG for a non-entangled state and

various Bell states

Now we compare thefgciency of the optimal sequence UDD-7 with UDD-1 (CPMG)
for preserving product state-f + o-2) and other Bell states. Figure %.8 shows the vari-
ation of correlation of product states and the Bell states fasiction of the decoupling
duration [178]. Here, after preparing each of the initiatst the dynamical decoupling
was applied for a fixed duration of time. To monitor the catiein, we have carried out
the density matrix tomography as described eatrlier|[106thé case of no decoupling,
we observe a rapid decay of the correlation. The UDD-1 (CPb&guence shows some

improvement in the storage time. However, UDD-7 clearlyibité much longer stor-
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Chapter 4. Storing Entanglement Via Dynamical Decoupling

age times than the CPMG sequence. The superior performabde® 7 on the singlet
state compared to other Bell states is presumably becautseanitisymmetric property

described in section Il.

4.5 Conclusions

In this chapter, we have described th&eet of decoherence on the quantum system
and shows a method to tackle it in practical situations. Dyical decoupling is a
method by which we can reduce th@eet of environment on the system and ultimately
increase the coherence time scale of the system [178]. CRM®@&own to be the best
known dynamical decoupling sequence both theoreticallyexperimentally for more
than 50 years until 2007. In 2007, Uhrig introduced a new sege where instead
of applying ther pulses at regular intervals, one needs to apppulses at irregular
intervals synchronizing with a sine-square bell. Theogdly it has been well proved
that Uhrig dynamical sequence (UDD) performs better thallGRequence for saving
coherence orders of a quantum system. The coherence ordan Entangled state is
also proved to be elongated by the application of UUD seqaienmpared to CPMG
sequence. Stroboscopic spin flips have already been shopmolting the coherence
times of quantum systems under noisy environments. Uhdgsamical decoupling
scheme provides an optimal sequence for a quantum systeragting with a dephasing
bath. Several experimental demonstrations have alreagly \oerified the ficiency of
such dynamical decoupling schemes in preserving singlé goberences.

Here we have shown the first experimental study of UDD seqien@n NMR sys-
tem. We have studied thdéheiencies of CPMG and UDD sequences on 2-qubit Bell
states both in terms of magnetization as well as in terms okladion decay[[178].
While the Uhrig sequence is no better than CPMG sequencenrstef preserving the
overall magnetization (or spin order), it clearly outpenfic the CPMG sequence in pre-
serving the correlation of the entangled as well as nonrghtd states. We summarize

three important features:
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0 | | | |
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35
Time (s)

Figure 4.8: Experimental correlations of the product state and var®el states as
a function of duration under (i) no decoupling (open squarég CPMG sequence
(filled circles), and (iii) UDD-7 (open circles).
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(i) The even-order UDD sequences result is fluctuations iretations.
(i) The odd-order UDD sequences out-perform the CPMG secgle

(i) There exists an optimal length for the odd order UDDsegce which exhibits the

most dficient decoupling.

In our case, UDD-7 of 28.2 ms duration appeared to outper@timther sequences of
both lower and higher orders. Further understanding onubgest can be achieved by
carrying out investigations into thdtects of other experimental issues like RF inho-
mogeneity, resonancdfeset, errors in calibration of pulse angle etc. These cenaid

tions may help in the theoretical and practical understaindf the optimal decoupling

schemes.
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Chapter 5

Violation of Leggett-Garg Inequality

In this chapter, we have performed experimental implenemtaf a protocol for testing
the Leggett-Garg inequality (LGI) for nuclear spins in a Ng&up. The motivation and
importance of this work is given in the introduction sec{id. In sectio 5]2, we have
laid out the mathematical formulation of Leggett-Garg &y for a spin-12 nucleus
in external magnetic field. In section b.3, we have presetitedvioussa protocol for
evaluating the expectation values of a target operatogusirancilla qubit. Sectidn 3.4
shows the experimental results for the 3-qubit and 4-qul@&suarements respectively.

The conclusion is given in sectién ®.5.

5.1 Introduction

Distinguishing quantum from classical behavior has beemguortant issue since the
development of quantum theory |71, 78, 181,]182, 204]. Td¢8se is also at the heart
of physical realizations of quantum information procegdiQIP) [20]. Experimental
tests for confirming quantumness in physical systems arallysguided by the Bell-
type inequalities (BI)[[78] and the Leggett-Garg inequalitGl) [204]. BI places
bounds on certain combinations of correlation féoents corresponding to measure-

ment outcomes for space-like separated systems which auenad unable to influ-
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Chapter 5. Violation of Leggett-Garg Inequality

ence one anothetocal realisn). LGI, on the other hand, places bounds on combi-
nations of temporal correlation ciieients between successive measurement outcomes
for a system. Here the system at any instant of time is assiwmbd in one or the
other of many possible states, and each measurement is egsarbe perfectly non-
invasive, in the sense that it has nideet on system’s subsequent dynamicggro-
realism). In other words, violation of LGI indicates that the systemynamics can-

not be understood in classical terms. In recent years v&pootocols for implement-

ing LGI and its refined versions have been proposed and ewpetally demonstrated

[183,184/185, 186, 187, 188, 189].

Here we have implemented the LGI protocol for individuabhsfyi2 nuclei (from a
liquid NMR sample) precessing in magnetic field and intengctvith their local envi-
ronments. A typical spin/2 system is genuinely ‘microscopic’ and exhibits quantum
behavior. However, it is well-known that, due to decoheegmicroscopic quantum
systems appear to behave classically and as a consequdndadRé relying on such
candidate systems tend to fail [146]. Nuclear spins from MRN\Nsample are exam-
ples of microscopic quantum systems that are in constaataction with their local
environment and are also candidate systems for QIP tasks.infé&ractions such as
dipole-dipole and chemical-shift anisotropy are known ¢oléading to decoherence,
dissipation and relaxation processes within the spin ehkef90]. In experimental
set-ups such as NMR, successful QIP implementation therefemands confirmation
of ‘survival’ of and determination of ‘durability’ of quantnness in candidate systems.
While an LGI test was originally proposed for addressing finedamental question
about the ability of anacroscopicsystem to behave quantum mechanically, consider-
ing its basic mathematical framework, we extend such adasiestigate survival and
durability of quantumness within individual nuclear spimracting with their environ-
ments. The investigation also sheds light on the possibiisistency of the assumptions

of macrorealism with the ‘decoherence perspective’[191].
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Although individual nuclear spins from an NMR sample aredicgctly addressable,
the sample provides an easily accessible ensemble of mggles from a large number
of molecules. Therefore the experimental evaluation ofraqudar temporal correlation
involvessimultaneousmplementations of the LGI protocol on a large number of aucl
(identical ‘targets’). Further, an NMR read-out is an ‘em&dée average’ obtained in
terms of magnetization signal. One thus needs to relatethered temporal correlation
from an LG string with the NMR signal. A quantum network forceding correlation
between measurement outcomes of a target system in the phaggobe system has
recently been proposed by Moussiaal [/7]. With this network they were able to
demonstrate quantum contextuality using nuclear spims &solid state NMR sample.
In this chapter, we exploit this network for testing LGI.

Experimental results shown for values of LG-strings contej three and four tem-
poral correlations as functions of delay between successaasurements [75]. We have
found good agreement between the quantum mechanicallgegand experimentally
observed values of the strings for short timescales oveciwthie decay in correlations
due to typical NMR relaxation processes ardfieetive. Further, to demonstratéfect
of decoherence on the state of individual target nuclei wheads to relaxation of the
entire ensemble, we have also measured the values of L@sbtirer longer timescales
and found that the LG strings gradually decay and ultimatalywithin the classical

bounds.

5.2 Leggett-Garg inequality

Consider a system (the ‘target’) whose state-evolutiomie is governed by a particu-
lar Hamiltonian. To perform an LGl test for the system, aipatar system-observable
(say@) that can be taken as ‘dichotomic’, i.e. having two posssidees with measure-
ment outcome§) = =1, requires to be identified. Next, from a set nfmeasurement

instantdty, to, t3, ..., ty}, pairs of instantg andt;, such thag = i+1, and a pair containing

the first { = 1) and the lastj(= n) instants are to be chosen. For each such pair, one is
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then required to perform measurementgpdn the target system at the corresponding
two instants and obtain outcom@t;) andQ(t;). After repeating these two-time mea-
surements over a large number of trials ($d)y,0one can obtain the two-time correlation

codficient (TTCC)C;; for each pair given by the formula:

G = %Z () - Qr (5.1)

wherer is the trial number. Finally, the values of thesefti@&éents are to be substituted

in then-measurement LG string given by:
Kn = Clz + C23 + C34 + cees + C(n_l)n - Cln. (5.2)

Each coéicient from the r.h.s. of the above LG string would have a maximvalue
of +1 corresponding to perfect correlation, a minimum value-bfcorresponding to
perfect anti-correlation, and O for no correlation. Thuee upper bound foK, con-
sistent withmacrorealismcomes out to ben(- 2), the lower bound is-n for odd
n, and—(n — 2) for even n With these considerations the LGl reads < K, <

(n—-2) for oddn, and— (n-2) < K, < (n—2) for evenn. For example;-3 <Kz <1

and-2 <Ky < 2.

5.2.1 Spin-}2 precession

The Zeeman Hamiltonian for the precession of a spithrlucleus in a magnetic field
aboutz-axis, is given byH = swd, With w being the angular precession frequency
and o, the Pauli-z operator. For the present work we choose tha-Raylerator, i.e.
0y, as the dichotomic observable. The quantum mechanicakssjon ofC;; for 7

measurements on the nucleus is given by [191]

Cij = (6 () 6 (t;)) ~ cos{w(t; - t)} . (5.3)
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(8) —A—A———Cy, (b) _/,A 7 9:'\ — Co
A /A_ Cos /A /f‘\ Cos
A——A-c. ———A—A-c.
bt 0 A
1 1 1 1 > t

t, ot ot
Figure 5.1: The protocols for evaluatiniz = Cy2 + Cy3 — C13 (@) andKy = Cyo +
C23+C34—Cy4(b). In (a) three independent pairs of measurements aretogsdluate

TTCCsCqy, Coz, andCy3. Similarly (b) uses four pairs of independent measurements
to evaluateCqy, Coz, C34, andCy 4.

In Heisenberg representation one can obtain this relatam:f
1 PR
Gij ~ 5 ; ECEFOFOLAE (5.4)

Here, |k), € {|0),|1)}, is an eigenstate of the Pauli-z operator. If we divide thalto
duration fromt; to t, into (n — 1) equal intervals of durationt, we can express the LG

string consistent with equation (3) as
K, = (n = 1) cogwAt} — cog(n — 1)wAt}. (5.5)

The protocols for evaluatings; andK, are illustrated in Fig_5]1. It can be seen that the

quantum bounds fok; andK, are [-3, +1.5] and [-2 V2, +2 V2] respectively.

5.3 Evaluating TTCCs using network proposed by Moussa

et al

Suppose that we wish to evaluate correlations between titemes of repeated mea-

surements of two commuting dichotomic unitary observallesnd S, for a target
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system (T). Consider an ancilla qubit (called ‘probe’ P) andhitary transformation for

the joint system ‘T+ P’ ,
Us =Ip® (Py)1 + (G)p ® (P-)r. (5.6)
HereP, andP_ are the projectors onto the eigenspac&af {S;, Sy}, such thatS =

(Po)r — (P ).

Using equation 5]6, it can be shown that the ensemble maasuatef the ‘probe’
gives correlation between successively measured comguibigervables of the ‘target’.
For evaluating TTCC'’s from an LG string, the observablefeetthe target qubit is
{c“rx(ti), &X(t,-)} and the corresponding unitaries to be applied to the joirt TP system

at different time instantg < t; are
Us,(tg) = Ip ® P.(tg) + (5-)p ® P_(tg). (5.7)

Hereoy(ty) = P.(ty) — P_(ty) andq = i, j for time instants; andt;. The quantum

network for implementing these unitaries is shown in Ei@(&).

Let the target qubit ‘T’ be initially prepared accordingdolf the probe qubit ‘P’ is
initially in one of the eigenstates of tlwg dperator, say) = (|0)+|1))/ V2, the density

matrix of the joint system is given by

©pst = ([H){+H)p ® (0)7- (5.8)

Due to the application of the unitaries (7) the joint dengsitytrix evolves according to:

(E)pst — U(t), t)(0)p: U (t, 1)) = (0))psTs (5.9)

whereU(tj, t;) = Us (t))Us(t). In terms of the evolved joint density matrix, the

probabilities of obtaining:1 outcomes for the Pauli-x measurements on the probe are
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t=0 t; ¢

-« t"ti

(a) Probe H Al c;
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Figure 5.2: Quantum network for the evaluation of TTCCs (a) and the spoading
NMR pulse sequence (b). The ensemble was initially prepacedrding to4)p® (0)T,
where b)p = (1 - Ep)ﬂ/z + ep|+){+|, and b)T = (1 - ET)E/Z + er|+){(+]. HereEp/T isa
dimensionless quantity which represents the purity of tiiteal states.

given by:

P(£1) = trpyr[(0")pr{(IE)£)p @ Ir}]. (5.10)
By tracing over the probe states and using edns] (6.7 - 5&)nri5.1D, one obtains:
p(1) = tre[{P. (H)P(t;) + P_(t)P=(t))} (o)]. (5.11)

The ensemble average of the measurement outcome of joinTj@bservable is given

by:

(Gx)p®Ir) = +p(+1) — p(-1). (5.12)
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Substitution of results 5.11 in equation 5.12 gives:

(e @Ir)

tre{&(6)Fx(6) ()]
(Ft)ot) = Ci. (5.13)

Comparing equatioris 5.1 ahd 5.13, it is clear that each TTC&hiLG string can be
evaluated by applying unitaries (7) to the joint (probéarget) system followed by an

ensemble measurement of Pauli-x operator on the probe.

5.4 Experiment

NMR sample consisted of 2 mg &fC labeled chloroform'€CHCI;) dissolved in 0.7
ml of deuterated dimethyl sulphoxide (DMSO). To implemdrg protocol described
above, the spin/2 nuclei of **C and'H atoms are treated as the target spin and the
probe spin respectively. All the experiments are carriedaua Bruker 500 MHz
spectrometer at an ambient temperature of 300 K. The carlponfiRet was chosen
such that thé3C spin precesses at an angular frequency ef 2r x 100 rags under
the dfective longitudinal field in the rotating frame of the RF. Tgreton RF dfset was
chosen at the resonance frequencytdbpin. The indirect spin-spin coupling constant
(J) for these two spins is 217.6 Hz. The spin-latticg) @nd spin-spin (3) relaxation
time constants fotH spin are respectively 4.1s and 4.0 s. The corresponding tim
constants fot*C are 5.5sand 0.8 s.

The NMR pulse sequence for evaluating TTCCs is describedgin®E2(b). Initial
90 degree y-pulses on both probe and target prepares thegstatés. All the spin ma-
nipulations including the C-NOT gates corresponding)tQ operation are realized by
specially designed strongly modulated pulses [57, 58]dmaWilbert-Schmidt fidelity
of over 0.995. These RF pulses are designed to be robustsagaRF field inhomo-
geneity in the range of 90% to 110% and static field inhomoigeirethe range of-5

Hz to +5 Hz. The evolution of J-coupling during the intervals betwehe measure-
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ments are refocused usingoulses ontH spin. Collective transverse magnetization of
the probe spins induce an observable emf on a resonant Hieityaoe coil which is
amplified, digitized and stored as the probe signal. Quadeadetection of the probe
signal enables us to measure the x-component of the probeatizgtion as the real
part of the complex signal. After Fourier transform, thel@aignal is fitted to a mixed
Lorentzian line shape to extract the absorptive conteneférence signal was obtained
by an identical experiment witht = 0. The correlatiorC;; (At) was measured at each
value of At by normalizing the real part of the probe signal with the refee signal.
Below, first we will prove the dichotomic nature of nucleaimspbservable which is a
requisite for the experimental verification of LGI violatioLater subsections shows the

experimental results corresponding to LGI violations.

5.4.1 Confirmation of dichotomic nature of x-component of nelear

spin observable

As the first step towards the implementation of any LGI protpone needs to identify
adichotomicobservable for the target system - i.e. having only two fmssutcomes
scalable as-1 - for measurements of which temporal correlations are tevaduated.
Although Pauli-spin operators (relevant to systems suslpisis/2 nuclei) are routinely
taken as dichotomic observables in NMR-QIP implementatidul test requires en-
suring that this indeed is the casgperimentally despite the presence of dominant
couplings of the target nucleus with its environment.
The!H and*3C spins in chloroform are coupled by indirect spin-spiniiatgion (J)

with a strength of 217 Hz. The Hamiltonian for such a two-spystem in a doubly

rotating interaction frame can be written as
H =hvyo' /2 + hveo$ /2 + hiotl oS /4,

wherevy andyc are the precession frequencies of the two nuclei [2]. In tlesent
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Figure 5.3: The energy level diagram dH-13C system (a) displaying four levels
corresponding to two coupled spifi2lparticles, NMR spectra dH (b) and*3C (c)
nuclei showing splitting due to mutual interactions. Thergy levels of'3C spin
system after decouplintH spin (d), and the correspondidéC spectrum (e).

experimentyy = 0 Hz andvc = 100 Hz. The energy level diagram of such a system
is shown in Figur¢ 5]3a. The experimental spectrumibfpin consists of two lines
corresponding to the two eigenstates of tH@ spin (and vice-versa) (Figuke 5.3b-c).
The dfect of the probe spin (i.etH) on3C can be removed by spin-decoupling. Under
decoupling, thé3C spectrum displays just a single line (Figlrel 5.3e) coording to

a two-level system (Figufe 5.3d).

We have also recorded the real part of the intensity of sigonalesponding to x-
magnetization of*C spin (proportional tgo %)), under'H decoupling, as a function of
precession duration (Figute .4). The data clearly fits tosane oscillation of single

frequency.

Thus, given the above confirmations th3E spin is indeed a two-level system and
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Figure 5.4: Intensity of*H decoupled'3C spectrum as a function of time. fiets
of the rotating frame are adjusted such thdthas zero precession frequency &A@
has a precession frequency of 100 Hz. The continuous lineeicosine fit to the
experimental data points (dots).

the intensity of its signal corresponding x-magnetizatias a cosine oscillation with a
single frequency, we can say that observable used for testing LGI in the present work

is dichotomic.

5.4.2 Violation of LGI for 3 measurement case

The 3-measurement LG stritg = C1,+ Cy3— Cy3 was evaluated fapAt varying from
0 to 60r, with At incremented from 0 to 300 ms in 360 equal steps. The resuttseof
experiment are shown in Fig. 5.5. The maximum random errotease experiments
were found to be about 0.5%. It is clearly seen that the exparial K3 data points
violate the classical limit and hence macrorealism. EifleShows thé; plot for an
extended duration consisting of 30 periods. It can be olesktivat the experimental
values ofK3 gradually decay at a time constant of about 288 ms predorttyndine to

T, andT, relaxations and due to inhomogeneities in the magnetic filelcs eventually
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Quantum
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Figure 5.5: Correlations versuat: Cj, (a), Co3 (b), andCy3 (c). Kj is plotted for
the rangewAt € [0, 4] (d). Continuous lines are theoretically expecting plotdvan
exponential decay constant and crosses are experimeatdlgved results at various
time points. The horizontal line in (d) demarcate the boundeetween the classical
and the quantum regimes.

falling within the classical limit fowAt > 26r (~ 42 ms).

5.4.3 Violation of LGI for 4 measurement case

Similarly, the 4-measurement LG stri, was measured fapnAt varying from 0O to
167 (i.e., for 8 periods), with\t varying from O to 80 ms. The results of the experiment
are shown in Fig_517. Unlike the 3-measurement case, whergassical and quantum
mechanical lower limits foK3 values match (i.e53), the 4-measurement case displays
violation of the classical limit both in the positive as wadlin the negative sides. Similar

to the previous case, we observe an exponential dec#y ofith a time constant of
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Figure 5.6: Decay ofKz w. r. t. time: K3 is plotted for the rangevAt € [0, 60r]

. Continuous lines and crosses are used for theoreticalvjth decay) and experi-
mental values respectively. The theoretical line was abthiby numerically fitting
the K3 function given in[(5.b) with an exponential decay to the expental data. The
horizontal line demarcate the boundary between the ckssid the quantum regimes.

about 324 ms. Decay of LG strings is faster than the measiyredlues of either spins
mainly becausd,’s have been measured using CPMG sequences which suppeess th

effects of static field inhomogeneity and local fluctuating seld

5.5 Conclusion

The present investigation of LGl employs an ensemble ofgarctpins and alleviates
the need for repeated experiments on single isolated sgg4#&fh Simultaneous imple-
mentation of controlled operations on target-probe paiabkes evaluation of TTCCs
and hence plotting of LG strings as functions of two-time sugament delays. The
plots exhibit both violation and satisfaction of LGI respeely for delays shorter than
and comparable to the relaxation timescéles [75]. we quidly interpret them as fol-
lows: For time scales, over which environmentfibets on spin states are negligible,
individual target spins can be taken as isolated quantutersygs The plots do reflect
this fact in terms of violation of LGI. However, the spin-étmnment interaction tends
to destroy phase relationship characterizing superpositi quantum states of the target

nuclear spin. As a result, each member from the ensemble jtwitespective environ-
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Figure 5.7: The individual correlation€;,, Cy3, C34, andCy4 are plotted in (a-d) and
K4 = C12 + Cy3 + C34 — Cy4 is plotted in (e) for the rangeAt € [0, 16x]. Continu-
ous lines and crosses are used for theoreti€alith decay) and experimental values
respectively. The theoretical line was obtained by nunadlyiditting the K4 function
given in [5.5) with an exponential decay to the experimed&h. The horizontal line
demarcate the boundary between the classical and the quaegimes.
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5.5. Conclusion

ment traced out, begins to appear as if pre-existing in eithe of the two states (of
a spin observable chosen for performing measurementshusauli-x in the present
work) but not in theirsuperpositionSuch a gradual transition from quantunmacro-
realisticbehavior of individuamicroscopicystems manifests itself in terms of decay of
TTCCs. This ultimately leads to the satisfaction of LGl. @¥perimental results thus
not only demonstrate initial macrorealism-violating dgmes in genuine microscopic
systems such as individual nuclear spins, but also bringéuat their environment-
induced emergent macrorealistic behavior, captured mdef satisfaction of LGI and

consistent with decoherence mechanism.
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Chapter 6

Quantum Delayed-Choice Experiment

In this chapter, we have discussed Bohr's complementangipte and its implication

on light quanta and subsequently on quantum systems. Aftieigga short introduction

of wave-particle duality in sectidn 6.1, we discussed théous interferometer that is
been used to study this strange property in se¢fioh 6.2. Weedescribed the theory
of recently proposed quantum delayed choice experimer&atics6.B. In section 6.4,
we have shown the experimental approach for the implementaf quantum delayed
choice circuit in an NMR quantum information processor. Thaclusion is given in

sectior 6.b.

6.1 Introduction

“Is light made up of waves or particles?" has been an intniguquestion over past
many centuries, and the answer remains a mystery even tddayirst comprehensive
wave theory of light was advanced by Huygens [192]. He demnatesi how waves
might interfere to form a wavefront propagating in a straiyime, and he could also
explain reflection and refraction of light. Soon Newton abakplain these properties
of light using corpuscular theory, in which light was madeofigiscrete particles [193].

The corpuscular theory held over a century till the muchlaieed Young’s double slit
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experiment clearly established the wave theory of ligh#]19n the Young’s exper-
iment, a monochromatic beam of light passing through anashestwith two closely
separated narrow slits produced an interference pattémtreughs and crests just like
one would expect if waves from twoftierent sources would interfere. Other properties
of light like diffraction and polarization could also be explained easilpgiihe wave
theory. The 20th century developments such as Plank’syr@dylack-body radiation
and Einstein’s theory of photoelectri¢fects required quantization of light into pho-
tons [195/ 196]. But the question remained whether ind@ighhotons are waves or
particles. Subsequent development of quantum mechangdased on the notion of
wave-particle duality [197], which was essential to expldie behavior not only of the

light quanta, but also of atomic and sub-atomic entitie$.[80

6.2 Studying wave-particle duality by interferometers

6.2.1 Mach-Zhender Interferometer

The wave-particle duality of quantum systems is nicelysitated by a Mach-Zehnder
interferometer (MZI) (see Fig._6.1) [188, 199]. The inteépsif the incident light is kept
suficiently weak so that photons enter the interferometer onanigy In the open-setup
(Fig.[6.3a), it consists of a beam-splitter BS1, providiagkeincoming photon with two
possible paths, named 0 and 1. A phase-shifter in path-ddates a relative phage
between the two paths. The two detectors DO and D1 help tdifg¢ine path traveled
by the incident photon. Experimental results show that only of the detectors clicks
at a time [200]. Each click can then be correlated with onehefttivo possible paths
by attributing particle nature to the photons. Here the ptsdsfter has noféect on the
intensity of the photons measured by either detector, aaecktbre no interference is
observed in this setup.

In the closed-setup (Fig._6.1b), the interferometer cassita second beam-splitter

BS2, which allows the two paths to meet before the detectiexperimental results
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6.2. Studying wave-particle duality by interferometers

again show that only one detector clicks at a time. But muctih¢éoastonishment of
common intuition, the results after many clicks do show derference pattern, i.e.,
the intensities recorded by each detector oscillates wj00]. Since only one photon
is present inside the interferometer at a time, each photsst have taken both paths
in the interferometer and therefore this setup clearlybdistaes the wave property of
photons.

The naive question by the classical mindset is “whether th&tgn entering the
interferometer decides to take one of the paths or both ttilespepending on the ex-
perimental setup?”. Scientists who believed in a deteghamature had proposed that,
unknown to the current experimentalist, there exists sattra enformation about state
of the quantum system, which in principle dictates whetheptoton should take either
path, or both the path5s [201]. In other words, they assumatedudden information

availed by the photon coming out of BS1 about the existenc®orexistence of BS2.

6.2.2 Wheeler's delayed-choice experiments

In order to break this causal link between the two beamtspdit Wheeler proposed
a modification in the MZI setup (FigL_8.1c), in which the démisto introduce or
not to introduce BS2 is to be made after the photon has alrpadyed through BS1
[202,[203,[204]. This way, there is no causal connection eetwthe selection of
the paths by the photon and the presence of BS2. Althoughlinitonsidered as a
‘thought-experiment’, this proposal has recently been aestrated by Jacques et al
[205]. In their experimental setup, the second beam-spRBS) was controlled by a
random number generator (RNG), that choose to switch thenisgditter ON or OFF
after the photon has already passed through BS1. The redulss delayed-choice
experiment was in agreement with Bohr’'s complementarityggple [80]. That is, the
behavior of the photon in the interferometer depends on tioéce of the observable
that is measured, even when that choice is made at a posittba ime such that it is

separated from the entrance of the photon into the interfeter by a space-like inter-
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Figure 6.1: Different types of Mach-Zehnder interferometer setups (a-d)eguiva-
lent quantum circuits (e-h). BS1 and BS2 are beam splitgeisphase shifter, DO and
D1 are detectors. RBS is a beam-splitter switched ON or OF& andom number
generator (RNG) and QBS is a beam-splitter which is cortrolly a quantum system
in superposition. In the quantum circuitd,is the Hadamard gate ant, = €%y is
used to prepare the state of ancilla qubit.

0
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val. Breaking the causal link had néfect on the results of the wave-particle duality,

thus ruling out the existence of hidden information [205].

6.2.3 Quantum delayed-choice experiments

Recently, lonicioiu and Terno have proposed a modified war¢Fig. [6.1d) of the
Wheeler’s experiment which not only demonstrates thensiciduality, but also shows
that a photon can have a morphing behavior between particlevave [81]. In their
setup, BS2 is replaced with a beam splitter which is switéBE& or ON depending on
|0y or |1) state of a two-level quantum system. Using this modificatlonicioiu and
Terno have been able to discard hidden variable theorieshndittempt to assign in-
trinsic wave or particle nature to individual photons evefobe the final measurement.
This proposed experiment is named as ‘Quantum Delayede€lbiperiment’[[811].
Using nuclear magnetic resonance (NMR) techniques we shedyehavior of a tar-
get spin-12 nucleus going through a similar situation as that of a pihgtwng through
an interferometer [74]. Another spin2lnucleus acts as an ancilla controlling the sec-
ond beam-splitter. In sectidn_ 6.3 we briefly explain the tigeand in sectioh 6]4 we

describe the experimental results.

6.3 Theory

In the following we shall use the terminology of quantum mf@tion. The two possi-
ble paths of the interferometer are assigned with the othalgstate$0) and|1) of a
guantum bit. The equivalent quantum circuits for thedent setups of MZI are shown
in Figs. [6.1(e-h). Similar circuits have previously beeedisn ‘duality computers’
[206,[207/208]. In these circuits the Hadamard operatorgtmafunction of the beam
splitter BS1. It transforms the initial staf@) to the superpositior@ + |1))/ V2 such
that both/0) and|1) states are now equally probable. The detection operatotisddwo
detectors ar®q = |0)(0] andDy = |1){(1].
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In the open setup (Fig._8.1e), the state after the phasetsutimesjy,) = (|0) +
€’|11))/ V2. The intensities recorded by the two detectors are giveihédexpectation

values,

Spo (YplDolyrp) = = and

: (6.1)

NI NI

Sp1 (YplDalyrp) =

independent of the phase introduced. Therefore no interéer can be observed and
accordingly this setup demonstrates the particle naturtefjuantum system. The

visibility of the interference

_ max@) — min(S)

"~ max@) + min(S)’ (6.2)

is zero in this case.

The equivalent quantum circuit for the closed interferaanét shown in Fig[6]1f.
After the second Hadamard one obtains the staig, = cos§|0> - isin%|1>, up to a

global phase. The intensities recorded by the two deteateraow,

SW,O

(Yw|Dolyw) = Coszg and

Swi = (WD) = si? S (6.3)

Thus as a function op, each detector obtains an interference pattern with Vitsibi
v = 1. This setup clearly demonstrates the wave nature of thettqubit.

In the circuit corresponding to the Wheeler’s experimeid.(B.1g), the decision to
insert or not to insert the second Hadamard gate is to be nitaddlze first Hadamard
gate has been applied.

Here, we focus on the next modification, that is the quantulayee-choice experi-
ment [81]. In the equivalent quantum circuit (Fig.16.1hg #econd Hadamard gate is to

be decided in a quantum way. This involves an ancilla spipamed in a superposition
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state cog|0) + sina|l). This state can be prepared by rotating the iniBalstate of
ancilla by an angle @ abouty-axis (using operatoy, = e'*v). The second Hadamard
gate is set to be controlled by the ancilla qubit. If the dadd in statg0), no Hadamard
gate is applied, else if the ancillais in stdfe Hadamard gate is applied. The combined

state of the two-qubit system after the control-Hadamatd ga

[Ywp.a) = COS|Yp)|0) + Sinarlyy)|1), (6.4)

wherein the second ket denotes the state of ancilla. Aféeirtg out the ancilla, the

reduced density operator for the system becomes,

Pwp = cog alrp){Wpl + sirn? alyw) Yl (6.5)

Again, the intensity recorded by each detector can be adddig calculating the expec-

tation values. For example, the intensity at the detectoisPO

tl’[ Do pwp]

Swp,O(CV, )
= tr[Dolyp)(pl] cOF a +

tl’[ DO|¢W><¢’W|] Sin2 a

= Spoco€a+ Sypsifa

1 o
- Eco§a+co§§ sirfa. (6.6)

It can be immediately seen that the visibilitjor the above interference varies as’sin
Whena = 0, the quantum system has a particle nature and whem/2, it has a wave
nature. In the intermediate values @f the quantum system is morphed in between
the particle and the wave nature. In the following sectiordescribe the experimental

demonstration of morphing of a quantum system between wad@article behaviors.
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6.4 Experiment

The sample consisted 8ICHCI; (Fig.[6.2a) dissolved in CDgI HereH and**C spins
are used as the target and the ancilla qubits respectivel/two spins are coupled by
indirect spin-spin interaction with a coupling constantlof 209 Hz. All the experi-
ments were carried out at an ambient temperature of 300 K @0av8Hz Bruker NMR

spectrometer.

6.4.1 Open and closed interferometers

The pulse-sequences corresponding to open and closed s¢tM@| are shown in Fig.
[6.2(b-c). In these cases, the circuits ([Eig] 6.1(e-f)) redd a single target qubit and no
ancilla qubit. Heré'H spin is used as the target qubit, and its interaction Wighspin
is refocused during the MZI experiments. Ideally both ofsthsetups need initializing
the target qubit t¢0) state. In thermal equilibrium at temperatdrend magnetic field

By, an ensemble of isolated spiyf2Inuclei exists in a Boltzmann mixture,
1 €/2 1 —€/2
Peq = € 10)(O] + >€ 1)1, (6.7)

€ = yhBy/KT is a dimensionless constant which depends on the magnetagtio y
of the spin. At ordinary NMR conditions ~ 10™° and thereforge, is a highly mixed
state. Since preparing a pu@ state requires extreme conditions, one can alleviate this

problem by rewriting the equilibrium state as the pseudestate

1

Pea= 10XOlps =~ 5 (1 - g) 1+ £10X0 (6.8)

The identity part does neither evolve under the Hamiltosii@mor does it give raise to
NMR signals, and is therefore ignored. Thus the single gedpitilibrium state ffec-
tively mimics the stat¢0).

In all the cases (Fig._6.2(b-d)), the first Hadamard gate emdiget qubit is followed
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Figure 6.2: Molecular structure of chloroform (a) and pulse-sequeilfloet) for differ-
ent setups of MZI. Figs. (b) and (c) correspond to the openctogkd setups respec-
tively, and (d) corresponds to the quantum delayed-chaiperanent. The unfilled
rectangles are pulses. Shaped pulses are strongly modulated pulses pondiag to
Hadamard gate (H), )Y gate, and control-Hadamard (cH) gate/2 detection pulses
are shown in dotted rectangled.is the coupling constant andis the phase-shifting
delay. G and G are two pulsed-field-gradients for destroying coherenbregd) two
separate experiments fbid and3C are recorded after applying respectiye detec-

tion pulses.peq, Pp = Wp){Wpl, pw = [w){Wwl, andpwp = [Ybwp)Ywpl represent the
states at dferent time instants.
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by the phase shift. A 100 Hz resonand&set of*H spin was used to introduce the
desired phase shifi(r) = 20077, with the net free-precession delay Experiments
were carried out at 21 linearly spaced values af the range [02r]. The *C spin was
set on-resonance and tleevolution duringr was refocused with a pulse on'C.

Unlike the open interferometer (Fid._6.2b), the closedrietemeter (Fig.[6]2c)
has a second Hadamard gate. In both of these cases, thetintecsrded by D1
detector corresponds to the expectation valu®gf= |0)(0| operator, which is a di-
agonal element of the density operator. To measure thisegierwe destroy all the
off-diagonal elements (coherences) using a pulsed field gria@Re&G) G, followed by
a (m/2), detection pulse. The most general diagonal density opei@ta single qubit
iIsp = %]1 + Co,, Wherec is the unknown constant to be determined. After applying the
(7/2), detection pulse, we obta#l + co. The corresponding NMR signal is propor-
tional toc. The experimental NMR spectra for the open and closed settgshown
in Fig. [6.3. These spectra are normalized w.r.t. equilioriletection. Since both the
pathways created by BS1 are equally probable in the open M21,0 and therefore
spectrum vanishes. On the other hand, because of the seeanddplitter (BS2) in
closed MZIl,c becomes dependent, and hence the interference pattern.

The corresponding intensiti€ o = c+1/2 are shown in Fig._6l4. The theoretical
values from expressions (6.1) and (6.3) are also shown id koés. The experimental
visibility of interference in the particle case is 0.02 ahdittin the wave case is 0.97. As
explained in the previous section, the open setup demadestiiae particle nature and

the closed setup demonstrates the wave nature.

6.4.2 Quantum delayed-choice experiment

The circuit for quantum delayed-choice experiment is showirig. [6.1h and the cor-
responding NMR pulse-sequence is shown in Eigl. 6.2d. Thisiitirequires one target
qubit *H) and one ancilla qubit'{C). The equilibrium state of the two-qubit system

does not correspond to a pseudopure state and thereforeatéssary to redistribute
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Figure 6.3: The experimental spectra obtained after the open (top)tewe closed
(bottom trace) setups of MZI. Each spectrum (pair of linesyesponds to one of the
21 linearly spaced values ¢fin the range [02r].

the populations to achieve the desired pseudopure statas¥despatial averaging tech-

nique to prepare the pseudopure state[129]

1-¢

1 + €]00)00), (6.9)

Ppps =

wheree’ is the residual purity.

All the gates on the target and the ancilla were realizedgusirongly modulated
pulses (SMPs) [57, 58]. The SMPs were constructed to be ralgasnst RF amplitude
inhomogeneities, which normally have a distribution of atbd0 % about the mean.
Robust pulses were achieved by calculating the Hilbera8dhfidelity between the
desired operator and the experimental operator fideidint possible RF amplitude dis-
tributions, and then maximizing the average fidelity| [59]n Average fidelity of over
0.995 was achieved for each gate. After the control-Haddrgate, the state of the

two-qubit system is expressed by the density operaigr(eqn. [6.5) up to the unit
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Figure 6.4: The experimental intensitieS, (particle) andSy o (wave) at various
values ofg.

background.

The interferenc&,,o (in eqn.[6.6) due to the detection operailgyr= [00)(00 can
be obtained by measuring the first diagonal element of theityematrix, and hence
complete density matrix tomography is not necessary| [188]n the single qubit case,
we apply a PFGs;, which averages out all the coherences and retains only dg@dal
part of the density matrix. The most general diagonal dgmadtrix of a two-qubit
system is of the form

1

with the unknown constants, ¢,, andcs.

Recording the target spectrum afterd), pulse on the above state gives two sig-
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Figure 6.5: The experimental spectra obtained after the quantum dilelyeice ex-
periment with &/2), detection pulse on targetH) qubit. These spectra are recorded
with 21 equally spaced values ¢fe [0, 27] and at diferenta values (as indicated). In
each spectrum, only one line is expected due to the preparatipseduopure state.
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nals proportional t@; + c3 andc; — ¢cz3. The spectra of the target qubit at various values
of ¢ anda are shown in Fig[6]5. The signals obtained after applying/a){ pulse

on either qubit after preparing th@0) pseudopure state are used to normalize these
intensities. In each spectrum, the left transition (cqroesling to th€0) state of an-
cilla), vanishes because of the particle nature (similahéotop trace of Fig[_613) and
the right transition (corresponding to tle state of ancilla) displays the interference
pattern because of the wave nature (similar to the bottoce w&Fig.[6.8).

Similarly, recording the ancilla spectrum afterrg %), pulse gives two signals pro-
portional toc, + ¢z andc, — c3. From these four transitions one can precisely determine
all the three unknowns;, c;, andcs, and obtain the populatid,o = 1/4+C; +Cy+Cs.
Calculated experimental intensiti€g,o are shown in Fig[_6l6a. The intensities were
measured for five values afin the range [0r/2], and for 21 values ap in the range
[0, 27]. The theoretical values from expressién (6.6) are alsavshino solid lines. The
experimental values were found to have small random errahsanstandard deviation
less than 0.01. The significant systematic errors are dugtrienental limitations such
as radio-frequency inhomogeneity and spectrometer maadities.

The visibility v calculated at dferent values ofr are plotted in Fig.[6l6b. The
theoretical visibility varies as st as explained in the section II. There appears a gen-
eral agreement between the quantum mechanical predidatbd-line) and the exper-

iments (symbols).

6.5 Conclusions

In this chapter, we have studied the open and closed setubkadf-Zehnder inter-
ferometer using nuclear spin qubits, and demonstratedahecle-like and wave-like
behaviors of the target qubit. Previously NMR interferoendias been used to study
dipolar oscillations in solid state NMR [209] and to measgeemetric phases in multi-
level systems [210, 211, 212]. We have reported the firstraxeatal demonstration of
the quantum delayed-choice experiment using NMR intenfiertoy.
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6.5. Conclusions
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Figure 6.6: The intensitiesSypo(, ¢) versus phase for different values of (a) and
the visibility v versusa (b). The theoretical values are shown in solid lines and the
experimental results are shown by symbols.
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Chapter 6. Quantum Delayed-Choice Experiment

Bohr's complementarity principle is based on mutually ascle experimental ar-
rangements. However, the quantum delayed-choice expetripneposed by lonicioiu
and Terno([81], suggests that we can study the complemeptaperties like particle
and wave behavior of a quantum system in a single experitnsgtiap if the ancilla is
prepared in a quantum superposition. This experiment igjtiatum version of the
Wheeler’s delayed-choice experiment. The quantum delaiette experiment sug-
gests a reinterpretation of complementarity principlsteéad of complementary exper-
imental setups, the new proposal suggests complementatitg experimental data.

The NMR systems provide perfect platforms for studying splebnomené [74]. In
our experiments we found a general agreement between #hesities and the visibil-
ities of the interference with the theoretically expectatles. These experiments not
only confirm the intrinsic wave-particle duality of quanteystems, but also demon-
strates continuous morphing of quantum systems betweea &y particle behavior

of the target qubit depending on the quantum state of thdlawgibit.
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Appendix A

Density Matrix tomography for a pair

of spin-1/2 homonuclear system

A density matrix describes the statistical state of a quardystem and is considered to
be the most profound way of representing a quantum stateirAfepin-1/2 system can

be expressed fully by a density martix ok44 order. In general the size of the density
matrix depends on the number of spins, such as a n-spin sgsteiye represented fully
by a 2' x 2" density matrix. The density matrix of any quantum state iseanhitian
matrix with trace 1. In a NMR spin system, the diagonal eletsiehthe density matrix
represent populations, whereas thifedagonal elements represent coherence orders.

The density matrix for a typical two spin2Lsystem is given below:

100) |01 [10) [11)

(00 | Poo SQ SQ DQ

(01 Pon ZQ SQ (A1)
(10 Pio SQ

(11 P11

Here, Pgo, Po1, P10, andPy; are representing the populations@@), |01), |10, |11)

states respectively. Single, double, and zero-quanturareobes are denoted I3/Q
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Appendix A. Density Matrix tomography for a pair of spj2-homonuclear system

DQ, andZQrespectively. In NMR only single quantum coherences arectly observ-
able. Hence to determine all these elements, we need tarpestume unitary transfor-
mations by which we canfkectivle transfer other non-SQ terms into a SQ coherence

and hence can be readout from the output signal.

The general traceless deviation density matrix consisi$onhdependent real num-

bers:

Po r3+1iS3 rp+is; rs5+1iSs

P1 Ig + iSG o+ iSz
o= _ . (A.2)
P2 g+ 1S4

- Zizzo Pi

Each coherence element has a reph(d a imaginaryd) part in it. The elements below
the diagonal are determined by Hermitian condition:= Pij- Since,'H spin systems
have smaller coupling constants, often it ifidult to readout each of the line seperately
incase of a dispersive spectra. Here, we devoloped the t@plig technique where we
need to do total integratation for one spin. This way integreerrors for a dispersive
spectra can be reduced significantly. Four combinationsfédrént readout elements

can be obtained from the integration of complex line shapspia 1 and 2 respectively.
e Real part of spin 1: R= (ry+r7)
e Imaginary part of spin 1 : S= (s1+%)
e Real part of spin 2 : R= (r3+r4)

e Imaginary part of spin 2 : 5= (S3+%4)

Now consider an RF sequence with propagator representirdy, lyat transforms
the original density matrix into o’ = UpUT. Single quantum coherencesafwill lead
to different linear combinations of various elementginThus, by applying dierent

propagators op, we can measure the values offdrent linear combinations of various
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elements op. The real and imaginary values of the integratiorjtbfspin inkth exper-
iment will be labeled aﬁ%'j‘ and S'J.‘ respectively. Following six one-dimensional NMR

experiments were found to beffaient to tomograph a two-spin density matrix:
1.1
2. 90,
3. 5180, &
4. 452 - 180, - 4
5. 45 - 180 - 4
6. 5L - 45,k 180, &

Herel is the identity i.e., direct observation without applyingyaxtra pulsesAy and

J are the chemical shift ffierence and the scalar coupling respectively (both in Hz).

The dfset is assumed to be at the center of the two doublets and tlaenRkudes are

assumed to be much stronger thtan

Now, we will operate each of this propagator one by one and med the four
detectable element orders. We will follow the spin-opear&omalism for mathemical
treatments.l? defines as spin-operatgrcan be x, y, or z depending on the phase of a
particular pulse ankl can be either 1 or 2 depending on the spin, which is going tiirou
the evolution. E. g.1} denotes evolution of spin-1 w. r. tx axis. The single spin

operator can be written as:

1/0 1 10 —i 11 o
I, =0y/2== D ly=0y/2=2 = 0,/2== . (A3)
ZL J ZL o] 2& 4J

Whereo, oy, 0, are Pauli matrices. Now, for a two spin system matrix operiatof

the order of 4x 4. Hencel! = I, ® l4, wherely denotes identity matrix of & 2. Again
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Appendix A. Density Matrix tomography for a pair of spj2-homonuclear system

1Z = lg® |, Similarly I3, 17, 17, 1Z can be written. Obviously for a two-spin system
= 124120y = 12412, 1, = 12412

The spin-operator formalism for the 6 tomographic expenitaeescribed in detail.

The first experiment is the identity operator and hence tmsidematrix will be same

and the readout elements are as written above:
Ri=(1+r2), Rp=(3+rs), Si=(5+%), S=(S1+%). (A.4)

The left hand side of each of these equations are known védsegeved by integrating

the spectra) and righ hand side are unknowns to be determined

The second unitary operator is a,98ulse. The matrix form of this operator can be

written as: )
011

g
100 1
100 1
0110

i 1
U, = e_I'E'IX) = 5

Now operatingJ, on p can be written asp, = U, - p - U;. The readout elements

from p, are :

R% = (ry +ry), R% = (rz +ry), S% = (Po + P1), S% = (Po + P2)- (A.5)
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The third experiment is a/2J evolution of J-coupling, whereas chemical shift is refo-
cussed since thdiset is set in between the spins. Mathematically the opefator for

this unitary evolution can be written as:

0 0 0 -1+
Us = 52119 goint gl-i5.2109) _ 17 0 0 -1-i O
V2| 0 -1-i o0 0
-1+ 0 0 0

Similarly as aboveys; = Uz - p - u;. The readout elements from are :

R=(s-%). R=(s-%), Si=(1-r), Sj=(rs—ra). (A.6)

V.

The fourth experiment comprises of a,4pulse and a /RJ evolution similar to the
previous one. Mathematically, the operator can be writea gimilar way as shown
previously. U, = e421:1) gl-inh gl.5:21212) g-in/41)  Then,p, = Uy - p - U], The

readout elements fropy are:

1 1
Rl = Z(pO_pl_p2)+§(r5_r6+sl_52_53+54),
1 1
Rg = Z(po—pl—p2)+§(r5—f6—51+52+53—54),
1
ST = ﬁ(rl—rz—se&sfs),
1
S; = $(r3—f4—35—56)- (A.7)
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Appendix A. Density Matrix tomography for a pair of spj2-homonuclear system

V.

The operator form of the fifth experiment can be writterlas= e-5-21212) gl-imh) gl-i.5.21717) gl-ix/aly),

Then,ps=Us-p- Ug. The readout elements frop are:

1

R = S1— S-S - %),
1 \/é( )
1
= —(s-s-S+%)
% - )
s 1 1
S; = Z(po— P1— p2)+E(rl—rz—r3+r4—r5—r6),
1 1
Sg = Z(p"_ P1— p2)+E(—r1+r2+r3—r4—r5—r6). (A.8)

VI.

The operator form of the sixth and last experiment can baewrsUg = e--5-21212) gl-iml) gl-i.5.21217) gl-in/41x

Then,pg =Ug-p - Ug. The readout elements fropg are:

1 1
Rfl5 = Z(pO_pl_p2)+E(rl_r2+r3_r4+r5+r6),
1 1
Rg = Z(po—p1—p2)+E(—r1+r2—r3+r4+r5+r5),
St = Listn-sts)
1 \/z ’
1
S; = —(s-H-S+%) (A.9)
? V2

So, at the end of these 6 experiments, one should have a tbtalear equations
(Egs. A.3-A.8) with 15 unknowns. All these equations can bdten together in a
matrix format, as written below: (see Hq. Al1@)X = Y, where A is a constant matrix,

X'is an unknown matrix to be calculated and Y is a known matrix)
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Certainly, this is a over-determined problem since 24 lirggations are to be used
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Appendix A. Density Matrix tomography for a pair of spj2-homonuclear system

tion by reducing the condition number of the constraint imatfor the 24x 15 matrix
in equatio”A. 1D, condition number is about 3.7, meaningstiiations are precise to
5 significant digits. The equatidn’/Al10 can be solved eithesihgular value decom-

position (SVD) or by Gaussian elimination method (both ofeskhare implemented in
MATLAB).
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Appendix B

Density Matrix tomography for a three

spin-1/2 homonuclear system

The method for three-spin tomography is similar to one theahave described for a two-
spin system. Since the number of unknowns here for threesysitem is much higher
(63 unknowns) than two-spin (15 unknowns) system, we nedate more number of
experiments in order to find out all the unknowns faithfullyre 8x 8 general density

matrix (p) for a three-spin system can be written as follows:

/000 |00 1010 |011) 1100 110D) 1110 1111)
Po Tro+iSy rs5+iSs ri3+iS13 r1+iSy r14+iSys r15+iS15 o5+ iSos
P, le+1S1s le+1Sg F17+1S17 T +1Sy  Iog+1iSys F1g+ 1Sy
P, Fo+1S10 Fo+1S19 Fo7+1Sy7 I3 +1iS3 o9+ 1Sy
P Fog+ 1Sy o1 +1iSy1 oo +iSyy 4 +1S,
P, F1+iS11 r7+10S7 o3+ 1S3
Ps foa+1Sya Fg+1Sg
Ps 1o+ S0
?:O_Pj
(B.1)
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Appendix B. Density Matrix tomography for a three spia+iomonuclear system

The lower triangle of the density matrix can be filled by appdythe Hermitian
property of it pj = p;j). The diagonal element®(, j = 0 — 6) are representing pop-
ulation distributions of the density matrix. Applying thateless property (or identity
trace property), one of the unknowns can be reduced. Allraifiediagonal elements
are representing the various coherence orders. Each caleeséements has a rea) (
and imaginary §) part in it. Elements; ands;, with j = 1 — 12 representing the real
and imaginary part of single quantum coherences. Whereasls;, with j = 13 — 28
representing the real and imaginary part of double, tripteero quantum coherences.
Only single quantum coherences are directly accessibleMRNAs described in the
2-spin tomography method, we have to find suitable unitamysformations which can
transfer the double, triple, zero, and population ordetis $imgle quantum coherences.
Consider a propagataf, that transforms the original density matrixnto p’ = UpU".
Following 13 unitary transformations were found to béisient to tomograph a three-

spin homonuclear system.

1). 1

(2. &
3). 2
). &

(5). 5L - 605
(6). L - 905
(7). 5 - 90izs
(8). 33 - 4%
(9). L - 605

(10). 3 - 45135
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(11). 5% - 3045
1 1
(12). & 90 5% - 90y

(13). 33 - 600 3 - 90135

Here 1 represents the identity operator i.e., direct observatghout applying any
extra pulses.Ji,, Jo3, and J,s are the scalar couplings between spin 1 & 2, spin 2 &
3, and spin 1 & 3 respectively (in Hz). Thefset is assumed to be at the center of
the spin-1 and spin-2 and the RF amplitudes are assumed todestronger thany.
Hence, all the pulses used are non-selective RF pulseshiBguarticular casé,; is not
used since it has very small coupling constant (a small @oggbnstant leads to larger
duration of evolution which inturn makes the result mor@eprone).

Interms of unitary operator the delayig(or J—;) can be written as bellow. For

example, let us take thé®experiment %),
U, = e—i(Hj+HCS).T13’ (B.2)

where,H.s andH; denoting Hamiltonian due to chemical shifts and J-cougling
3 _ 3 3 o
Hes= ) il Hj= > > 2rnJlil. (B.3)

A combination of pulses and delays can also be seen as aeddamographic experi-
ments. A pulse can be easily be written as a unitary transfoomas shown in detail in
previous appendix. For example, we can take the experinaned 6@, (experiment

no. 5). The unitary operator for this pulse can be written as,
Us = e 3055410 (B.4)

We need to apply this unitary operator one by one on the pviendensity matrix

(B. 1). By doing individual integration on each of the traimsi (12 transition for each
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Appendix B. Density Matrix tomography for a three spia+iomonuclear system

experiment) and taking the imaginary values as well, we agragotal 312 linearly
dependent equations. These equations can be solved byasinglue decomposition

(SVD) method and all the 63 unknowns can be find out.
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