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We investigate theoretically systems of ions in segmeriteght Paul traps for the quantum simulation of
guantum spin models with tunable interactions. The scheraetirely general and can be applied to the realiza-
tion of arbitrary spin-spin interactions. As a specific aggtion we discuss in detail the quantum simulation of
models that exhibit long-distance entanglement in thempiatate. We show how tailoring of the axial trapping
potential allows for generating spin-spin coupling patsethat are suitable to create long-distance entangle-
ment. We discuss how suitable sequences of microwave peésesnplement Trotter expansions and realize
various kinds of &ective spin-spin interactions. The corresponding Hamiétns can be varied on adjustable
time scales, thereby allowing the controlled adiabatiparation of their ground states.

PACS numbers: 03.67.Ac, 37.10.Ty, 37.10.Vz

I. INTRODUCTION and interesting by itself; on the other hand, in the present
work we will be mainly concerned with the subtle and intrigu-
ing task of realizing models that are not directly providgd b

%he natural, i.e. non-engineered, physics of trapped i8fhs.
though spin interactions emerge quite naturally in ion ichai
systems, engineering and control of a desired complex Hamil

onian can be a challenging task with high pdj-&Gpectac-

Entanglement is a central resource for quantum techn
logical applications|[1,]2]. Greatfiert has been devoted to
the generation and distribution of entanglement betwean no
directly interacting systems, which can be either nodes of

quantum internet or distant elements inside a quantum oMy "o 00¢ of principle experimental demonstrations [1G}-2
puter [3+18]. Particularly intriguing in this context istpre- have shown the potential of trapped ion based quantum sim-

diction that certain spin models are naturally endowed Witrhla,[ors However, so far none of these experiments has ex-

peculiar enta_nglement properties in theif grpund statemhi Plored the ground state of spin models that are expected to
gg;lr?] bIZ pl;ggfvaek:ﬁ L?é rgl;?r;tu;g;orrgTgﬁs'cv?lﬂﬁ?np;rpl?asrii’nf]oexhibit highly non-classical properties. Here, we propise
pie, P 9 q implement spin-Hamiltonians with trapped ions taking adva

processor. Specifically, the concept of long-distancerenta tage of the following features: i) shaping of the trapping po

1 dontiy e bceurtence of sizeable noniocal quantum corlcTAIS M OTder 1o Suppress theest of longrange iterac-
y d tions, ii) well controlled adiabatic processes driving #ys-

r?}:ﬁ?ﬁnsq sbeialvfr?z:inilsattr?gtﬁer:v?/g;(ég%ﬂ{ 4|]n t?'ﬁgtmhge:gr';“enotem to the ground state, and iii) implementation of Tro#tavi
q P ) P flon (Trotter expansion) in order to generate the relevaints

emerges in model_s with non degenerate ground states, Wh% in interactions in all needed directions and components.
the end spins (spins at the boundary of the system) interac

weakly with their immediate neighbors, such that a strongly !N what follows we will explore the capabilities of trapped

correlated bulk mediatesffective interactions between the 10N Systems for the quantum simulation of specific spin mod-
distant, non directly interacting, end spins. In this work w €IS, and we will apply them to propose the experimental
discuss the feasibility of schemes for the experimentatpbs demonstration of LDE in quantum spin chains. LDE is a

vation of this éfect using trapped ions as quantum simulatorsdlobal nonclassicalféect which, on the other hand, can be
of quantum spin models. monitored by the analysis of only two spins, namely the end
spins of the chain. It is therefore afBaiently simple, yet rich
o ; L eBhenomenon which is ideal to be demonstrated using an ion
proven to be ffective in quantum technological appllca'uor_ls. trap quantum simulator. Bering from the previous experi-
. , . Iments cited aboveé [18-20] in which the spin coherent manipu-
quantum matter using trapped ions holds promise for the Mation is realized with laser fields, here we focus on segatent

vestigation of those quantum dynamics that remain so far unz - - :
oF on traps in the presence of a magnetic gradient where the en-
explored due their inescapable complexityl [15, 16]. Indeed P P g g

the natural many-body dynamics of trapped atoms is very riclﬁg;gsrmg of the quantum dynamics is realized by microwave

The paper is organized as follows. In Set. Il we introduce
the systems and discuss the basic features of the scheme that
“Corresponding authors:  illuminati@sa.infn.it, christainderlich@uni- W€ plan to implement for th? simulation of I(_)ng d|5tan_ce en-
siegen.de tanglement. In Se€ Il we discuss how to tailor the spimspi
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interactions and we describe the scheme of pulses (Trotter eterms of the formr?aﬁ are present. Therefore, the simulation
pansion) for the simulation of spin Hamiltonians. In 9ed. IV of LDE requires the ability to engineer interactions along a
we discuss the results for the adiabatic preparation of theifferent axes, described for example by a term of the form
ground state and discuss the experimental feasibility ef th o%of. Such an fective interaction can be induced using a se-
protocol. Finally, in Sed.V we draw conclusions and discusgjuence ofr/2 microwave pules that realize the transformation
possible outlooks. e’i””ly/“a-?é”"?/“ = o over all the spinsl[29]. In particular, a
free evolution sandwiched by two trains @f2 pulses (each

pulse addressing a particular ign= 1, ..., N) with opposite

. THE SYSTEM phases performs the following transformation

Doppler cooled ions held in a segmented ion tiap [21, 22]  izeh . gi5el g Fiongtd el ... @io% = o i @)
and exposed to a magnetic field gradient realifective spin- ’

1/2 models|[15| 23, 25-28]. Thefective spin-spin interac-
tions induced by the magnetic field are of Ising type and cars
be adjusted by tailoring the axial trapping potential. Im-pa
ticular, if the ions are dficiently cold, such that the ion mo-
tion can be neglected (the validity of this approximation is
discussed in SeC.1V|B), thefective system oN spins is de-
scribed by the Ising Hamiltonian

whereﬁf?ing is equal to the Hamiltonian in Ed.](1), with all
he operators—lz replaced with the correspondinq) and re-
alizes an Ising interaction along tkxeaxes. In order for this
transformation to beféective, the duration of the pulses have
to be stfficiently short so that the evolution due to the spin-
spin interactions can be neglected during the pulse. This is
achieved with a diciently strong microwave driving field re-
sulting in a Rabi frequenc® > J;;. On the other hand each
microwave pulse should operate on a single spin, and its ef-
_ hW fect on the other spins should be negligible. This imposes a
H, = > ij(ff limit on the maximum allowed intensity of the driving field

=1 Q < A, whereA indicates the frequencyftierence between

h , neighboring spin resonances.
Hzz = 2 Z Jijoioy, 1) The simultaneous interaction alongndx can be simulated

bl by Trotterization, namely by repeated, fast applicatiothef

two kind of interactions/[31]. Provided that the interaatio
timer/nis suficiently small, it is possible to approximate

—(Z) J—
HISing = Hz+ HZZ

where the resonance frequencies of the atomic spjnde-
pend on the external magnetic fielxo j) at the equilibrium
position of the ionxg [30]. The spin-spin couplings are in SRR He 6 — n
general long range and their magnitude depends on the trap- e RESE [e"H'SingT/“e_'H'S‘"gT/n . (5)

ping potential and on the spatial derivative of the spin +eso

nance frequency that, in turn, is determined by the magnetiand to generate a stroboscopic evolution which simulates a

field gradient. They are given by Hamiltonian that is the sum of two Ising Hamiltonians with
interactions along the two orthogonal axes.
o h %’ % (AL ) We also note that typically the parameters in the Hamilto-
12 0% ke, Oy, v nianﬁf?ing defined in Eq.[{lL) are such that the spin-spin cou-
pling strengths are much smaller then the single site energy
whereA, whose elements are Jij < we, which hence dominate the dynamics of this model.

Nevertheless we note that we are interested in the situation
i (3) which the system is driven by a series of microwave pulses.
X=Xz, M In this case, as demonstrated in the next section, the réleva
' dynamics is that obtained in a reference frame rotatingeat th
is the Hessian matrix of the potential energy functiondriving field frequency. In this representation, the refensin-
V(xg, - - xn) that confines the ions witk; indicating the po-  gle site energy is in fact given by the detuning= w; — @;
sition of ion j. In addition, the magnetic gradient allows between spin resonance frequeney)(and driving field fre-
for addressing of individual spins with a microwave field quency @j), which can therefore be adjusted and controlled
that can, therefore, be used to manipulate the spin dynanguring the dynamics.
ics [23)25( 28] (see also S&c.T0 B). These results can eventually be used for the adiabatic prepa
ration of the ground state of, for example, XX Hamiltonians.
The system is prepared initially in the ground state of a suf-
A. General considerations ficiently simple Hamiltonian which is easy to prepare: In our
case it consists of the ferromagngiidly polarized spin state
Spin Hamiltonians with non-trivial ground state correla-that is the ground state of the Ising Hamiltonian with a fi-
tions (as in the case of LDE) are in general characterizedite magnetic fieldKinitia = 7 b/Zijf? —1/2% Jija-izo-]?).
by non-commuting spin-spin interaction terms. This is notThen, the &ective magnetic field is slowly switchedfdb is
the case for the simple Ising Hamiltonidd (1) in which only reduced) while the interaction alongs turned on by tuning

OV (xq, - X
A = (_1 | N)
0% 0X;
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the relat_i\{% duratio_n(z9f the evolutions under the two Hamil-and thus its influence on the axial potential is neglecteten t
toniansHgj,q and Hgng. If the variation of the parame- following discussion.

ters is stiiciently slow, then the system remains in the in- With a given voltage patterfU;} applied to the electrodes,
stantaneous ground state. And eventually it approaches ttend an initial guess of ion positions, one can calculate-equi

ground state of the final modified target Hamiltontdgng = librium positions by minimizing the total energy. Note that
~1/2 %5 % (Uiz(sz + O-ix(7>j<) where the #fective magnetic field §evera| local _mir_wima of 'Fhe total energy are possible, as the
is zero and both interactions alomgandz are present. This 10ns can be distributed fierently over the wells of the poten-
Hamiltonian exhibits ground state long distance entanghgm tial. In addition, permutations of ion positions yield idieal

when the end spins are weakly coupled to the HUlk [8-13]. total energies. After the equilibrium ion positions haveibe

However, in general the typical harmonic trapping poten_determined, we calculate the normal modes of an ion string,

tial of linear ion traps induces long range interactionshwit the Zeeman shifts ofindividualions and the resulting congpl
maximum couplings at the end of the chain. Thus, in ordefonstants. . o . .

to obtain ground state LDE, the trapping potential has to be, FOr Small excursiorx; of ion i from the equilibrium posi-
carefully engineered and the end spins interactions hae to 1O, the motion of the chain can be decomposed into normal
made weak. This can be realized with segmented micro-trag8°des, which is equivalent to say that the foFggon ion j

as discussed in Sdc_TMA. depends linearly on the excursion pattABnas
F = AAX (7)
I1l. ENGINEERING OF SPIN HAMILTONIANSWITH Except for the harmonic case in SECTITIA 1 (see below), for
TRAPPED IONS the purpose of creating LDE, one can conceptually think of

the ions being trapped in three wells: the center well cogfine

In this section we study how to manipulate the couplingthe bulk ions, thg coupling to the messenger ions in the outer
strengths); ; and how various kinds of spin Hamiltonians can Wells can be varied by the well separation and the well cur-
be designed, which ffer from theo7o*-interaction that arises ~ Vaures. Three separate wells require a polynomial of at lea
naturally for strings of trapped ions exposed to a magnetic g 6th ordgr to be modelled. If the potentla! has reflection sym-
dient [23]25]. To be specific, we present detailed calomtesti  Metry with respect to the center of the middle well, only even
for an existing micro-structured ion trp [21] 22]. The piin  POWers remain and, neglecting a verticeiset, only three pa-
ples used to obtain the concrete results presented in what fd@meters specify the entire potential: the well separation

lows are, of course, applicable to other segmented trajis witand the curvatures at the center and at the outer wells,-speci
a magnetic gradient as well. fied by the local trap frequencies andw,, respectively, and

the potential has the form

2W2 + w? 402 + w? w?
c 0.6 _ c 044 4

2
A. Tailoring the coupling constantsin a segmented trap ¢(X)=m( 12 X 8x2 fx) 8

|FigureEl shows the symmetric triple-well potential for con-
stant well separation and central curvature and a variation
the trap frequency of the outer well,.

In what follows we will discuss how to generate the axia
trapping potential which results in the coupling pattersicsl
for LDE. In Ref. [32],too, coupling patterns were calcutite
forions held in a micro-structured trap. However, in thaatr
ment single ions (or ion chains) are located at the bottom of
an approximately harmonic potential. Thus the separation o
minima becomes large (on the order 20®) and the cou-
pling between dierent sites can become impractically small
(Hz) for the purpose described in this article. In contriaste
we consider ions held in closely separated anharmonic wells
and we tune both the harmonic and anharmonic part to obtain

the desired _coupllng p_attem' ) FIG. 1: Triple well potential as in EdJ 8, witim being the mass of
The dfective potential can be written as v+ %, = 1 um, we = 2r- 100 kHz, andw, varied uniformly
between 20 and 30@r kHz, where the curves with the most pro-
nounced outer well minima corresponddag = 27 - 300 kHz.

(meV)
Lo—-=Nnwa

200

X (um)

Prt i

fet Po ot Z UO¢I ©®) In the following, we discuss five potential shapes, and we
analyze the resulting spin-spin coupling patterns for tsee

whereg; is the dfective harmonic potential due to the pres- in which the trap is loaded with 4 or 6 ions. Those are the
ence of the rf trapping field at an rf power lev&} = Pg. ¢; simplest experimental situations in which the long diseanc
is the dc potential originating from electrodset to the volt-  entanglement can be observed and are the cases that we will
ageU; = Ug. The rf dfective potentialys is almost zero on analyze in detail in the remainder of this article. The corre
the axis of a linear segmented trap due to symmetry reasorsponding values for the ion positions, the qubit level siplis



(for zero dfset field), the normal modes and the spin-spin cou- a)
plings are reported in the tables of apperidix A. Note that, fo r
the mirror symmetry discussed above, the ion positions are £ g

symmetric (unless forced to be asymmetric by prior splittin =~ £°°] = 200
and shuttling operations), and the couplings are also syfmme | 0
ric, specifically for a string of four ions

500
400
300

Hz)

-100 O 100
X (um)

Ji2=J34 and Jiz= Jog.

O
-~
-

Our simulations slightly deviate from this symmetry (se, f 150

example Tad_V in appendix]A), as we take into account the
real geometry of our segmented trap. The relative deviation < 50
in the couplings from a symmetric pattern are on the order of ol 0
a few percent, so for all four ion couplings this is neglected . L
and only one value is given for each almost identical pair of ~100 X(Sm) 100
couplings.
The lowest mode was kept a§ = 27 - 50 kHz in all pat-

finite temperature and stray fields. The maximufiegtive Na2 predominantly harmonic single well. The values cqoes to

Lamb-Dicke parameter, as defined [’ 24] was chosen t ab.[] in appendiX’A. b) Axial potential and equilibrium iog-

. . : lons for four ions confined in three wells. The values cqroesl to
benmax = 0.1 for all simulations to have comparable coupling Tab[Ilin appendifA

between internal and motional states.

E 100

@ (meV)
=}
3

3. Coupling in a single strongly anharmonic well
1. Coupling in a common harmonic well

Making a potential well strongly anharmonic, substangiall
The first voltage pattern discussed here is optimized to givelters ion positions [33] and normal mode spectrum and al-
an almost purely quadratic dependence in the vicinity of itdows to generate a pattern suitable for creating LDE. Chamgi
minimum. The normal modes are strongly delocalized and thes, allows to choose the ratio of the coupling of outer ions to
coupling pattern shows next neighbor coupling but also longheir neighbors with respect to the coupling between the two
range couplings beyond next neighbors with almost idehticacenter ions in a wide range (see Hi§. 3). Note that three very
strength. Fig[2 a) shows the potential in the vicinity of its shallow minima can be created within a region of 161,
minimum together with the equilibrium positions and the re-whereas the segment width of 13t (of the trap that serves
sulting coupling pattern. Numerical values for positidesgl ~ as a concrete example here) suggests that for a naive alter-
splittings (compared to the situation with no gradientymal  nating voltage pattern three minima would have a spatial ex-
modes and couplings are given in Tdb. | of appehdix A. tent of approximately 50Q@m. Compared to ions trapped in
three almost independent wells, where the two lowest modes
are degenerate (the two outer ions oscillating separatedy®
there is one single lowest mode, separated from all others.
2. Coupling in three wells The eigenvectors corresponding to the normal modes show
stronger collective motion of all ions compared to ions pregh
Trapping ions in three independent wells is an intuitive ap-in individual wells. The flatness of the potential over the re
proach to generate LDE: the inner ions are confined in a congion of the trapped ions indicates a sensitive dependence of
mon well and couple strongly. The outer ions are locatedhe coupling on the applied voltages and puts strict require
in separate wells and show only small coupling to the cenments on voltage stability and accuracy which have to be
ter 'bulk’ string due to their large separation and, depegdi taken into account in the design of the voltage supplies. [34]
on the shape of the outer well, potentially due to & son-  Figs.[3 a) and b) correspond, respectively, to the two sets of
finement (see Fig2 b), left image). All eigenvectors corre-numerical values for positions, levels splittings, normaldes
sponding to the normal modes are predominantly localized t@nd couplings given in Tals.llil afdllV of appendik A. The set
one single well. Thus the outer ions couple weakly to all oth-n Tab[IIl corresponds to a slightly wider spatial configioa
ers which can be seen in the resulting coupling pattern (seef the ions than that in Tab. 1v.
Fig.[2 b), right image and Tabl]Il in appendit A). All cou- In the first case the resulting couplings of the outer ions is
plings are negligible compared to the coupling between themaller hence the corresponding long distance entangtemen
two centre ions which are confined in the same well, and thés expected to be larger. On the other hand, the energy gap,
situation is comparable to separate micro traps [32]. Numerthat is, the energy fierence between the eigenvaluedf
ical values for positions, levels splittings, normal modesl  corresponding to the ground and first excited states, for an
couplings are given in Takl 1l of appendiX A. XX spin model with such a set of coupling is smaller than
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In general the amplitud®, the frequencyo, and the phase

A 300 of the driving field can be time dependent. In particular we
s £ 200 consider a sequence of step-like driving pulses: We identif
g0 = 100 a set of time instantt, with m = 0,1,2,--- which define a
¢ ol 0 corresponding set of time interval,(1, tm] (see lower part

of Fig.[d) during which the driving Hamiltonian is constant,
100 e Q) = Qm, @(t) = @m ande(t) = ¢y fort € (tm-1, tm]). In
certain intervals the driving field can also be zero. If wertefi

b) the square-pulse function

1F
= em(t) = O(t —tm-1) — 6(t — tm) (10)
Y05
£ with 6(t) = 0 fort < 0 andé(t) = 1 fort > 0, then Eq.[(P)
of —— takes the form
-100 0 100 — —
e AL = > en®F () (11)
m

) 4 500 ] ‘bigg. where
— ~N Y
£os £ IS AOQ = -in0n Y [ore @i _ne].  (12)

s 100 L l‘w‘l ‘lig L = -l mZ; [O'j -h. ]
0t 1 & ’;\sfa 1=
< II S5

-100 O 100

R, 5 In each time interval in whicla 0, the driving frequenc
X (um) |5 RT3 ‘I‘ m % g freq y

is close to resonance to a single spipwith a small detuning

bm = wj,,—wm < Qn. All the other spins are farfbresonance
FIG. 3: Axial potential and equilibrium ion positions fonfga) and ~ @nd their dynamics is not relevantlyfected by the driving

b), and six, c), ions confined in a single anharmonic well, seho pulse. Hence, the Hamiltonian of the system, including the
shape generates a coupling pattern suitable for creatirig EFlots  driving field reads

a), b) and c) correspond, respectively, to the values in. Tab$V]

andV of appendikA. H(t) = Hz+ Hy+ HL(b) (13)

—_

with H, andH,, defined in Eq.[{L).

that corresponding to the second set, and as a consequence N€ Systém dynamics is more conveniently analyzed in a
the preparation time has to be larger in order for the adiabat "éférence frame rotating at the driving field frequency as de
condition to be fulfilled during the dynamics (see App. D).  tailed in App[B. The Hamiltonian in the new representation

A potential very similar to the one described above, opti-takes the form
mized for six ions, is shown in Fi] 3 ¢). It is generated by H(t) = D [HM 4+ H,.+ HO (¢ 14
only slightly modifying the potential shown in Figl 3 b), and ® Z e )[ 2 Tzt L ()] (14)
keeping the softest mode a3 = 50 kHz and the maximum
Lamb-Dicke paramete agnax = 0.1. The corresponding nu- with
merical values for positions, modes and couplings are tedor

m

i i h
in Tab.[M of appendikA. H = g Z o2 (15)
2 <4 4 J
J:
N .
B. Spin dynamicswith microwave pulses H™ @) = —ithZ{O'}re_'Ajm'jt - h-C-}, (16)

=1

The spin dynamics can be manipulated using external miwhere we have introduced the detuning between the spin res-
crowave fields that can drive selectively a given spin by tunonance frequencies

ing the driving frequency to the corresponding resonanék [2
The hamiltonian for the interaction between the ion spirgs an Aj = wk — wj.
the driving field in the rotating wave approximation and ne-
glecting the ion motion (see Séc_1V B for an analysis of theln this specific reference frame (see App. B for details) ethe
effects of the motion) takes the form fective magnetic field along the-axes, i.e by, in Eq. [(15), is
the same for all spins. On the other hand, the spin-spin detun
N ing which is much larger of both thefective magnetic field
HU() = —inQ() Z {g}re—i[m(t)”‘ﬂ(t)] - o-j—é[a(t)tw(t)] l.@)  andthe Rabi frequency,. > Qm > b, for j # jm , enters
i1 into the new time dependent driving Hamiltonian in Eqg.l(16).



In each time intervain, only the spinjy, is driven resonantly where

(Aj,.in = 0), and it is the only spin that is relevantlffected N

by the driving field. Correspondingly, the non resonant term HO  _ 9 Z ot
in Eq. (I8) can be neglected and the Hamiltonian in Eg. (14) Ising 24
can be approximated as =

NI =

\]ijO'igO'éj,, for ¢ € {x,z}.(20)
T

J

Hence, the stroboscopic evolution at tings with n € N,

bm < 1 iven by th ted application of thi f pid
HO =7 Y an®) = 02— 2 3 Jjo%c? + Quo? |(17)  given by the repeated application of this sequence of pigses

i Jm described by the operator

where in each time step a single sgin sees an additional U= UD = (e—in;%gAtze—iHl(sz‘)ngAtl)n 1)
effective magnetic field directed along tiieaxes. We high- n ! ’
light that the dynamics in the two representations areedlat

by a unitary and local transformation, thus the correspandi According to the Trotter formula [31]

entanglement properties are equal in the two represengatio e iHHt _ Jim (e—iHlt/ne—ngt/n)n, (22)
n—oo
C. Stroboscopic engineering of the XX spin dynamics and in the limitAty, Aty < |Jij - ,Ibl"%, we can approximate
the evolution operator in E 1) as
In order to engineer the dynamics of ZX quantum spin Li(HD +an® Zi(HO +aH® \nE

model we consider a sequence of driving pulses made of Uni~ € (Hing# it — i6(HingoHisng ) (23)

2N + 2 stepsih = 1,---2N + 2), characterized by specific where

values of the parameters of the Hamiltonian in EqJ (17), as

depicted in Figl¥. During the sequence of pulses the value of o = Atz

the detuning is fixeth,, = b, Ym. While the N + 2 time steps Aty

are engineered as follows (see Hifj. 4): after a free evalutio Ay Aty

(no driving) of timeAt;, each spin is driven sequentially with B = T (1+a)At, + 2N ot (24)

a Rabi frequency and for a timest in order to realizer/2- ) ) )
pulses, i.e.Q &t = x/4; then after another free evolution of This result demonstrates that the stroboscopic evoluten d

time Aty, the spins are driven again sequentially with oppositeﬁn.eOl by Eq.[(Z_llg ahpproxi_mates thle ev_olution, at imesof a
phase (that is, in the second train of pulses the value of Rat5PN System with thefeective Hamiltonian
frequency is the opposite than that in the first train of mjlse

Her = B[HE  +aH . (25)
Q(r ivi :
§ ] e
B j=1 - N with a single spin 1V. ADIABATIC PREPARATION AND
Q ‘ STROBOSCOPIC/PULSED DYNAMICS
g ,L
% I The parameterb anda (and consequentlg) can be var-
_J':_’ — Af, — — Ar, — time ied adiabatically in order to prepare the ground state of &n
S - hamiltonian: The fective external magnetic field is var-
& N - A ied by adjusting the detuning between the driving field and
-Q ‘ foe evoll;o/n' o o ‘ i=1 N the ion-spin resonance frequencies. On the other haadd
- " correspondingly are varied by controlling the timat, (see
App. [D for details). If the variation is slow enough, then
m, ! 23 N the system will follow adiabatically the instantaneousugrd
I ity eee time state of the #ective hamiltonian.

The system is initialized in the ferromagnetic state with al
FIG. 4: Sequence of driving pulses corresponding to theutiosl  the spins aligned along tleaxes, that is, the ground state of
operator in Eq.[(19). the Ising Hamiltoniang = 0). The value obis initially set to
some valudy in order to remove the ground state degeneracy.
As discussed in Apfp.IC the evolution operator correspond- The parametera andb are then slowly varied to realize
ing to this sequence, at the final time= At; + At; + N6t,  the adiabatic preparation of the LDE. In particular duriagte

with sequence of pulses, that is described in Becllll C, the salue
ast = = (18) of b anda are kept fixed, while they are varied from sequence
4 to sequence in order to realize a stepwise approximatidreof t
can be approximated, in the linji;;, | > ’5' > b, |3, functions (see Ap.1D)
as alt) = 1-e™"

Ug = & Motz griHizngAt (19) b(t) = bee™, (26)
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FIG. 5: End-to-end concurrence (thick, blue lines) and figéthin, red lines) with the instantaneous ground statefohain of four ions. The
spin-spin coupling constants and the spin resonance fnegegeare identified in Tab]Il. The dashed lines are obthingegrating the time
dependent féective Hamiltonian in Eq[{25) with the time dependence a@efim Eq. [26) 6o = 27 x 0.1 kHz); The solid lines are obtained
using the Hamiltonian in Eq(17), following the pulse scleedescribed in SeCTMIC and with the stepwise variation efgtarameterb and
a. The upper plots, (a), (b) and (c) are obtained Witk 1 us as defined in E@._18 and the lower plots (d), (e) and (f) ¥tita 5 us. From left
to right the velocity of the adiabatic manipulation is graiyiincreased: in (a), (d) = 27 x 3.2 Hz, in (b), (e)r = 27 x 10.6 Hz, and in (c), (f)

r = 27 x 159 Hz. In all plotsAt; = 100 ps.

wherer is the rate of variation of the hamiltonian. By these entanglement between the end spins, and concurrence equal

means at large time = 0 anda = 1 so that the final fective

Hamiltonian is ofX X type. In particular for sfiiciently small

r the corresponding ground state is achieved.

lyzed numerically by evaluating the evolution correspoigdi

to one indicates a maximally entangled Bell state.

When the rate of variation of the hamiltonian parameters
is suficiently small (Fig[®) (a) the ground state preparation is
The diiciency of this stepwise adiabatic protocol is ana-good: The fidelity is close to one and as expected the ground

state exhibits large entanglement. When on the other hand

to the Hamiltonian[{14) with the time sequence and the pathe rate is increased (Fids. 5 (b) and (c)) then the evolision
rameters discussed in SEC_TII C, and the corresponding stepo more adiabatic and the system ends up in a state which is
wise variation ofb anda. The results are shown in Fidd. 5 not exactly the ground state of the final Hamiltonian and the
(solid lines) for diferent values of and using the parame- fidelity is reduced. The faster the manipulation, the smalle
ters reported in Tabll. They are compared with that olgdin is the corresponding fidelity. Nevertheless in all cases, th

by the numerical integration of the Schrodinger equatitthw end-to-end entanglement can be very large at certain times
the dfective time dependent Hamiltonian in EQ.J(25) wheremeaning that the end spins approach a Bell state.
the time dependent parameterandb are defined in Eq[{26) In all cases the results obtained with theetive Hamilto-
(dashed lines). nian and that obtained via the sequence of pulses are similar
The protocol is characterized in terms of the fidelity be-meaning that the protocol is faithful and a good simulatibn o
tween the resulting state and the expected instantaneotise dfective model is realized.
ground state of the feective Hamiltonian [(2Z5) (red, thin Figs.[3 (d), (e) and (f) describe how théieiency of the
curves), and in terms of the end-to-end concurrence (bluescheme is reduced when implemented with ndticiently
thick curves). The fidelity indicates the extent to which thefastz/2 driving pulses. In this case during the pulses the sys-
resulting state diers from the expected one: Fidelity equal to tem dynamics is not negligible and the transformation which
one corresponds to perfect adiabatic following; while éfjua generate the spin-spin interaction along haxes is not ex-
delity for both the standard adiabatic evolution (dasheed) act.
and the stepwise adiabatic evolution (solid lines) meaas th  Faster preparation of the LDE can be achieved with systems
the protocol realizes a perfect simulation of th@eetive  with larger gap. This can be obtained by careful shapingef th
Hamiltonian. On the other end, the concurrence measures thiapping potential as discussed in ec 11l A. Simulatiaad-r
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FIG. 6: As in Fig[® with the spin-spin coupling constants &melspin resonance frequencies defined in[Tab. IV andatithl us. Moreover
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FIG. 7: Results obtained for a chain of six ions. The linesecizd
as in Fig[®6. The spin-spin coupling matrix is reported in.Tdblin
(a) 6t = 1 ps, while in (b)st = 0.5 us. The other parameters are
by = 27 x 0.2 kHz,r = 27 x 8 Hz, andAt; = 40us.

ized with the spin-spin coupling strengths reported in T€b.
are shown in Fid.]6. Here the preparation time is shorter than
that of Fig [5.

A. Effect of non-resonant spins

The results that we have discussed so far are based on
Eq. (IT) where we have neglected tifikeet of the driving field
on the spins which are not close to resonance. This is jubtifie
when the diference in frequency between the spin resonances
is much larger than the Rabi frequen@y Aj,.j > Qm. In
this case the spins experience a dynamical Zeeman&‘%’f‘?ift
whose magnitude can be evaluated in perturbation theory and
is given by

of

—ZAjm,j . (27)

0w, j = ‘

Correspondingly, during a driving pulse on spi, whose
duration isét = 7/4Q the phase accumulated by sgiras a
result of the dynamical Zeeman shiftds,,; = 6t X dw;j,.; =
x[/8A,, i

The largest phase for the parameters of Higs. 5[@and 6 is
®y3 ~ 7.6 x 1072, Similarly we find that the largest phase
for the parameters of Figl](7) &34 = 19.7 x 1073, In all
cases these values are very small and they justify our approx
imation.

B. Mechanical effects

Similar results are obtained also with larger chains, see
Fig.[@ that is realized with six ions. In this case the driving So far we have neglected the motion of the ions. Internal
pulses have to be made shorter in order to optimize the prepalectronic dynamics and motion can be coupled by an electro-
ration as described by Fid. 7 (b).

magnetic field. In particular when the ions are in a magnetic
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gradient also long wavelength radiation, as microwaves, caMoreover Ly accounts for the spins dephasing at ratend

have a significant mechanicatect allowing for example for takes the form

sideband coolind [23, 25.185.136]. In the following we jugtif Loy Y Z( ot~ p)

our treatment in which we neglect the atomic motion. oP =35 2 \TiP I P)
In a magnetic gradient the coupling between an jand !

a mechanical normal modeis scaled by theféective Lamb-  This model describes a system of spins with randomly fluc-

(32)

Dicke (LD) parameters [25] tuating resonance frequencies = wjo + &(t), whereg;(t)
are delta-correlated random variables (i.éfj(t),g-‘j(t’)> o
Mk = f h_psg 9B Sik (28) o(t—1")). As expected, the dephasing reduces thieiency of

' 2mvi v OXlxexy; the scheme, and both the resulting fidelity and concurrergce a

) _ slightly lower then the corresponding ones obtained withou
wherey is the frequency of the normal modes, &@ds the  gephasing. In particular, Figl 8 shows that the scheme works
matrix that diagonalize the Hessian matix(see Secl]l) 4iso under the féect of dephasing processes with dephasing
of the potential energy function that confine the ions, teat i tjmes stficiently larger than the preparation time. Where the
(STAS)ij = 6jx mv%. These parameters are typically small preparation time is roughly one order of magnitude largenth
and allow for a systematic expansion of the corresponding/r with r the rate of variation of the Hamiltonian parameters
dynamics in power ofyjx. Including the lowest order me- which is introduced in Eq[{(26).
chanical &ects the Hamiltonian for the interaction between Resistance to dephasing can be achieved by implementing
the ions and the driving field (see also Eg. (9)) takes the forndlynamical decoupling techniqués [39]. In fact the Trotter e
. pansion scheme makes use of microwave pulses for rotating
H () = —irQ(t) (29) the Bloch vector byr/2 to achieve a stroboscopic implemen-

o tation of XX-Hamiltonians. Hence, by changing phases of

X Z {(rj* [1 + Z Nik (al - ak)} eri[@0te0] _ h.c.} all microwave pulses by at every other instance, the system

j K effectively flips for example between x, —z, and—x and re-

. focussing of low frequency noise components is achieved at
where h.c. stands for the hermitian conjugate, aa,ﬁ ay no extra cost.

are the creation and annihilation operators for the vibrei

modek. This Hamiltonian accounts for sideband transitions at

frequencies; +v¢. The mechanical transitions are negligible D. Experimental Feasibility
when

In Ref. [22] the operation of a segmented trap with a built-
in switchable gradient based on micro-structured soleisid
wheren is the average number of excitations in the the vibra"ePOrted. Diferent isotopes of Ytterbium with or without hy-
tional modek. perfine structure can be trapped. For the experiment prdpose

For the parameters used in Figi5, 6 Bnd 7, the LD param&€re, we U,Séan with a nuclear spin of = 1/2 yielding
ters take values betweerlGnd 25x 1076, which demonstrate WO hyperfine levels wittF = 0,F = 1 in the electronic
the validity of our results also for Doppler cooled trappea, ~ 9round sta_telﬂﬂl]. [Dierent qubit implementations are
without additional sub Doppler cooling to the ground stdte o POSSIPIe: either magnetic sensitive states can be usetbw al
the axial potential. Increasing the gradient of théeld, the o magneticgradieninducectoupling (MAGIC) [15/23 25] _
coupling strengths increases allowing for a faster prajzara S rqu!red for the experiments d!scussed here. Or magnetic
However the system approaches the regime in which the mdnsensitive states can be used to yield a quantum memory with

chanical &fects are relevant. In fact, stronger gradient of the? /0ng coherence tire[37]. , o ,
magnetic field corresponds to larger LD parameters. In this segmented trap experiment|[22] , the qubit is manip-
ulated using microwave fields (applied through a conveiation

wave guide) and Rabi frequencies exceedig 100 kHz on
C. Effect of spin dephasing the o transition and a bare coherence time of the magnetic
field sensitive hyperfine qubit on the o&tij?r of 5 ms have been
: - : : : bserved. Applying spin echo techniq [38], dynamical de
In practice stray magnetic fields induce fluctuating spin res® . f
onance frequencies, which in turn induce decay of the spir(fOUpIIng (39] or dres_sed Stat[A'O]' we expect to be able to
Qbserve a coherent time evolution on a second timescale. The

coherence, namely depahsing. The curves in[Fig. 8 are eval : ; )
ated including the dephasing of the spins. They are obtainegr""d'.ents r_equwed for the experlmen_ts_here are eXp‘?C“*’ to
ossible with the present setup. Splitting and merging of io

Ifooyms]olvmg a master equation for the spins dynamics of the'gtrings (which involves the generation of anharmonic thagp

potentials), as well as shuttling have been demonstrated. S
o = —i[H(),p] + Lop (31)  ble trapping could be observed down to axial trap frequencie
aroundvy = 2 - 40 kHz.
whereH(t) corresponds to the Hamiltonidn {17) for the solid In order to improve the level of control over the anhar-
lines and to thefective Hamiltonian(25) for the dashed lines. monicity of the axial trapping potential, it might be necays

7 (M+1) <1 (30)
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FIG. 8: Plots (a), (b) and (c): as Fidsg. 6 with dephasing fimagn= 1/y = 50/r, that is in (&)Tgeph = 0.8 S, in (b) Taepn = 0.4 s, and in (c)
Taeph = 0.2 s. Plots (d), (e) and (f): as Fidd. 6 with dephasing tifagn = 25/r, that is in (d)Tgepnh = 0.4 s, in (€)Tgepn = 0.2's, and in (f)

Tdeph =0.1s.

to use smaller axial trapping segments, possibly in a serfacment [44] 45]; and universality in the scaling behavior af th
trap. Larger gradients would boost the coupling and allowentanglement spectrurn_[46]. Finally, we have analyzed the
for stiffer axial confinement, making the scheme more robusefficiency of the adiabatic quantum preparation of the ground

against thermal excitation and external stray fields.

L N R R T N il

FIG. 9: Chain of 337?YDb ions in our segmented trap.

V. CONCLUSION AND OUTLOOK

state of an fective Hamiltonian which exhibits LDE, demon-

strating its feasibility within the limits of currentionap tech-

nology. In the course of the investigation, we have intrelic

and combined for the first time trap shaping, adiabatic prepa

ration, and Trotterization of the interactions, three edats
that have not been perviously combined together. These ele-

ments are necessary for the realization, so far not yehattai
of highly nonclassical features of complex models of intera

In this article we have introduced and investigated schemes
for the the implementation of LDE with trapped ions. The

spin-spin Hamiltonians required for this purpose may a3 wel
be used for quantum simulations.

ing quantum many-body systems.
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Appendix A: lon positions, normal modes, transition ' 1 2 3 4 5 6
frequencies and couplings %oi (um)  -84.2 -26.0 -7.8 8.3 26.4 84.9
Awi/27 (MHz) -32.1 -9.9 -3.0 3.2 10.0 323
vi/2r (kHz) 50.0 90.0 90.9 92.1 136.2 181.7

i 1 2 3 4 0. 279 195 167 167 14

% (um)  -28.7 -89 83 293 279 0 4118 3197 3003 165
Awi/2n (MHz) -11.8 -3.7 3.9 12.0 195 4118 0. 3483 3192 164
vi/2r (kHz) 50.0 86.6 120.5 152.6 JiH2)=| 167 3197 3483 0O 4109 191
o 167 3003 3192 4109 O 273

i, 12 13 14 23 14 164794 164 191 273 O

Jij (Hz) 479 349 273 457

) . , . TABLE V: Positionsy;, qubit splittingsw;, normal modes; and cou-
TABLE I: Positionsx, changed qubit splittingsw;, normal modes  yjings 3. for an ion chain of six ions in a strongly anharmonic ax-

vi and couplingsl; for an ion chain of four ions in an approximately g {rapping potential. The gradient required to obtairs Walues is
harmonic axial trapping potential. The gradient requiredbtain 57 5o Tm.

this values is 29.38/m.

) 1 ) 3 4 Appendix B: The dynamicsin a new reference frame
i

Xoj (wm)  -145.9 -10.8 11.4 146.4

Awi/2r (MHz) -30.7 -2.3 2.4 30.9 Let us consider the model described by the Hamiltonian in
vi/2r (kHz) 50.0 50.1 59.9 105.4 Eq. (I3), and study the dynamics in a new reference frame
defined by the unitary transformation
i, j 12 1,3 1,4 23 _ o o
Jj/2r(Hz) 21 1.8 04 123.8 Uo(t) = Zem(t)e‘%Hém)“‘tm)e‘%ng (a2 . g tH (-0)
m
+0(to — t) (B1)

TABLE II: Positions x, qubit splittings w;, mechanical normal
modesy; and couplings);; for an ion chain of four ions in three ap- |, .

. I ) : g with
proximately harmonic axial trapping potential. The gradiequired

to obtain this values is 15.06/m. h
HEY = 5 2 @i ~bm)? (B2)
]

i 1 2 3 4

%oi (M)  -83.0 -11.8 12.3 837 whereby, is the detuning between the driving field frequency,

Aw/2r (MHz) 242 3.4 3.6 24.4 wm, and the resonance frequenay;,, of spin jm which is
wi/2x (kHz) 50.0 71.8 72.3 91.8 dflven close to resonance in e_ach_tlme step= wj,, — Om.
Since the unitary transformation is local, the entanglédmen
i, ] 1,2 1,3 14 273 properties in the new representation are the same as that in
Jj/2r (Hz) 17.6 13.8 1.3 351.5 the original one.

If [%(t)) is the state in the original representation, then the
dynamics of the transformed staigt)) = Ug(t)@(t)) is ruled

TABLE llI: Positions x;, qubit splittingsw;, normal modes; and by the Hamiltonian

couplingsJ;; for an ion chain of four ions in a strongly anharmonic
axial trapping potential. The gradient required to obtais talues

is 20.81 Tm. H(H) = UJOH®Uo®) - > en(®HS™
m
= > en® [HM + Hy+ HO()]  (B3)
i 1 2 3 4 m
Xoi (um) -76.9 -11.7 12.2 77.6 )
Awi/27 (MHz) -20.7 -3.2 3.3 20.9 with

vi/2r (kHz) 50.0 59.1 59.7 92.4

i, ] 12 13 14 23
Jij/2nr (Hz) 28.8 22.2 2.2 298.8

—(m) h
< S
j

HM = i Y [oreillme)iime] _nel  (Ba)

j
TABLE |V: Positions x;, qubit splittingsw;, normal modes; and
couplingsJ;; for an ion chain of four ions in a strongly anharmonic where
axial trapping potential. The gradient required to obtaiss talues

is 19.27 Tm. R
e 192rTm dm=Y (Brrss — b oy (B5)
nr=1



The last Hamiltonian is obtained exploiting the relation

déoitgre et = g2t |f the value of the phase of the driv-

ing fiefd is setto t

e value
o = 4 (86)
then
HI(_m) - —hi sz [O—Ere*i(‘”jm*mi)t — h,c,], (B7)
j

Thereby we obtain Eq_{14). We note that, in this representa-

tion, in each time step, the spjp, sees an féective magnetic
field along they-axes (see EQ.(C2)).

Appendix C: The sequence of driving pulses

We are interested in the limitin whid; — wj, | > Q| >

ol |Jjk], for j # jm. Hence we can approximate the Hamil-
tonian [14) by retaining only the resonant terms as

HO = > en(t) [H + Hy

m: Q,=0
+ > an®H™ (C1)
m: Qn#0
with
H™ = 7Qno . (C2)
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FIG. 10: (a) Gap between ground a first excited stateHgf in
Eg. [28) with four ions, in the space of parametfssy}. The red
line indicates the gap corresponding to the adiabatic tianiaf «
andb. (b) time evolution of the parametewgt) andb(t). (c) End-to-
end concurrence (thick, blue line) and fidelity with the amgtineous
ground state (thin, red line), obtained integrating thestohependent
Schradinger equation with théfective Hamiltonian in Eq[{25) with
four ions, and withhy = 27 x 0.1 kHz andr = 27rx 10 Hz. The spin-
spin couplings are reported in TabJ]1V. Although not relévfan the
present result, in order to be consistent with the resul8ecf1V, we
have set the parametgto the values defined in Eq._(24) (afdirent
value ofp3 corresponds to a rescaling of the energy an d correspond-
ingly of the duration of the protocol). The two curves are ado

where the sum over the time intervals is divided into two sumshe dashed curves of Fig. 6 (a).

over the intervals in which the driving field is o2 + 0) and
off (Qm = 0) respectively.

The evolution operator corresponding to the sequence ahen
pulses described in Sdc. 11l C can be written, using the ap-

proximate Hamiltoniar{{d1), in the form

Up = e HOst | oMt griHG At il i Dot
% e—iHl(sZi)ngAtl
(C3)
where
b < 1
@ "
Hlsing E Z O—]; - E Z J'IO-iZO—Jz
i1 ¥
H® = +Q0) | (C4)
and the total time of the sequence is
t = Aty + Aty + N6t (C5)

Now we use the relation

2(I) = e™o%e"™ = cos(2) o + sin(2) o

which reduces t& (') = o-}‘ whenl" = 7 + nr with n € Z.
Thus setting, for example,

Qot

Vs
= Z 5 (CG)

Ur = e—iHI(;)ngAtz e—iHI(SZ‘)ngAtl
(C7)
where
(X) b N X 1 X X
HY, = EZO']- - EZJM . (C8)
=1 i

Appendix D: Adiabatic preparation of theground state

A system initially in an eigenstatg(0)) of its Hamilto-
nian, follows the instantaneous eigenstgigt)), which de-
rive from the initial state by continuity, when the corresde
ing Hamiltonian is deformed adiabatically [47]. Conditifmm
the adiabatic evolution is that during the evolution thebaro
bility for the transition form the eigenstaig;(t)) to a diferent
onelyi(t)) (YK) is negligible, this can be estimated asl [47]

| IaH ot )

< 1L
Bt - Ei0]

(D1)
k=)
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It means that larger is the ftérence in energy between the a: 0 — 1.

eigenstate stafe;(t)) and all the other, more easily the adia-

batic condition can be satisfied.
In particular if initially the system is prepared in the gnolu

state then it will remain in the instantaneous ground state u

der a slow variation of some Hamiltonian parameters. This
idea can be applied to prepare the ground state of compli-
cated Hamiltonians: One can first prepare the ground state

An example of adiabatic preparation of the ground state of
the HamiltoniarHeg (1, 0) is shown in Fig_I0. The parameters
a andb are varied according to (see the curves Eig. 10 (b))

b(t) = bye™
aft) = 1-e™.

(D3)

of a suficiently simple one which is easy to prepare. Then the

Hamiltonian is adiabatically changed until approachiregfth

Initially the parameters can be varied rapidly becausedie ¢

up in the ground state of the final Hamiltonian.

atively large as depicted in Fig.J10 (a). Mgs approaches the

In our case according to the result of Sec_1Il C, we are abldarget Hamiltonian the gap reduces and correspondingly the
to generate the dynamics corresponding to the HamiltoniaMariation have to slow down. The final gap obtaineddor 1

(see Eq.[125))
Her (@) = A1) > b(®)[o +alt) o]
j

—B(t) Z Jj|otot + at) ofy|. (D2)
ij

whereg(t) is function ofa(t) as specified in EqL{24).
We want to prepare the ground stateHfx = Heg(1,0) =

—B X Jij (o-izo-]? +o-ixo-}‘). Hence we can first prepare the

ground state of a ferromagnetic Ising HamiltonidRing =
Hes (0, bo) = ﬂ(bo X o-]? - ] Ji,-o-izo-?) which simply corre-

andb = 0 and for the parameters of Fig110, is Gap- 21Hz

The curvesin Fid. 10 (c) are obtained by numerical integrati
of the Schrodinger equation with the time dependent Hamil-
tonian [D2), and are equal to the dashed curves in[Fig. 6 (a).
The red, thin line in Fid.0 (c) is the fidelity between theesta
obtained with the adiabatic evolution and the instantaseou
ground state. This curve is very close to 1 at all times intdica
ing that the system actually follows the adiabatic grouatkst
The spin-spin couplings that are used in these calculatien a
that reported in Tab.IV. The Hamiltoniaih (1, 0) with these
coupling strengths exhibits long range entanglement, ithat
strong entanglement between first and last spin. This featur
is described by the blue tick curve in Figl]10 (c), that digpla

sponds to the ferromagnetic state in which all the spins aréhe entanglement, as measured by the concurrence between

polarized along. Then the ground state ¢fyx is obtained
by the adiabatic variation of the parametefby : 1 — 0 and

first and last spins. As expected, at large time the end spins
are strongly entangled.
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