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Super conducting qubits can be coupled and addressed as trapped ions
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We propose a scalable circuit with superconducting quisi&@s) which is essentially the same as the suc-
cessful one now being used for trapped ions. The SCQs actagepéd ions” and are coupled to a “vibrating”
mode provided by a superconducting LC circuit—the data Bl (Each SCQ can be separately addressed by
an applied time-dependent magnetic flux (TDMF). Singleigudtations and qubit-DB couplings/decouplings
are controlled by the frequencies of the TDMFs. Thus, qqgbltit interactions, mediated by the DB, can be
selectively performed. The implementation of logic gated the transfer of information using this circuit are
also investigated.

PACS numbers: 03.67.Lx, 74.50.+r, 85.25.Cp

Introduction.— Superconducting quantum circuits with cies) of the DB and qubits araways fixed but the qubit-
Josephson junctions are currently studied for their pa@knt DB couplingscan be convenientlgontrolled by changing
applications in quantum information processing. Expenitae the frequenciesf the applied time-dependent magnetic fluxes
have been performed using chargelll, 2], flux [3], phase [4](TDMFs). Our controllable coupling mechanism is also dif-
and charge-flux.|5] superconducting qubits (SCQs). Quanterent from the recent one in Ref. [16] although, in both pro-
tum coherent oscillations and conditional gate operatiave  posals, the TDMFs are used to assist the coupling and decou-
been demonstrated using two coupled superconductingehargling. There, the uncoupled qubits are coupled through the
qubits [6]. For a circuit with two coupled flux qubits, speetr dressed states formed by the TDMFs and the qubit. Here,
scopic measurements show that it acts as a quantum mechahe coupling is realized by compensating the qubit-DB eperg
ical four-level system([7]. Further, entangled macroscopi difference using selected frequencies of the TDMFs on the
guantum states have been experimentally verified in coupledubits. Our proposal can be essentially reduced to the one
flux [8], and phase [9, 10, 11] qubits. used for trapped ions [17], which means that the SQCs can

A major challenge for SCQs is how to design an experi-P€ coupled and separately addressed similarly to trapmed io
mentally realizable circuit where the couplings for diiet 1 NiS is very significant because trapped idns (17, 18] are fur
qubits can be selectively switched on and off, and then dcalether ahead, along the quantum computing Roadmap, of other
up to many qubits. Current experimerlts[[6[17[18._9,[10, 11]aubits. _ . _ o
with always-on interbit couplingsmake circuits difficult to Model.—We consider flux qubits (using a loop with either
scale up. Theoretical proposals (e.g., Réfs. [12[18[ip, 15three junctions 3] or one junction [19]). Without loss ofrge
have been put forward to selectively couple any pair of gubit erality, the simplest _cwcwt is considered, as sh(_)wn_ in IElg
through a common data bus (DB). Some proposals (e.gyyhere two f_qu_qub|ts are coupled to an LC circuit (acting
Refs. [12,[18]) only involve virtual excitations of the DB @S @& DB) with inductancé. and capacitance’. The mu-
modes, while in others (e.g., Ref5.|[14] 15]), the DB modedual md_uctance between thdj qubit and. the LC circuit is
need to be excited. In the former casel [12, 13], the effectivé . with I = 1, 2. The applied magnetic flu®(") through
qubit couplings can be switched on and off by changing thdhe Ith qubit loop is assumed to include a static (or dc) mag-
magnetic flux through the circuit. In practice, the switdeab netic flux®!” and a time-dependent magnetic flux (TDMF)
coupling means that the sudden switching time of the magebgl)(t) =4 cos(wgl)t), with real amplitude4; and frequency
netic flux through the loop should be less thahE; (here, " Thus the Hamiltonian can be written as
Ej is the single-quibt Josephson energy). This is a challenge ) , , )
for current experiments. In the later casel [14, 15], the qubi _ Q" o 7))
and the DB are required to have the same (resonant) eigenfre- H= ; Hi+ 2C + 2L + ; TMEL, @)
guencies when they are coupled. When one of their frequen-
cies is suddenly changed, such that the qubit and the DB havehere the mutual indyctance between the two qubits has been
a large detuning (i.e., the non-resonant regime), theg,ahe  Neglected. The variablé and ¢ = IL are the current
decoupled. However, the non-adiabatic change of the eiger?-nd magnetic flux through the LC circuit. We first consider
frequencies introduces more noise and makes the qubitend t& three-junction qubit; thus the Hamiltonid#, in Eq. {)

DB unstable during the fast quantum computing operations. should [2D] beH;, = Y7 (@o/2m)[(@oC}) /m)(5\")? —

l l . . .
We now propose a different approach to realize scalablds; cos¢."], after neglecting the qubit self-inductance and

SCQs. Here, the individual properties (e.g., eigenfrequenconstant termafé?%/%. Each junction in thdth qubit
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has a capacitanc@}?, phase droppl(.l), and supercurrent @ —X % b) X X

1 = 18 sin 'Y with critical currentI{. The loop cur- g P00 ok @0 wf T LR
rent of thelth qubitis1® = C; 3, (18 /C{)) sin oV, where \:pe(\l)/ ®: i &2
ot = Zi(C’ﬁ))*l, with the conventiorC}Q = aC}ll) = o X XM(Z) M® M@

ozC’§Q, anda < 1. The LC circuit can be treated as a harmonic

L L
oscillator with its creation’ = (wC¢—iQ)/v/2hwC and an- ! ! Y
nihilationa = (wC¢+1iQ)/v2hwC operators corresponding C c

to the frequencyw = 1/v/ LC. Considering the TDMF, the

phase constramt Cond't'on(';)zn through thtie qubitloop be- o 1. o516r online) Thath flux qubit with three junctions in (a)
comesy i, o +2m[f+(Pe’(t))/Po] = Owiththe reduced  or one junction in (b) is coupled to a LC circuit by the mutuadiic-
bias fluxf = (@gl) — M(Z)I)/cl)o, here the biag includes the tanceM (¥ (1=1,2). An externally applied magnetic flux through the
flux M(l)[, produced by the LC circuit. Thus, in the qubit Ith qubit includes a static (or dc) paeﬁé” and the time-dependent

basis, the Hamiltonian in EQ(1) becomes part@é”(t). The currents through the first, the second qubits, and
LC circuit areI™", 1® | and T respectively. The two different ex-

= 2 y ternal microwave field$_" (t) can be used to control the couplings
H = - Z wle)agl) + hwa'a + Z Hi(nt between the LC circuit and the different qubits. The bottoghdir-
2 =1 =1 cuit can be replaced either by a transmission line resormatby a
2 loop with one junction (which acts as an inductance and hapac:
+ Y (o +he) (e £ he) (2) ftance).
=1
2 )
l —tw .. . . g
— (' +a) Z(QZO’(_) +he)(e™™ " +he), dition A; = w{) — w > |G| is satisfied, e.g|Gy|/A; < 1.
=1 Therefore, the qubit-DB always-on interaction terms dedot

where the constant terms have been neglected, the Pauli o " ¢ h s ¢ i
. A a a sthe same form as the one used for quantum computing
erators of theilt)h qubit are defined as..” = ler)(qi], o= = with trapped ionsin the Lamb-Dicke limit|[17] 18]. Here,

|g1)(er], ando=” = [er)(er| — g1)(g:|. The computational ba-  he SCQs act as “trapped ions” and are coupled to a common
sis states of théth qubit are defined [21. 2], fabl” (1) =0,  “vibrating” mode formed by the LC circuit. Each SCQ can be
by two lowest eigenstates); = |g;) and|1); = |e;) of the  separately addressed by the TDMF.

Hamiltonian H, with the two independent variables,’ = Analogous to the case of trapped ions, three-types of dy-
(P + o) /2andel) = (o) — ) /2. The firsttwo terms  namical evolutions can be produced by using fleguency-

in Eq. ) denote the free Hamiltonians of both qubits and thenatching(resonant) condition: i) it = wél), the qubit and

LC circuit; wg ' is the transition frequency between two basisthe DB evolve independently. The external fis () is only
states of théth qubit. The always-on interaction Hamiltonian ysed to separately address ttrequbit rotations. These rota-
Hi(éi between theth qubit and the DB in the third term of {jons are governed by the Hamiltoni#@” = N0 + h.c.,

Eq. @) is i(rfz = h(a" + a)(G; o 4 h.c) with the coupling  in the interaction picture (IP) and using the rotating-wape
constants; = CM O \/hw /2L (eI |g), whereI{" isthe  proximation (RWA) (also for theH\" and H," shown be-
loop current of théth qubit with@él)(t) — 0. The fourth term !ow). This is the“so—called “carrier_proces_,s" in the trapped
represents the interaction between titiequbit and its TDMF  ions approach. i) If the frequencies satisfy the condition
with the interaction strength, = A, (e;|1"|g;)/2, hereI}) w) = wi —w,then thep(" (¢) assists théth qubit to couple

is the supercurrent of the third junction in thth qubit loop ~ fesonantly with the DB. This is the “red sideband” excitatio
when®{” () = 0. The fifth term is the controllable nonlin- governed by the Hamiltoniaf" = @ af 0¥ + h.c.. il

ear interaction among: thHéh qubit, the DB, and the TDMF; When the frequencies satisfy the conditiof) = w,gl) +w, it

EyHi(rfi can be neglected [11]. Thus, the Hamiltoni@n (2) now
a

with coupling strengttf), = B(e,| E'Y (o) |g;) andB =  is the so-called “blue sideband” excitation: thk qubit and
(AZM(Z)CZ/QC‘%))(gﬁ/%y Vhw/2L, where E}?(wg)) is the DB are coupled by the HamiltoniaH}fl) = Qac +hec.
the Josephson energy of the third junction offhequbit with It is clear that the qubit-DB coupling (or decoupling) can
tI)él)(t) =0. be controlled by appropriately selecting the frequengf/ of

Realization of switchable qubit-DB interaction.€om- q;il)(t) to match the abovizequencycondition, not by chang-
paring the Hamiltonian[{2) with the one used in trappeding the eigenfrequency of the qubit or the DB. The properties
ions [17/18], we find that there are extra terH‘;%g inourpro-  (e.g., eigenfrequency) of the qubits and the DBfaxedwhen
posal for the superconducting circuit. However, when tine ci processing either the resonant coupling or the non-resonan
cuitis initially fabricated, the detuning between the dsilaind  decoupling. Also it is unnecessary to change the fiign-
the DB can be chosen to be sufficiently large such that the corsity through the qubit loop with a fast sweep rate. Tmndy



requirement in our proposalie changem,(f).

Single- and two-qubit gates.+or theith qubit, the car-
rier process described by the Hamiltoni&y’ can be used to 1A O] @420 0“0 000 |00 o«wo
perform the following single-qubit operatidi'” (a;, ¢;) W A °“’ o8 |1 o '(2’ "
exp[—ial(e_i‘mag) + ei‘z’laﬁ))]. Here,ay = |\;|7 depends
on the Rabi frequencly\;|/h and durationr; ¢; is related to
the phase of the TDMF applied to tlith qubit. For exam- | ,
ple, the phases; = 0 and¢;, = 37 /2 correspond to théh c
qubit rotationng(f)(al) andR@(f) (aq), about ther andy axis,
respectively. Thus, any single-qubit operation can be émpl

i 0 (1) ; ;
mented by a series di,*(a;) and (a1 operations with The information transfer among the two circuits is medidigdhe

well-chosen different angles;. middle superconducting loop with one junction. Even thosesh
Two-qubit gates can be obtained using two qubits interactree qubits are shown in one circuit, however, the numbebfts
ing sequentially with their DB as in Ref._[17]. There, the in each circuit can be much large.

controlled phase-flip and the controlled-NOT gates can be ob
tained by three and five steps, respectively. Here, we only
discuss the difference between our proposal and the one us
for trapped ions. In our circuit, the ratids;|/A; cannot be
infinitely small. Then, the effect of the uncontrollable dub

DB interactionH/\”) needs to be considered by the effective

int

Hamiltonian [23]

FIG. 2: (Color online) Two LC circuits with three junctiong@h.

%92, then the LC circuit is in the vacuum stde and a maxi-
mally entangled state between two qubits can be generated as
[WH)1a = [le)]ga) + [91)le2)]/ V2.

Using the three-qubit circuit shown on the left part of Elg. 2
let us discuss how an unknown state = 31|g1) + Bzle1) in
the first qubit can be transferred to the third one. We now con-
sider the standard teleportation procedure: i) a maxingadly
tangled staté¥ )3 = [le2)|gs) + |g2)|es)]/v/2 between the

G 2
He(l) = h%”el}(eﬂ aa’ —

l9){g] a'a] , 3)

when thelth qubit is not addressed by the TDMF. After in-
cluding this effect, three pulses (successively applieth&o
first, second, and first qubits) with durations 7, and s
(used to perform a controlled phase-flip gate in Rel. [17]) wi
result in a two-qubit gat&y,,,. This can be expressed as

1 0 0 0
| 0 exp(—ib) 0 0
Uo = | 0 exp(ify) 0 (4)
0 0 0 —exp(—if3)

in the two-qubit basig |g1)(g2), [g1)le2), |e1)|g2), |e1)|e2)}
where 01 2|G2|27'1/A2, 02 (|G2|27'1/A2) +
(IG1P2/Ar), and 3 = (3|Gal*m1/A2) + (IG1[*T2/AL).
This shows thal/,, is a controlled phase-flip gate for all

|Gi]/A; ~ 0. Moreover, any quantum operation can also

be realized by combining the two-qubit gdte,, with other
single-qubit operations.

Entanglement and state transferWe now consider two
different external fields satisfying frequency-matchiran<
ditions, e.g.,

second and third qubits is prepared by using the same method
outlined above; ii) a CNOT gatHéll\?z)T is implemented for

the first and second qubits (here, the second one is the tar-
get); iii) a Hadmard gate is implemented on the first one; iv)
simultaneous measurements, which can be done now in the
superconducting circuits [11], are performed on the firgt an
the second qubits. The four different measured reultss),

le1, g2), |91, e2), and|g1, g2), correspond to the output states

in the third qubit agy(e1, e2)), [¥(e1, g2)), [¥(g1,e2)), and
[¥(g1,g2)). It can be easily found that the original state in the
first one can be transferred to the third one when the measured
result for the first and second qubitslé:s e2> However, ap-
propriate gates, e.gzt>’, 0¥, ando P o?, need to be per-
formed on the other three output states mentioned above. Af-
terwards, the statg)), can be transferred to the third qubit.
The teleported states can be exactly known by virtue of the
tomographic measurements on the output anes [24].

Experimentally accessible parametersWe now analyze:
(i) the always-on qubit-DB coupling’; o (e,|I3"|g.), (ii)

red sideband excitation, which are simultathe TDMF driving Rabi frequency\; o (e|sin(2¢, +

neously applied to the first two qubits in the left part of 27f)|g:), and (iii) the TDMF-controlled qubit-DB coupling

Fig.[2. Then in the IP and the RWA, the interaction Hamil-
tonian [2), between the LC circuit and the two qubits, i
Hy 7 (Qafo_ + h.e). For simplicity, the cou-

Q x (er|cos(2¢p, + 27f)|gr). In the single-qubit analy-

isSis [22], it is known that the qubit potential is symmetric at

the degeneracy poinf = 1/2, corresponding to well de-

pling strengths between the LC circuit and different qubitsfined parities. A non-zerd; shows[22] that the qubit ground

are assumed to be identical, e.; = Q = [Qe .
If the LC circuit is initially prepared in the first excited
state|1), then the wave-function¥(¢)) of the whole sys-
tem can be written a$¥(t)) = cos(v201)|g1)]g2)[1) —
ie" sin(v/201)[e1) |g2)[0) + lg1)|e2)|0)]. Whenv/2Qt/h =

and excited states have opposite paritieg at 1/2. How-

ever, cos(2¢, + 2mf) and the qubit loop currenlrél) have
even and odd parities, respectively, whén= 1/2. Then
Q; = 0 at the degeneracy point. In practiée, = 0 can be
avoided by slightly shifting® away from the degeneracy point
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1/2. The controlled phase-flip gate also requires a transitiofjunction superconducting circuit, the TDMF, used to cohtro
from the ground state to the second excited state (an agyxilia the qubit-DB interaction, can be applied through the DB loop
level) [17]. It means that the bias flukshould bel[22] near instead of applying it to the qubits. In this case, all qubits

the degeneracy point, byt~ 1/2. can work at their optimal points. iii) The TDMF can also be
For an experimentally accessible loop [3] currend.5 A, ysed to control[29] the qux—_qux coupling through the mutual
the qubit frequency can be calculated (22, 25] te¥jé/2r =  inductance for recent experiments[7, 8].

v~ 4 GHz and the Rabi frequency/h ~ v /10, near We thank J.Q. You, Y. Nakamura, Y.A. Pashkin, O.

the degeneracy point_ If the current through the LC circuit i AStaﬁeV, and K. Harrabi for their helpful discussions. This
of the same order as for the qubit, and the mutual inductance¥ork was supported in part by the NSA and ARDA under
between the qubits and the DB arepH, then the strengths AFOSR contract No. F49620-02-1-0334, and by the NSF
G, and{); are around300 MHz. The frequency differences grantNo. EIA-0130383.
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then|G;/A,;| is about0.3 to 0.03. Therefore, the phase cor-

rectionsd;, induced by the LC circuit, in Eq[(4) should be

considered by using EQJ(3) for those qubits wit? (1) = 0. [1] Y. Nakamuraet al, Nature,398, 786 (1999); K.W. Lehnerét
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