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Superconducting qubits can be coupled and addressed as trapped ions
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We propose a scalable circuit with superconducting qubits (SCQs) which is essentially the same as the suc-
cessful one now being used for trapped ions. The SCQs act as “trapped ions” and are coupled to a “vibrating”
mode provided by a superconducting LC circuit—the data bus (DB). Each SCQ can be separately addressed by
an applied time-dependent magnetic flux (TDMF). Single-qubit rotations and qubit-DB couplings/decouplings
are controlled by the frequencies of the TDMFs. Thus, qubit-qubit interactions, mediated by the DB, can be
selectively performed. The implementation of logic gates and 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
Josephson junctions are currently studied for their potential
applications in quantum information processing. Experiments
have been performed using charge [1, 2], flux [3], phase [4],
and charge-flux [5] superconducting qubits (SCQs). Quan-
tum coherent oscillations and conditional gate operationshave
been demonstrated using two coupled superconducting charge
qubits [6]. For a circuit with two coupled flux qubits, spectro-
scopic measurements show that it acts as a quantum mechan-
ical four-level system [7]. Further, entangled macroscopic
quantum states have been experimentally verified in coupled
flux [8], and phase [9, 10, 11] qubits.

A major challenge for SCQs is how to design an experi-
mentally realizable circuit where the couplings for different
qubits can be selectively switched on and off, and then scaled
up to many qubits. Current experiments [6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11],
with always-on interbit couplings, make circuits difficult to
scale up. Theoretical proposals (e.g., Refs. [12, 13, 14, 15])
have been put forward to selectively couple any pair of qubits
through a common data bus (DB). Some proposals (e.g.,
Refs. [12, 13]) only involve virtual excitations of the DB
modes, while in others (e.g., Refs. [14, 15]), the DB modes
need to be excited. In the former case [12, 13], the effective
qubit couplings can be switched on and off by changing the
magnetic flux through the circuit. In practice, the switchable
coupling means that the sudden switching time of the mag-
netic flux through the loop should be less thanh/EJ (here,
EJ is the single-quibt Josephson energy). This is a challenge
for current experiments. In the later case [14, 15], the qubit
and the DB are required to have the same (resonant) eigenfre-
quencies when they are coupled. When one of their frequen-
cies is suddenly changed, such that the qubit and the DB have
a large detuning (i.e., the non-resonant regime), then, they are
decoupled. However, the non-adiabatic change of the eigen-
frequencies introduces more noise and makes the qubit and the
DB unstable during the fast quantum computing operations.

We now propose a different approach to realize scalable
SCQs. Here, the individual properties (e.g., eigenfrequen-

cies) of the DB and qubits arealways fixed, but the qubit-
DB couplingscan be convenientlycontrolled by changing
the frequenciesof the applied time-dependent magnetic fluxes
(TDMFs). Our controllable coupling mechanism is also dif-
ferent from the recent one in Ref. [16] although, in both pro-
posals, the TDMFs are used to assist the coupling and decou-
pling. There, the uncoupled qubits are coupled through the
dressed states formed by the TDMFs and the qubit. Here,
the coupling is realized by compensating the qubit-DB energy
difference using selected frequencies of the TDMFs on the
qubits. Our proposal can be essentially reduced to the one
used for trapped ions [17], which means that the SQCs can
be coupled and separately addressed similarly to trapped ions.
This is very significant because trapped ions [17, 18] are fur-
ther ahead, along the quantum computing Roadmap, of other
qubits.

Model.—We consider flux qubits (using a loop with either
three junctions [3] or one junction [19]). Without loss of gen-
erality, the simplest circuit is considered, as shown in Fig. 1,
where two flux qubits are coupled to an LC circuit (acting
as a DB) with inductanceL and capacitanceC. The mu-
tual inductance between thelth qubit and the LC circuit is
M (l), with l = 1, 2. The applied magnetic fluxΦ(l) through
the lth qubit loop is assumed to include a static (or dc) mag-
netic fluxΦ(l)

e and a time-dependent magnetic flux (TDMF)
Φ

(l)
e (t) = Al cos(ω

(l)
c t), with real amplitudeAl and frequency

ω
(l)
c . Thus the Hamiltonian can be written as

H =
2

∑

l=1

Hl +
Q2

2C
+
φ2

2L
+

2
∑

l=1

IM (l)I(l) , (1)

where the mutual inductance between the two qubits has been
neglected. The variableI and φ = IL are the current
and magnetic flux through the LC circuit. We first consider
a three-junction qubit; thus the HamiltonianHl in Eq. (1)
should [20] beHl =

∑3
i=1(Φ0/2π)[(Φ0C

(l)
Ji /π)(ϕ̇

(l)
i )2 −

I
(l)
0i cosϕ

(l)
i ], after neglecting the qubit self-inductance and

constant termsI(l)0i Φ0/2π. Each junction in thelth qubit
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has a capacitanceC(l)
Ji , phase dropϕ(l)

i , and supercurrent

I
(l)
i = I

(l)
0i sinϕ

(l)
i with critical currentI(l)0i . The loop cur-

rent of thelth qubit isI(l) = Cl

∑

i(I
(l)
0i /C

(l)
Ji ) sinϕ

(l)
i , where

C−1
l =

∑

i(C
(l)
Ji )

−1, with the conventionC(l)
J3 = αC

(l)
J1 =

αC
(l)
J2 , andα < 1. The LC circuit can be treated as a harmonic

oscillator with its creationa† = (ωCφ−iQ)/
√
2~ωC and an-

nihilationa = (ωCφ+ iQ)/
√
2~ωC operators corresponding

to the frequencyω = 1/
√
LC. Considering the TDMF, the

phase constraint condition [21] through thelth qubit loop be-
comes

∑3
i=1 ϕ

(l)
i +2π[f+(Φ

(l)
e (t))/Φ0] = 0with the reduced

bias fluxf = (Φ
(l)
e −M (l)I)/Φ0, here the biasf includes the

flux M (l)I, produced by the LC circuit. Thus, in the qubit
basis, the Hamiltonian in Eq. (1) becomes

H =
~

2

2
∑

l=1

ω(l)
q σ(l)

z + ~ωa†a+

2
∑

l=1

H
(l)
int

+
2

∑

l=1

(λlσ
(l)
− + h.c.)(e−iω(l)

c
t + h.c.) (2)

− (a† + a)
2

∑

l=1

(Ωlσ
(l)
− + h.c.)(e−iω(l)

c
t + h.c.) ,

where the constant terms have been neglected, the Pauli op-
erators of thelth qubit are defined asσ(l)

+ = |el〉〈gl|, σ(l)
− =

|gl〉〈el|, andσ(l)
z = |el〉〈el| − |gl〉〈gl|. The computational ba-

sis states of thelth qubit are defined [21, 22], forΦ(l)
e (t) = 0,

by two lowest eigenstates|0〉l = |gl〉 and |1〉l = |el〉 of the

HamiltonianHl with the two independent variablesϕ(l)
p =

(ϕ
(l)
1 +ϕ

(l)
2 )/2 andϕ(l)

m = (ϕ
(l)
1 −ϕ(l)

2 )/2. The first two terms
in Eq. (2) denote the free Hamiltonians of both qubits and the
LC circuit; ω(l)

q is the transition frequency between two basis
states of thelth qubit. The always-on interaction Hamiltonian
H

(l)
int between thelth qubit and the DB in the third term of

Eq. (2) isH(l)
int = ~(a† + a)(Gl σ

(l)
− + h.c) with the coupling

constantGl = CM (l)
√

~ω/2L 〈el|I(l)0 |gl〉, whereI(l)0 is the

loop current of thelth qubit withΦ(l)
e (t) = 0. The fourth term

represents the interaction between thelth qubit and its TDMF
with the interaction strengthλl = Al〈el|I(l)3 |gl〉/2, hereI(l)3

is the supercurrent of the third junction in thelth qubit loop
whenΦ(l)

e (t) = 0. The fifth term is the controllable nonlin-
ear interaction among: thelth qubit, the DB, and the TDMF;
with coupling strengthΩl = B〈el| E(l)

J3 (ϕ
(l)
3 ) |gl〉 andB =

(AlM
(l)Cl/2C

(l)
J3 )(2π/Φ0)

2
√

~ω/2L, where E(l)
J3 (ϕ

(l)
3 ) is

the Josephson energy of the third junction of thelth qubit with
Φ

(l)
e (t) = 0.
Realization of switchable qubit-DB interaction.—Com-

paring the Hamiltonian (2) with the one used in trapped
ions [17, 18], we find that there are extra termsH

(l)
int in our pro-

posal for the superconducting circuit. However, when the cir-
cuit is initially fabricated, the detuning between the qubits and
the DB can be chosen to be sufficiently large such that the con-

C

LΙ

Φe
(1)

Φ(1)
e(t)

I(1)

Φe
(2)

Φ(2)
e(t)

I(2)

M(1) M(2)

C

LΙ

Φe
(1)

Φ(1)
e(t)

I(1)

Φe
(2)

Φ(2)
e(t)

I(2)

M(1)
M(2)

(a) (b)

FIG. 1: (Color online) Thelth flux qubit with three junctions in (a)
or one junction in (b) is coupled to a LC circuit by the mutual induc-
tanceM (l) (l=1,2). An externally applied magnetic flux through the
lth qubit includes a static (or dc) partΦ(l)

e and the time-dependent
partΦ(l)

e (t). The currents through the first, the second qubits, and
LC circuit areI(1), I(2), andI respectively. The two different ex-
ternal microwave fieldsΦ(l)

e (t) can be used to control the couplings
between the LC circuit and the different qubits. The bottom LC cir-
cuit can be replaced either by a transmission line resonatoror by a
loop with one junction (which acts as an inductance and has a capac-
itance).

dition ∆l = ω
(l)
q − ω ≫ |Gl| is satisfied, e.g.,|Gl|/∆l ≪ 1.

Therefore, the qubit-DB always-on interaction terms denoted
byH(l)

int can be neglected [11]. Thus, the Hamiltonian (2) now
has the same form as the one used for quantum computing
with trapped ions, in the Lamb-Dicke limit [17, 18]. Here,
the SCQs act as “trapped ions” and are coupled to a common
“vibrating” mode formed by the LC circuit. Each SCQ can be
separately addressed by the TDMF.

Analogous to the case of trapped ions, three-types of dy-
namical evolutions can be produced by using thefrequency-
matching(resonant) condition: i) ifω(l)

c = ω
(l)
q , the qubit and

the DB evolve independently. The external fluxΦ
(l)
e (t) is only

used to separately address thelth qubit rotations. These rota-
tions are governed by the HamiltonianH(l)

c = λlσ
(l)
− + h.c.,

in the interaction picture (IP) and using the rotating-waveap-
proximation (RWA) (also for theH(l)

r andH(l)
b shown be-

low). This is the so-called “carrier process” in the trapped
ions approach. ii) If the frequencies satisfy the condition
ω
(l)
c = ω

(l)
q −ω, then theΦ(l)

e (t) assists thelth qubit to couple
resonantly with the DB. This is the “red sideband” excitation,
governed by the HamiltonianH(l)

r = Ωl a
† σ

(l)
− + h.c.. iii)

When the frequencies satisfy the conditionω(l)
c = ω

(l)
q +ω, it

is the so-called “blue sideband” excitation: thelth qubit and
the DB are coupled by the HamiltonianH(l)

b = Ωlaσ
(l)
− +h.c..

It is clear that the qubit-DB coupling (or decoupling) can
be controlled by appropriately selecting the frequencyω

(l)
c of

Φ
(l)
e (t) to match the abovefrequencycondition, not by chang-

ing the eigenfrequency of the qubit or the DB. The properties
(e.g., eigenfrequency) of the qubits and the DB arefixedwhen
processing either the resonant coupling or the non-resonant
decoupling. Also it is unnecessary to change the fluxinten-
sity through the qubit loop with a fast sweep rate. Theonly
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requirement in our proposal isto changeω(l)
c .

Single- and two-qubit gates.—For thelth qubit, the car-
rier process described by the HamiltonianH(l)

c can be used to
perform the following single-qubit operationU (l)

c (αl, φl) =

exp[−iαl(e
−iφlσ

(l)
− + eiφlσ

(l)
+ )]. Here,αl = |λl|τ depends

on the Rabi frequency|λl|/~ and durationτ ; φl is related to
the phase of the TDMF applied to thelth qubit. For exam-
ple, the phasesφl = 0 andφl = 3π/2 correspond to thelth

qubit rotationsR(l)
x (αl) andR(l)

y (αl), about thex andy axis,
respectively. Thus, any single-qubit operation can be imple-
mented by a series ofR(l)

x (αl) andR(l)
y (αl) operations with

well-chosen different anglesαl.
Two-qubit gates can be obtained using two qubits interact-

ing sequentially with their DB as in Ref. [17]. There, the
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 used
for trapped ions. In our circuit, the ratio|Gl|/∆l cannot be
infinitely small. Then, the effect of the uncontrollable qubit-
DB interactionH(l)

int needs to be considered by the effective
Hamiltonian [23]

H(l)
e = ~

|Gl|2
∆l

[|el〉〈el| aa† − |gl〉〈gl| a†a] , (3)

when thelth qubit is not addressed by the TDMF. After in-
cluding this effect, three pulses (successively applied tothe
first, second, and first qubits) with durationsτ1, τ2, andτ3
(used to perform a controlled phase-flip gate in Ref. [17]) will
result in a two-qubit gateUtwo. This can be expressed as

Utwo =









1 0 0 0
0 exp(−iθ1) 0 0
0 0 exp(iθ2) 0
0 0 0 − exp(−iθ3)









(4)

in the two-qubit basis{|g1〉|g2〉, |g1〉|e2〉, |e1〉|g2〉, |e1〉|e2〉}
where θ1 = 2|G2|2τ1/∆2, θ2 = (|G2|2τ1/∆2) +
(|G1|2τ2/∆1), andθ3 = (3|G2|2τ1/∆2) + (|G1|2τ2/∆1).
This shows thatUtwo is a controlled phase-flip gate for all
|Gl|/∆l ∼ 0. Moreover, any quantum operation can also
be realized by combining the two-qubit gateUtwo with other
single-qubit operations.

Entanglement and state transfer.—We now consider two
different external fields satisfying frequency-matching con-
ditions, e.g., red sideband excitation, which are simulta-
neously applied to the first two qubits in the left part of
Fig. 2. Then in the IP and the RWA, the interaction Hamil-
tonian (2), between the LC circuit and the two qubits, is
H1 =

∑2
l=1(Ωa

†σ− + h.c.). For simplicity, the cou-
pling strengths between the LC circuit and different qubits
are assumed to be identical, e.g.,Ω1 = Ω2 = |Ω|e−iθ.
If the LC circuit is initially prepared in the first excited
state |1〉, then the wave-function|Ψ(t)〉 of the whole sys-
tem can be written as|Ψ(t)〉 = cos(

√
2Ωt)|g1〉|g2〉|1〉 −

ieiθ sin(
√
2Ωt)[|e1〉|g2〉|0〉+ |g1〉|e2〉|0〉]. When

√
2Ω t/~ =

C0

L
Ι

Φe
(2)

Φe
(2)(t)

I(2)

Μ(2)

I(1)

Φe
(1)

Φe
(1)(t)

Μ(1)

Φe
(3)

Φe
(3)(t)

I(3)

Μ(3)

Φ

C0

L
Ι

Φe
(2)

Φe
(2)(t)

I(2)

Μ(2)

I(1)

Φe
(1)

Φe
(1)(t)

Μ(1)

Φe
(3)

Φe
(3)(t)

I(3)

Μ(3)

FIG. 2: (Color online) Two LC circuits with three junctions each.
The information transfer among the two circuits is mediatedby the
middle superconducting loop with one junction. Even those here,
three qubits are shown in one circuit, however, the number ofqubits
in each circuit can be much large.

π/2, then the LC circuit is in the vacuum state|0〉 and a maxi-
mally entangled state between two qubits can be generated as
|Ψ+〉12 = [|e1〉|g2〉+ |g1〉|e2〉]/

√
2.

Using the three-qubit circuit shown on the left part of Fig. 2,
let us discuss how an unknown state|ψ〉 = β1|g1〉+ β2|e1〉 in
the first qubit can be transferred to the third one. We now con-
sider the standard teleportation procedure: i) a maximallyen-
tangled state|Ψ+〉23 = [|e2〉|g3〉+ |g2〉|e3〉]/

√
2 between the

second and third qubits is prepared by using the same method
outlined above; ii) a CNOT gateU (12)

CNOT 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 first and
the second qubits. The four different measured results|e1, e2〉,
|e1, g2〉, |g1, e2〉, and|g1, g2〉, correspond to the output states
in the third qubit as|ψ(e1, e2)〉, |ψ(e1, g2)〉, |ψ(g1, e2)〉, and
|ψ(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 qubits is|e1, e2〉. However, ap-

propriate gates, e.g.,σ(3)
x , σ(3)

z , andσ(3)
z σ

(3)
x , need to be per-

formed on the other three output states mentioned above. Af-
terwards, the state|ψ〉1 can be transferred to the third qubit.
The teleported states can be exactly known by virtue of the
tomographic measurements on the output ones [24].

Experimentally accessible parameters.—We now analyze:
(i) the always-on qubit-DB couplingGl ∝ 〈el|I(l)0 |gl〉, (ii)
the TDMF driving Rabi frequencyλl ∝ 〈el| sin(2ϕp +
2πf)|gl〉, and (iii) the TDMF-controlled qubit-DB coupling
Ωl ∝ 〈el| cos(2ϕp + 2πf)|gl〉. In the single-qubit analy-
sis [22], it is known that the qubit potential is symmetric at
the degeneracy pointf = 1/2, corresponding to well de-
fined parities. A non-zeroλl shows [22] that the qubit ground
and excited states have opposite parities atf = 1/2. How-

ever, cos(2ϕp + 2πf) and the qubit loop currentI(l)0 have
even and odd parities, respectively, whenf = 1/2. Then
Ωl = 0 at the degeneracy point. In practice,Ωl = 0 can be
avoided by slightly shiftingf away from the degeneracy point
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1/2. The controlled phase-flip gate also requires a transition
from the ground state to the second excited state (an auxiliary
level) [17]. It means that the bias fluxf should be [22] near
the degeneracy point, butf 6= 1/2.

For an experimentally accessible loop [3] current∼ 0.5µA,
the qubit frequency can be calculated [22, 25] to beΩ

(l)
q /2π =

ν
(l)
q ∼ 4 GHz and the Rabi frequencyλl/h ∼ ν

(l)
q /10, near

the degeneracy point. If the current through the LC circuit is
of the same order as for the qubit, and the mutual inductances
between the qubits and the DB are∼ pH, then the strengths
Gl andΩl are around300 MHz. The frequency differences
between the qubits and the DB are usually about1 to 10 GHz,
then|Gl/∆l| is about0.3 to 0.03. Therefore, the phase cor-
rectionsθi, induced by the LC circuit, in Eq. (4) should be
considered by using Eq. (3) for those qubits withΦ

(l)
e (t) = 0.

For the LC circuit, if its capacitanceC and inductanceL
are assumed as∼ 10 fF and∼ 10 nH, respectively, then the
LC circuit plasma frequency can be∼ 10 GHz. The linear
dimension for the LC circuit can be. 1 cm. The estimated
distance for negligible mutual inductance between two near-
est qubits is∼ 200µm, then one DB can approximately in-
teract with∼ 40 qubits. Of course, the largerL of the LC
circuit can have larger linear dimension, e.g.,L ∼ 100 nH,
and then more qubits, here about400, can interact with the
LC circuit. In practice, the superpositions of the ground and
excited states for an LC circuit decay on a time scale given by
1/RC, hereR is the residual resistance of the circuit and its
radiation losses. The larger LC circuit corresponds to a larger
stray capacitance and resistance, and thus also corresponds to
a shorter lifetime of the DB. For flux qubits, the dephasing
time [26] isτϕ ≈ 4µs near the optimal point, which in princi-
ple should allow the information to be transferred more than
one hundred qubits. Ifτϕ can reach the estimated20µs (as
in Ref. [27]), then the quantum information processing can be
demonstrated using our circuit.

Conclusions.—We propose a scalable circuit with the
SCQs coupled to a DB (an LC circuit), which can be operated
similarly to trapped ions. In contrast to previous proposals
(e.g., [12, 13, 14, 15]), the qubit-DB couplings/decouplings
are controlledneitherby changing the magnetic flux through
the loopnor by changing the eigenfrequencies of the qubits
(or the DB). They areonly controlled via thefrequenciesof
TDMFs. This is much easier to achieve in principle. In prin-
ciple, the DB can couple tens of qubits. In order to further ex-
tend the scalability, we can use superconducting loops (each
with one junction) to mediate and couple different circuitsas
shown in Fig. 2. We use three-junction flux qubits as an ex-
ample to discuss our proposal; however, this method can be
applied to other types of qubits, e.g., charge-flux [5], one-
junction flux qubits [19]. Different from the three-junction
ones, our proposal works well for these qubits [5, 19] at their
optimal points [28].

We emphasize that: i) the LC circuit can be replaced by a
transmission line resonator, or a superconducting circuitwith
one junction, or other similar elements. ii) If the DB is a one-

junction superconducting circuit, the TDMF, used to control
the qubit-DB interaction, can be applied through the DB loop
instead of applying it to the qubits. In this case, all qubits
can work at their optimal points. iii) The TDMF can also be
used to control [29] the flux-flux coupling through the mutual
inductance for recent experiments [7, 8].
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