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We suggest a nanoelectromechanical setup and corresponding time-protocol for controlling pa-
rameters in order to demonstrate nanomechanical manipulation of superconducting charge-qubit
quantum network. We illustrate it on an example reflecting important task for quantum information
processing - transmission of quantum information between two charge-qubits facilitated by nanome-
chanics. The setup is based on terminals utilizing the AC Josephson effect between bias voltage-
controlled bulk superconductors and mechanically vibrating mesoscopic superconducting grain in
the regime of the Cooper pair box, controlled by the gate voltage. The described manipulation of
quantum network is achieved by transduction of quantum information between charge-qubits and
intentionally built nanomechanical coherent states, which facilitate its transmission between qubits.
This performance is achieved using quantum entanglement between electrical and mechanical states.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum networks are main tools to provide trans-
fer of quantum information (QI) [1] during its process-
ing, thus constituting an essential element of quantum
computing and quantum communication systems. In
the wider sense, quantum networks provide connection
between distinct quantum processors or even comput-
ers in the analogous way to what classical networks do
with classical processors or computers [2]. In the nar-
rower sense, a set of constituents of a quantum proces-
sor, qubits, connected in the way to be able to transmit
the QI between themselves to form special kinds of en-
tangled quantum states, represent a quantum network as
well. The latter is a subject of this paper. Qubit [3] is a
quantum system with two states where the QI is stored
in their superposition [1]. It is a basic ”container” of the
QI in the quantum network that we study. The very
implementation of qubit has been a subject of extensive
research, covering number of fields in physics such as op-
tics, atomic physics or solid-state physics, as well as their
combinations [4–8], in an attempt to find an optimum be-
tween cons and pros of each implementation. In this pa-
per we are focused to the nanoelectromechanical (NEM)
implementation in which we utilize coherent interplay of
qubit states and nanomechanical excitations [9–11]. The
main purpose of this interplay is to achieve transduction
of the QI between qubit and nanomechanical subsystems.
One brilliant demonstration of such transduction was re-
cently realised by coupling of a superconducting qubit
circuit to a mechanical surface resonator [12, 13] where
the individual phonons were controlled and detected by a
superconducting qubit circuit, enabling a coherent gen-
eration and measurement of a non-classical superposi-
tion of the zero- and one-phonon itinerant Fock states.
This type of control enables a phonon-mediated quan-
tum state transfer and establishing quantum entangle-
ment of the remote qubits. Utilisation of nanomechanics
appears as a natural choice to deal with transduction,

transmission, or storing of the QI due to amazingly high
quality factors achievable nowadays [14–16]. Quantum
network, studied in this paper, adopts the NEM imple-
mentation of terminals based on the AC Josephson ef-
fect. It comprises voltage-biased superconducting leads,
with a superconducting mesoscopic grains, attached to a
single nanomechanical oscillator, placed amid. States in
each grain are controlled by the gate voltage in the way
to be in regime of the Cooper pair box (CPB). Those
are charge-qubit in our setup [17–20]. In our first pub-
lications on this topic [21, 22] we showed that dynamics
of Josephson tunneling between the CPB and the leads,
coupled to mechanical oscillations, resulted in formation
of nanomechanical coherent states entangled with states
of a charge-qubit if Josephson and mechanical frequen-
cies are in resonance. Furthermore, applying the bias
voltage manipulation protocol, we demonstrated an on-
set of nanomechanical cat-states consisting of coherent
states. In the later publication we showed that the QI,
encoded into qubit states, can be transduced into the
pure nanomechanical cat-state and back, providing the
time-protocol of manipulating the bias and gate voltages
for that functionality [23]. Here, the entanglement itself
appears as a powerful resource for this particular type
of functionality, but it also appears as such in the field
of quantum communication and computation in general
[24].
The quantum network that we propose (see Fig. 1)

consists of M such CPBs, i.e. of M qubits, attached to
the same suspended beam that performs harmonic me-
chanical oscillations in the M -th flexural mode. CPBs
are placed at positions where maxima of elongation take
place. For each CPB there exists an independently
wired controlling terminal consisting of superconducting
Josephson junction and electrostatic gate electrodes, as
described above. Using the property of coupled resonant
dynamics of charge-qubits and nanomechanics, entangle-
ment, as well as transduction of the QI via nanomechan-
ical cat-states, one can achieve different functionalities
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FIG. 1. Schematic illustration of the NEM implementation of the M -terminal quantum network. (a) Quantum network
containing M qubits - Cooper pair boxes (CPB) attached to the same suspended beam performing mechanical vibrations in
the M -th flexural mode. CPBs are placed at positions where elongations of mechanical vibrations are maximal. For each
CPB there is a superconducting Josephson junction (S) and gate electrodes (G), which together make one terminal of the
network (shaded). Each terminal is electrically wired independently. (b) One terminal of the network: The in-plane harmonic
vibrations, characterized by displacement x, appear between two superconducting electrodes (S) symmetrically biased by a
constant voltage V used to create a superconducting phase difference Φ(t) between S-electrodes. Electrostatic gate electrodes
(G) usage is twofold: VG is used to bring the states of the quantum dot with zero and one excess Cooper pair into the CPB
regime, while δV (t) is used in the time-protocol to provide a finite approximately homogeneous electric field across the central
region of the junction (cross) without changing the potential in the origin (due to symmetric configuration).

of such a network finding specific time-protocols for con-
trolling parameters for every particular function. Just
two examples of such functionalities, which are important
tasks in the QI processing, would be: (1) for the network
with M = 2, one can demonstrate transmission of the QI
between two qubits, i.e. α |↑↑〉+β |↓↑〉 → α |↑↑〉+β |↑↓〉;
(2) for the network with M = 3, one can create a spe-
cial, entangled 3-qubit state, with the initial QI encoded
inside it, i.e. α |↑↑↑〉 + β |↓↑↑〉 → α |↑↑↑〉 + β |↓↓↓〉,
which has a special role in the theory of quantum er-
ror correction, so-called the bit flip code [25]. Here |↑〉,
|↓〉 denote two possible states of each qubit, while com-
plex amplitudes α, β define the quantum superposition
of states, under the unitarity condition |α|2 + |β|2 = 1,
containing the QI. In this paper we elaborate the first
example on 2-terminal quantum network, carrying out a
detailed calculations of the operating time-protocol re-
quired to achieve transmission of the QI from one qubit
to another.

The paper is organized in the following way: after
the Introduction, in Section II we present the setup
and model Hamiltonian of the system; in Section III we
present the time-evolution operators of the system, based
on Hamiltonian and time-protocols of operating the con-
trolling parameters, necessary for the desired functional-
ity; in Section IV we elaborate the 2-qubit network and
time-protocol for transmission of the QI between qubits;
section Conclusions contains the concluding remarks and
discussion.

II. THE MODEL

Schematic picture and description of the M -qubit
quantum network is shown in Fig. 1. Symmetri-
cally placed gate electrodes, within each terminal
l = 1, 2, . . . ,M , have two-fold function: (1) By the
particular choice of potential VG on gate electrodes, the
mesoscopic superconducting grain is set into regime of
the Cooper pair box, i.e. the effective two-level system
of degenerate states with zero and one excess Cooper
pair, denoted by |↓〉 and |↑〉 respectively. Those we call
”the charge states” or ”the CPB qubit states”. (2) Ap-
plying a constant additional voltage δV (l) over the gate
electrodes, we can create an approximately homogeneous
electric field E(l) along the central part of the junction
l where the CPB(l) moves, with a zero-value of the
corresponding electrostatic potential in the middle (i.e.
approximately preserving the degeneracy of the CPB
states). While VG is kept constant, switching the δV (l)

on and off is an important part of the time-protocols
of transduction of the QI and achieving the desired
functionality as will be shown in the paper.

The superconducting part of the junction (S-leads
and the CPB oscillating between them) within each
terminal operates in the regime of the AC Josephson
effect, i.e. the superconducting electrodes are biased by
a constant symmetric bias voltages V (l)(t), providing
a superconducting phase difference Φ(l)(t) dependent
on time t, where Φ(t) = sgn(V )Ωt and Ω = 2e|V |/~ is
the Josephson frequency assumed to be the same for
all junctions. Some constant initial phase at t = 0 is
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for simplicity taken to be zero. Cooper pairs tunnel
between the S-electrodes and the CPB, which is at-
tached to a suspended nanobeam performing mechanical
vibrations at frequency ω, thus making the tunneling
essentially position-dependent. Neglecting a geometric
asymmetry of the junction, we expand the Josephson
coupling in terms of a small parameter ε ≡ x0/xtun ≪ 1,

where x0 =
√
h/mω is the amplitude of zero-mode

oscillations (m is mass of the oscillator) and xtun is the
tunneling length. In this model we assume symmetric
junctions fabricated equally, having the Josephson en-

ergy parametar equal for all junctions, i.e. E
(l)
J = EJ , ∀l.

Finally, as all CPBs are attached to the same beam
(e.g. a carbon nanotube), performing harmonic me-
chanical oscillations in the M -th flexural mode with
frequency ω, there is a single harmonic oscillator coupled
to all CPBs through the position-dependent terms of
Josephson coupling.

Taking it all into account, with coupling approximately
linear in displacement of the CPBs, we write the time-
dependent model Hamiltonian of the network in the form

H(t) = ~ωb†b +

M∑

l=1

{
EJσ

(l)
x cosΦ(l)(t)

− (−1)l εEJX̂σ(l)
y sinΦ(l)(t)

− (−1)l E(l)(t)X̂σ(l)
z

}
, (1)

where index l denotes terminal within the network, also
marking the corresponding operators. Factor (−1)l ac-
counts for the sign of the displacement operator having
in mind that neighbouring CPBs move in the opposite
directions. For each terminal, E(l)(t) = 2|e|E(l)(t)x0 is
the (eletrostatic) energy related to electric field E(l) gen-

erated by δV (l)(t), σ
(l)
x,y,z are the Pauli matrices operat-

ing in the 2 × 2 Hilbert subspace of the CPB(l). Op-
erator b† is the phonon creation operator, acting in the
mechanical subspace, as well as the coordinate operator
X̂ = (b+ b†)/

√
2.

In this paper we focus in detail to the example of 2-
qubit network (M = 2) in which we demonstrate trans-
mission of the QI between qubits. The corresponding
schematic setup is shown in Fig. 2.
As we have shown in Refs. [21, 23], the coherent

dynamics in the setup with one qubit, under the reso-
nant condition ω = Ω, gives onset to nanomechanical
coherent states |Z(t)〉. If we limit our consideration to
the case when the term with electric field (last term in
the Hamiltonian (1)) acts on the well-developed coher-
ent state, we can approximate the mechanical displace-
ment operator x̂ = x0X̂ with its classical (mean) value
x(t) = A(t) cosωt, analogous to the mean-field approxi-
mation. For the nanooscillator with resonant driving in
our consideration, x(t) corresponds to an eigenvalue of
the coherent state |Z(t)〉 with an amplitude A(t) linearly

FIG. 2. Schematic illustration of the 2-qubit quantum net-
work with two terminals wired independently in order to
control parameters: bias voltages V (1,2)(t) and gate voltages

δV (1,2)(t) at terminals 1 and 2.

growing in time. Corrections are of the order of x0 which
is much smaller than the amplitude of resonant oscilla-
tions. We keep track of the coherent state corresponding
to x by writing x → xZ . Furthermore, in our consider-
ation we limit the action of that term on time-evolution
of the system along the time interval when coupling of
the coherent Josephson dynamics to harmonic oscillator
is absent, so the coherent states, once developed, perform
only the unitary rotation in the phase space, i.e. the am-
plitude of oscillations does not grow in time, changing
only the phase. Considering it all, we write the Hamilto-
nian of the 2-qubit network, valid under the above-stated
conditions, in the form

H(t) ≈ ~ωb†b +

2∑

l=1

{
EJσ

(l)
x cosΦ(l)(t)

− (−1)l εEJX̂σ(l)
y sinΦ(l)(t)

− (−1)l E
(l)
Z (t)σ(l)

z

}
, (2)

where E
(l)
Z (t) = 2|e|E(l)(t)xZ (t) in which by the free in-

dex l we denote that we can control electric field for each
terminal independently (controlling the corresponding
gate voltage).

III. THE TIME-EVOLUTION OPERATORS

Since all both terminals in the network are indepen-
dently wired, we can operate controlling parameters
V (1,2)(t) and δV (1,2)(t) at any given time t for each
terminal. In that sense, the time-evolution of the
system can be controlled for each terminal. However,
there is a single nanomechanical oscillator related to
all terminals, meaning that whatever mechanical state
is generated operating one terminal, it will affect all
others if the coupling is switched on. This very property
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of the mechanical subsystem within the network will
be the main QI transduction and entanglement tool to
manipulate states in all qubits.

In an example of network manipulation to be presented
in the paper, we start with prepared pure initial quantum
state of the 2-qubit system at t = 0,

Ψ(t = 0) =
(
α|e+y e−x 〉+ β|e−y e−x 〉

)
|0〉, (3)

where e
±
i are the eignevectors of σi Pauli matrix

corresponding to eigenvalues ±1, while the complex
coefficients α and β, |α|2 + |β|2 = 1, contain the QI.

Position of the vector in the ket state |e± (1)
i e

± (2)
j 〉

denotes the terminal, i.e. the first refers to the state
of qubit 1 (Q1), while the second one accounts for
qubit 2 (Q2). Initially, the harmonic oscillator is in
the ground state with zero phonons |0〉. The initial
wave function has the QI encoded in the pure state,
the superposition of states of Q1 while Q2 is the same
and can be factorized out. In order to achieve the
desired functionality of the network, i.e. to transmit
the QI into pure state, superposition of the Q2 states
with Q1 factorized out, we shall need three types of
time-evolution operators that follow, based on Hamilto-
nian (2) and time-protocol of manipulation of its terms.
The idea is to use independent activation of terminals
during the time-evolution to provide coherent resonant
dynamics between the Josephson tunneling junction and
nanomechanical oscillator which ”inflate” and ”deflate”
nanomechanical coherent states entangled with qubit
states, for which first three terms in Hamitonian (2), i.e.
the ”~ω”-, the ”EJ”-, and the ”ε”-term, are responsible.
The last, ”EZ”-term in (2) operates when coherent
states are well-developed and disconnected from qubit
dynamics, serving to ”rotate” the targeted qubit states
to the desired one in order to achieve the pure state.
These are two main tools for transduction of the QI
between qubit subspace and nanomechanical subspace.
Carefully tailored protocol of operation provides, in that
sense, transmission of the QI between different qubits
using nanomechanics as a mediator.

The time-evolution operator Û(t, t0) of the wave
function from time moment t0 to t is generally solution
of the equation i~ ∂

∂t Û(t, t0) = H(t)Û(t, t0), with initial

condition Û(t0, t0) = 1. It can be found by number of
standard methods of quantum mechanics, depending on
the properties of H(t), the most popular among them
being the interaction picture representation. Three types
of time-evolution operators, that we need to describe
qubit - nanomenchanics evolution for each terminal of
the network, are:

(I): The time-evolution operator

ÛI(NT ) = e−i2πNb†be±iλNP̂σy , (4)

where λ = επEJ

~ω (J0(
2EJ

~ω ) − J2(
2EJ

~ω )), is given in terms

of the Bessel function of the first kind Jk. In this form,
it is obtained for the interval of time equal to the integer
number of oscillation periods ∆t = NT , T = 2π/ω,
from Hamiltonian (2) in the absence of the last term,
i.e. by setting δV (t) = 0, and setting the bias voltage
at t = 0 to the constant value V (t) = Vb > 0 under
condition that the Josephson frequency Ω = 2|e|Vb/~ is
in resonance with mechanical frequency Ω = ω. Sign
± corresponds to terminal 1 and 2, respectively, i.e. to
factor −(−1)l in the third, ”ε”-term in Hamiltonian (2).

The momentum operator P̂ = i(b† − b)/
√
2 acts upon

the mechanical subsystem. The operator (4) is derived
using the interaction picture, where the first two terms
of Hamiltonian (2), i.e. the ”~ω”- and the ”EJ”-term,

are the noninteracting part H0 leading to Û0(t, 0) =

exp
[
− i

~

∫ t

0 H0(t
′)dt′

]
= exp

[
−iEJ

~Ω sinωt− iωtb†b
]
,

while the third, ”ε”-term is the interacting one. In

the interaction picture, this term appears as H̃int =

−εEJ

(
X̂ cosωt+ P̂ sinωt

) [
cos

(
2EJ

~Ω sinΩt
)
sinΩt σy−

sin
(
2EJ

~Ω sinΩt
)
sinΩt σz

]
. Applying the resonant con-

dition Ω = ω, using the periodicity of this Hamiltonian
and rotating wave approximation, as well as condition
ε2N ≪ 1, under which one can approximately write

Û(NT, 0) ≈ exp
[
− i

~
N

∫ T

0
H̃int(t

′)dt′
]
, we finally come

to expression (4) [21].

(II): The time-evolution operator

ÛII(∆t) = e−iω∆t b†be−
i
~
EJ∆t cosΦ σx (5)

describes evolution of decoupled qubit from nanomechan-
ics along the time interval ∆t, under which mechanical
states perform just gaining the phase factor exp(iω∆t)
(unitary rotation in the phase space). It is obtained from
Hamiltonian (2) setting bias voltage and gate voltage
to zero, i.e. V (t) = δV (t) = 0, and superconducting
phase Φ(t) constant. An additional request is that
the time interval ∆t should be relatively small with
respect to the time evolution interval of the system, i.e.
∆t . T , so that the coupling term, i.e. the third term in
Hamiltonian, εEJ ∼ sinΦ, can be neglected.

(III): The time-evolution operator

ÛIII

(
T
2

)
= e−iπ b†be∓i sgn(Z±)ησz , (6)

where η = 4|e|EA/~ω. In this form it is obtained
for the time interval ∆t = T/2 along which electric
field E 6= 0 exists, i.e. the gate voltage δV (t) 6= 0 is
switched on, while the bias voltage V (t) = 0 is switched
off (SC phase is constant). Sign ∓ corresponds to
terminal 1 and 2, respectively, i.e. to factor −(−1)l

in the last, ”EZ”-term in Hamiltonian (2). Also, due
to relative shortness of ∆t and smallness of ε, the
third term in Hamiltonian ∼ εEJ sinΦ is neglected.
In the time-integration of this term, there appears∫ T/2

0
xZ(t)dt = A

∫ T/2

0
cos(ωt+ϕZ)dt. In our procedure,
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we set the time protocol exactly to provide two coherent
states with ϕ+ = π/2 and ϕ− = 3π/2 as the initial state
for this operator acting on them along a half-period
(will be shown later). Result of integration is then∫ T/2

0
xZ±(t)dt = sgn(Z±)2A/ω, where sgn(Z±) = ∓1

corresponding to the sign of the half-plane of coordinate
x in the phase space where the particular coherent state
propagates. As stressed before, this form of operator is
valid for well-developed coherent states.

Depending on applied control parameters in each ter-
minal, by combining the corresponding operators UI −
UIII, we obtain the time-evolution operator for the net-
work with two terminals, i.e. for the 2-qubit state.

IV. TRANSMISSION OF THE QI IN THE 2-QUBIT

NETWORK

The operation of the 2-qubit network (Fig. 2) is
governed by the time-evolution operators Eqs. (4-6).
Each operator is activated/deactivated by properly set-
ting control parameters (bias and gate voltages). The
sequence of managing the control parameters we call the
time-protocol. It activates the specific form of time-
evolution operator, at the specific moment of time, to
evolve the wave function of the system from that mo-
ment during the time interval of its operation ∆t. The
specific time-protocol for the desired goal of transmission
of the QI between qubits is presented in Fig. 3, with the
SC phases in terminals 1 and 2 during the time-evolution
shown in the third panel of the figure. The time-protocol
is divided in five sequential stages which are illustrated
schematically in Fig. 4.

Stage 1 - building of nanomechanical coherent states
and creating an entangled state with qubits (Fig. 4-1):
This stage takes place during time interval t ∈ (0, NT ),
i.e. δt = NT , with controlling parameters set to values:
V (1)(t) = Vb > 0, V (2)(t) = 0, δV (1)(t) = δV (2)(t) = 0.
Time-evolution of Q1 is governed by UI while Q2 under-
goes ÛII type of time-evolution. The relevant operator
is

Û1(NT, 0) = e−i2πNb†beiλNP̂σ(1)
y e−i2π

EJ
~ω

σ(2)
x . (7)

We obtain the wave function at the end of the stage 1
acting by Û1 on the initial state (3), i.e. Ψ(NT ) =

Û1(NT, 0)Ψ(0). As the Q2 is in the eigenstate of

σ
(2)
x operator (third term in Eq. (7)), its state is

not affected. Action on Q1, which is ∼ e±y , ap-
pears through the second term in Eq. (7) which can

be written as cos(λNP̂ )1 + i sin(λNP̂ )σ
(2)
y . Each

operator, 1 and σy, creates a corresponding state
e−y or e+y of Q1, depending on its operand. These

states are multiplied by cos(λNP̂ ) = (exp(iλNP̂ ) +

exp(−iλNP̂ ))/2 and i sin(λNP̂ ) = (exp(iλNP̂ ) −

FIG. 3. The time protocol of operating the control parameters
of the 2-terminal network: bias voltage (blue), gate voltage
(red) in terminal 1 (upper panel) and 2 (middle panel). The
third panel shows the corresponding superconducting phase
differences for Josephson junctions in terminal 1 (blue) and
terminal 2 (green). Here, N is an integer number and T is
period of mechanical oscillations. Numbers 1-5 denote five
characteristic stages of time-evolution of the system.

exp(−iλNP̂ ))/2. Here, taking the coordinate represen-

tation of momentum operator P̂ = −ix0
d
dx , we see that

exp(±iλNP̂ ) = exp(±λNx0
d
dx) is a coordinate-shift op-

erator by ±λNx0, which by that create coherent states
| ± Z〉 ∼ exp

[
−(x∓ λNx0)

2/2x2
0

]
acting on the me-

chanical ground state |0〉 ∼ exp
[
−x2/2x2

0

]
. The first

term in Eq. (7)) generates the time-phase of mechani-
cal states, i.e. Z → Z exp(−i2πN), which we denote as
|Z〉 ≡ |Z exp(−i2πN)〉, | − Z〉 ≡ |Z exp(i2πN − iπ)〉.
Gathering all terms together, we finally get the wave
function at t = NT in the form

Ψ(NT ) = α|e+y e−x 〉|Z〉+ β|e−y e−x 〉| − Z〉. (8)

Stage 2 - unitary rotation of entangled state by quater
of period (Fig. 4-2):
This stage takes place during time interval t ∈
(NT,NT + T/4), i.e. ∆t = T/4, with controlling pa-
rameters set to values: V (1)(t) = V (2)(t) = 0, δV (1)(t) =
δV (2)(t) = 0. Time-evolution of both qubits is governed

by ÛII type of time-evolution. At the beginning of the in-
terval, at both terminals we apply short bias voltage pulse
V (1)(t) = V (2)(t) = V0 during very short time interval
δt ≪ T to increase the SC phase difference in both ter-
minals by π/2, i.e. Φ(1)(t) = 2πN + π/2, Φ(2)(t) = π/2,
keeping them constant during this period T . By this, we
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FIG. 4. Schematic illustration of five characteristic stages of time evolution of the system in the (x, p) phase space: (1)
Josephson dynamics driven building of coherent states | ± Z〉 entangled with qubit states | ↑→〉, | ↓→〉 from the pure state
of Q1 (two colours are for two mechanical states that are generated); (2) unitary rotation of nanomechanical states by phase
π/2; (3) electric filed driven ”rotation” of Q1 and Q2 states in which the QI is transmitted from Q1 states entangled with
nanomechanics to Q2 states entangled with nanomechanics; (4) unitary rotation of nanomechanical states by phase π/2; (5)
Josephson dynamics driven ”deflating” of coherent states and creation of pure Q2 state.

set the qubit-acting part of ÛII proportional to cosΦ to
zero and prevent perturbation of qubit states by Joseph-
son dynamics during following one period of evolution.
The small coupling term is neglected during this (short)
interval. The relevant operator is

Û2

(
NT + T

4 , NT
)
= e−iπ2 b†b, (9)

which just adds a phase factor exp(−iπ/2) to nanome-
chanical states, i.e. |Z〉 → |Z exp(−i2πN−iπ/2)〉 ≡ |iZ〉,
| − Z〉 → |Z exp(−i2πN − i3π/2)〉 ≡ | − iZ〉. The wave
function at t = NT + T/4 is obtained by action of oper-
ator (9) on state (8) by which we finally get

Ψ(NT + T
4 ) = α|e+y e−x 〉|iZ〉+ β|e−y e−x 〉| − iZ〉. (10)

Stage 3 - transmission of the QI between entangled
nanomechanics and qubits (Fig. 4-3):
This stage takes place during time interval t ∈ (NT +
T/4, NT + 3T/4), i.e. ∆t = T/2, with controlling pa-
rameters set to values: V (1)(t) = V (2)(t) = 0, δV (1)(t) =
δV (2)(t) = δV . Dynamics in both terminals are governed
by the UIII type of operator leading to

Û3

(
NT + 3T

4 , NT + T
4

)
= e−iπ b†be−i sgn(Z±)η1σ

(1)
z

× e+i sgn(Z±)η2σ
(2)
z . (11)

Stage 1 of the evolution clearly defines the ”well-
developed coherent state” for which the ÛIII (6) and

consequently Û3 (11) are valid: λN ≫ 1. Using this
operator we transmit the QI from Q1 to Q2 states en-
tangled with nanomechanics in the following way: For
Q1, by setting δV (1) (i.e. electric field contained in η1)
to fulfil the condition, imposed by the second term in

(11), exp
[
±iη1σ

(1)
z

]
e±y | ± iZ〉 = exp(±iχ1) e

−
x | ± iZ〉,

we ”rotate” both e±y to the same state e−x . For that,
it turns out that η1 = π/4 and χ = −π/4. Sign
± in the evolution operator comes from sgn(Z±) tak-
ing into account that operands, the mechanical states
| ± iZ〉, evolve along the negative/positive half-plane of
x-coordinate, respectively. At the same time, for Q2

we set δV (2) (i.e. electric field contained in η2) to ful-
fil the condition, imposed by the third term in (11),

exp
[
∓iη2σ

(2)
z

]
e−x | ± iZ〉 = exp(∓iχ2) e

±
y | ± iZ〉, i.e. to

”rotate” the e−x state of Q2 to states e±y . For that, it
turns out that η2 = π/4 and χ2 = −π/4. It shows
that η1 = η2 and χ1 = χ2, i.e. we apply the same
gate voltage at both terminals as stated in the proto-
col. Furthermore, phase factors exp(±iχ1,2), gained by
”rotation” of Q1 and Q2, exactly cancel each other. Fi-
nally, the first term in (11) evolves mechanical states
during a half-period adding a phase factor exp(−iπ),
i.e. |iZ〉 ≡ |Z exp(−i2πN − iπ/2)〉 → |Z exp(−i2πN −
i3π/2)〉 ≡ | − iZ〉, |iZ〉 ≡ |Z exp(−i2πN − i3π/2)〉 →
|Z exp(−i2πN − i5π/2)〉 ≡ |iZ〉. The wave function of
the system at t = NT + 3T/4 finally attains the form

Ψ(NT + 3T
4 ) = α|e−x e+y 〉| − iZ〉+ β|e−x e−y 〉|iZ〉. (12)

Stage 4 - unitary rotation of entangled state by quater
of period (Fig. 4-4):
This stage takes place during time interval t ∈ (NT +
3T/4, (N + 1)T ), i.e. ∆t = T/4. It is entirely analogous
to the stage 2, with the same controlling parameters, but
here at the end of the evolution time interval we apply
very short pulse of the bias voltage −V0 in both termi-
nals to decrease the SC phases by −π/2 (see Fig. 3, third
panel). It is done in order to set the suitable initial con-
ditions for the next stage of time-evolution. The relevant
operator is

Û4

(
(N + 1)T,NT + 3T

4

)
= e−iπ2 b†b, (13)

and the wave function obtained by its action on (12) is

Ψ((N + 1)T ) = α|e−x e+y 〉|Z〉+ β|e−x e−y 〉| − Z〉. (14)

Stage 5 - ”deflating” the nanomechanical coherent
states and creating a pure qubit state (Fig. 4-5):
This stage takes place during time interval t ∈ ((N +
1)T, (2N + 1)T ), i.e. δt = NT , with controlling pa-
rameters set to values: V (1)(t) = 0, V (2)(t) = Vb > 0,
δV (1)(t) = δV (2)(t) = 0. Time-evolution of Q1 is
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governed by ÛII while Q2 undergoes ÛI type of time-
evolution. The relevat operator is

Û5((2N + 1)T, ( N +1)T ) =

e−i2πNb†be−i2π
EJ
~ω

σ(1)
x e−iλNP̂σ(2)

y . (15)

The SC phase in terminal 1 is constant, i.e. Φ(1)(t) = NT
(set to such value in previous stage), so the coupling term
of Q1 to dynamics to nanomechanics (∼ sinΦ) is zero,
thus preventing it to perturb the qubit state during this
long period of evolution. As Q1 is now set to be in the

eigenstate of σ
(1)
x , it is not affected by its action in (15).

Q2 undergoes dynamics completely analogous to the one
of Q1 in stage 1. However, there is a substantial differ-
ence - the sign of the coupling term which generates a
shift of nanomechanical coherent states is opposite. In
that way, the same dynamics that lead to building (”in-
flating”) of coherent states, now acts in opposite direction
by reducing that shift and finally reducing (”deflating”)
both coherent states |±Z〉 to the nanomechanical ground
state |0〉. The wave function obtained at the end of stage
5 at t = (2N + 1)T is

Ψ((2N + 1)T ) =
(
α|e−x e+y 〉+ β|e−x e−y 〉

)
|0〉. (16)

It is a pure state with the QI finally transferred from
quantum superposition of states of Q1 into quantum su-
perposition of states of Q2, by that fulfilling the given
task of the 2-qubit network.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we propose a functional quantum
network consisting of M terminals, each containing
a superconducting charge qubit placed between the
voltage-biased superconducting leads in regime of the
AC Josephson effect. Also, each terminal has a special
setup of gate electrodes capable of providing a homo-
geneous electric field acting on each qubit at demand.
Independent wiring of each terminal provides a mean
to control it by two parameters, bias voltage and gate
voltage, for which we can tailor a specific time-protocol
of their operation to achieve a specific functionality of
the network. All qubits in the network are attached to
the same nanomechanical oscillator, i.e. a suspended
beam oscillating in the M -th flexural mode. Coupled
resonant dynamics of mechanically vibrating qubits
with the Josephson tunneling between the leads and
qubits results in formation of nanomechanical coherent
states entangled with qubit states. As it is the same
nanomechanical oscillator attached to all qubits, the
mechanical state generated in each terminal affects them
all - entanglement is spread along the whole network
resulting in entangled multiqubit states and nanome-
chanical states. It is our main tool for transduction
and transmission of quantum information in the network.

We illustrate in detail one possible functionality of
the proposed network using example of 2-qubit network
to transmit quantum information from one qubit to
another. For that a specifically tailored time-protocol of
operating (switching on/off to constant value or zero)
the bias voltages and gate voltages in both terminals is
proposed. Shortly, the quantum information is initially
encoded in the pure state (quantum superposition of two
states) of qubit-1. We apply a bias voltage in terminal-1
to utilize resonant Josephson dynamics coupled to
mechanical oscillator to build the mechanical coherent
states entangled with all qubit states, while keeping
terminal-2 passive. In the next stage, applying the gate
voltage in both terminals, we ”rotate” the qubit states to
the desired values so that now the quantum information
is transmitted into superposition of entangled states of
qubit-2. Finally, we apply the bias voltage in terminal-2,
keeping terminal-1 passive, to reduce the entangled
state of the system to the pure state with quantum
information encoded in quantum superposition of the
qubit-2 states.

The natural question that appears is about experi-
mental feasibility of the proposed setup. It was mainly
discussed in our first paper on this topic [21] performing
number of numerical calculations simulating different
decoherence and dephasing processes, mismatch from
the resonance condition etc, as well as discussing with
experimental experts regarding the fabrication, control
of the applied external voltages and measurements. We
came up with the list of parameters values, among which
the charge-qubit decoherence time appears to be the
bottleneck for the functionality. Having it of the order of
nowadays achievable 1µs, with mechanical quality factor
104 or better, and bias voltages of the order of 10µV
controllable down to 0.1% (e.g. by Keysight B2961A),
should satisfy the requirements. The fabrication of
the very qubit is by coating the parts of the vibrating
beam, e.g. a carbon nanotube, with aluminium to create
islands of 10−22 − 10−21kg, large enough to sustain
the superconductivity and to perform at ∼ 1GHz of
mechanical vibrations. The zero-point amplitude is then
of the order of 1pm, tunneling length of the order of 1Å.

Besides transmission of quantum information between
qubits facilitated by nanomechanics, the described
procedures, controlled by the specific time-protocols,
can give rise to other important tasks in the quantum
information processing. Those are, for example, codes
for quantum error correction having the no-cloning the-
orem [26] in mind: the 3-qubit bit flip code [25], or the
9-qubit Shor code [27]. Nanomechanical implementation
of such, together with challenges emerging from it, is a
subject of our future research.
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[23] D. Radić, L.Y. Gorelik, S.I. Kulinich, and R.I. Shekhter,
Phys. B: Cond. Mat. 665, 415049 (2023).

[24] R. Horodecki, P. Horodecki, M. Horodecki, and K.
Horodecki, Rev. Mod. Phys. 81, 865 (2009).

[25] A. Peres, Phys. Rev. A. 32 (6), 3266, (1985).
[26] J.L. Park, Found. Phys. 1, 23 (1970).
[27] P.W. Shor, Phys. Rev. A 52, R2493(R), (1995).


