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O ne-step m ultiqubit G H Z state generation in a circuit Q ED system

Y ing-D an W ang, Stefano Chesi, D aniel Loss, Christoph Bruder
D epartm ent of P hysics, University of Basel, K lingelergstrasse 82, 4056 Basel, Switzerland

W e propose a one-step schem e to generate G H Z states for superconducting ux qubits or charge
qubits in a circuit QED setup. The GH Z state can be produced w ithin the coherence tin e of the
m ultiqubit system . O ur schem e is ndependent of the initial state of the transm ission line resonator
and works in the presence of higher ham onic m odes. O ur analysis also show s that the schem e is
robust to various operation errors and environm ental noise.

Entanglem ent isthem ost In portant resource for quan—
tum Inform ation processing. T herefore, the question of
how to preparem axin ally entangled states, ie., theGHZ
state, or the Bell states in the two-qubi case, In vari-
ous system s ram ains an in portant issue. Superconduct—
Ing Josephson junction qubits are one of the prom is-
Ing solid-state candidates for a physical realization of
the building blocks of a quantum inform ation proces—
sor, see egi?24, They are undergoing rapid develop-
m ent experim entally, in particular, in circuit QED se-
tups. Two-qubi Bell states have been dem onstrated ex—
perin entall®®” . There are also som e theoretical pro—
posals on how to generate m axin ally entangled states
ortwo or three qubirs?2~4041.12,13,14,153.16  H oy ever, how
to scale up to multiqubit G HZ state generation rem ains
an open question. Som e general schem es based on fully
connected qubit network is proposed but no speci c cir-
cuit design is provided’. M ost recently, preparation of
multiqubi GHZ stateswas proposed based on m easure-
mentt®1? | This type of state preparation is probabilis-
tic and the probability to achieve a G H Z state decreases
exponentially with the number of qubits. In this pa—
per, we propose a GHZ state preparation schem e based
on the non-perturbative dynam ic evolution of the qubi-
resonator system . T he preparation tin e is short and the
preparation is robust to environm ental decoherence and
operation errors.

I. THE COUPLED CIRCUIT QED SYSTEM

The GHZ state preparation schem e described below
is based on a circuit QED setup where superconduct-
Ing qubits are strongly coupled to a 1D superconducting
tranam ission line resonator (TLR).F igure[ll(a) show sthe
type of circuit we have in m Ind: a qubit array is placed
In parallelw ith a line of length L. T he superconducting
tranam ission line is essentially an LC resonatorw ith dis—
tributed inductance and capacitance??2! | T he oscillating
supercurrent vanishes at the end of the trananm ission line
and this provides the boundary condition for the electro—
m agnetic eld of this on-chip resonator. The qubits are
fabricated around the central positions x = Ly=2. Since
the qubit din ension (severalm icrom eter) ism uch sm aller
than the wave length ofthe fuindam entalelectrom agnetic
m odes (centim eter), the coupling betw een the qubits and
the TLR isapproxin ately hom ogeneous. Since x = L =2

FIG.1l: (Color online) Schem atic diagram of our setup. (@)
The qubits are coupled through a superconducting stripline
resonator (the blue stripe). Each Yrossed box’ denotes one
qubit which can be either a charge qubit or a ux qubit; the
dashed red line show s the m agnitude of the m agnetic eld.
(o) D etailed schem atic of a charge qubit. T he crosses denote
Josephson junctions; (c) D etailed schem atic ofa gradiom eter—
type ux qubit. T he crosses denote Josephson Junctions.

is an antinode of the m agnetic eld where the electric
eld is zero, the qubits are only coupled to the m agnetic

com ponent, which induces a magnetic ux ° through
the superconducting loop given by
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Here, M ® is the mutual nductance between the res-
onator and the ith qubit, ! = =@C)? is the fre—
quency of the fundam ental resonatorm ode, ¢ = h=2e
isthem agnetic ux quantum and L (C) isthe totalself-
Inductance (capaciance) of the stripline. Here, we have
assum ed the qubit array to be only coupled w ith a sin-—
gle m ode of the resonator, and a @Y) is the annihilation
(creation) operator of this fuindam entalm ode.

The stripline resonator can be used to couple both
charge qubits and ux qubits as describbed below .
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A . Charge qubit system

W e rst consider the charge qubit case. Suppose each
qubit is a charge qubit (see Fig.[d()) consisting ofa dc—
SQU D formm ed by a superconducting island connected to
two Josephson junctions. The Coulomb energy of each
qubit ism odi ed by an extemalbias voltage and the ef-
fective Josgphson tunneling energy is determ ined by the
magnetic ux + threading the dcSQU D . The Ham i
tonian of a single charge qubit reads??
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where Ec(i) (EJ(i)) is the Coulomb (Jossphson) energy of

the i-th qubit, and nél) is the bias charge num ber that
can be controlled by an externalgate voltage. The Pauli
matrices , = Pih0j Jjihlj, x = Pihljjlihk0]j are
de ned in tem s ofthe charge eigenstates Pi and jli. Pi
and jli denote 0 and 1 excess C ooper pair on the island

respectively. éi) = P4 0 peldes contrbutions
from both the external ux bias ¢’ and the ux o,

(1)

Forsmall @, the Josephson energy can be expanded
to linearorderin ¥, which resulsin an additionallinear
coupling betw een the x-com ponent of the qubits and the
bosonicm ode. Ifallthe qubits are assum ed to be biased
at the degeneracy pointns’ = 1=2, the totalH am iltonian
reads

H = e PHg¥Maral) P +He
@)

w ith the singke charge qubit energy splitting @ ( &) =
E;  cos( &= o), g9 (&)= @ETsn( = o),

and the free H am iltonian ofthe TLR Hyc = !aYa.Note
that the coupling between the qubits and the TLR can

(1)

betumed o by setting o =n o.

B. Flux qubit system

Fora ux qubitsystem , a circuit exam ple to realize our
proposal is shown in Fig.[ll(c). The i-th qubit contains
four Josephson junctions in three loops instead of one or
two loops In the conventional ux qubit design?32?. The
two jainctions in the dcSQU D have identical Joseph—
son energies E Y, here [V is the ratio between the
Josephson energy ofthe sm aller janction and that of the
two bigger jinctions?324. The other two jinctions are
assum ed to have the Josephson energy E J(l) . The super-
conducting loops are penetrated by m agnetic uxes C(lll) ,

((1'12) , and C(ii) regpectively. T he corresoonding phase re—

lations are
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where’y k= 1;2;3;4) isthe phase di erence across the
k-th janction. T he total Josephson energy of the circuit
is

v =B

@ , @

sl+E(1) , @D

3 3 2
i) @ (@) @ @
+ P"EMcos 2 =4 (7 +7,)) ®)
: (i) (@) (@) ; (i) @)
wih o @ and @ =2 Foos( = o).

1t Y isbiased close to
qubit, ie., a twodevelsystem in the quantum regin €2
Togetherw ith the charging energy, the totalH am iltonian
for the i-th qubi is

0=2, the circuit becomesa ux
3,24

H® = nd ( t(i)) Z(;L) L O ( C(li)) )gi) . ©)
The Pauli m atrices read , = $Pik0j JLihly x =
Pihl li0j and are de ned In tem s of the classical
current where Pi and jli denote the states w ih clock-
wise and counterclockw ise currents in the loop. The
energy spacing of the two current states is "@ ()
Ip(i) ( t(i) 0=2), and the tunneling m atrix elem ent be—
tween thetwo statesis @ ( ) @ ( @) Notethat
in contrast to the origihal ux qubit design?324, this gra—
diom eter ux qubit is insensitive to hom ogeneous uctu-
ations of the m agnetic ux2?2. M ore in portantly, it en-
ablesthe TLR to couplew ith thedcSQ U ID loop w ithout
changing the totalbias ux ofthe qubit. As in the case
of the charge qubi, the m agnetic ux in the dcSQU ID
loop includes two parts: ;1) = 94 0 where P
is due to the extemal controlline and °® is due to the
TLR.

For ¥ 1, onecan expand the Ham iltonian i term s
of . The second-order tem s W242 =9 2 aremuch
an aller than the zeroth and the rst-order tem . The
Ham iltonian of each qubit can be w ritten as?®

g®= i tu)) z(i)+ @ éi)) }Ei)+g(i) ( e(i)) }ii) @+ a¥) :
(10)
T he coupling coe cient is
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T herefore, by setting éi) = n , the qubitresonator in—
teraction can be tumed o . W hen the interaction is on,
e(l) can be tuned to com pensate the di erence ofthe fab-
rication param eters and realize a hom ogeneous coupling



g% = g. Then ifeach qubit is biased at the degeneracy

point t(l) = (+ 1=2) 4, the totalH am iltonian becom es
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where @ ()= @ () is the single qubit energy

splitting. C om paring Egs. [@) and [12), it is evident that
the two H am iltonians have the sam e structure: the in—
teraction term commutes with the free term , and the
Interaction can be switched on and o . In the next sec—
tion, we show how to generate a multiqubi GHZ state
by utilizing these features.

II. GENERATION OF A GHZ STATE
In the Interaction picture,
Hi= gP@e " +aefH P 13)
i
Since £ ;ii) ,ﬁj);a ,ii);ay }ii);lg form a closed Lie A Igebra,
the tim e evolution operator in the interaction picture can
be written In a factorized way as?’
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and U7 (t) satis es
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Solving this equation for the initial condition A ;5 (0) =
B;i(0)=D (0) = 0, we obtain

Bih= — 1) 1e)
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In the Schrodinger picture

) @

I 4 .
Us®=Upo@U: O =e "33 e =0 (@) :
19)
Note that B ; (t) is a perdodic function oftim e and van—
ishesatt= T, = 2 n=! for ntegern. At these instants
of tin e, the tin e evolution operator takes the form
X
UTh)=exp( 1
i6 3
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in the interaction picture. Here, i50)= g@Wg9T,=! =

g®g@2 n=12. Thus, at these tines, the tine evolu-
tion is equivalent to that of a system of coupled qubits
w ith an interaction Ham iltonian of the form / ;i) ;j) .
T herefore, by choosing appropriate coupling pulse se—
quences, an e ective X X -coupling can be realized form ul-
tiple qubits. T his coupling can be utilized to construct a
CNOT gate ortwo qubis?® . If the couplings are hom o—
geneous or allqubits, ie., g¥ = g ri= 1;:3N),

(rl)=%2 n; @1)

15 @)
Eq. 20) can be written as

U(T,)=exp( 4 @)F)exp@ @IN)exp( D ()

(22)
) Py
wih Jy = ; ox =2.
Suppose the initial state of the qubits is
o (1)
j 0)i= j 3 (23)
=1
where j i denotes the eigenstates of ,, .Jj i =

J 4. This initial state can be prepared by biasing the
qubits far away from the degeneracy point, lketting them
relax to the ground state and then biasing them back
adisbatically. Starting from the niial state, under the
tin e evolution described by Eq. [22), the state evolves
into a GHZ state?®2? @up to a globalphase factor)

j (Tn)i:
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if )= 1+ 4m ) =8, wherem isan arbitrary integer.
A com parison wih Eq. [2I) shows that the integers n
and m are related by

12 12
n=m-—+ —; 25
4> leg? @)
w hich ispossbl only ifthe (experim entally controllable)
param eter g°=!? is chosen to be

& 1+ 4m

12 16n
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Since it is di cul in practice to realize g com parable
to!,weassumem = 0. Hence Eq. [26) determ ines the
value n, i (typically largerthan 1) which correspondsto
them Inin um preparation tim e ofthe GHZ state

. |
Tpp= 2omb o, en
! 8g
The optimal case n, in = 1 could be realized if  were
possbl to achieve g = !=4. The same GHZ state is
periodically generated at later tim es, wih preparation
tineTp = Tpyn @+ 4m).



Forboth types ofqubits, g is proportionalto P T (sihce
g is proportionalto , see Egs. B) and [@)). Ifwe as
sumeg= - !,wedbtain Ty = =8 2. Therefre, the
preparation tin e does not depend on ! . Furthem ore,
the preparation tin e Eq. [27) does not increase w ith the
num ber of qubits.

Ifthe qubits evolve under the tin e evolution described
by Eq. 22) with ()= 3+ 4m) =8, another N «qubit
GHZ state is realized,

a , .
«(1) i N +1)=2 5 o (D)

sz+e 33,

i=1 i=1
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In the follow ing discussion, we focus on the GHZ state
Eq. [24) since it can be prepared in a shorter tin e.

T he treatm ent discussed up to now isvalid ifthe qubit
numberN iseven. For odd N , the singlequbit rotation
U%= exp( J=2) isneeded in addition to the tin e evo—
lution Eq. [22). The GH Z state that can be realized for
odd N has the form

. . 1 d\] . K iN:zd\] Lo (1)
J(In)1=16>—E J 3 te 3+ 1, : (29)

i=1 i=1

To conclude: one can prepare an N qubi GHZ state by
tuming on the qubit-resonator interaction for a speci ed
tin e.

Forthis GHZ state to be useful for quantum inform a—
tion processing, the preparation tim e has to be shorter
than the quantum coherence tin e of the whole system .
In general, a short preparation tin e results from a strong
qubitqubit coupling. However, this con icts with the
w eak-coupling condition assum ed in m any schem es in or—
der to utilize virtual photon excitation or the rotating—
wave approxin ation. O ur preparation scheme for the
GHZ state is based on real excitations of the quantum
bus. No weak-coupling condition is required here. In
principle, it can be applied to the Uultra-strong’ coupling
regin e that the coupling strength between the quantum
bus (ie. the TLR) and the qubits is com parabl to the
free system energy spacing. Hence it is possible to in —
plm ent GH Z state preparation In a very short time. To
get an idea of the tim e scale under realistic experin ental
conditions, we now estim ate the preparation tim e using
typical experin ental param eters.

A ssum ing the m utual inductance between qubit and
resonator M ¥ = 20 pH, the self inductance L =
100 pH , and the resonator frequency ! = 1 GHz leadsto

1:76 103 fr both types of qubits. For charge
qubits, we assum e EJ(l) = 14 GHz, ® = 10 GHgz,
and that the bias during the coupling period satis es
sh( = §) = 08. This kads to a coupling strength
ofg= 19771 MHz. For ux qubis, we assum e a qubit
frequency @ = 10GHz E” = 345GHz, [ = 042,
the bias satis essin( &'= ) = 0471, and at this bias,
d=d = 112GHz. Both 2 ' and2 cos( &= o)

should be within the interval (0:6;0:85) so that the cir-
cuis can awayswork as ux qubitsboth w ith and w ith—
out bias. This kadsto g 144 MHZ®. The coupling
strength is much stronger for ux qubits than charge
qubits because of the direct m agnetic coupling to the
phase degree of freedom .

T herefore the interaction tim e to realize a GHZ state
isThnm = 1 s for charge qubis and T, 1, = 19 ns for
ux qubits. T he preparation tim e for ux qubits ismuch
shorterthan the coherence tim e ofthe T LR which can be
several hundred m icroseconds. T he typical singlequbit
coherence tin e at the degeneracy point is severalm i-
croseconds. Hence in principle, the scheme is ablk to
prepare GHZ states for several tens of qubits. If the
coupling strength can be further ncreased to the Uultra-
strong’ regin e In experin ent, the preparation ofa m uli-
qubitG H Z state can be com parable to the tin e ofa single

qubit operation.

ITII. PREPARATION ERRORS

From the above calculation, it is clearthat the essential
point to prepare the GHZ state is to control the length

of the dc pulse to m anpulate the ux bias éi) . In the
beginning, the extemalm agnetic ux e(i) issstton ,all
the qubits and the tranan ission line resonatorare relaxed
to their respective ground states. Then the interaction

between the qubits and the resonator is tumed on by

biasing él) away from n to som e appropriate value for
a tine Ty i . Finally, the interaction is sw itched o by
setting éi) = n again, and the multiqubi GHZ state
is realized. Note that all the qubit biases are m odi ed
during the preparation by the sam e pulse, therefore all
the qubits can share one control line for the m agnetic

ux. To accom plish this operation, two practical issues
have to be considered.

The rstone isthe precision ofthe controlofthe pulse
length to keep the error acoeptable. Ifthe pulse length is
notexactly Tp, i, the state realized isnota G H Z stateand
this error can be evaliated by calculating the delity30-3!
F ()= Trlguz g where () isthe reduced density
m atrix of the qubits and gz is the density m atrix of
the N qubit GHZ state. In Fig.[Z, the blue curves show
the delity of state preparation, the regim e with delity
largerthan 90% ism arked by two green dotted lines. To
realize a preparation wih above 90% delity, the tine
controlofthe pulse should be precise to around 2:5 ns In
the four qubits case, which is possible in experin ent.

The second problem is the In uence of the non-ideal
pulse shape. In the above calculation, we have assum ed
that a perfect square pulse can be applied so that g% isa
constant during the preparation. H ow ever, In experin ent
the dc pulse generated always has a nite rise and &11
tin e. Since the coupling strength g depends on thebias

ux él) , the m odulation of the m agnetic ux results in
a tin edependent coupling strength g® = g® ). £g®



Time

FIG.2: (Colbronline) T In e dependence of the delity of the
prepared G HZ state for two di erent initial resonator states:
the ground state (plue line) and the them al state (red line)
in the case of (@) two qubits, (b) our qubits. The black dots
indicate the tim e when the resonator and qubits are e ec—
tively decoupled. The green lines lin it the regim e in which
the delity is larger than 90% . T he follow ing param eter val-
ues were used: qubit frequency @ = 10 GHz, resonator
frequency ! = 1 GH z, coupling strength g = 144 M Hz. The
tin e is given in unis of Ty in -

varies slow Iy w ith tin e (com pared with e ' *), the above
discussions still hold except that the decoupling tine T
at which the qubit-resonator coupling can be canceled is
shifted to satisfy

e "Tg¥a) LO=0: 30)
A GHZ state is prepared if
| 21 o ) ) .
?' _ dtOfeJ.!t b(l) (tO)g(j) ) + g(l) (O)g(J) (to)]
0
24 g g 31)

foralli, j. Thism eansa G H Z state can be realized by dc
pulsesof nitebandw idth w thout ntroducing additional
errors.

A nother system atic error appears because the param —
eter g°=! 2 cannot be controlled w ith arbitrary accuracy,
ie., Eq. [26) will be satis ed only approxim ately. In
experin ent, éi) is tuned to get the desired value of g;
whereas ! is xed by the geom etry ofthe device. Suppose
the experin ental naccuracy leadsto am odi ed value for
the coupling strength, g1 + ), where quanti es the
m agnitude of error. Hence the prepared state deviates
from the GHZ state. The delity of the prepared state
dependson as
® )

C§6i7(2+2 )(N7 r)

r=20

1
F()=h C)HEHZIT = o

2N

(32)

whereCy = N E(!N r)!) is the binom ial coe cient.
This expression is valid for even N . For odd N , the

delity tumsouttobegivenby Eq. B2) withN ! N +1.
Figure[d show s that the delity decreases as the error in
the coupling coe cient increases. In the case ofa 4-qubit
GHZ state, a delity 0o£98% can be achieved if the error
In g is within 3% . However, as the number of qubits
Increases, the delity dropsm ore rapidly. Hence a m ore
precise controlofthe uxbiasis required to realizem any—
qubi GHZ states.

IV. ERROR CAUSED BY DECOHERENCE

An in portant advantage of our proposal is that the
state preparation is independent of the initial state of
the resonator. In general, it is not easy to prepare the
system to be exactly in the ground state. For exam ple,
at typicaldilution fridge tem peratures, say 50 m K , there
is a non-negliglble probability (30% ) for the st excited
state ofa 1 G H z resonator to be occupied. T his problem
is less severe for the qubits since their energy scale is
much higher. T herefore a schem e which is Insensitive to
the initial state is desirable.

Figure[2 show s the delity of the prepared GHZ state
fortwo di erent initialstates ofthe resonator (the ground
state and the themm alstateat 50 m K ) .A though thetin e
evolutions are di erent In general, the delities at the de—
coupling tim e T, (Indicated by black dots in the gures)
are the same. This can be explained from Eq. [14), at
tin es T, , only the rstterm ofEq. (I4)) is kept, ie., the
qubits and resonator are decoupled. N o m atter what the
initial state of the resonator is, at these tim es, the res—
onator has evolved back to its initial state. Thism eans
the GH Z state preparation isnot In uenced by the niial
state, or in other words, the preparation is insensitive to
the decoherence that occurred before the interaction was
sw itched on.

But the deooherence during the operation certainly
changesthe naloutput state. In general, environm ental

uctuations induce both dephasing and relaxation to the

i
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FIG . 3: (Color online) D gpendence of the delity F on the
error of the coupling coe cient . The curves corresoond to
N = 2 (top), 4, 6, and 8 (bottom ).



system . Since the qubits are all biased at the degener-
acy point, the strong dephasing e ect due to 1/fnoise is
largely suppressed. Thus we can use a m aster equation
w hich only includes relaxation as dam ping instead ofthe
unitary operator Eq. [14) to filly characterize the tin e
evolution
= iH;

O+, ©+Lz ©; (33)

where (t) is the density m atrix of the system (qubits +
resonator) in the interaction picture and Ly represents
the decoherence of the resonator

Ly ZE Np+ 1)Ra & da da)
+ ENth Ra¥Y a ad ad) : (34)
Here, is the resonator decay rate and Ny =
Eexp(!=kgT) 1) ! the average num ber of photons in

the resonator. Finally, Lo represents the decoherence of
the qubits

Lo =@~ ~  ~~ s~ )i (5

where isthe qubitdecay rate and ~ arew ritten in the
diagonalbasisof . The quality factorofa TLR can be
ashigh asthan 10°. T he qubit T; -tin e at the degeneracy
point is several satm ost in present experim ent. To be
on the safe side, we assum e forthe resonatorQ = 2 16,

= 05 M H z, and for the qubi T; = 100 ns, ie., the de—
cay rate is = 10 M H z. Here we neglct excitations of
the qubit since itsenergy spacing ism uch largerthan the
them al uctuation. To Investigate the In uence ofdeco—
herence, we com pare the delity to preparea GHZ state
w ith/w ithout decoherence. T he result is shown in Fig.[d
where the di erence of the two delities F = F Fg
(Where Fy isthe delity in the presence of decoherence)
is plotted as a function of time. The red dots m ark the
di erence at the GHZ preparation times T,. O bviously,
the error due to decoherence Increasesw ith tine. Aswe
analyzed in the previous section, the preparation time
is much shorter than the decoherence time. Therefore
the error is stillquite sm allat them inin um preparation
tine Ty i (ndicated by the st dot): the error caused
by decoherence is around 3:{7% in the 4-qubit case.

V. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

In the above discussion, for sin plicity, we assum ed that
the qubits only interact with a single m ode of the res—
onator. However, since we did not invoke the rotating
wave approxin ation In our calculation, higher m odes of
the TLR2%32 y ill also contribute to the coupling. T here—
fore, the interaction Eq. [I3) should include a sum over
mulile modes whose frequencies are below a cuto
!<. The cuto is detem ned by a number of practi-
cal issues, eg., by the superconducting gap, or the fact
that the resonator is not strictly one-din ensiona®®. The

FIG.4: (Colr online) T in e dependence of the error due to
decoherence. F is the di erence of the delity of the pre-

pared GH Z state w ith/w ithout environm ent decoherence for
(@) 2 qubis () 4 qubits. The red dots m ark the tines at
which the GHZ state is prepared. The Pllow ng param eter
values were used: qubit frequency @ = 10 GHz, resonator
frequency ! = 1 GH z, coupling strength g= 144 M H z, qubit
decay rate = 10 M H z, and resonator decay rate = 035
M Hz. The tin e is given in units of Tr in «

tin e evolution incuding higher m odes is of the same
om as Eq. [[4) but includes a product over all the
relevant m odes. Neglecting the sn all nonlnear e ect
due to output coupling, the frequencies of all higher
m odes are m ultiples of the frequency of the fundam ental
mode, 'y = r! and !. = n.!, all the coupling coef-
clents between the qubits and di erent m odes of the
TLR, Bin ® = ig. € “*% 1)=l, are still zero for
t= T, = 2n =!.Hereg’ d?(,). Hence the only
correction to our schem e is including a sum over all the
relevant m odes in the de nition ofA 45 (t) in Eq. 7)),

X @ _0G)
g""it: 36)

n

A=

n=1

For low excitation m odes whose wave lengths are still
much larger than the qubi din ension, the hom ogeneous
coupling assum ption still approxin ately valid, ie., grfll)
O - For exam ple, considering n, = 10 fora 10 an trans—
m ission line, around the centerthere isa 0:32 m m —long re—
gion where them agnetic eld varieswihin 5% . Thedis-
tance between the center of two qubits is roughly 10 m .
This m eans up to around 30 qubits are coupled to the
resonator approxin ately hom ogeneously. O ne can also
tune j_; to further com pensate the slight inhom ogeneity.
T he correction to the tin e evolution Eq. [22) can be sin —
ply written as () = €@ n)g @=2)=!?. Therefore, the
e ect ofthe higher excitation m odes actually am ounts to
Increasing the coupling coe cient g ! g n.=2, which
helps to reduce the operation tim e.




The electric eld of the higher m odes has little e ect
on the ux qubitsbut w ill change the volage bias ofthe
charge qubits and couple to their , com ponent. How—
ever, at the degeneracy point, w here the free H am iltonian
isproportionalto 4, these coupling term sare rapidly os—
cillating and are expected to have a smalle ect on the
system . H ow ever, the situation is less advantageous than
for ux qubits, and higher m odes should be suppressed
by choosing high fiindam ental m ode frequencies in the
chargequbit case.

For a an allnum ber of qubits, an (lum ped) LC circuit
can also be used as a quantum bus*3*2? to generate a
GHZ state by follow ing our scheme. In this case, only
one single m ode contrbutes.

In conclusion, we have proposed a schem e to prepare
an N qubi GHZ state In a system of superconducting
qubits coupled by a transm ission line resonator. W e
have analyzed the preparation schem e for both charge
qubis and ux qubits. W ith thism ethod, a m uliqubi
GHZ state can be prepared w ithin the quantum ooher-
ence tin e. In the case of ux qubits that isespecially a—
vorable, the preparation tin e is tw o orders ofm agnitude
shorter than the qubit coherence tim e. T he preparation

tin e can be reduced further if the coupling strength is
Increased to the ultra-strong coupling regin €, w here the
coupling strength is com parable to the free qubi H am it
tonian. T he preparation schem e is insensitive to the Ini-
tial state of the resonator and robust to operation errors
and decoherence. The coupling can be sw itched by dc
pulses of nite rise and 21l tin es w ithout introducing
additional errors. In addition, the schem e described in
this paper utilizes a linear coupling w hich is intrinsically
error-free ifproperdc controlisachieved. D ue to allthese
advantages, this proposalcould be a prom ising candidate
for GHZ state generation in system s of superconducting
qubits.
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