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Joint quantum nondemolition measurements of qubits: beyod the mean-field theory
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We propose an approach to nondestructively de¥egtibits by measuring the transmissions of a dispersively-
coupled cavity. By taking into account all the cavity-qstguantum correlations (i.e., beyond the usual coarse-
grained/mean-field approximations), it is revealed thatdio unknown normalizedV-qubit state|yn) =

iig ! Bi|k)~, each detected peak in the cavity transmitted spectra noawf the basis statés) y and

the relative height of such a peak is related to the corredipgrsuperposed-probability; |2. Our results are
able to unambiguously account for the intriguing multidpetructures of the spectra observed in a very re-
cent circuit-quantum-electrodynamics experiment [PRev. A81, 062325 (2010)] with two superconducting
qubits.

PACS numbers: 42.50.Hz, 03.67.Lx, 85.25.Cp

Introduction.—lt is well-known that the readout of qubits can also be utilized to achieve the measurement of the qubits
is one of necessary steps in quantum information processingvhere another coupled system instead the qubits-selvesis d
Phenomenally, the information stored in an unknown N-qubitected. Typical examples include, e.g., dc-SQUIDs for the

quantum state)y) = Ziial Be|k) v can be partly extracted inductively-connected Josephson flux (persistent) qu#its
by directly applying the standard von Neumann projective opoptlcal cav_ltles for the containing a§0m|c qubits [5], and
eration? = °, |k) v (k| to the quantum registel[1]. After Cooper-pair box for the nanomechanical resonators [6], etc

such a projection, the register is collapsed to one of the—conﬁ remarkable advantage in the IPM is that the back actions

. . . =N o1\ om the detected system could be minimized. If the con-
putational basis (basis stategk)n = [2_;-, 2" a;)n = dition [Hy, H;] = 0 is satisfied (which means that the dis-

12, laj)n. o = 0,1} with a probability|3;|2. Thisis @ turbance of the detectdp on the qubits is negligible), then
directly projective measurement (DPM) and the registeeis d the relevant IPM further becomes a quantum nondemolition
tected. Typically, DPM has been utilized to extract the bi-(QND) measurement|[1]. Heré] is the Hamiltonian of the
nary quantum information stored in [2], such as trapped,ionsN-qubit register and{; the interaction between it and the de-
Cooper-pair boxes, and the current-biased Josephson jungsctor. Note that the term nondemolition does not imply that
tions, etc.. Essentially, due to the inevitable back astioh  the wave function of the register fails to collapse due to the
the the measuring apparatus, the detegtetf is always less  measurement[[7]. In fact, for an unknown input state),
than its expectable valigy|>. This means that the DPM is  after the QND measurement the N-qubit register will be au-
not an ideal method to extract the quantum information in anomatically collapsed to one of its computational basisy
unknown quantum statel [3]. with anideal probability | 3,|2. Thus, QND measurement is

a conceptually ideal projective measurement; the suaaessi
QND measurements on the same register will give the same
result.

As it can be easily detected with the current technique,
driven cavity has been widely utilized to achieve the dédéra
IPM of the dispersively-coupling qubits. Experimentaitys
not difficult to probe the resonance frequency of a driven cav
ity by detecting the transmitted signals. If the qubits age d
persively coupled to the cavity mode, then the cavity isqulill
FIG. 1: (Color online) QND measurements &f qubits (with two by the qubits, depending on the state of the qubits. As a con-
levels: {[0,),1;)},5 = 1,..,N) by measuring the steady-state sequence, by detecting the shift of the central frequency of
transmitted spectréy’ (wr.) of the dispersively-coupled cavity (with  the driven cavity mode the QND measurement of the qubits
frequencwa and decay rate) driven by a frequency-controllable ~5n pe achieved. This idea has been experimentally demon-
external fieldE (wr). strated by the cavity QED experiments with few qubits, and

single basis states (i.e., computational basis) of the iatom

Alternatively, indirectly projective measurements (IPMs and superconducting qubits had been experimentally distin
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guished|[8| 9]. Next challenge is to completely characéeriz namical equation
an unknown N-qubit statg) ) by nondestructively measur-
ing an arbitrary superposition of the single basis states wi d@'a)y _ i (aTa)w — 26Tm(@) x. 3)
ideal precisions. dt

Considering the practically-existing dissipation of the d
tector (i.e., cavity) and also the statistical quantum elarr
tions between it and th&/ —qubit quantum register, in this dla N
letter we show that an unknown quantum stdtg) can be ef- (@) - (_2-5 _ f) (a)n +1i Z Tj(oia)n —ie.  (4)
fectively nondestructively detected by the realistic QNBan dt 2 = '
surements. Our proposal still works for the mixed states,
and thus could be utilized to explain the detected multikpea Neglecting all the statistical quantum correlations bemve
structure in the most recent circuit-quantum-electrodyica  the cavity and qubits, i.e., under the usual coarse-graioed
(circuit-QED) experiment[[12], where the detected qubitsmean-field) approximation (CGA), see, e.q../[10], we simply
could be prepared/decayed at various superpositionsitfeall have(o?a)n ~ (07(0))n(a)n. Then, by finding the steady-
possible basis states. state solutions to the Egs. (3-4), one can easily obtain an ap

Generic model.-Fhe system proposed to nondestructively Proximate transmitted spectrum:
detect anV-qubit state is schematized in Fig. 1, wheréin oy -1
non-interacting qubits are dispersively coupled to a drive Gss _ _ A2 (E) }
cavity. Certainly, the preparation of the initial state bét 5K (we) {[wL (wr = Aow)]" + 2 - O
qubits and detection of the driven cavity are repeatabléh\Wi
out loss of generality, we assume that, the coupling strengtwith Aoy = Z;»V:l ['j(c%(0))n. This indicates that, com-
g; and the detuning\; = |w; — w;| between theith qubit ~ pared to the spectrum for the empty cavity (EMC) transmis-
and the cavity, and the detunidg; = |w; — w,| between the  sion, the qubits only shift the central frequency with a guan
ith and;jth qubits satisfy the condition tity A&y and the single-peak shape is unchanged. However,

the above CGA is unnecessary and the two-body cavity-qubits
<1, i#4j=12 N (1 correlation functionsca)y can be further determined by
’ Ty solving the following dynamical equation

Here,(a)y = Tr(apn) is further determined by

9i _9i9j 9i9;

VS a A, DA,

This is to realize the dispersive interactions between ity ~ d(c3a) N ( " n)<
—10 — = | (O
2

N

J zZA . z . 2 _zaA

and cavity, and to assure that thie and;jth qubits are decou- dt ja)N—ie(of)n+i Z Li{ojofa)n.
=1

(6)

pled effectively from each other. Also, the decay rdtgs; of
the qubits should be significantly less than that of the jt . . . o n
9 9 y yawl Note that the three—_body cavity-qubits correlationss a) v, _
introduced above, is related further to the four-body gavit

to ensure that the detected state of the qubits has sufficient
qubits correlations(oofoy,a)n, m = 1,2, ..., N, etc.. Gen-

long lifetime. In fact, all the conditions listed above arag
tically satisfied in the current typical circuit-QED syste{f]. erally, thek-body cavity-qubits correlations are related further
(k + 1)-body cavity-qubits correlations (i.ek, qubits

Under the rotating-wave approximation and in a framework,, {he
rotating at a frequency,, the process for nondestructively oo rejate simultaneously to the cavity), and thus a series o
measuring the unknowiV-qubit state could be described by 4ynamical equations for these correlations will be induced

the following master equation Fortunately, due to the fact thafoz, = 1 for I = m, these
o equation-chains will be automatically cut off and endedhat t
on = —i[Hy,pn]+ 5(2&deT —a'apy — pna'a),(2) (N + 1)-body cavity-qubits correlations. Then, all the inter-
ested statistical quantum correlations in these equatians
be exactly calculated, and consequently the transmitted-sp
tra can be obtained beyond the usual CGAs. It is emphasized
that the spectral distributio$iy? (wy,) including all the cavity-
qubits quantum correlations may rev@al peaks for anv-
qubit state superposed By’ basis states. If the detected state
is just one of the basis states (not their superpositiomn th

N N
.1 N i a R R
Hy = éata+ 3 E wjojz- —ata g chrj +e(aT +a),
i=1 =1

with I'; = gf/Aj ande being the effective strength of the
driving. Also,w; = w; — I'; is the renormalized transition
frequency of thejth qubit, andé = wy — wy, is the detun- gss Gss ; ;

: . ) . : wr,) reduces toS%? (wr) (with a single-peak structure)
ing between the driving field and the cavity. For the 'dealarzlvd(the) cavity—qubitsjélgant)um correlation vanishes.
readouts, the dissipation of the qubits is assumed to be neg- Demonstrations with experimentally-existing circuit-QE

ligible. - As a consequen.ce,zthezeépe’ctable values of all thgystems.-gur generic proposal derived above could be
related qubit-operators, i.esj, oo (j # k), and theN- guocifically demonstrated with various experimental gavit
body OneSHj»V:l o% are kept unchanged. Our central task isqubits systems, typically the circuit-QED oré [9] 14]. In
to calculate the steady-state transmitted stred{jfiiw;) of  this system, the cavity is formed by a coplanar waveguide
the driven cavity. This quantity is essentially proporiten  (of the length at the order of millimeters) and the qubits are
to the number of the steady-state photons in the cavity, i.egenerated by the Cooper-pair boxes (CPBs) with contralabl

S5 = (ata)ss /e, which is determined by the following dy- Josephson energies. At a sufficiently low temperature, (e.g.



< 20 mK), the coplanar waveguide works as an ideal super-
conducting transmission line resonator (i.e., cavity) p&ix
imentally [10], the decay rate (e.gs, = 27 x 1.69MHz) ,
of the cavity is about ten times larger than that of the CBP- .+
qubit (e.g.,7 = 27 x 0.19MHz) [11]. Also, by adjust- :
ing the external biases, the CPB-qubits could be either cou-
pled to or decoupled from the resonator, and the required ini
tial state preparation and detection can be robustly regdeat
For the EMC case, the steady-state solutions to Egs. (3-4)
can be easily obtained and the transmission spectrum rea@#G. 2: (Color online) Left: Spectral distributiorf® (wr.) (a) and
S§s(wr) = [(wr — wf)2 + (,{/2)2]*1_ Obviously, this is a St%(wz) (b) of the cavity \_/vith a single qubit prepared at the state
well-known Lorentzian lineshape! [9] centered.gt with the )1 = Bol0)1+/1|1)1, typically for |51 [* = 0,0.25, 0.5,0.75, and
half-width . 1, respectively. Right: Spectral distributio$s°(w;,) for the two-

- it — . is. qubit register prepared atz) with (|6o|? [51]%, |52, |Bs[*) =
_For one qubit case with’ = 1, the steady-state transmis- """ 34 066, 0,0). (0.47, 0, 0.53,0), (0.2, 0.2, 0.26, 0.34),
sion spectrum of the cavity is expressed as

respectively. In contrast, transmission spectrum of thptgmavity
(EMC) S5° (wr.) is also shown by the black line.

20 o 20
.- @ (MHZ)

(wr —wy)? = 2w — w20 (0) + A

gss (WL) _ 7

1 [(WL - wf)2 - A%]2 + [m(wL — Wf)]2 )
i 2 2 1) (M) Tr{p2(0)0f0s5}, Z§ (0) = Tr{p2(0)o;} and D =
with A; = F1 + (5/2) and Z1 (O) = Tr{pl (O)Uf} = 92 Z§22) (O)(WL_wj')F1F2_Z?:1 ZJ(Q) (O)FJ [F?—F?,—F%—

2|61]? — 1, for the unknown qubit statgp;). This is ev- 5 2 Ty a2 o1
idently different from theS;*(wy,) derived under the usual (‘/"L_wf) JHwr—wp)j T+ 5 —(wr—wp)'l, 5 #
CGA. Obviously, the spectrum functiof*(w; ) predicates J = 1,2, respectively. It is seen that, the spectral dis-
that two transmitted peaks could be found in the spectrumffibution 55*(wz) may reveal four peaks, bubs®(wr)
Specifically, using the parameters in the experimentauitirc  2Ways shows one-peak structure. The current circuit-QED
QED with one CPB-qubit[[10]: (ws,wo, k,g) = 27 x experiments vv_|th two CPB-qub.|t:5 .[12]_ could bg utilized to
(6444.2, 4009, 1.69, 134)MHz, we plot respectively the spec- verify the muItl—peak spectral distributions predmtedmb,_ .

tra st(wL) andS3*(wy) in Figs. 2(a) and 2(b) typically for once _the C_PB—qublts are p_r(_apared at the superpositions
1612 = 0,0.25,0.5,0.75, and1, respectively. For contrasts, of their bamsﬂstgtes. Specifically, \Tth the eﬁperlmental
the spectrum of the empty cavity (black line) is also plottegP@rameters [12. 13)(ws = we, Iy = x*. T2 = Xx™, k) =

in the figures. We make two remarks. Firstly, if the qubit% x (6'806’9'015’3’ 0‘004.’0‘0.01)GHZ’ one can plot the

is at one of their basis states (i.e., eith@r, or [1),), then speb_cttrzil Iuncuon_fﬁ. (wr) In Fig. 2(c) for the selclec(t)eg t(\)/vo-
S#%(wy) andS*(wy) give the same single-peak distribution, ((qk?lal:lf ﬁnil;mgovglzl 0(6"50(') 70|)ﬂl(|lol’u|52l|in’e|§3|(0)4; E) 053 O%
which has been experimentally demonstrated [9]. Secoiifdly, ) e e LA D

the qubitis prepared beforehand at the superposition tvfds (red Ilnhe), and(0.2,-0_2|, 0.26|, 0.34) (pink |'”ez]- reipﬁcuvelly. b
basis states, thefi{*(w;,) shows still the single-peak struc- From these numerical results one can see that, ifthe twa-qu

s os is prepared at one of the basis states, ¢09), here, then the
ture (when|j; | = 0.5, 57°(wr ) superposes theg° (w.,)) but . ansmitted spectrum of the driven cavity shows a singlépea
S5 (wy,) predicts two peaks: the locations of the central fre-

. h d. but their relative heidh | While, if the two-qubit are prepared at the any superpasitio
quencies are unchanged, but their relative heights equal re¢ 1 eir pasis states, then the detected spectra shouldlireve
spectively to the superposed probabilities of the two bas'?hulti-peak structures, i.e., two peaks for black and reddin

states. Thereforest(wL)_ (rather thanS$®(wy,)) provides ;4 four peaks for the pink line.
th_e messages of aII_ th_e diagonal e'eme”FS of ”.‘? den§|ty ma- Generally, if the N-qubit register is prepared at the super-
trix p;. These predictions should be easily verified with theposition of M(< 2N — 1) basis states, then the cavity could

glrjl;:ter 2&Eﬁggg‘?@ggh?ggg;gi’nOST;; the qubit is inpunat e pulled _byM forms and thus there ark/ possible shifts
Similarly, for N' — 2 case [12-14] tﬁe steady-state trans_of the cavity resonance frequency. As_ a consequence, the de-
: ' : y . T tected cavity transmitted spectrum will revedl peaks; the

mitied spectrum can still be analytically obtained: superposed probability of one of the basis state determines

2(AC + BD) the weight for pulling the cavity and thus the relative heigh

S5%(wr) = (8)  of the corresponding transmitted peak. Therefore, onedcoul

T AL B
k(A2 + B?) presume that the QND measurements of an arbitNagubit
. 5 919 2 g1 =2 ) state could be achieved by analyzing the transmissionrgpect
W':h A= (7 -T2 + 20 — (wr —wp)’ ] 251 T5 + of the dispersively-coupled cavity: from the locations loé t
[ — (wr — wy)?? — wK*wr — wp)?, B = central frequencies of the detected peaks, one can determin
2wy — “f)[25—1 F? + %2 — (wp — wp), which basis state§|k) y} are superposed; and from the rel-

) 5 B ative heights of the corresponding peaks, one can determine
C = wZ50)N = wlwr = wp) 352, (05(0))21 +  the superposed probabilitiés3; |2}

EBwr — wyp)? — %2 — Z?Zl F?], Z%)(O) = Discussions and Conclusions3ur proposal is based on an
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important assumption, i.e., each detection should be fish tained by replacing the unchanged expectable values of the
sufficiently-fast such that the influence of the decay of the d qubit-operators in Eq. (8) (i.eZ'*(0) andegg(O)) with the

tected quantum state is negligible. This condition is fietls  decay-time dependent onesl[L0, 11]. Consequently, the time
in the current circuit-QED experiment! [9,/10./ 12], wherein dependent spectral distributions (due to the decay of the in
each data for recording the transmission event of lightthho  tjal state|11)) was simulated in Fig. 3(b), which agrees basi-
the cavity can be obtained in about 48 and the decay time cally with the corresponding experimental observatioe. (i.
of the detected CPB-qubit is, e.g’y ~ 1us. Thus, the pre-  Fig. 1(E) in Ref. [12]). Thus, except for the non-decayed
dicted multi-peak transmitted spectra could be verifieadeon ground statd()()) (WhICh Corresponds Certain]y to a Sing|e
the CPB-qubits are prepared at the superposition of variougansmitted peak), the time-evolution spectra due to the de
possible basis states (even the mixed ones). cay of arbitrary excited state, e.¢1p) (or [01), |11)) would
reveal two (or two, four) peaks. By integrating the decay-
time dependent steady-state spectrfiffi(wy,, 7), Fig. 3(b)
shows the relevant time-averaged spectra (over the tirae int
val 7 = [0,0.5] us) for these time-evolutions. One can see
that the locations of the averaged peaks agree well with the
experimental observations [12]. While, the relative hsgif
N A the peaks (marking the basis states induced from the decays
— . BTN A of the input states) are relatively low. This is an ineviebl

‘ deduction of multiple QND measurements performed sequen-

FIG. 3: (Color online) Left: (a) Occupation probabilitiegvarious  tially within the averaged time.

basis states versus the decay time for the initial $tatg (b) Spec- In summary, an efficient approach to implement the QND

tral distributions versus the time for the 2-qubit regigiegpared at  joint measurements of th¥ qubits are proposed by detecting

the basis stat¢ll). Right: (c) Time-averaged transmitted spectra the transmitted spectra through the dispersively-cougpded

over the timer = 0.5 us for different initial states:00) (black), ity. These measurements are the IPMs of the qubits, and thus

|01) (blue), [10) (red), and|11) (pink). Here, the decay rate of the e yelevant fidelities could be sufficiently high. Remailgab

CPB-qubitis taken ag/T3; ~ 1 MHz. our proposal is a theory beyond the usual mean-field approx-

) N ) imation and thus the statistical quantum correlations betw

Immediately, our proposal could be utilized to explain thethe cavity and qubits are important. In deed, by specifically

multi-peak spectra observed in the recent experiment [12fo)yving the dynamical equation of the cavity-qubit correla

Strictly speaking, the time-averaged (over a relativelyd  tions, e.g., forV' = 1 case, one can prove that the lifetime of

time, i.e.,0.5 s, the half of the decay time of the qubit) spec- the qubit-cavity quantum correlation is at the same ordéef

tral distributions shown there are not the desirable retdou cavity-self. Therefore, the effects of the cavity-qubitreta-

of the two CPB-qubits, due to the significant decays of thejons, j.e., the transmitted spectra with multiple peaksild

detected states during these relatively-long measurmgsti  pe verified by inputting the superposed states of the qubits.
for averages. In Fig. 3(a) we typically show how the prob-

abilities of various basis states change with the time from
the decays of the excited staftel) [10,[11]. Clearly, dur-
ing the decay (e.g., &5 us) the superpositions of the basis
states are induced. Thus, based on our proposal beyond theThis work was supported in part by the National Science
mean-field approximation, the transmitted spectra wowd reFoundation grant No. 10874142, 90921010, and the National
veal a relevant multi-peak structure. Phenomenally, tiiagle  Fundamental Research Program of China through Grant No.
time dependent steady-state spect@jt(w,, 7) couldbe ob- 2010CB923104, and A*STAR of Singapore under research
grant No. WBS: R-144-000-189-305. One of us (Wei) thanks
also Drs. Y. Yu and M.W. Wu for useful comments.
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