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Non-adiabatic holonomic quantum computation in decoherence-free subspaces protects quantum information from
control imprecisions and decoherence. For the non-collective decoherence that each qubit has its own bath, we show
the implementations of two non-commutable holonomic single-qubit gates and one holonomic nontrivial two-qubit gate
that compose a universal set of non-adiabatic holonomic quantum gatesin decoher ence-fr ee-subspaces of the decoupling
group, with an encoding rate of % The proposed schemeisrobust against control imprecisions and the non-collective
decoherence, and its non-adiabatic property ensures less operation time. We demonstrate that our proposed scheme
can be realized by utilizing only two-qubit interactions rather than many-qubit interactions. Our results reduce the
complexity of practical implementation of holonomic quantum computation in experiments. We also discuss the physical
implementation of our schemein coupled microcavities.

Holonomic quantum computation (HQC), first proposed by Zdinand Rasetti{],is a general procedure for implementing
guantum gates using non-Abelian geometric phases. In HQi@ry operations can be implemented by varying the system
Hamiltonian with degenerate energy levels to make the sysi®mlve along a closed path in the parameter space. Thewnita
operations are determined only by the shape of the closéd paiton the details of the evolution. The property of HQCiasta
control imprecisions leads to robust quantum operatiohasHQC has become one promising quantum computation ganadi
and attracted more and more interests rece@#¥4]. The initial HQC is based on adiabatic evolution requiriogg evolution
time for the desired parametric control. To deal with thiavdback, non-adiabatic HQC based on non-adiabatic nonidbel
geometric phased f] has been proposed in Ref]fand experimentally demonstrated it2] 13].

Apart from errors in the control process, decoherence aférsed by unavoidable interaction with environment is lagrot
main practical obstacle in quantum information proces$®@bP). Various methods have been presented to protect gumant
information against decoherence, such as symmetry-aidesiye decoherence-free subspaces (DES)ahd noiseless sub-
systems (NSs)|[7] approaches, as well as active dynamical decoupling (RBj)techniques. The basic idea of DFSs and NSs is
to utilize the natural symmetry of the system-environmateriaction. Information stored in subspace spanned byuhatgm
states or subsystems are unaffected by the interactionthétlenvironment. DFSs and NSs have been explored extensivel
in various physical system4$-25]. DD [18] tackles decoherence by suppressing the system-envimrimeraction through
stroboscopic pulsing of the system and it is thus calledaetpproach against decoherence. As shown in the lites26e31],

DD not only can be used to preserve arbitrary state in quantemories, it is also compatible with gate operations used fo
QIP in principle, essentially by designing DD operatiorsttbtommute with the gate operations. Experimental dematistis

of DD protecting quantum gates have been recently achievddferent physical system82, 33]. Therefore, if the system-
environment interaction has naturally available symmastrone can use DFSs/NSs to encode and store quantum infarmat
However, often times in practical applications such synmi@etare imperfect, and hence DFSs/NSs itself is not enourgbro-
tecting quantum information. In this case the combinatibiihe active DD and the passive DFSs/NSs offers effectivenoukt
to mitigate the negative effect of decohererieg B1, 34, 35].

To protect quantum information from both control impreeis and the detrimental effects of the environment, therseke
hybridizing HQC with DFSs based on adiabatic evolution Haeen proposedf-7]. In order to avoid the long run time required
by adiabatic evolution, Refs1(, 11] has shown that non-adiabatic HQC can be realized in DF$sathansensitive to the col-
lective dephasing errors. For the general errors that ealsit lygs its own bath, the implementation of non-adiabatlomomic
gates can be protected from decoherence by resorting toRtepproach. According to the DD, undesirable couplings betw
system and environment can be effectively averaged outibiging repetition of fast external control operations. &io the
requirement of fast pulses, DD provides relatively lessuese-demand protection for quantum information. Howghher non-
adiabatic HQC together with the integration of DD and DFSsas not been well explored. Very recently, Xu and L&&) [
proposed a non-adiabatic HQC scheme based on two-qulriadtiens and the scheme is robust against non-collective-de
herence, by encoding three physical qubits to one logidaitqGonsider the scalability of the proposed quantum gatesany
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logical qubits, the schem@&#] requires a lot of resource. Thus more easily achievablersehwith a better encoding rate and
against control imprecisions as well as non-collectiveothecence is of great significance from the experimentalpeetse.

In this work we address the issue by presenting a non-adiaB@C scheme against non-collective decoherence. We ad@nsi
a linear system-bath interaction Hamiltonian in which egquohit has its own bath and provide a universal set of nonatiiab
holonomic quantum gates by presenting two noncommutirgjesitogical-qubit gates and one nontrivial two-logicaibit gate

in DFSs of a decoupling group. The encoding strategy usezliseo encodéV physical qubits td N — 2) logical qubits, and
hence our scheme largely reduces the complexity of expatsne

Results

We first recall the active DD techniqugg, 29 which is to be used to suppress the system-bath interdetien In general, the
interaction Hamiltonian without DD is of the forni{sg = 3 S, ® B,, where eacl$,, andB,, are pure-system operator and
pure-bath operator, respectively. To suppress errorjdena groupi = {g;}, j = 0,1, ...,|G| — 1, of unitary transformations
g; acting purely on the system wify = 1 and|G| = order @) denoting the number of group elements. Assuming that each
such pulsey; is effectively instantaneous and their temporal separasid\¢, a full cycle time isT, = |G|At, and the natural
propagator id)y(At) = exp(—iHAt). Then the evolution of the whole system with DD over a singlele time is given
by U(T.) = H\jg:|O—1 gJTUo(At)gj = e T 'where H.z denotes the resulting effective Hamiltonian. In the idéaitl of
arbitrarily fast controll, — 0, H.g approached#! — H.g = ﬁ Zgjeg g;f-ng = Ilgx). Note that{Hg, g;] = 0 for
Vg; € G, thereby the decoupled evolution is symmetrized accorttigy

A decomposition of the system Hilbert speie can be induced by the decoupling graipia its group algebr&g and its
commutant algebr@¢’ as follows P4, 29): Hs = @ ,;C* @C%,CG = @ s1,,,® My, andCG = &M, ,®1,,. Here theJ-
th irreducible representation (irrep), with the dimensign appears with the multiplicity. ;, while M, and1, are, respectively,
the complex-valued x d matrices and thd x d identity matrix. We encode the computational state intoléfiefactor C™”,
the effective Hamiltoniarf ¢ needs to act trivially oi€™7. A necessary and sufficient conditionfitg = ® ;A 1, ® 14,
(As € C). In this case subsysterfi¥'’ are called NSs. Whedh; = 1, the DFSs case arises.

We consider a linear system-bath interaction Hamiltoniaictvis described by,

Hsp= ) Y of®B, (1)

a=z,y,z 1

wherecs$* are Pauli matrices acting on tli¢h qubit andB;* are arbitrary bath operators. In this noise model, eacht dpalsi
its own bath. The decoupling group fd¢-qubit can be selected a8q: G = {1®V, X®N y®N z®N1 where the pulses
X =04, Z =0, andY = ZX = io,. Based orfl¢, the resulting average system-bath interaction becdlﬂi%s: 0, which
implies that the system is decoupled from the bath up todirder at the time instarit= T..

Suppose thalv is even,G is an Abelian group with orddg| = 4, thus all the irreps of are 1-dimensional (i.ed; = 1),
and the number of irreps is the order of the group. The grogeteabCG can be written a€G = EB?‘,ZI cjlyv-2), where
ny = 2(N=2), Therefore each of the four equivalent subspaces (DFSbk)ag@encodéN — 2) logical qubits to make universal
guantum computation. For instance, fiiénvariant subspacg = {1, 1,1, 1}, representing a set of eigenvalues of decoupling
group elements, is spanned by the N-qubit quantum states- [NOT(r)))/+/2, with » containing an even number ofs of
length V.

For the system-bath interaction forf) (the decoupling groug used to decouple the system from the bath up to first-order at
the time instant = T, has four equivaleritN —2)-dimensional DFSs with\ being even. Each of the four equivalent DFSs is
able to encodéN — 2) logical qubits to make universal quantum computatie@j [i.e., there aré N — 2) logical qubits in each
DFS that will be unaffected by the system-bath interactidmYhe following, we utilize one of the four equivalegtinvariant
DFSs (i.e.A = {1,1,1,1}) to encode our qubits. TheV — 2) logical qubits are encoded in such subspace and the logitaks
are

1)z, = %(|0>|7‘1>|0> + [1)[NOT(r))[1)).
Ira)z, = %<|1>|r2>|0> + [0)[NOT(r2))1)). @)

where|ry ), and|rz) 1, are the logical states ¢fV — 2) logical qubits and the subscript L is used to denote thattétes (or the
operators) are logical states (or operatofs)} and|r2) are the quantum states @V — 2) physical qubits from the-th to the
(N —1)-th physical qubits, withr; andrs, respectively, containing an even number and an odd nuniliés of length(N — 2).



For instance, the logical states for N =4 read

100}, = \/%(|oooo> +1111)),
1)), = \/%(|o11o> + [1001)),
01); = \/%(|1o1o> + |oto1)),
110}, = %(mom + 10011)). 3)

To implement two nhoncommuting holonomic single-logicabg gates and one nontrivial holonomic two-logical-gudate,
one needs a set of operators to achieve the appropriat@ivaaso that the evolution stays within the DFS. To this,end
need to seek for the operators that commute with the decaugioupg. Here we consider the operatc{ns{o;,ﬂ, oj.,ﬂo—]zv}

(G =1,2,---,N — 2) which commute with the decoupling grogp One can use a combination of the above operators to
construct desired Hamiltonians, and as a result the DFSwilbe destroyed.

One qubit gates.— Explicitly, the forms of the Hamiltonians which generateolonomic single-qubit gate can be taken as follows

Hy(t) = Ji(t)oiii0n,
H,(t) = J,(t)(cos o> Z10% tsinfoyol, ), 4)

whereJ; (t) andJ{ (t) are the controllable coupling parametés an arbitrary parameter, agid= 1, ..., N —2. The final time
evolution operator which is composed by two-step evoliorads/; (71,0) = exp( ile H, (t)dt) exp(—i o Hi(t)dt),
wherer; is an intermediate time parameter afidis the evolution period. Adjust the parameters such yfaét]l t)dt =

f:l J1 t)dt = 7, we show that the evolution leads to a single-logical-qgbte. TakeV = 4 andj = 1 as an example, we
have the evolution operator act on the logical states in #h8 ),

U1(T1,0)]00), = —(cos0|0), + sinf|1)) ® |0) 1,

Ui(T1,0)]|01), = —(cos0|0)r, +sind|1)r) @ 1)1,

U1(T1,0)|10), = —(—sinf|0), + cosf|1).) @ |0) 1,

Ur(T1,0)|11), = —(—sinb|0), + cosf|1) ) @ |1) L. (5)

It is clear that the resulting unitary operator can be wmiitethe subspace spanned I3y by ignoring global phase as follows
Uy(T1,0) = e @ 1), whereY, " = —i|0)V (1|t + 1)V (0" is the Pauliy” operator acting on thé-th logical
qubit andZ? is the identity matrix acting on the-th logical qubit. It is straightforward to obtain the evidin operator in the
subspace spanned b — 2) logical statesZ) up to a global phase as

0y @
DN(T,0) =1V ®...@e ™ @...0 V72, ©6)

whereN andj are arbitraerL( = z|0> ( |<J) +1 |1> ( |<J) is the Pauliy” operator acting on thg¢-th logical qubit. This
operator is nothing but ongth single-logical-qubit gatej(= 1, ..., N — 2). Itis shown that the unitary operatds (73, 0) is
purely holonomic according to the conditions of non-adi'athaQC (see Methods).

We next explore the realization of another holonogiit single-logical-qubit gatej(= 1, ..., N — 2). The desired Hamil-
tonians read

Hy(t) = Jo(t)ofoj,q,

Hy(t) = Jy(t)ofo? Tt (7)
where Jo(t) and J,(t) are the controllable coupling parameters. ~With the two Himmians and thef,(t) and
Hi(t) in Eq @), the evqution operator which is composed by four-steplwian is given by Us(73,0) =
exp(— f t)dt) exp( zfz H, (t)dt) exp(—i T; > Hy(t)dt) exp(—i [;* Ha(t)dt). In the above equation, 7,, 7, and
T, are respectlvely mtermedlate time parameters and theigenlperiod. By choosing the following cond|t|0[f > (t)dt =



—%, [ N(tdt = f:; Jy(t)dt = =, [7? Jo(t)dt = =, and the action of the unitary evolution operatd(T», 0) is obtained
for N =4andj =1,

Us(T2,0)|00);, = —e~*|00)

Us(T5,0)|01), = —e~*|01)

Us(T3,0)|10);, = —e*?]10) 1,

Us(T,0)[11);, = —e®|11) . (8)

Up to a global phase, the resulting unitary operator is offthe, Uz(73,0) = =197 @ 12, whereZ; M = = |0) 1)<O|
|1>(Ll) <1|(Ll) is the logical PaulZ operator acting on the-th logical qubit and (?) is the identity matrix acting on thizth Ioglcal

qubit. For arbitraryN andj, it is not difficult to find the evolution operator in the subsp spanned b{V — 2) logical states
(2) by neglecting global phase,

Up(T5,0) = IV @ - @e 2 ... [NV-2), 9)
whereZg) = |0)(Lj) <0|(LJ) |1> <1|L is the Ioglcal PauliZ operator acting on thg-th logical qubit. Therefore we get
anotherj-th single-logical-qubit gatej(= 1, . — 2), which commutes witti/; (771, 0) in (6). Similar to the illustration of

the geometric property df; (71,0), one can verify that the unitary operaids (75, 0) also possesses holonomic property (see
Methods).
As well known is that any single-logical-qubit rotation daerealized by arbitrary rotations around two orthogonakaX hus

the above two noncommutative single-logical-qubit géfes- e v andU; = e*i"Zg), can realize any single-logical-qubit
rotation.

Two qubit gate.— To achieve a universal set of quantum gates, we now denatebbw to realize an entangling gate between the
k-th logical qubit and thé-th logical qubit ¢ < [ =2,..., N —2)in the DFS spanned by) using the generalized off-diagonal
geometric proposaBR]. The required Hamiltonians are

Hj(t) = J3(t)(cosgoioyy —singop, 0714),

Hy(t) = Jy(t)ofoi, (10)
where ¢ is an arbitrary parameter, an#i(¢) and Jé(t) are the controllable coupling parameters. The final timdugiom
operator resulted from the two-step evolutioigT5,0) = exp(—i ffg?’ Hy(t)dt) exp(—i o Hs(t)dt), wherers andT; are
respectively an intermediate time parameter and the @galperiod. Control the parameters to make sure jﬁéﬂg(t)dt =
ff;* Jy(t)dt = T, we havels(T3,0) written in the DFS formed byd) for N = 4, k = 1 andi = 2,

U3(T3,0)|OO>L —(COS¢|OO>L —sin¢|10)L),

Us(T3,0)|01), = —(cos |01) +sin¢[11) 1),

U3(T3,0)|10>L —(Sin¢|OO>L+COS¢|10>L),

Us(T5,0)[11), = —(—sing|01), + cos @[11)1). (11)
The unitary operator is of an equivalent foffg(73,0) = ciovy ez (up to global phase). Furthermore, take= 6, k = 1

and! = 2, the action ofU3(73, 0) on the logical states in the logic DF8)(can be found as

Us(T3,0)|00mn), = —(cos ¢|00), — sin ¢|10) 1) ® |mn),

Us(T5,0)|01mn), = —(cos |01), + sin¢|11) 1) ® |mn),

Us(T5,0)|10mn), = —(sin ¢|00) 1 4 cos ¢|10) 1) ® |mn),

Us3(T3,0)|11mn), = —(—sing|01) + cos ¢|11) 1) ® |mn), (12)
wherem,n € {0, 1}. The resulting unitary operator can be written in the subspanned by2j as follows by ignoring global
phase[/s(T,0) = Y2 ®Z5 @ 1) @ 1), Meanwhile, forN = 6, k = 2 andl = 3, we get

—|m) @ (cos ¢|00) 1, — sin ¢[10) 1) ® |n),
Y ® (cos ¢|01)f, + sing|11) 1) @ |n),
—|m) ® (sin #|00) 1, + cos P|10) 1) ® |n),
) ® (—sing|01)f + cos¢|11) ) ® |n), (13)

Us(T3,0)|m00n)
Us(T5,0)|m01n)
Us(T3,0)|m10n)
Us(T3,0)|m1ln)

_|m

L
L
L
L

—|m)®
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Wllerem, n € {0,1}. In this case, the unitar operatorUg 15,0) = I ® el lfz)ng’) X M uptoa lobal pllase. Itis eas
to generalize the results to any, k, j and the evolution operator reads

Us(T3,0) = Ve... ciV V02 @0 IN-2), (14)

in the subspace spanned @y — 2) logical statesZ). One can find thal/3(75, 0) is a nontrivial entangling logical gate when
sin ¢ andcos ¢ are nonzero. The geometric featurd ®f73, 0) can be demonstrated by resorting to the eigenstat}?él&fand

YL@) as we did forU; (11, 0) (see Methods). As a result, we have achieved a universaf aeneadiabatic holonomic quantum
gates in DFSs of the decoupling grodpwith two non-commutative single-logical-qubit gates ame mon-trivial holonomic
two-qubit gate.

Discussions

We next discuss the physical realization of our scheme irsighl systems. The above-mentioned two-body qubit-qubit
interactions required for the implementation of the quantagic gates may be achieved in coupled microcavity systerd,
that is an array of cavities coupled via exchange of virtitpns with one\-type three-level atom in each cavi#l]. In the
literature, an anisotropic Heisenberg spin-1/2 latticarinexternal magnetic field was proposed by individually siifjig the
external lasers which were illuminated on the atoms. Thecéffe Hamiltonian is of the form

N
H.g = Z (J;crf + Juofof, + Jyolol | + chrfaf+1) (15)

=1

where the parametetg, J, , . can individually be tuned via external lasers through culitig the laser frequencies, Rabi
frequencies and the cavity-cavity couplingsl]l Based on the results, different kinds of two-body quhibi interactions
can be generated by suitably selecting the parameéters, , ., so our proposed logic gates may be realized in the coupled
microcavity system. According to the effective qubit-cibieraction, nearest neighbor couplings of qubits carebézed. Our
desiredH; 2 3 andHi&3 are based on two-qubit interactions including the caseslfteawo qubits are next to each other or not.
The two-qubit interactions may be achievable in the coupledocavities by controlling the couplings of differenterocavities
based on Hamiltonian ). We takeH; as an example to explain the physical realization of the&ut@on. Number the atoms
in each microcavity as to V. Let j + 1-th andN-th microcavities interact with each other while the othdwshot. Adjust the
detunings and Rabi frequencies in the two specified miciiteasuch that/,, and.J, are zero41], we getH;. The other target
two-qubit interactions can be obtained similarly.

In this work, we have explored the implementation of uniaésgts of non-adiabatic holonomic quantum gates by corisgle
a linear system-bath interaction Hamiltonian in which equbit has its own bath. The holonomic quantm gates are asthiev
in the DFSs of the decoupling group. Our results possessféddimerits. Firstly, the quantum operations bear norabatic
holonomic property and hence they are robust against danmiprecisions and require less operation time. Secondiged
on combination of the active DD and the passive DFSs, thetquaoperations are resisted to the decoherence caused by
unavoidable interaction with environment. Thirdly, ouhsme is realizable by utilizing only two-body interactigather than
many-body interactions. From the perspective of expertsjéwo-body interactions are easier to achieve in physigstems
than many-body interactions. Lastly, our encoding strateith an encoding rate ow makes our scheme preferable consider
the scalability of quantum computation to many logical gsibin the following we would like to compare our work with the
one presented in Ref3f] in which non-adiabatic HQC was also proposed in the DFS bydaBed on two-qubit interactions.
Compared with Ref.36], our scheme exhibits two desirable advantages. One ig #imancoding rate, it ié’]\7—2 in our scheme,
while in Ref. [36] it is % The increased encoding rate is due to the fact that we ermeodegical qubits in the DFS provided by
the dynamical decoupling itself and hence our encodinggira is more symmetric. The other advantage is that, inchermse
any arbitrary single-logical-qubit gate can be obtainedibyple combinations of the two single-logical-qubit gabesposed,
where it is not the case in Ref3§]. Therefore our results reduce the complexity of practicgdlementation of holonomic
guantum gates in the DFSs of the decoupling group. We expecdaneme can shed light on the experimentally achievable
implementations of HQC in DFSs.

M ethods

We need to verify whether the unitary operatéfs, 3 are purely holonomic quantum gates. The conditions of non-
adiabatic HQC has been proposed in Refs9, J0]. Consider anN-dimensional quantum system with Hamiltonian
Hs(t). Assume there exists a time-dependéntiimensional subspac#1(t) spanned by a set of orthonormal basis vec-
tors {|¥x(¢)),k = 1,...,K} at each timet. Here|¥.(t)) can be obtained from the Seéldinger equation¥(¢)) =
Texp(—z’jg Hs(t")dt")|P(0)) = U(t,0)|Px(0)), with & = 1,..., K, andT is the time ordering operator. The unitary
transformatiorU (,0) = Texp(—i [, H(t')dt') is a holonomy matrix acting on the subspale#0) if {|¥,(¢))} satisfy the



two conditions: (i) S, [Tk (7)) (Wh(T)| = S ry [0x(0))(¥x(0)], and (id) (U1 (8) [ H()| ¥ (1)) = 0, k1l =1,..., K,
wherer is the evolution period. Conditioft) ensures that the states in the subsp&t@®) complete a cyclic evolution, and
condition(iz) ensures that the cyclic evolution is purely geometric.

Holonomic property of U;.— Here we explore the holonimic property@f by an example withV = 4 andj = 1 by considering
the orthonormal basis vectof¥, (0)) = %(|O>L +i[1)1) ®10) 1, |[¥2(0)) = %(|O>L —i|1)p) @ |0) L, |¥3(0)) = %(|O>L +
i) ) ®@1) L, [¥4(0)) = %(|O>L —i|1)r)®|1)1}. Condition (i) is satisfied since the subspace spanngdbyT, 0)| ¥ (0)) }
coincides with{| ¥, (0)), k = 1,2,3,4}. Condition (ii) needg ¥ (0)|U(¢,0)" H(t)U(t,0)|¥;(0)) = 0. This condition can be
written as(W,(0)|Hy (£)|¥;(0)) = 0 and (¥, ()| H, (t)|¥;(r1)) = 0 because; (t) andH, (t) respectively commute with their
evolution operators. It is easy to see thit, (0)|Hy (¢)|¥;(0)) = 0 and (¥, (m1)|H,(t)|¥;(r1)) = 0. Thus, both conditions
(i) and (ii) are satisfied, antf; (77, 0) is a holonomic single-logical-qubit gate. One can alscstate the geometric property
of U, (T3, 0) by visualizing the evolution in logical Bloch sphere as shawFig. 1. The Hamiltoniang?, (t) and H, (t) drive
the eigenstates de(J) from point A with the eigenvalue-1 to the opposite pole B with the eigenvalué and then back to
point A, which completes a loop along the geodesic line ACBDWerefore there is no dynamical contribution during thelsh
evolution and the single-logical-qubit gdie (77, 0) is purely geometric.

Holonomic property of Us.— We look at the example witN' = 4 and; = 1 again for the demonstration of the holonomic property
of Us, and consider the orthonormal basis vectgr,; (0)) = |00) 1, |¥2(0)) = |01}, |¥3(0)) = |10)z, |P4(0)) = |11)L}.
Condition (i) is fulfilled since the subspace spanned{b%(7%,0)|¥:(0))} coincides with{|¥,(0)),k = 1,2,3,4}. Fur-
thermore, one needs to verify that condition (i) is satfiee., (¥, (0)|U(¢,0)"H(t)U(t,0)|¥;(0)) = 0. The con-
dition can be rewritten agW(0)|Hy()|¥;(0)) = 0, (Up(m)|Hi(8)| ¥ (12)) = 0, (Ui(ry)|H, (t)|¥;(r5)) = 0 and
(W79 )| Hy ()| ¥(75 )) = 0 becauseH,(t), Hy(t), Hy(t) and Hy(t) respectively commute with their evolution operators.
We thus find Conditions (i) is satisfied as well, and therefds(7», 0) is a holonomic single-logical-qubit gate. Similarly, one
can also illustrate the geometric propertyléf(T», 0) by Fig. 1. The Hamiltonians(t), H,(t), H,(t) and H,(t) drive the
eigenstates 022'7) from point C with the eigenvalue-1 completes a cyclic evolution along the geodesic line CBDBAEnce
the single-logical-qubit gat&, (7%, 0) is purely geometric.

Holonomic property of Us.— We takeN = 4, k = 1 andl = 2 as an example to show the holonomic property/gf By
defining|0);, = %(|O>L +i|1)) and|1) = \/%(|O)L —i|1)), the two logical qubit state§|00),|01), |}(_))L, |E>L}
form a basis of the 4 dimensional Hilbert spage Now we splitS into two orthogonal subspaceés =Spar{|00).,|01).}

andS, =Spar{|10)r,|11).}, and in the representation the Hamiltoni&f(¢) and H(t) read H3(t) = J3(t) ( 0
—icos¢p —sing

AT o )
Hi(t) = Ji(t) 0 B where the matriced andB can be written a: and — 0 respectively.
3 3 Bt 0 ) —sing —icos¢ 0 —i )’ '

The corresponding evolution operators for the two stepd rea

U3(T3,0):—Z'<£T 1(4)1) ’U3(T3’T3):_i(l;)T lg) y (16)

respectively and/s; (73, 0) can be shown as

BAT 0

The underlying idea is that, at timg, the two subspace§S;, Sz} evolved into each other and then, at tifig they re-
turn, and this leads to a loop evolution in the Hilbert space therefore condition (i) is satisfied. We then check that-co
dition (ii) is satisfied, i.e.,(¥(0)|U(t,0)TH(t)U(t,0)|¥;(0)) = 0. This is equivalent ta¥(0)|H5(¢)|¥;(0)) = 0 and
(W (73)|Ha(t)|W;(73)) = 0 becauseHs(t) and Hy(t) respectively commute with their evolution operators. THgth condi-
tions (i) and (ii) are satisfied, arid; (73, 0) is a holonomic two-logical-qubit gate.

The set of &-dimensional subspacés,, Sz} in the 4-dimensional Hilbert space forms a Grassman manifé(d; 2). The
closed pathC of 2-dimensional subspaces is a loopGit4; 2). The set of all bases forms a Stiefel manifél@t; 2), which is
a fiber bundle withG(4; 2) as base manifold and with the setDf 2 unitary matrices as fibers. The two steps of evolution
to achieveUs (73, 0) correspond to two geodesic lines @(4;2), that transformS; =Sparf{|00)z, [01).} to its orthogonal
complementS; =Sparf{|10)z, |11).} and then back t&; =Spar{|00)y, |01),} along the geodesic lines. The accompanying
non-Abelian geometric phase represents2the2 fiber on the base manifold &(4; 2).

(17)

Performance of the quantum gates with imperfect DD sequences.— The fact that our holonomic quantum gates are resistant to
non-collective decoherence is based on the DD approachrésailt, the existence of DD pulse errors will affect the perfance



of our proposed quantum gates. Here we provide some nurhezmats to demonstrate the effects of DD pulse errors. The
decoupling strategy utilized in our work can be describedalbgrnatively applying computational and DD operationshwi
XY — 4 sequence as the basic DD sequence.

One of the main errors in DD sequences is flip-angle errorethby the inaccuracy in pulse duration and Rabi frequency.
With a relative flip-angle errat, the imperfect pulse propagator readss][

Rf(ﬁp) — ef'ia’;"(14’6)1917/27 (18)

wheref indicates the effect of the flip-angle erret; (o = x,y, z) are Pauli matrices acting on tt¢h physical qubit and,
is the rotation angle about theaxis. The angl#, is 7 for ideal instantaneous pulses. The fidelity of the quantategcan be
computed numerically according to the following formuss],

po_ TrUaUL
VTr(UalUl) Tr(UnU,)

(19)

whereU;4(U,», ) is the ideal (imperfect) propagator without (with) DD pulseors. We take the two-logical-qubit holonomic
gate as an example to show the performance of our schemejmebence of the flip-angle error. As shown in Figit is clear
that the type of error destroys the gate fidelity severelyrwble> 0.02 (see the red solid curve).

Another main error source in DD sequences in due to the fregyugetuning error which usually leads to errors in the fotat
angle and the direction of the rotation axis. With a relatletuning errop, the imperfect rotation operator is of the forBg],

2 2
Rato) = o TET i BV TEE

)1 — isin( )& . Tig, (20)
where d indicates the effect of frequency detuning error, and thetuadc rotation axis is 7ig4 =
(cos /14 82, sing/v/1+ 02,d/+/1 + 62). According to Eq. 20), we numerically find the fidelity of the two-logical-qubit
holonomic gate when the frequency detuning error is prese(dee Fig.2, blue dotted curve). Our results show that the
guantum gate is more tolerant to the detuning error than ifr@figle error, and the results are consistent with thosengin

Ref. [36]. Hence our scheme requires high precision in adjustinggduration and Rabi frequency in experiments.
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FIG. 1: lllustration of geometric property of two noncomrmgt single-logical-qubit gateB; (71, 0) andU» (1%, 0) in logical Bloch sphere.
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FIG. 2: Numerical results of the fidelity of the two-qubit logl gateeﬂZYL1 9z in the presence of the flip-angle error (Red solid curve)
and frequency detuning error (blue dotted curve). The patars are chosen as follows().1 < e < 0.1 and—0.1 < § <0.1.
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