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W e exam ine the realization of a quantum CNO T gate by adiabatic operations. The principles of
such system s and their analysis are brie y discussed and a m odel consisting of two weakly coupled
double-potential well qubits is studied num erically. R egions of the param eter space w ith suitable
wellde ned sets of wavefinctions are found, In which then an adiabatic sweep of an extemalbias
produces the sw itching behavior of CNO T . Results are presented on the adiabatic condition and
the identi cation with the param eters of a ux-coupled two-SQU ID system is given. For typical
param eters adiabatic tin es in the nanosecond regin e are obtained.

T he basic elem ent of the \quantum com puter" E] is
the quantum bi (qubit), a two level system , exhbiting
quantum ooherence between the states. M any physical
realizations of the qubit have been proposed [2 Toma—
nipulate the qubit quantum gates B] are necessary, logic
devices capabl of operating on linear com binations of
Input states. First there is the sinple NOT, a one bi
operation which can be viewed as an Inversion operation
on a qubit. T he next step is to construct gatesofa condi-
tionalcharacter. A sin ple case to consider is the two-bit
operation \controlled NOT" or CNO T . To realize such
device it is natural to consider using an interaction be-
tw een the physical elem ents constituting the qubit.

Am ong the possiblem echanism s form anjpulating cou—
pled qubits adiabatic procedures are, as explained below ,
of special interest. Furthem ore, i has been suggested
that adiabatic procedures m ay be robust with respect
to certain kinds of errors iff]. In particular w ith super-
conducting devices, A verin Eﬂ] has suggested using an all
Josephson jinctions in the coulom b blockade regin €, and
w e havem entioned the possibility ofusing SQU ID qubits
wih ux coupling ['_d]. In this ltter we will explain
som e general principles for studying such system s and to
present num erical calculations relevant to their behavior
and design.

CNOT isa twoqubit operation and we w ill represent
it by tw o interacting doublepotentialwell system s. Each
doublewellsystem m ay be though ofasan approxin ately
Independent qubit since we shallkeep the coupling weak.
Qualitatively, we will use the procedure of perform ing

an adigbatic NOT 6] on the rst qubit whik trying to

in uence itsbehaviorby the state ofthe second. W e nd
a region of param eter space w here this works.

Ham itonian: W e takethe follow ingm odelham iltonian
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The function f ( ) is chosen so that a doublewell po-
tential results for each variable. W e shalluse £( ) =
1 2%+ 2% “.Vo,k,%, k2, 1 and ; are constants
depending on system param eters. Thetwo ©*% areexter—
nalbiaseswhich can be adjisted or varied to perform the
operation and to nd favorabl operating points for the
device. T heir values determ ine the degree of asym m etry
ofeach double well system ; when they are zero the wells
are symm etric (for L, = 0). Note that when the cou-
pling param eter L, is zero the ham ittonian sin ply rep—
resents tw o non-interacting system s. O ur m odel system
thus consists of two weakly interacting doublepotential
wells w ith externally adjustable biases $*%; §**. Fig 1
show s the equipotential contours ofV ( 1; 2), WJth its
four potential wells.

Representation of Logical States: W e rst require a
representation of the four states of the tw oqubit system .
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FIG.1l. Potential as
n Eq #), with s ur
wells. The coordinate

;1 (target bi) runs hor-
izontally and ; (control
bit) vertically. Red indi-
cates the deepest poten—
tial, purple the highest.

E ach logical state w ill be represented by a wavefiinction
localized in a distinct potentialwell. W hen this obtains,
the logical state corresponds to a distinguishable physi-
cal state w ith high probability. W ith SQU ID qubits, for
exam ple, if or a single SQU DD a wavefunction concen—
trated on the keft ofthe double potentialw ell corresoonds
to current going clockw ise, then fora two-SQ U ID system
the lower left wellofF ig 1 correspondsto current counter—
clockwise n SQUID 2 and current clockw ise in SQU ID
1. Since, as w illbe explained in the next paragraph, we
work with energy eigenstates, a rst requirem ent on the
ham ilttonian is thus that it yield a set of \good w avefinc-
tions", that iswhere the rst four energy eigenstates are
well ocalized In the fourdi erent wellsofFig 1.

A ssum Ing such a set of wavefunctions has been found,
visualization of the situation is aided by the use of
tableaux indicating where the wavefuinctions are local-
ized on Fig 1. Labeling the st four energy eigenstates
in order of increasing energy 1,2,3,4, exam ples ofpossible
tableaux are seen in Eqﬁj].

Representation of CNOT : Our ain is to represent a
logical operation such as CNOT by a mapping of the
set of Initial logical states to a certain set of nallogical
states. T hisw illbe represented by a particular rearrange—
m ent of states on the tableau.

CNOT isde ned by the conditions: A ) the controlbit
doesnot change its state, and B) the target bit is reversed
or not reversed, according to w hether the controlbit is
1 or 0. If we identify the top row of the tableau w ith
controlbit = 0 and the bottom row w ith controlbit= 1,
a physicalem bodin ent of CNO T would be

4 3 4 3

12 4 21 ®
Condition A) on the stability of the controlbit is exhib—
Ied in that no statesm ove between the top and bottom
row . Condition B) is realized in that the top row rem ains
unchanged w hile the bottom row is \ ipped".

Adiakatic O perations: Realization of operations such
as qu] can be acoom plished in an especially transpar-
ent way by using adiabatic processes. T his is due to the
\no level crossing" behavior of adiabatic evolution. T he
no-crossing property assures that a state initially in the

rst, or second, or third,.... energy lkevel will end up in

the 1rst, or second, or third,... energy level after the
adiabatic evolution, whilke at the sam e tim e the physi-
calproperties associated w ith the levelm ay be changing.
Thus In Eqﬁj] wih SQU D s, state 1 begins asa con g—
uration w ith the current clockw ise In SQU ID 1, counter—
clockwise In SQUID 2 and ends up as a con guration
where the current rem ains counterclockw ise In SQ U ID

2 but is now reversed to counterclockwisein SQU D 1.

One can proceed as follows: we search for an iniial
ham itonian whose variablke param eters ( §*%; $*%) are
adjusted to give the keft tablau oqui_ﬂ]. Then, we search
fora nalham iltonian where another set of ( §*%; $*%),
gives the tablau on the right. If the two param eter sets
can be connected by a sm ooth, slow transfom ation,a
\sweep"- we have obtained an adiabatic realization of
our operation, here CNOT .

In this procedure we need only to study the station—
ary Schroedinger equation at rst. This is an in portant
sin pli cation for the num erical analysis. H owever, after
having detemm ined som e suitable param eter setswe shall
also study the full tim edependent Schroedinger equa-—
tion. T his is necessary to determm ine w hat sweep speed is
\slow ", that is guarantees adiabatic behavior.

Num erical M ethods: O ur problem involves two vari-
ables and tunneling through four barriers, as well as
a multidim ensional param eter space. To deal wih
this com plex situation we tum to a recently developed
m ethod ij] for num erical solution of the Schroedinger
equation. A large basis of hamm onic oscillator w avefunc—
tions is used to reduce the problem to an array of fast
algebraic m anipulations, programm ed in M athem atica.
Except orthe snalll, 10 3, we work with param e-
ters of order one, hence the resulting dim ensionless ener—
gies are also of order one. H ow ever the splittings am ong
the lowest levels, which are what we m anipulate, result
from tunneling and are snall 10 3 10 *. Hence
fourplace accuracy is necessary. U sing thesem ethodswe
have been abk to nd a region ofthe ( §*%; $*%) param —
eters space w here there are \good w avefunctions". T hese
are indicated as the gray regions of Fig 2, with the pa—
ram eters as indicated. R educing the value of 1, leadsto
a shrinking of these regions on the plot.

A's a by-product of our num erical work we can also
exam Ine the validity ofthe frequently used \psuedo-somn"
picture. O ne often usefully visualizes i§] the low est quasi-
degenerate levels of the system as \spins". This picture
requires, however, that the m oving statevectors rem ain
in the hibert space spanned by an initial there four ) set
of states. By evaluating wavefunction overlaps we nd
this is true, to a good approxin ation, supporting the use
ofthe \spin" picture. W e stress, how ever, that we do not
need this sim pli cation in our calculations.

Switching Behavior: W e have been able to obtain
sw itching behavior according to E q[;%] for the \good" re—
gions of Fig 2, by m eans of the follow ing operation: the
controlbias §*" isheld constant at a relatively high value
while there is a sweep of the target bias §** . This is
a generalization ofa simpke NOT E_G] on 1. The resuls



m ay be understood in tem s of a sin ple m odel: the L,
coupling produces an extra bias on the target bit which
"helps or hinders" the NO T operation.

The relatively large bias on , com es from condition
A):we attem pt to \Inm obilize" the control bit despite
the perturbations com m unicated by the sweep of ‘f"t via
L. W e thereore investigate the region j $*“j<< j §*55.
If , is indeed successfully \in m cbilized" it willbe xed
in one of its two potential wells and can have only the
values 1. Asseen by 1, this am ounts to an
extra bias. To linear order (since we take all §*%; $**
anallocompared to 1 and ;; , are in the neighborhood
ofl) and introducing the notation

ext _ ext E (4)

1eff 1
L

the potentialtermm s nvolving ; In Eqg r_Q] becom e
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A s a consequence, there is an e ective shift in the ex-
temalbiason 1 by ( li—f). This is jist as suggested
by the \help or hindering" picture, and we further leam
that the m agnitude of the \help" is liz . A coording to
this picture we should try to analyze the behavior of
(target bit) as if t were sim ply underam odi ed extemal
bias ext

1 eff*
W e would then expect ifa certain tableau obtains and
?‘t is varied, that the tableau is m aintained until there
is a sign switch for ¢*F To see how the sign switch

1eff*
occurs, note that or $° 0 the sign of $*I.; is given
by the

from the controlbit. But for j $tj>> li—f
the sign is controlled by~ $** itself. T here is, therefore, a
region around $** = 0 where the tableau is determ ined
by the control bit, and another region for large j §*%j
where the tablkau is detem ined by the sign of §*'. As
we cross from one region to another, one pairofstatesw ill
retain the sign it had for large j $*jand the other pair
of statesw il sw itch . T hiswould be the desired behavior.
A cocording to Eqg [4 ] the point w here the sw itch from one
tableau to another should take place is given by j $*j
Lo=Lk.

Num erical Results: The three di erent gray areas of

Fig 2 have wellde ned tableaux as follow s:

3 4 4 3 4 3

12 12 2 1 7 ©)
for the interm ediate gray region (left), the darkest region
(center) and the light gray region (right), respectively.
These tableaux t wih the description arrived at in the
m odel, where either the top orbottom row invertsaswe
go from the centralregion to large j $*%3. Hence a sweep
from the central region to the right region produces the
m apping Eqg E{]. Sin ilarly sweeping from the right region

to the center and from the lft region to the central re—
gion and viceversa can also serve as realizations, di ering
sin ply in the assignm ent of (0,1) for the quantum states
or the nam es for the qubits. Fig 2 show s that the sw itch
between tableaux occurs quite close to j §**j= Jho=L 3
as predicted by the m odel. A 1so, it seem s the nequality
j $9< < j §*"Jneed not be very strong or \in m obiliza-
tion".

Adiabatic Condition: An in portant tin e scale is a4iaps
the shortest tim e in which an operation can be perform ed
adiabatically. T histin e is relevant both to them axin um
goeed of the device and w ith respect to decoherence and
relaxation e ects since the operation m ust take place In
tin es short com pared to those for these e ects. W e thus
now exam Ine the tim e dependent Schroedinger equation
i@1 =H .Wework wih the dim ensionless tin e vari-
able , where the connection to usualtin e t is given by

= Eot. E( is an energy param eter in electron vols or
H z, characteristic of the particular system under consid-
eration. It also gives the overall energy scale. Thus all
energies are In units of E( and all tin es are In units of
E," h=1).

An estin ate orNOT E_G] gave
2 - 2 . )

. = |
adiab ‘tunnel rabi /

where isthe length ofthe sweep in energy and 'tunnel =
rapir the Inverse tunneling energy or oscillation tin e be—
tween the two states at m inim um separation. Since here
we also perform a kind of NOT, we expect a sn iliar
relation to hold, where !iynne1 Or _;; is the smallest
level splitting during the adiabatic passage and the sweep
length may be read o from the total energy shift of
the wells. W e de ne a \degree of adiabaticity" by per-
form ing a sweep num erically and taking the overlap of
the resulting wavefiinction w ith the wavefunction of the
corresponding stationary nalham ittonian; that isto say
the overlap w ith the wavefunction that would resul from
an In niely slow sweep. The square of this am plitude,
Pfi, isshown in Fig 3 as a function of sweep tin e, for a
eep (0:002; 0:01)! (©008; 001)onFig2.The ar
row Jndjcates the theoretical prediction using Eq 57] As
would be expected, aqiap  €°? 500 is a large num ber
in din ensionless unis.
Identi cation with SQU ID param eters: Eqns rE:,:_Z]arjse
by standard m ethods In the analysis of two rf SQU ID

loops coupled by a mutual inductance L, E_S]. The
Josephson relation leads to £( ) = ocos , to which our
£()=1 £ ?+ 2L * isagood approxin ation.

W ith L;, L, the SQUID inductances and C,, C, the

Josephson junction capacitances, the energy scale factor
- P— 2
iSEq= 1= LC,whereC = CiCpandL = “bZ—¥*
p 142
LiL,. A set of reasonable values for the SQUID is

L, = 300pH , L, = 280pH , L1, = 18pH ,C; = C;, =
OdpF and ; = , = 128. Sihce In frequency unis

one ndsEg pﬁ 1000 GH Z these valuesgive
—pH C=p

Eo 185GH Z . Then the .4iap 500 In din ensionless
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FIG.2. A region ofthe $*%; $*" plane wih a well de-

ned set of wavefinctions as explained in the text. The
coupling param eter is L, = 0:005. O ther param eters were
L=k=1; 1= 2=119; 1= 2= Vo= 163
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FIG . 3. The adiabaticity param eter versus sweep tim e ora
sweep of ( §*%; $*%): (0:002; 0:01) ! (0:008; 0:01).Pei=1

denotes perfect adJabaUCJty T he arrow Indicates the theoret—
icalestim ate .L4iap =

|
tunnel

units corresponds to 10°s 1n

seconds.
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Finally we note that here, as wih all discussions of
quantum com putation, the In portant open question is
the tin e scale for decoherence gec. In i_é] we estin ated

dgec (few) 10 °sPrtheSQUD at 40mK (and also
suggested a m ethod for its direct m easurem ent). W ith
the above estin ate for L4iap it thus appears, at least for
the SQ U ID , that the adiabatic condition allow s for opera—
tions in tim es lessthan gec . H ow ever, the question ofthe
decoherence tin e is controversial and system -dependent
and w ill probably only be resolved convincingly by ex—
perin ent. In this respect, it is encouraging that in ex-
perin ents i_é] show ing evidence form acroscopic quantum
behaviour of the SQU ID the dissipation valie is rather
an all.
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