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Abstract

We show that flux qubits can be efficiently entangled by inductive coupling to
a tunable resonant circuit, in the scheme reminiscent of atoms’ entanglement
through the optical cavity mode. It is shown, in particular, that the single-
photon excitation of the resonator produces the pure Bell state of qubits with
the completely disentangled LC circuit.
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1. Successful realization of quantum computing critically depends on our ability to
entangle quantum states of qubits [l. Controllable coupling mechanism necessary to perform
this task must also allow for variation of single qubit’s parameters, which is inevitable if
qubits are macro- or at least mesoscopic devices. This is the case for superconducting flux
qubits [AF]. The alternative approach, fine tuning of single qubit parameters, is not always
applicable.

The natural way of coupling superconducting qubits is through an intermediate resonant
LC circuit (tank) [@H]. The tank circuit can be made tunable by including in it a biased
Josephson junction [B,[], the effective inductance of which depends on the bias current.

In the limit [f]l, when the tank resonant frequency wr > A, where A is a characteristic
frequency of the qubit, the role of the tank is reduced to creating a direct qubit-qubit
interaction, which can only be controlled by tuning individual qubits. Here we consider the
case when wr and A are comparable, so that there are actual excitations (photons) in the
tank.

The presence of actual excitations in the LC contour allows more freedom, e.g. its
consecutive coupling to the qubits, when the frequencies of the latter differ. The problem we
approach is analogous to the one extensively studied in quantum optics [B-L0,5 with respect
to entanglement of atoms through the cavity modes. We concentrate here on developing
the theory of dynamic evolution of the "two qubits plus resonator” system in the case of
simultaneous coupling the qubits to the resonant LC circuit. The goal is to find the conditions
which allow to maximally entangle the qubits with each other, while disentangle them from
the quantum state of the tank. The decoherence effects are not taken into account explicitly.
We must assume anyway that the decoherence time of qubits significantly exceeds the time
necessary for manipulations with them (which is a realistic assumption in view of recent
experimental successes with superconducting qubits [[I-LI3]). The LC circuit itself should
have the decoherence time of the same order as qubits.

2. We consider two phase qubits, "a” and ”b”, having the same tunneling splitting. Each
of these qubits is inductively coupled to the LC circuit ("tank”) tuned in resonance with
the qubits. The Hamiltonian of the tank with an inductance Ly and a capacitance Cp has
the form
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where gr and Iy are a charge and a current in the tank, respectively. It should be noted,

that for these variables we have the commutation rule: [Ir,qr]- = ih/Ly, which follows

from the relation between a flux in the tank, &7 = Ly Iz, and the charge g7 : [P, qr]- = ih.

In a two-state approximation a persistent current in the qubit loop takes two values +1,
(for a—qubit) and can be described by the Pauli matrix o,. As a result, the operator of the
coupling energy between the qubits and the tank will looks like:
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Here M, = k,/ L, L7 stands for the mutual inductance of the tank and the a—qubit having
the inductance L,. The same is true for the b-qubit which has the inductance L, and is
describes by the Pauli matrices 7,, 7,, 7,. The qubit currents I,, I;, are constant parameters



here. The dimensionless coefficient k obeys a relation: k?Q ~ 0.1 — 1 with @ being the
quality factor of the LC-circuit.

The tank represents itself a single mode cavity with excitations which we will call there-
after ”"photons”. Because of this, it is convenient to work with creation-annihilation opera-
tors of photons in the tank b", b, where:

Ly
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b= (IT + inqT). (3)

Then, for the electric current in the tank we have

The Hamiltonian of two qubits with the same tunneling elements A, = A and A, = A
interacting with the tank can be written as

H= A0, + A7, — (A0 + NT) (b +bT) + hwp(bb + 1/2), (5)

where the coupling constants are A\, = M, I,\/hwr/2L1, Ay = Myly\/hwr /2 L. Without the
interaction between the qubits and the tank the evolution of operators oy = o, £i0,, 74 =
T, £ 17y, b is described as

0+ (t) = exp(£2iAt)o+(0); 74 (t) = exp(£2iAt)74(0); b(t) = e “7'b(0). (6)

To analyze the case of strong resonant coupling between the qubits and the tank, when
the frequency of the tank is exactly equal to the energy splitting between the levels of the
qubits, wr = 2A, we use a rotating wave approximation and neglect of the fast oscillating
terms in the Hamiltonian (5). As a result, we get the Jaynes-Cummings model [[[4] with
two two-level systems resonantly coupled to the single mode cavity. The Hamiltonian of this
model has the form: H = Hy + H,,;, with
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As in the original Jaynes-Cummings model, two parts of the Hamiltonian H commute:
[Ho, Hint) = 0. It means that the operators Hy and H;,; have the common system of eigen-
functions. Let’s introduce «g, 8, as eigenfunction of the o,— matrix:o,a, = a4, 0.0, =
—Bq; and ay, B, as eigenfunctions of the z-matrix of the second qubit, 7,, with eigen-
values 1. Then, the action of operators o1 on these functions is described as follows:
ora, =0,0.0, =204;0_ag = 20,,0_8, = 0. The similar is true for the second qubit. The
states of the LC circuit are represented by the eigenfunctions of the harmonic oscillator,
|n), corresponding to the eigen-energy wr(n + 1/2). The action of the creation-annihilation
operators on these states is well-known: bjn) = \/n|n—1),b"|n) = v/n + 1|n+1). We choose
the following eigenstates of the Hamiltonian Hy (7) corresponding to the same eigenenergy
nwr, HoV; = nwrV;, 5 =1, .4
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Here the number n is counted from 1. In the case when n = 0 the wave function of the first
state is assumed to be zero, ¥; = 0, and we have only three basis states. If n = 1, then in
the first state we have no photons, but both qubits are in their upper states contributing
(0.54+0.5)wr = wr to the total energy (we do not consider here the tank-qubits interaction).
In the second state, W5, the second qubit turns over, from the state oy, with the energy wyp /2
to the state 3, with the energy —wr/2. The released energy goes into the tank creating
one photon having the energy wy. The same process occurs in going from state 1 to state 3
when the first qubit turns over. Due to the commutativity of Hy and H;,; the action of the
coupling Hamiltonian H;,; on the eigenfunctions (8) of the free Hamiltonian H, does not
fall outside the basis Wy, .. W, :
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or, that is the same, the nonzero matrix elements of the operator H;,; in the basis ¥y, .. W,
will look like:

(1 Hyt [2) = (2/ it 1) = =v/0; (U Hina|3) = (3| Hinal 1) = —v/ihas

— — — —

(2|Hingl4) = (4| Hing|2) = —vVn + 1Ag; (3| Hie|4) = (4|Hine|3) = —v/n + 1. (10)
The eigenfunctions {U} of the total Hamiltonian H = Hy + H;,, HV = EWV, can be rep-
=4

resented as a superposition of the basis function ¥y, . W, : ¥ = 25:1 c;V;. As a result we
obtain the system of four linear equations for the coefficients ¢y, ..c4. After some transfor-
mations these equations take the form:

(E — nwr)ep = —\/ﬁ()\bcz + AaC3),
(E — nwr)es = —vVn+ 1(Aac2 + Mpec3), (11)

{(E —nwr)? = Xn— A2(n+ 1)} ea — AaXo(2n + 1)c3 = 0,
{(E —nwr)? = X2n — A(n+1)}es — A Ap(2n + 1)cy = 0. (12)

This system has nontrivial solutions when the the corresponding determinant is equal to
Zero:

Det = (E — nwp)* — (A2 + M) (2n + 1)(E — nwr)® + (A2 — X\))*n(n + 1) = 0. (13)

This condition gives us a set of four eigen-energies of the total Hamiltonian H

EM? = nwp + \/(Ag + M) (n+1/2) + \/(Ag +A2)2(n +1/2)2 — (A2 — A)2n(n + 1),

E®Y = nwr + J (A2 +22)(n+1/2) = JOZ+ 23)%(n + 1/2)2 = (0 = Pn(n+ 1), (14)
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3. Let’s proceed to a consideration of some particular examples. In the case when the
interaction of the tank with the second qubit is absent (), = 0) for the energy levels E®)
and for the corresponding eigenstates W) v = 1, ..4, we obtain, respectively:

EYY = nwr + M\vVn + 1; E®Y = nwr + A\ V1

2 _ % (InYae F 1+ 1)82) B,
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It is evident, that the second qubit is completely disentangled with the tank as well as with the
first qubit. Nevertheless, the first qubit and the tank are strongly entangled in this situation.

It can be expected that the maximal entanglement could be reached when both qubits
are coupled to the tank with the same strength, \, = Ay = A = ky/wrLyI2/2, where L, is a
qubit inductance, and I, is a current in a qubit’s loop. Then the first and the second energy

levels are different,
ENY = nwp +20/n+1/2, (16)

whereas the third and the fourth states have the same energies
EGY = purp. (17)

The corresponding orthogonal wave functions take the form

1 n n+1
g2 = 3 [ — 1/2|n — Daay + 4/~ Y In 4+ 1)BufBs F [n)aa s F |n>5aab] :
1 n+1 n
pBa) — 3 [ - 1/2|n — Dagay — s 1/2|n + 1)B.0p = |n)aafy F \n)ﬁaab] ) (18)

Apparently, now we have strongly entangled qubits and the tank. However, if the number
of photons in the LC-circuit is very high, n > 1, so that [n£1) ~ |n), the system is actually
in a factorized state :

WO = 2o F Bu)low T i), WO = 2 (o F ) 0w & ), (19)
as expected, since there should be no entanglement through a classical system.
4. It is of interest to trace the evolution of the originally non-entangled state, say,
U (0) = ¥y = |0)a,ap. In this initial state both qubits are in the up-state and there are no
photons inside the tank. The time evolution of the wave function W(¢) in the Schrédinger
picture is described by the superposition:

v=4 oo
U(t) =3 u,exp(—iEM )T, (20)

v=1n=1
where E®) W) are the eigen-energies (16), (17) and eigenstates (18) of our system. These
states and energies depend on the number of photons in the tank n. Because of this we have
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a sum over n in Eq.(20). The coefficients u, in the superposition (20) are determined by the
relation

u, = (U0(0)), (21)

and also depend on the number of photons. For our choice of the initial state the quantum
number it should be: n =1, and u; = uy = 1/v/6,u3 = uy = 1/4/3. As a result the following
four states participate in the evolution of our wave function W(¢) :

a0 %\O>aaab + 228 = 510 + o).

\11(2 >5a5b + %|1>(O‘a6b + 6&051))7

>aaab +
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with the energies counted from the vacuum energy wr/2: BV = wp + A6, E? = wyp —

M6, E®) = EW = . respectively. After the time interval ¢ our system ”two qubits +
tank” will be in the state

iwpt 2 4 cos(v/6AL)

J—— cos(\/_ At)
; NGE

U(t)=e
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et sin(JéAt)|1)(aaﬁb + Baawp). (23)
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It is clear from this formula that amplitudes to find the system in one or another state
oscillate in time with the frequency

Qp = A6 = k\/3wrL,I2, (24)

where I, is the current in the qubit’s loop, and k is the coupling coefficient between the
qubit loop (with an inductance L,) and the tank (with an inductance Lp), so that the

mutual inductance one of the qubits and the tank, M, is: M = ky/L,Ly. The initial state,

Uy = |0)auqp revives in the moments ¢ = 27m/Qg,m = 0,1,2,.. In the moments t =
(m/2 4+ mm)/Qg all states of the qubits are mixed:

elt) = e Si0hase ~ S22 — (-1 2RI oy

BT

After a 1/2-period shift from the origin (at ¢t = (7 4+ 27m)/Qg) we have an entanglement
of two up-states of the qubits, a,ap, two down-states, 3,03, with the vacuum state |0) and
with the two-photon state |2) of the tank:

2/2

Bo(0) = 7 |0y — 2 ). (26)
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It should be noted that in the states (25), (26) the qubits are entangled not only to one
another but to the tank as well. The same is true when we choose a two-photon initial state
U(0) = |2) B4 Now we have u; = ug = 1/v/3,u3 = uy = —1//6, and

1-— cosg(\/@\t) 1+2 co;(f)dﬁ) 128,y +

e~ sin(VOAL)|1) (v By + Bacty)- (27)

\If(t) _ _e—int\/§ |O>aaab + 6—int
1
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Here again we are not able to get rid of the entanglement of qubits with the tank.
5. With this goal in mind we consider the case when our system ”two qubits 4 tank”
has an energy equal to the energy of the single photon and can be in a superposition of three
states (n =0) :

Wy = [0)aafy, U3 = [0) Bacwy, Yy = 1) Bu By (28)

Now it is not enough the energy to excite the first state ¥; (8). The total Hamiltonian
H = Hy+ H;; (7) has three eigen-energies (we drop the vacuum energy wr/2)

EWY =2x, E® = —\o) EC (29)

with the corresponding wave functions

\I/(l) = |O>M \/*‘1>ﬁaﬁb7
(2) _ aaﬁb + ﬁaab T
Y = ‘O>— 9 \/5‘1>5aﬁb7
v®) — |O)M. (30)
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For the non-symmetric initial state, ¥(0) = |0)a,S, when there are no photons in the
tank and the first qubit is in the excited state, the evolution of the wave function of the
system is described by the expression

1 + cos(v/2)t)
2

— cos(V/2)t)

5 10) Bacty + —= 51n(\/_>\t)|1>5a5b (31)
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Again, we are not able to obtain the entanglement of the qubits without the intrusion of the
tank states.

However, for the symmetric excitation,

W (0) = |1)Babh, (32)

when we have a single photon in the tank and both qubits are in the down states, we obtain
up = —1/v2,u3 = 1/4/2,u3 = 0, so that the wave function of the system in the moment ¢
will look like

U(t) =

|O> aﬁb

aaﬁb + ﬁaab

(1) = cos(V2Mt)[1) Ba B + i sin(v/2At)]0) 7

(33)



In the moments of time ¢t = (7/2 4+ mm)/wg the single photon initially located in the LC-
circuit produces the pure Bell state of two qubits,

O‘aﬁb + ﬁaab
\/§ ’

with the completely disentangled tank. Here m = 0,1, 2, .. and the frequency of Rabi oscilla-

tions is:
WRr = \/5)\ = k,/wTqug. (35)

This process resembles the two-slit interference of the single-photon excitation which prop-
agates into two qubits (slits) simultaneously.

6. In the case of Mooij type qubit [B] when the persistent current in the qubit loop
I, ~ 450 nA, a coupling coefficient k& ~ 1/30, a qubit loop inductance L, ~ 25pH, qug ~
6 x 10721J, and the resonant frequency of LC-circuit fr = wr/27 = 10° Hz, or hwr =
6.3 x 1072°J, we have A ~ 0.5 x 1072 J hiwr = 1.4 x 107%J, and the Rabi frequency
fr = wr/2m = 1.1 x 103Hz =~ 0.1fp. Thus, the pure Bell state is formed for the time
interval

Uy = i(—1)"|0) (34)

1
tgey = — = 2.3 x 10 %sec.
Bell 4fR

This operation time is much less than the excitation lifetime, 7,4, in the LC-circuit with the
quality factor @ = 1000 : 7,, = 10 %sec, as well as less than the estimated decoherence time
of the phase qubits [J].

In conclusion, in the framework of Jaynes-Cummings model we have investigated the
protocol for entanglement of phase qubits inductively coupled to a resonant tank. It is shown
that in the case of simultaneous coupling the single-photon excitation of the tank creates
the maximally entangled Bell state of qubits with the completely disentangled vacuum state
of the resonator. The results are applicable to the case of capacitive coupling, as well as to
the qubit entanglement through optical cavities.
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