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W e investigate the inuence ofdissipation on one{ and two{qubitrotationsin coupled sem icon-

ductor quantum dots,using a (pseudo) spin{boson m odelwith adiabatically varying param eters.

For weak dissipation,we solve a m aster equation,com pare with direct perturbation theory,and

derive an expression for the ‘�delity loss’during a sim ple operation that adiabatically m oves an

electron between two coupled dots. W e discussthe possibility ofvisualizing coherentquantum os-

cillations in electron ‘pum p’currents,com bining quantum adiabaticity and Coulom b blockade. In

two{qubit spin{swap operations where the role ofinterm ediate charge states has been discussed

recently,we apply ourform alism to calculate the �delity lossdue to charge tunneling between two

dots.

PACS num bers: 73.21.La,73.63.K v,85.35.G v,03.65.Y z

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

The control of quantum superpositions in coupled

electronic system s has been suggested as a possible

way to realize quantum logic gates in sem iconductor

structures. An exam ple are coupled quantum dots1{5,

where Coulom b interactions between electrons can be

exploited6{8 to de�ne very sm alle�ective Hilbertspaces

such asthat oftwo tunnel-splitted ground states,sepa-

rated by a large energy gap from the rem aining m any-

particlestates9{11.

If param eters of the Ham iltonian (like the tunnel-

coupling between dots) are slowly changed as a func-

tion oftim e,adiabaticcontrolofthestatevector12,swap

operations13,and the controlled transferfrom an initial

to a �nalstate14 becom e possible. In addition,by cou-

pling such a system to externalelectronicreservoirs,one

can pum p electronsthrough the system in a controlled,

adiabaticm annerwhich in principlecan serveasa ‘read

out’ofthe state vector in form ofan electric current.

In the sim plestcase,this can be achieved through a si-

m ultaneousvariation oftwo param etersasa function of

tim e.

Both adiabatic controlofrotationsorswaps,and co-

herent pum ping ofelectrons evidentally are very sensi-

tive to decoherence.The coupling to dissipative degrees

offreedom such asphononsdisturbsthe coherenttim e-

evolution and therefore leads to a loss of controlover

the desired superposition. Decoherence and dissipation

in quantum XO R gateoperationshavebeen discussed re-

centlybyThorwartand H�anggi15 in apowerfulnum erical

schem e.Theyfound thatpropertieslikegate�delitiesare

very sensitive to the dissipative bath coupling constant,

butonly weakly depend on tem perature.

In thisarticle,wequantitatively investigatetheroleof

dissipation forone-and two-qubitadiabatic‘rotations’of

an electron between two coupled quantum dots.Forthe

electron chargeone-qubit,wediscussa‘quantum electron

pum p’fordotswhich arecoupled to externalleads(elec-

tron reservoirs). In our schem e,decoherence is m ainly

due to absorption ofbosonsin excitationsofthe instan-

taneousground statewhich leadsto an exponentialtem -

perature dependence. Fora sinusoidalpulse,we use an

exact solution and perturbation theory in the phonon

coupling to predicthow quantum m echanicaloscillations

between thedotscan bem adevisiblein a‘read out’elec-

tronic current,sim ilar to the experim ent by Nakam ura

etal. in a superconducting Cooper pair box16 and the

recentelectron spin resonance schem e fordotsby Engel

and Loss17.

First, we com pare results for both weak and strong

coupling to the bosons and derive an analytic expres-

sion for the inuence ofthe bath on the �delity ofthe

operation. Second,we investigate two-qubitswap oper-

ations in spin-based two-electron quantum dots. These

spin qubitssensitively depend on chargedecoherencedue

tointerm ediatestateswherechargehastunneled between

the dots. Piezoelectric phonons coupled to the electron

charge incoherently m ix statesin the singletsectorand

lead to a lossof�delity ofthe swap operation.

Adiabatic transfer and pum ping of charges through

sm all m etallic islands or sem iconductor quantum

dots18{21 hasalready been dem onstrated experim entally.

Furtherm ore,in the strong Coulom b blockade regim e of

coupled quantum dots,thenon-adiabaticcouplingtoAC

�elds in photo-assisted transport9,22{24 has been estab-

lished in experim ents25{27. In the opposite regim e of

weak Coulom b correlations,experim entsin open dots28

havedem onstrated thefeasability ofan ‘adiabaticquan-

tum electron pum p’.These system scan be described as

non-interacting m esoscopicscatterers29{33.

A com bination of strong Coulom b blockade and the

adiabatic controlofthe wave function in a triple quan-

tum dot has been suggested recently34. Furtherm ore,

in superconducting Josephson junction qubits35, adia-

baticquantum com putation with Cooperpairs36 and adi-

abatic controlled-NO T gates for quantum com putation

havebeen proposed by Averin37.

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0207257v1
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Thedecoherencepropertiesofadiabaticone-and two-

qubit operations are closely related to the dissipative

Landau-Zenerproblem (see,e.g.,thereview38 forfurther

references). In tim e-dependent operations,decoherence

ratesin generalbecom e tim e-dependentthem selvesand

therewith usually involve the whole (or a large part)of

thespectrum offrequenciesin thee�ectivespectralden-

sity �(!)ofthe bosonic bath. Aswe show below,adia-

baticpulsescan be chosen such thatqubitrotationsrun

ata constantenergy gap � to theexcited statewhereby

dissipation is due to �(! = �=~), i.e., one boson fre-

quency only. Thiscan be used to extract�(!)from the

pum p current by using a series ofpulses with di�erent

�.

A suppression of�(!) at certain frequencies ! = !0

hasbeen predicted in free-standing ‘phonon cavities’due

to sym m etry and geom etricalcon�nem ent39. Here,we

dem onstrate that a ‘Rabi’rotation pulse tuned to con-

stant energy di�erence �(t) = ~! 0 e�ectively ‘switches

o�’ the decoherence in such system s, at least within

second order in the coupling constant. Consequently,

this de�nes a one-dim ensional ‘decoherence-free m ani-

fold’(curve)on theadiabaticgroundstateenergy surface

ofthe system ,which m ight be ofinterest for adiabatic

quantum com putation schem essuggested recently40.

Thepaperisorganized asfollows:in section II,wedis-

cuss one-qubit rotations,introduce the tim e-dependent

spin-boson m odel,and describetheadiabatictransferof

an electron between quantum dotswith and withoutdis-

sipation.In section III,wederivea perturbative,analyt-

icalexpression for the one-qubit �delity,com pare with

the strong-coupling case, and suggest a schem e to ex-

tractquantum oscillationsasa ‘read out’electron pum p

current. In section IV,we turn to spin-qubitswapsand

charge decoherence for the gate discussed recently by

Schliem ann,Loss,and M acDonald. Finally,section V

isa shortconclusion.

II. O N E-Q U B IT R O TA T IO N S

Adiabatictransferin a two-levelsystem consistsin the

rotation ofa chosen initialstate jini into a �nalstate

jouti by an adiabatic variation of system param eters.

The sim plest exam ple is a spin 1

2
in a slowly rotating

m agnetic�eld.

Using the analogy with adiabatic steering in atom ic

three-levelsystem s,the possibility ofadiabaticpum ping

ofelectrons through triple quantum dots has been sug-

gested recently34,using a suitable ‘design’ofinstanta-

neousenergiesthrough two tim e-dependent tunnelcou-

plings. Here, we consider the transfer of an electron

through a double quantum dotvia quasi-stationary adi-

abatic eigenstates. This‘charge qubit’8,Fig. (1)left,is

de�ned by two electron statesjLiand jRiwith a tim e-

dependentenergy di�erence"(t)= "L (t)� "R (t)and cou-

pled by a tunnelm atrix elem ent Tc(t),as described by

εε
RR
( t)

εε
LL
( t)

TT
cc
( t)

ε-

-1 -0.5 0 0.5 1εL -εR -1
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FIG .1: Left: D ouble dot with tim e-dependent energy level

di�erence "(t) = "L (t)� "R (t) and tunnelm atrix elem ent

Tc(t), connected to electron reservoirs. Right: Surface of

the lower energy eigenvalue "� ofthe two-levelHam iltonian

H
(1)

0
(t),Eq. (1). To adiabatically transfer an electron from

the left to the right dot," and Tc are varied as a function

oftim e as in Eq. (2),corresponding to the curve on the "�
surface.

the tim e-dependentHam iltonian

H
(1)

0 (t) =
"(t)

2
�z + Tc(t)�x; (1)

with �z := jLihLj� jRihRjand �x := jLihRj+ jRihLj.

Experim entalcontrolof(constant) " and Tc has been

dem onstrated in doublequantum dots1,3{5.

Theinitialstateisan additionalelectron in theleftdot

with an energy "L wellbelow the chem icalpotentialof

theleftlead,the�nalstateisan additionalelectronin the

rightdotwhich then (keeping Tc = 0)islifted abovethe

chem icalpotentialoftherightlead.Such atransfercycle

oftheopen system (coupled to electron reservoirs)in the

Coulom b blockade regim e requiresa Hilbertspace H (3)

spanned by three statesj0i,jLi,and jRi9,10. Here,the

two basisstatesjLi= jN + 1;M iand jRi= jN ;M + 1i

describe one additionalelectron in the left (right) dot

abovea ground statej0i= jN ;M i(‘em pty state’).

Fortherem ainderofthissection,weonly considerthe

�rstpartofthe transfercycle,i.e.,the dynam icsofthe

double dotisolated from the leads,and turn to the full

transfercycle including tunneling to and from the leads

in section IIIC.

A . C oherent A diabatic Transfer

An adiabatic transfer from left to right requires the

sim ultaneouschangeofatleasttwo param eterssuch as

"(t) = "0 + "1 cos
t

Tc(t) = � Tcexp[� (t� t0)
2
=�

2]: (2)

Thiscorrespondsto a changeof"(t)with a sim ultaneous

switching ofthe tunnelcoupling Tc(t)between the dots.

The precise form ofthe pulse,Eq.(2),is not im portant

and hasbeen chosen forconveniencehere.

The instantaneous,hybridized eigenstates ofthe iso-



3

-1

-0.5

0

0.5

1

0 10 20 30 40 50 60

<
σ z

>

t

LEFT

RIGHT
numerical

adiabatic approx.

-1

-0.5

0

0.5

1

0 10 20 30 40 50

 

t

ε(t)
Tc(t)

FIG .2: Inversion h�zi for transfer from left (h�zi = 1) to

right(h�zi= � 1)in a two-levelsystem ,Eq.(1).Inset:tim e-

dependent tunnelm atrix elem ent Tc(t) and energy splitting

"(t), Eq. (2). Energies (tim es) are in units of the am pli-

tude Tc (~=Tc)in Eq.(2);the otherparam etersare t0 = 25,


 = �=(2t 0), � = 10, "0 = 0:1, "1 = � 1. The adiabatic

approxim ation Eq.(4)isshown asdotted line.

lated coupled quantum dotare

j� i =
1

N �

[� 2TcjLi+ (�� ")jRi] (3)

N � :=
p
4jTcj

2 + (�� ")2; � :=
p
"2 + 4jTcj

2:

The eigenvalues "� = � 1

2
� ofthe coupled system rep-

resenttwo energy surfacesovertheTc-" plane,thelower

ofwhich (ground state)isshown in Fig. 1a. The pulse

Eq. (2)correspondsto a curve on the "� surface. The

corresponding changeofthe‘inversion’h�zit isobtained

from a num ericalintegration ofthe (coherent)equation

ofm otion forthe density m atrix ofthe system . The re-

sult is shown in Fig. 2,together with the form ofthe

pulsesEq.(2).

In accordance with the adiabatic theorem ,the initial

groundstatejLiofthesystem isrotated into the instan-

taneoussuperposition j� iofjLiand jRi,Eq.(3),ifthe

rotation is ‘slow’,i.e.,
;� � 1;t
� 1
0 � �=~. In this case,

the tim e entersasa param eterinto the state j� iwhich

isused to calculatethe approxim ateexpectation value

h�ziad = � "(t)=�(t); (4)

which excellently reproducesthe overallform ofthe nu-

m erically obtained h�zit.The form Eq.(4)corresponds

to Crisp’ssolution fortheadiabaticfollowing ofan atom

in a nearresonancelightpulse41,42.

The exactsolution exhibitsthe expected Rabioscilla-

tionswith frequency �(t)=~ around the adiabaticvalue,

which are strongest when the tunnel coupling is fully

switched on. Due to Landau-Zener tunneling from the

adiabaticground statej� ito theexcited statej+ i,there

isalwaysa �nitealbeitsm allprobability PL fortheelec-

tron to rem ain in theleftdot,i.e.,theexcited stateafter

the rotation. PL can be m ade exponentially sm allfor

large enough levelsplitting � and slow pulses,but de-

pendson the exactpulse shape"(t);Tc(t).

B . Electron-B oson C oupling

The adiabatic rotation discussed above isan idealiza-

tion and valid only for a two-levelsystem com pletely

isolated from its environm ent. In sem iconductor quan-

tum dots, the coupling to low-energy bosonic excita-

tionsofthesurroundingelectron system ,tophotons,and

to phonons leads to deviations from the coherenttim e-

evolution. These excitationsare characterized by an ef-

fectivespectraldensity

�(!) :=
X

Q

jgQ j
2
�(! � !Q ); (5)

ofm odes Q with frequency !Q and constants gQ cou-

pling to the electron charge in the dot. In this paper,

we only considerthe coupling ofphononsto the charge

density which has been found to be dom inant coupling

m echanism in double quantum dots3,5. O ther coupling

m echanism slikeinelasticspin-ip scattering11 lead toad-

ditionaldephasing channels,so thatourresultscan only

be considered as a lower bound on dephasing. O n the

otherhand,thetim e-dependentspin-boson Ham iltonian

(~ = 1 throughout)

H
(1)(t) = H

(1)

0 (t)+
1

2
�zÂ + H B (6)

Â :=
X

Q

gQ

�

a� Q + a
y

Q

�

;H B :=
X

Q

!Q a
y

Q
aQ

em ployed here (and derived in Appendix A) is ofsu�-

cient generalform for our results being transferable to

sim ilardissipative one-qubitrotationsin othertwo-level

system s.

The function �(!)can be calculated explicitely ifone

assum essharply peaked electron densitiesofnegligeable

width around the dotcentersrL =R ,having a distance d

and zero extension into the z (growth) direction. For

bulk piezo-electricphonons,oneobtains10

�pz(!):= g!

�

1�
!d

!
sin

�
!

!d

��

�(!); (7)

where g is a dim ensionless coupling constantand !d =

c=d,with cthe velocity ofthephonon m ode.In general,

a �nite extension l of the electron densities in lateral

or growth direction leads to a form factor that cuts o�

phononswith frequencies! & l=c(‘phonon bottleneck’).

A m icroscopic determ ination of �(!) would require

(apart from details ofthe m icroscopic electron-phonon

interaction potential)exactknowledgeofthem any-body

electron density in the dots. W e argue that the as-

sum ption ofrelativelysharplylocalizedpositionsbetween

which the additionalelectron tunnels is justi�ed by the
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strongintra-dotelectron-electron repulsion43.Theorigin

oftheoscillatory form ofEq.(7)10 liesin thedouble-slit

like scattering ofthe phonons (waves with wave vector

Q )attheelectron chargethatisdelocalized between the

two dots.

In the spin-boson problem , one often assum es a

param etrized form ofthe spectraldensity44,

�s(!):= g!
s
e
� !

! c �(!); (8)

where !c is a high-frequency cut-o�. Notice that the

ohm ic cases= 1 describesthe m icroscopicform �pz(!),

Eq. (7), in the lim it !d=! ! 0. However, phonons

interacting with the dot through other coupling m ech-

anism s like the deform ation potentialcoupling,surface

acoustic waves45, or Rayleigh-Lam b waves in con�ned

geom etries39,lead to otherform softhe spectraldensity

�(!).Throughoutthediscussionoftheone-qubitdynam -

ics,we willassum e the sim ple ohm ic form ,Eq.(8)with

s = 1,and return to the form Eq. (7)in the discussion

ofthe two-qubitin section IV.

C . Equations ofM otion in P resence ofD issipation

The coupling to the bosonic bath introducesdecoher-

enceandin general(exceptionsarediscussedbelow)leads

to a lossof�delity oftheadiabaticrotation,i.e.even for

very slow and adiabatic pulses "(t);Tc(t), the transfer

from the left to the right state rem ains im perfect with

the �nalexpectation value h�zi considerably deviating

from � 1. During the rotation,the pure adiabatic state

decaysinto a m ixture.

W esolveforthereduced densitym atrix�(t)ofthetwo-

levelsystem coupled toexternalelectron reservoirs9,10,46.

Di�erenttechniquescan be applied forweak boson cou-

pling (perturbation theory) and strong boson coupling

(polaron transform ations or path integral in ‘NIBA’

approxim ation38,47). In general,to obtain the solution

forim e-dependentspin-boson problem seven num erically

isa non-trivialtask38.

From the Liouville-von Neum ann equation,the diago-

nalelem entsof�(t)areeasily obtained as

@

@t
�L L(t) = � iTc(t)[�L R (t)� �R L (t)] (9)

+ L [1� �L L(t)� �R R (t)]� �L�L L (t)

@

@t
�R R (t) = � iTc(t)[�R L (t)� �L R (t)] (10)

+ R [1� �L L (t)� �R R (t)]� �R �R R (t);

wherewehaveincluded thecouplingtotheelectronreser-

voirs(see Fig.1)with the tunnelrates(j= L;R)

j := �jfj("j); �j := �j[1� fj("j)]; (11)

where fj is the Ferm idistribution in lead j and �j the

ratefortunneling between dotj and lead j.

The equationsforthe o�-diagonalelem ents �R L (t)=

��L R (t) = hLj�(t)jRi can be obtained only approxim a-

tively by perform ing a perturbation expansion in either

g orTc:

1. Born-M arkov Approxim ation

In the �rstapproach,one startsfrom the basisofthe

hybridized statesj� iand considerstheterm V̂ := 1

2
Â �z

in the Ham iltonian Eq.(6)asa weak perturbation. If"

and Tc wereconstant,onecould easily de�nean interac-

tion picture with respect to H 0 := H � V̂ and proceed

in the standard way,i.e.second orderperturbation the-

ory and tracing outofthe bosonic degreesoffreedom s.

However,when "(t)and Tc(t)becom ea function oftim e,

the tim e-evolution ofthe unperturbed system in general

can not be written down analytically which m akes the

evaluation ofthe electron-boson term svery tedious.

Here,we use an adiabatic approxim ation by regard-

ing the tim e tin "(t) and Tc(t) as a param eter for the

derivation ofthe incoherent(electron-boson)partofthe

m asterequation for�L R (t). W e neglectm em ory e�ects

ofthebosonicsystem and derive�L R (t)up to second or-

der in V̂ (Born-M arkov approxim ation). The bosonic

environm ent enters solely via the correlation function

ofthe operator Â,Eq. (6),in the interaction picture,

K (t)= h~A(t)~A(0)iwhich yields

K (t)=

Z 1

0

d! �(!)[nB (!)e
i!t+ (1+ nB (!))e

� i!t];

(12)

where nB (!) = [e�! � 1]� 1 is the Bose distribution at

tem peratureT (�= 1=kB T).Theresultis

d

dt
�L R (t) =

�

i"(t)�
�L + �R

2

�

�L R (t) (13)

+ iTc(t)(�R R (t)� �L L(t))

� (t)�L R (t)+ + (t)�L L (t)� � (t)�R R (t):

Here,the coe�cients and  � (suppressing the param -

etertin the following)arede�ned as

 :=
1

� 2

Z 1

0

dt("2 + 4T 2
c cos�t)RefK (t)g; (14)

+ :=
Tc

� 2

Z 1

0

dt("(1� cos�t)� i�sin�t)K (t);

� :=
Tc

� 2

Z 1

0

dt("(1� cos�t)� i�sin�t)K �(t):

Thecoupling to thebosonicbath introducesa dephasing

rate ofthe o�-diagonalelem ent�L R ,

= 2�
T 2
c

� 2
�(�)coth

�
��

2

�

; (15)

and additionalterm s (� ) in the coupling to the diag-

onals. In the ohm ic case s = 1 ofthe spectraldensity
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�(�) an additionalcontribution to  linear in the tem -

peratureT appearswhich,however,isunphysicalin the

sensethatforthem icroscopic�pz(! ! 0)/ !3 thisterm

doesnotappear,cf. Eq.(7)and Appendix B.Note that

in ordertobeconsistentwithin theBorn-M arkovapprox-

im ation,the scattering ratesin Eq.(14)haveto ful�ll48

(� ) � kB T.

O neshould alsokeep in m ind thatwithin ouradiabatic

approxim ation,these rates are tim e-dependent through

the tim e-dependence of "(t), Tc(t), and � = �(t) =
p
"2(t)+ 4T 2

c(t). Furtherm ore,the im aginary parts of

� can be understood as a renorm alization ofthe tun-

neling rate Tc,as can be seen from Eq. (13). At �nite

tem peratures,they haveto be com puted num erically.

2. Polaron Transform ation

O necan derivean equation fortheo�-diagonal�L R (t)

in a second,alternative approach by perform ing a uni-

tary polaron transform ation oftheoriginalHam iltonian.

This m ethod basically is a perturbation theory in the

tunnel-coupling Tc and suitable for strong coupling to

the bosonicbath.The unitary transform ation

H ! �H := e
S
H e

� S
;S =

1

2
�z

X

Q

gQ

!Q

�

a
y

Q
� a� Q

�

(16)

isapplied to the Ham iltonian,leading to

�H =
"(t)

2
�z + Tc(t)

�
X �+ + X

+
��

�
+ H B ; (17)

where �+ = jLihRj, �� = jRihLj, and a constant c-

num berenergy term in �H hasbeen dropped.Thetrans-

form ation Eq.(16) has rem oved the linear term 1

2
�zÂ

and instead introduced the product

X = � Q D Q

�
gQ

!Q

�

; D Q (z):= e
za

y

Q
� z

�
aQ (18)

ofunitary displacem entoperatorsforthebosonicm odes

Q into thetunneling term .Them asterequation for�L R
isnow derived in thistransform ed picturein lowestorder

perturbation theory in Tc.The resultis

�L R (t)= �

Z t

0

dt
0
e
i
R
t

t0
ds"(s)

"
�L + �R

2
C (t� t

0)�L R (t
0)

+ iTc(t
0)fC (t� t

0)�L L(t
0)� C

�(t� t
0)�R R (t

0)g

#

(19)

where C (t) is an equilibrium correlation function with

respect to the bosonic bath (inverse tem perature � =

1=kB T,spectraldensity �(!),Eq.(5)),

C (t) := hX (t)X yiB = e
� � (t) (20)

�(t) =

Z 1

0

d!
�(!)

!2

�

(1� cos!t)coth

�
�!

2

�

+ isin!t

�

:

D . D issipative A diabatic Transfer

In orderto discussthee�ectofdissipation on theadi-

abatic transfer,we now num erically evaluate and com -

parethe equationsofm otion forthe density m atrix �(t)

in both the perturbative and the polaron transform a-

tion approach. Here, we consider a closed two-level

system without coupling to externalelectron reservoirs

(�L = �R = 0)and com m enton the ‘open’system case

(‘quantum pum p’) below. The boson spectraldensity

�(!)= �s= 1(!),Eq.(8),alwayshasohm icform .

First,the strong coupling equations Eq. (9) and Eq.

(19)can becondensed into a closed equation forh�zit as

@

@t
h�zit = �

Z t

0

dt
0
X

�

[1� h�zit0]f� (t;t
0) (21)

f� (t;t
0) := � 2Tc(t)Tc(t

0)Re

n

e
� i

R
t

t0
ds"(s)

C (t� t
0)

o

:

This single integro-di�erentialequation38 can be solved

by standard num ericaltechniques. Results from both

the perturbative approach,Eq.(13)and Eq.(9),and the

polaron transform ation,Eq.(21)areshown in Fig.(3)for

the weak coupling regim e (g = 0:01),where the sam e

form ofpulses Eq.(2) as in the coherent case,Fig.(2),

hasbeen chosen.

W e �rstchecked in a separatecalculation thatthe in-

uenceoftheim aginary partsIm f� g,Eq.(B1),on the

solution ofthe m aster equation Eq. (13) is negligible.

The perturbativeinclusion ofdissipation atlow tem per-

atures leads to the expected,sm allchange ofthe tim e-

evolution ofh�zi,with h�zisaturating slightly abovethe

value h�zi= � 1 ofthe coherentcase. Thism eans that

in the dissipative case,the one-qubit rotation,i.e. the

transferofthe electron from leftto right,isnevercom -

plete even ifthe rotation isperform ed adiabatically.W e

willderive an analytic expression for this loss of�delty

in presenceofdissipation in section III.

In com parison to the perturbative approach,the po-

laron transform ation approach breaksdown atweak cou-

plings g and low tem peratures where it predicts inver-

sions below � 1 towards the end ofthe rotation. This

breakdown if well-known from the static case (Tc, "

�xed). O n the otherhand,the resultsfrom the polaron

approach agree fairly wellwith the perturbative results

at higher tem peratures,as can be clearly infered from

Fig. (3) which again is consistent with the spin-boson

dynam icsfor�xed Tc and ".

III. FID ELIT Y O F O N E-Q U B IT SW A P

The previousdiscussion hasshown thatthe adiabatic

transfer rem ains incom plete in the presence ofdissipa-

tion, i.e. h�zi can considerably deviate from its non-

dissipativevalue� 1in theperfectly adiabaticcasewhere

no Landau-Zenertransitionsoccur.O uraim in thissec-
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FIG .3: Two-levelsystem as in Fig. (2), but with (weak)

dissipation at�nitetem peraturesT.Com parison between the

strongcouplingpolaron transform ation (PT)solution and the

perturbative solution ism ade.

tion isto analyzehow the deviation

�h�zit := h�zit+ 1 (22)

depends on tem perature, boson spectral density �(!),

and theduration oftheswap operation.Intuitively,itis

clearthatfortoolongswap duration,inelastictransitions

totheexcited levelwillhavesu�cienttim etodestroythe

coherenttransfer.O n theotherhand,iftheswap opera-

tion proceedstoo fast,Landau-Zenertransitionsbecom e

stronger and again lead to deviations �h�zi > 0. This

m eansthatforany given inelastic rate �in there should

be an optim alswap duration such that these two com -

peting processesbalanceeach other.

O ne problem in quantifying thisargum entisthat�in
naturally istim e-dependentitself.Silvestriniand Stodol-

sky neverthelesshavesuggested49 to extractdecoherence

rates in experim ents by perform ing an adiabatic sweep

and determ ining them axim um sweep duration forwhich

theinversionisstillsuccessfull.However,theirm odelofa

Bloch equation (with �in asa constantparam eter)istoo

sim plein orderto m akedetailed quantitativepredictions

here.

In the following,we calculate the deviation �h�zit for

both weak and strongelectron-boson couplingand derive

analyticexpressionsthatallow toquantify theargum ents

above. The m ain physicalidea in this discussion is the

introduction ofcurves(ellipsesin the "-Tc plane)where

the excitation energies

�(t)=
p
"(t)2 + 4Tc(t)

2 = � (23)

rem ain constantasa function oftim e and consequently,

dissipation is determ ined by a constant boson spectral

density �(�).

A . Transfer R ate: Exact Solution for R abi

R otation and W eak D issipation

In the weak coupling case, we follow G rifoni and

H�anggi38 and perform a unitary transform ation ofthe

originalHam iltonian (6)toaHam iltonian �H := U H U � 1,

�H = �
�

2
~�z �

�
"

2�
~�z +

Tc

�
~�x

�

Â + H B ; (24)

where the m atrix U contains the colum ns of the hy-

bridized eigenstatesj� iand j+ i,Eq.(3),~�z = j� ih� j�

j+ ih+ j,~�x = j� ih+ j+ j+ ih� j,and the tim e-dependence

ofTc(t)and "(t)isagain considered asparam etric. W e

introduce the am plitude a+ � (t) for an inelastic transi-

tion from theadiabaticground statej� iattim et= 0 to

the excited state j+ iattim e t> 0,i.e.a transition in-

duced by thecoupling to thebosons.Thecorresponding

probability P+ � (t)= ja+ � (t)j
2 = 1

2
�h�zit describes the

deviation �h�zit ofthe inversion due to the coupling to

the bosons. The am plitude a+ � (t)is given by the non-

vanishing m atrix elem entofthetim eevolution operator,

expanded to lowestorder,

a+ � (t)= i

Z t

0

dt
0

�

+

�
�
�
�
Tc(t

0)

�(t0)
~�x(t

0)~A(t0)

�
�
�
��

�

; (25)

wheretheinteractionpictureiswith respectto� �=2~�z+

H B .W ith h+ j~�x(t
0)j� i= exp(i

Rt0

0
ds�(s)),we �nd the

corresponding probability for a transition from � to +

due to the interaction with the bosonsas38

P+ � (t) =

Z 1

0

d!�(!)

n

nB (!)f(!;t)

+ [1+ nB (!)]f(� !;t)

o

f(!;t) :=

�
�
�
�

Z t

0

dt
0Tc(t

0)

�(t0)
e
� i

R
t
0

0
ds[� (s)� !]

�
�
�
�

2

: (26)

‘Elliptic’pulses (Tc(t);"(t)), Eq. (23), are de�ned by

curveson the "� -surface (Fig. 1) with constantenergy

di�erence � to the excited state " + . Forthe particular

sinusoidalform

Tc(t) = �
�

2
sin
t; "(t)= � �cos
t (27)

of Tc(t) and "(t), the tim e-dependent Ham iltonian

H
(1)

0 (t) = � (�=2)[cos(
t)� z + sin(
t)� x], Eq.(1), be-

com es exactly integrable. It corresponds to a spin 1

2

in a m agnetic �eld that rotates within the x-z-plane

around the y-axis with frequency 
. The solution for

theinversion h�zit iseasily obtained by transform ingthe

Schr�odinger equation into a rotating fram e (Rabisolu-

tion).O neobtains

h�zi
R abi
t =

"�
�

!R

� 2

+

�



!R

� 2

cos!R t

#

cos
t (28)

+



!R
sin!R tsin
t; ! R :=

p

2 + � 2:



7

0.002

0.004

0.006

0.008

0.01

0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.05

δ<
σ z

>
f

Ω/∆

ωc=100∆ , g=10-3 T=0.25∆
T=0.20∆
T=0.15∆

FIG .4:Inversion change�h�zif aftertim etf = �=
 forsinu-

soidalpulses Eq.(27) as obtained from the m aster equation,

Eq.(13). D otted curves correspond to the analyticalpredic-

tion,Eq.(31).

Here,theRabifrequency !R correspondsto m axim alde-

tuning �= 
� 0 since thereisno static ‘m agnetic�eld’

/ �y in y-direction.

Theuseoftheharm onicpulseEq.(27)hasthefurther

advantage that the quantity f(!;t),Eq. (26),can be

evaluated analytically. The swap operation requires a

pulse acting halfa period from the initialtim e t= 0 to

the �naltim e tf = �=
. Using t = tf in f(!;t),we

obtain

f

�

!;
�




�

=
1


2

"
cos

�
�

2
x
�

x2 � 1

#2

; x := (�� !)=
:(29)

In the adiabatic lim it
=� ! 0,we �nd an approxim a-

tion to the integralsEq.(26).In thatlim it,onehas

f

�

!;
�




�

!
c



�(�� !); c=

�3J3=2(�)

4
p
2

(30)

whence the dissipation induced change ofthe inversion

becom es �h�zi
diss
f = 2P+ � (tf) = 2c



�(�)n B (�). The

sum ofthe coherent contribution �h�zit from the Rabi

solution att= tf,Eq. (28),and the perturbative dissi-

pativecontribution �h�zi
diss
f leadsto

�h�zif � 1�

"�
�

!R

� 2

+

�



!R

� 2

cos

�
�! R




�
#

(31)

+ 2
c




�(�)

exp(�=k B T)� 1
; 
 � �; c= 2:4674:

Results for the inversion change �h�zif from the ideal

value h�zif = � 1 asa function ofthe pulse frequency 


for a half-period sweep (duration tf = �=
) are shown

in Fig. (4). W e com pare the results from the (weak-

coupling) m aster equation,Eq.(13),and the analytical

prediction Eq.(31). The agreem entbetween the num er-

icaland the analyticalprediction (dotted lines),is ex-

trem ely good for sm allcoupling constants (g = 10� 3),

butdeviationsbecom estrongatsm all
wherethesim ple

second order perturbation theory becom es worse. The

1=
 dependenceofthedissipativecontribution to �h� zif
isclearly visible atsm all
,indicating thatfortoo long

pulseduration theelectron swap rem ainsincom pletedue

toincoherentdissipation.O n theotherhand,ifthepulse

duration istoo short(larger
),the oscillatory coherent

contribution from h�zi
R abi
f dom inates.

O neshould bearin m ind,however,thatEq.(31)isan

approxim ation thatonly holdsin thelim itofan in�nitely

slow adiabatic change,i.e. tf = �=
 ! 1 . In fact,for

any �nite pulse duration tf < 1 ,even in the lim it of

zero tem perature T = 0,Eq.(26)yields

P+ � (tf)=

Z 1

0

d!�(!)f(� !;tf); (32)

which showsthatthere isa sm all,but�nite probability

forinelasticprocessesduring transitionsfrom j� ito j+ i

even at zero tem perature,in agreem ent with38. These

processesaredue to the spontaneousem ission ofbosons

which occurduringLandau-Zenertransitionsfrom j� ito

j+ iwith a �nite probability aslong astf is�nite.

B . Transfer R ate: C rossover for Strong C oupling

For strong electron-boson coupling constants g, we

used Eq. (21) to extract the �nalinversion h�zif af-

terthe tim e t= tf forthe pulse Eq.(2). An interesting

observation can bem adein thetem peraturebehaviorof

h�zif:forcouplingsg . 2,a tem perature increase leads

to an increaseofh�zif,which isasin theweak coupling

case.However,aboveg & 2,thetem peraturedependence

changesin thatlargertem peraturesT lead tosm allerval-

uesofh�zif. In fact,forlarge coupling constantsg,the

system tendsto rem ain localized in theleftdotstatejLi

and no tunneling to the right state jRi occurs. In this

regim e,highertem peraturesdestroy thelocalization and

lead to sm allerh�zif. Thisbehavioragain isconsistent

with the borderline g = 2 (� = 1)44 in the dissipative

two-leveldynam ics50 forstatic param eters" and Tc.

C . A diabatic Q uantum P um ping in O pen D ouble

D ots

In therem ainderofthissection,wediscusshow results

for the closed double dot system ,and in particular the

coherentand incoherentinversion swap deviation �h�zif
like the one for the Rabirotation,Eq. (31),relate to

electron transportin a doubledotsystem coupled to ex-

ternalleads.Here,weonly considertheweak dissipation

case.
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FIG .5:Inversion h�ziforstrongelectron-boson couplingafter

application ofthe pulse Tc(t) and "(t),Eq. (2),as in Figs.

(2) and (3). Clearly visible is the crossover at g � 2 where

the tem perature dependence changes.

Them ain idea isto apply tim e-dependentpulsessuch

thatthe quantum m echanicaltim e evolution ofthe two-

levelsystem is wellseparated from a m erely ‘classical’

decharging and charging process.O ne com plete cycle of

such an operation issketched in Fig.6.Thecyclestarts

with an additionalelectron in the leftdotand an adia-

baticrotation oftheparam eters("(t);Tc(t))such as,e.g.,

in Eq.(27)orin Eq.(2),cf.Fig.6 a-b.Thiscom pletely

quantum -m echanicalpartofthecycleisperform ed in the

‘save haven’ofthe Coulom b-and the Pauli-blockade51,

i.e.,with the leftand rightenergy levelsofthe two dots

wellbelow the chem icalpotentials� ofthe leads(which

areassum ed identicalhereforsim plicity).Thecyclecon-

tinues with closed tunnelbarrierTc = 0 and increasing

"R (t) (Fig. 6 c);the two dots then are stillin a super-

position ofthe leftand the rightstate. The subsequent

lifting ofthe rightlevelabove the chem icalpotentialof

the right lead (Fig. 6 d) constitutes a m easurem ent of

that superposition (collapse ofthe wave-function): the

electron iseitherin the rightdot(with a high probabil-

ity 1 � 1

2
�h�zif) and tunnels out,or the electron is in

the leftdot(and nothing happensbecause the leftlevel

isstillbelow �and the system isCoulom b blocked).

Ifthe tunnelrates �R ;�L to the right and left leads

aresu�cientlylargerthan theinverseofthecyleduration

tcycle,

�R ;�L � t
� 1
cycle

(33)

the decharging ofthe right dot and the re-charging of

the left dot from the left lead is fast enough to bring

the system back into itsinitialstatewith oneadditional

electron on theleftdot.In thiscase,theprecisevalueof

�R ;�L ,and the precise shape ofthe "(t)-pulse fortf <

t < tcycle has no e�ect on the totalcharge transfered

within one cycle.Then,since the probability to transfer

oneelectron from thelefttotherightin onecycleisgiven

-∆
QM

t

(D
e
)c

h
a
rg

in
g

ε(t)

0

∆

Tc(t)

tf=π/Ω-2µ

µ
ε(t)

tcycle

a b c d

FIG .6: Adiabatic schem e for cycling electrons from left to

rightthrough a double quantum dotwith energy leveldi�er-

ence "(t) = "L (t)� "R (t). Left and right energy levels are

assum ed to change sym m etrically with respectto "= 0.

by 1� 1

2
�h�zif,on the averagean electron current

hIi= � e
1� 1

2
�h�zif

tcycle
(34)

ows from left to right. Note that the leads essentially

act as classicalm easurem ent devices of the quantum -

m echanicaltim e-evolution between the two dots. M ea-

suring the currenthIi as a function ofthe pulse length

tf = �=
then o�ersaschem etom akequantum m echan-

icaloscillationssuch asthosepredicted in Eq.(31)visible

in theelectroniccurrent,sim ilartotherecentexperim ent

by Nakam ura et al. in a superconducting Cooper pair

box16.

D . D iscussion

The‘Rabi-pulse’,Eq.(27),keepstheenergy di�erence

to the excited state j+ i constant throughout the adia-

baticrotation.In thiscase,itfollowsthatthedissipative

contribution to �h�zif,Eq.(31),is due to �(! = �=~),

i.e.,one�xed boson frequencyonly.Furtherm ore,thean-

alytic result,Eq.(31),in principle allows to extract the

value ofthe phonon spectraldensity,�(�),for ‘Rabi’-

pulsesat�xed energy di�erence�.

Anotherim portantobservation isthefactthatthero-

tation rem ainsdissipation-freeif� ischosen to coincide

with azeroof�(!).Thisde�nesa‘decoherence-freem an-

ifold’in the param eter space ofthe system . Zeroes in

�(!)atcertain frequencies! = !0 havebeen predicted
39

in free-standing,two-dim ensionalphonon cavities(slabs).

In fact, the control of vibrationalproperties of quan-

tum dot qubits has been suggested3, and considerable

progress has been m ade in the fabrication of nano-

structures that are only partly suspended or even free-

standing52{54.
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In a thin-plate cavity m odel39,the zeroesin �(!)are

due to sym m etry and geom etricalcon�nem entboth for

deform ation potentialand piezoacousticphonon scatter-

ing in second order of the coupling constant g. This

m eansthatwithin a phonon cavity,the dissipative con-

tribution to �h�zif,Eq. (31),can be ‘switched o�’if�

istuned to theenergy ~!0 ofa decoupled phonon m ode.

For G aAs slabs ofwidth 1�m ,this energy has been

predicted to be ofthe order ~!0 � 10�eV.An energy

� = 10�eV corresponds to k B T � 100m K such that

the tem peraturesshown in Fig. 4 are attainable in cur-

rent experim ents. A typicalpulse frequency 
=2� =

0:01�=2�~ then would correspond to 24 M Hz,thecorre-

sponding currentbeing oftheorderhIi� e
=2�� 4pA.

Furtherm ore,wem ention thattheweak coupling regim e

with g � 0:01� 0:05 seem sto bejusti�ed to describere-

centexperim entson phonon couplingin doublequantum

dots3,5.

IV . SP IN -Q U B IT SW A P A N D D EC O H ER EN C E

IN T W O -Q U B IT S

In this section,we apply our form alism to spin-qubit

swaps and charge decoherence in two-qubit operations.

These requireslargerHilbertspacesand can be realized

by two electronson a double dot. Lossand DiVincenzo

haveintroduced a detailed schem efor‘quantum com pu-

tation’with spin-statesofcoupled single-electron quan-

tum dots6. Dephasing ofspin degrees offreedom due

to spin-orbitcoupling orthe coupling to nuclearspinsis

expected tobem uch weakerthan dephasingofchargede-

greesoffreedom . Nevertheless,spin and charge becom e

coupled during switching operationswhereby chargede-

phasing also e�ectsspin-based qubits6,7.

Here,we considera speci�c two-qubitswap operation

asdiscussed recently by Schliem ann,Lossand M acDon-

ald:two electronswith spin arelocalized on two coupled

quantum dotsA and B ,givingrisetoabasisofsixstates.

During the operation charge decoherence occurs for in-

term ediatestatesthatgetinvolved in theswap operation

when chargeistunneling between thedots.Piezoelectric

phononsthen coupleto theelectron chargeand incoher-

ently m ix states in the singlet sector which leads to a

lossof�delity ofthe swap operation.Asin the previous

section,weonly considerthe coupling ofphononsto the

chargedensity which yieldsa lowerbound fordephasing.

A . T w o-Q ubit H am iltonian

Thefourbasisvectorswith thetwo electronson di�er-

entdotsarethe spin singletand triplets

jS1i := 2� 1=2(c
y

A "
c
y

B #
� c

y

A #
c
y

B "
)j0i

jT � 1i := c
y

A #
c
y

B #
j0i; jT 1i:= c

y

A "
c
y

B "
j0i

jT 0i := 2� 1=2(c
y

A "
c
y

B #
+ c

y

A #
c
y

B "
)j0i: (35)

The rem aining two states with two electrons on dot A

(‘left’)ordotB (‘right’)are

jLi := c
y

A "
c
y

A #
j0i= 2� 1=2 [jS2i+ jS3i]

jRi := c
y

B "
c
y

B #
j0i= 2� 1=2 [jS2i� jS3i] (36)

which aresuperpositionsoftwo spin singletsjS2;3i,

jS2;3i := 2� 1=2(c
y

A "
c
y

A #
� c

y

B "
c
y

B #
)j0i (37)

thatdi�erin theirorbitalwavefunction.

Asin13,wespecify thetwo-qubitswap asan adiabatic

rotation from an initialstatejiito a �nalstatejfi,

jii:=
1
p
2

�
jT 0i+ jS1i

�
! jfi:=

1
p
2

�
jT 0i� jS1i

�
(38)

thatcan be achieved6,7 by an adiabatically opening and

then closingofthetunnelbarrierbetween thetwodotsas

a function oftim e. Thisoperation leadsoutofthe sub-

spacespanfjS1i;jT
0igsinceitinvolvesinterm ediatedou-

blyoccupied statesin spanfjLi;jRig(= spanfjS2i;jS3ig)

which altogetherde�neafour-dim ensionalHilbertspace,

H (4),in which the two-qubit swap takes place. To be

m ore speci�c7,we use a basis ofH (4) as given by the

threesingletsjSjiand the tripletjT
0i,

j0i:= jT 0i; jji:= jSji; (j= 1;2;3); (39)

to de�ne the tim e-dependentHam iltonian

H
(2)

0 (t) =

3X

j= 0

"jjjihjj+ Tc(t)[j1ih2j+ j2ih1j];(40)

where "j denotesthe energiesofthe spin singletstates,

"1 = "0,"2 = "0 + UH ,"3 = "0 + UH � 2X with thespin

tripletenergy "0,theon-siteCoulom b repulsion UH > 0,

theexchangeterm X > 0,and thetim e-dependenttunnel

coupling elem entbetween the dotsTc(t).

B . Electron-B oson C oupling,M aster Equation

The totalHam iltonian in presence ofbosonscoupling

to the charge degree offreedom is derived in Appendix

B,

H
(2)(t) = H

(2)

0 (t)+
1

2
�zÂ + H B ; (41)

it has exactly the sam e form as in the one-qubit case,

Eq.(6),butwith thefreeHam iltonian H
(1)

0 (t)replacedby

H
(2)

0 (t),the coupling constantsgQ replaced by �gQ ,and

�z := jLihLj� jRihRjnow referring to the two-particle

states Eq. (36). In analogy with the one-qubit case,

weintroducethe m atrix elem entsofthereduced density

operatorin theinteraction picturewith respectto H p by

�ij(t):= Trphhjj~�(t)jii; i= 0;1;L;R: (42)
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The coherentpartofthe tim e evolution ofthe �ij(t) is

obtained trivially from the Liouville equation,using the

Ham iltonian H
(2)

0 (t),Eq.(40).The non-trivialpartare

theadditionalterm sduetotheelectron-phononcoupling.

A system aticperturbationtheoryin thelatterstartsfrom

thefouradiabaticeigenstatesoftheunperturbed Ham il-

tonian H
(2)

0 (t),Eq.(40).

Here,we restrictourselvesto the case ofsm alltunnel

coupling,

jTc(t)j� UH ;2X ; (43)

whereinelastictransitionsaredeterm ined by thedynam -

icsin thesubspacespanned by thestatesj2iand j3iand

adm ixtures from j1i through the hybridization between

j1i and j2i can be neglected. This case is particular-

ily interesting sincethe(adiabatic)energy di�erence2X

between j2iand j3irem ainsconstantthroughouttheop-

eration. Aswe show below,if2X coincideswith a zero

~!0 ofthe boson spectraldensity,the operation isagain

dissipation-lessin second orderoftheelectron-boson cou-

pling.

W ithin theBorn and M arkov approxim ation one�nds

_�L R jep = � ��L R � �� �R R + �+ �L L

_�L ijep = �
�

4
�L i�

��

2
�R i; i= 0;1

_�R ijep = �
�

4
�R i+

�+

2
�L i; i= 0;1: (44)

Here,the rates � and � � are de�ned in analogy with

Eq.(14),

� = 2�
X 2

� 2
�(�)coth

�
��

2

�

(45)

�� = �
X

�

�

2
�(�);

with the energy di�erence � given by � = 2X :Notice

that due to the lim it Eq. (43),� does not depend on

tim e.

In Fig.(7),we show resultsofa num ericalevaluation

ofthetwo-electronm asterequation.Thespectraldensity

�pz(!),Eq.(7),wasused toobtaintherates,Eq.(45),for

di�erentcouplingstrengthsgandenergies~!d (!d = c=d,

with cthespeed ofsound and d thedotcenterdistance).

Using UH = 1 asenergy scale,ourresultscoincide with

those ofSchliem ann etal. forg = 0 with a pulse ofthe

form 13

Tc(t)=
T0

1+ cosh(t=�)=cosh(T=2�)
(46)

asshown in theinset.Here,wechoseT0 = 0:05,T = 400,

� = 50,X = 0:5,and the tem perature 1=� = 0:1. A

value ofUH = 1m eV correspondsto a tim e of4� 10� 12

s.

The diagonalelem ent hfj�(t)jfi is a m easure ofthe

�delity of the swap operation, transfering jii into jfi,
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FIG .7: Expectation value 1 � hfj�(t)jfi for a two-electron

double dotqubitswap from initialstate jiito �nalstate jfi,

Eq.(38),as a function oftim e (in units ofUH =~,UH : on-

site Coulom b repulsion).The corresponding dephasing tim es

(g > 0) are (from top to bottom ) �
� 1

= 84, �
� 1

= 169

and �
� 1

= 635. Inset: hij�(t)jii and hfj�(t)jfifor vanishing

phonon coupling g = 0.

cf. Eq. (38). Even in absence ofdissipation,the non-

adiabacity of the operation results in a �nite value of

1� hfj�(t)jfiafterthe swap13.Theelectron-phonon in-

teraction acts when charge between the dots is m oved

during the opening of the tunneling barrier. Conse-

quently,the two states j2i and j3i becom e m ixed inco-

herently,leading to a�nite,irreversibleoccupation prob-

ablity oftheenergeticlowerstatej3ieven afterthepulse

operation. W e m ention thatthe data shown here corre-

spond to a worst case scenario where the inelastic rate

�, Eq. (45), is essentially determ ined by a large en-

ergy di�erence2X between j2iand j3iwhich entersinto

�(� = 2X ).Then,spontaneousem ission ofphononsoc-

curing during the slow swap (cf. Eq. (43)) leads to a

dephasing rate � � �gX . In this case,even relatively

sm allvalues of g (g . 0:05 in experim ents on lateral

dots3,10) can lead to a considerable �delity loss ofthe

operation.

O n theotherhand,ourresultsalsodem onstratethata

com pletesuppression (atleasttolowestorderin g),sim i-

larto theone-qubitcasediscussed above,istheoretically

possible forthe two-qubitswap in phonon cavities.If�

istuned to theenergy ~!0 ofa decoupled phonon m ode,

the inelastic rates,Eq. (45),can be ‘switched o�’and

the operation again is‘dissipationless’.

V . C O N C LU SIO N

In conclusion,wehavestudied adiabaticquantum state

rotations in coupled quantum dots in presence ofdissi-

pation. For the one-qubit case,we suggested a schem e

to extract quantum oscillations in the inversion change
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�h�zif from theaveragepum p currentthrough thedots,

Eq. (34). The analytic result,Eq.(31),furtherm ore al-

lowsto extractthe valueofthe phonon spectraldensity,

�(�),for‘Rabi’-pulsesat�xed energy di�erence �.

For the two-qubit case,we have quanti�ed the e�ect

ofdissipation on a swap operation,where states in the

singletsectorareincoherently m ixed.Although wehave

onlyconsidered thecaseofsm alltunnelcouplingbetween

thedots,asin theone-qubitcasewehavefound thattwo-

qubitrotationscan beperform ed such thatdissipation is

due to �(! = �=~),i.e.,one �xed boson frequency only.

If� ischosen to coincide with a zero of�(!)asin free-

standingphonon cavities,thisde�nesa‘decoherence-free

m anifold’in the param eterspaceofthe system .
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A P P EN D IX A :C H A R G E-P H O N O N C O U P LIN G :

O N E-Q U B IT

Phonons coupling to the electron charge in a double

quantum dotaredescribed byaspin-conservingelectron-

phonon Ham iltonian

H ep =
X

Q

�Q �̂Q

h

a� Q + a
y

Q

i

; (A1)

where a
y

Q
is the creation operator for a phonon m ode

Q , �̂Q the Fourier transform of the operator �̂(x) =P

�
	 y
�(x)	 �(x) oftheelectron density,and �Q = ��� Q

isthem icroscopicelectron-phonon interaction m atrix el-

em ent.

The electron-phonon interaction potential in real

space in �rst quantization is given by Vep(x) =
P

Q
�Q e

iQ x

�

a� Q + a
y

Q

�

.W econsiderthesim plestcase

of an electron-phonon interaction with only diagonal

term s

H ep =
X

Q

h

�
L
Q
N̂ L + �

R
Q
N̂ R

ih

a� Q + a
y

Q

i

; (A2)

where N̂ i = jiihij(i= L;R),�
L =R

Q
=
P

�
�
L =R

Q �
,and

�
L =R

Q �
= �Q

Z

d
3
xe

iQ x
�L =R ;�(x): (A3)

Here,�i;�(x):= hij	 y
�(x)	 �(x) jii,i= L;R,isthe den-

sity ofelectrons with spin � in the left (right) dot as

obtained from the(m any-body)ground statesjLi(jRi).

Assum ing two identical dots with �i�(x) =

��(x � rL =R ) to be sm ooth functions centered around

the left(right)dotcentersrL =R ,weobtain

�
L =R

Q
= �Q exp

�

iQ rL =R

�

Pe(Q ); (A4)

where Pe(Q ) =
P

�

R
d3xeiQ x��(x) is the ‘form factor’

ofthe electron density in the leftand in the rightdot.

In theelectron-phonon interaction,Eq.(A2),wewrite

�
L
Q
N̂ L + �

R
Q
N̂ R =

1

2

�
�z(�

L
Q
� �

R
Q
)+ 1̂(�L

Q
+ �

R
Q
)
�
(A5)

and recognize that the term proportionalto the unity

operator 1̂ in the two-dim ensional Hilbert space H (2)

leads to a m ere renorm alization ofthe totalenergy by

thephononsin Eq.(A2):theenergies"L =R in both dots

are shifted by the sam e am ount.In fact,ifthe coupling

constants�L
Q
and �R

Q
werethesam e,Eq.(A2)would de-

scribea trivialcoupling ofthe phononsto N L + N R = 1̂

which would nota�ectthedynam icsofthesystem ,while

here(due to Eq.(A4))we�nd the phaserelation

�
R
Q
= �

L
Q
e
iQ d

; d = rR � rL ; (A6)

whered isthevectorpointing from thecenteroftheleft

to the centerofthe rightdot.

De�ninggQ = �L
Q
� �R

Q
,theterm 1

2
�z(�

L
Q
� �R

Q
)in Eq.

(A5)yieldstheinteraction term 1

2
�zÂ in theHam iltonian

H (1)(t),Eq.(6).

A P P EN D IX B :T H E R A T ES  A N D � ,EQ .(14)

The ohm ic form Eq.(8) with s = 1 for the spectral

function �(!) = g!e� !=!c is used in the discussion of

the one-qubit dynam ics in section II. In this case,the

corresponding rates and � ,Eq.(14),aregiven by

=
g�

� 2

�
"2

�
+ 2T 2

c�e
� � =! c coth

�
��

2

��

;

Ref� g= g
�Tc

� 2

�
"

�
�
"

2
�e � � =! c coth

�
��

2

�

�
� 2

2
e
� � =! c

�

;

Im f� g= � g
"Tc!c

� 2
+ g

Tc

2� 2
�

Z 1

0

d! !e
� !=!c

�
1

e�! � 1

�
�� "

! � �
�

�� "

! + �

�

+
1

1� e� �!

�
�� "

! � �
�

�� "

! + �

��

:

(B1)

Note thatthe ohm ic case s = 1 ispeculiar in the sense

that a contribution / 1=� = T linear in the tem per-

ature T appears in  and Ref� g due to the lim it

lim !! 0 �(!)nB (!)underthe integralin Eq.(14),which

gives a �nite contribution for s = 1. However,the m i-

croscopiccalculation10 of�pz(!),Eq.(7),showsthatthe



12

ohm icspectraldensity asan ‘envelope’of�pz(!)failsto

be correctforsm all! where �pz(! ! 0)/ !3 forpiezo-

electricphononsin double quantum dots.Thecontribu-

tion to  and Ref� g linearin T thereforeisunphysical

butofm inorrelevancein thenum ericalcalculationsany-

way,aswe havechecked.

A P P EN D IX C :C H A R G E-P H O N O N C O U P LIN G :

T W O -Q U B IT

As in the one-qubit case,we start from an electron-

phononinteractionHam iltonianwith onlydiagonalterm s

H ep =
X

Q �;j= A ;B

�
j

Q �
c
y

j�cj�

h

a� Q + a
y

Q

i

; (C1)

wherethe m atrix elem ent

�
j

Q �
:= �Q

Z

d
3
xe

iQ xhjj	 y
�(x)	 �(x) jji (C2)

is calculated with the single particle states jj = A;B i.

W e assum e thatthe single electron densitiesin Eq.(C2)

arespin-independent,�
j

Q �
= �

j

Q
whence

H ep =
X

Q

h

�
A
Q N̂ A + �

B
Q N̂ B

ih

a� Q + a
y

Q

i

(C3)

with the num beroperators N̂ j :=
P

�
c
y

j�cj�. The non-

vanishing m atrix elem ents ofthe num ber operators are

hjjN̂ A jji= 1,hjjN̂ B jji= 1wherej= 0;1,hLjN̂ A jLi= 2,

and hRjN̂ B jRi= 2. Here,we used the states jL=Ri:=

2� 1=2 [jS2i� jS3i]with two electrons on the left (right)

dot,Eq. (36). Using the com pleteness relation in H (4)

yields

(�AQ + �
B
Q )[j0ih0j+ j1ih1j+ 2�AQ jLihLj+ 2�BQ jRihRj

= 1̂(�A
Q
+ �

B
Q
)+ (�A

Q
� �

B
Q
)�z; (C4)

whereagain wede�ned �z := jLihLj� jRihRj.

ThetotalHam iltonian now can be written as

H
(2)(t) =

X

j= 0;1;L ;R

"jjjihjj+
Tc(t)
p
2
[j1i(hLj+ hRj)+ H :c:]

+ X �x +
1

2
Â �z + H B ; (C5)

where Â =
P

Q
�gQ

�

a� Q + a
y

Q

�

,"L =R = 1

2
("2 + "3)and

�x = jLihRj+ jRihLj.Com paring the coupling constant

gQ = �L
Q
� �R

Q
in theone-qubitcaseand �gQ = 2(�A

Q
� �B

Q
)

in thetwo-qubitcase,and keepingin m ind thede�nitions

for�
L =R

Q
and �

A =B

Q
,Eq. (A3)and Eq. (C2),we realize

thatforspin-independentelectron densitiesful�lling

hLj	 y
�(x)	 �(x) jLi = hAj	 y

�(x)	 �(x) jAi

hRj	 y
�(x)	 �(x) jRi = hB j	 y

�(x)	 �(x) jB i (C6)

weobtain identicalcouplingconstantsgQ = �gQ :thespin

sum in Eq. (A3) yields a factor2. An exception is the

one-qubitwith only one electron having a �xed spin (so

that there is no spin sum ). In that case and with Eq.

(C6)holding,the one-qubitcoupling gQ ishalfthe two-

qubitcoupling �gQ .
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