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M ethod for direct observation of coherent quantum oscillations in a superconducting
phase qubit. C om puter sim ulations.
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T In edom ain observations of coherent oscillations between quantum states in m esoscopic super—
conducting system s have so far been restricted to restoring the tin e-dependent probability distri-
bution from the readout statistics. W e propose a m ethod for direct observation ofR abioscillations
In a phase qubit. The extemal source, typically in G H z range, induces transitions between the
qubit levels. T he resulting R abioscillations of supercurrent in the qubit loop are detected by a high
quality resonant tank circuit, inductively coupled to the phase qubit. H ere we present the resuls of
detailed com puter sim ulations of the interaction of a classical ob fct (resonant tank circuit) with a
quantum ob Ect (phase qubit). W e explicitly account for the back action of a tank circuit and for
the unpredictable nature of outcom e of a single m easurem ent. A cocording to the resuls of our sim —
ulations the R abioscillations in M H z range can be detected using conventionalNM R pulse Fourier

technique.

PACS numbers: 03.65Ta, 7323 Ra

I. NTRODUCTION

A s isknown the persistent current qubit (phase qubit)
isone ofthe candidatesasa key elem ent ofa scalable solid
state quantum processor£€ T he basic dynam ic m anifes—
tations ofa quantum nature ofthe qubit arem acroscopic
quantum coherent M Q C) oscillations R abioscillations)
between is two basis states, which are di ered by the
direction ofm acroscopic current in the qubit Ioop .

Up to now R abioscillations in the tin e dom ain?? oras
a function ofthe perturbation powert have been detected
Indirectly through the statistics of sw tching events (eg.,
escapes Into continuum ). In either case the probability
P (t) or P () was obtained and analyzed to detect the
oscillations.

M ore attractive is a direct detection of M QC oscilk-
lations through a weak continuous m easurem ent of a
classicalvariable, which would im plicitly incorporate the
statistics ofquantum sw itching events, not destroyipg the
quantum coherence of the qubit at the sam e tin e 8424

In this paper we describe an approach which allows a
direct detection ofM Q C oscillations of m acroscopic cur—
rent owing in a loop ofa phase qubit. To be speci ¢, we
w ill use the exam pk of three-Josesphson—junction (3J{)
sn allnductance phase qubit (persistent current qubi?)
where Jevel anticrossing w as already observed 2

In ourm ethod a resonant tank circuit w ith known in—
ductance Lt , capacitance Ct , and quality Q ¢ is coupled
wih a target Jose'phson circuit through the mutual In—
ductance M ' ig. .].)

The m ethod was successfully applied to a 3JJ qubit
In classical regin &4 when the hysteretic dependence of
qubit energy on the extemalm agnetic ux was restored
In accordance to the predictions ofR ef. ::4’ .

Herewe extend the approach which is described in our
earlier paper 3 W e explicitly account for the back ac—
tion ofa tank circuit and for the unpredictable quantum
m echanical nature of outcom e of a single m easurem ent.

FIG .1l: Phase qubi coupled to a tank circuit.

A ccording to the results ofour sim ulations the R abioscil-
lations In M H z range can be detected using conventional
NM R pulse Fourier technique.

II. QUANTUM DYNAMICSOF 3JJ FLUX
QUBIT

Quantum dynam ics of this qubit has been studied in
detail in Ref.::i. T he qubit consists ofa loop w ith three
Josephson junctions. The loop has very amall induc—
tance, typically in the pH range. It insures e ective
decoupling of qubi from extemal environment. Two
Josephson junctions have equal critical current I. and
capacitance C, whilke the critical current and capaci-
tance of a third junction is a little bit smaller, I., C,
where 05 < < 1. If the Josephson coupling energy

= L. ¢=2 ,where (= h=2e isa ux quantum, is
much m ore than the Coulomb energy E¢ = €=2C, then
the phase of a C ooper paerave function iswellde ned.
Aswas shown in Refs. -L;d In the vicinity of = 0=2
this system has two quantum stable states w ith persis—
tent circulating current of opposite sign. T herefore, the
persistent current qubi can be described by follow ing
two-Jevel H am iltonian:

Hq= h("® .+ x); @)

where , and ; arePaulispin operators.
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Ham iltonian H 4 is written in the ux basis: the basis
of localized (left, right) states, so that two elgenvectors
of , correspond to the two classical states wih a lft
or a right circulating current. is the tunnel frequency
and " () is in general a tin e dependent bias which is
controlled by extemally applied ux

© = x T ac®; 2)
where 4 isa tine independent extemal ux, ,c(t) isa
m onochrom atic high fnequency signal from the extemal
source. A coording to (-2.) we write " (t) in the fomm :

"= "o+ &0): 3)
In the absence of tim e dependent ux &) = 0) the
eigenstates of Ham iltonian H 4 are
q__
E = h h "3+ 2; @)
where "o = Esf (;g)=h, f = 4= o 1= 1. The

explicit dependence of ( ;g) on qub:tparam eters and
g= E s=E ¢ hasbeen found in Ref. .12 The ux statesare
the eigenstates of a m acroscopic current w hich circulates
In a qubit loop. W ithin a ham onic approxin ation: 13 i
isnot di cult to nd current operator in the ux basis:

L=T ( (i9=2) ..
Ham iltonian H 4 can be written in eigenstate basis as
Hgy= h 3 wih eigenfunctions :Hy = E

T he stationary state wave functions can be w ritten
as the superpositions of the wave functions In the ux

basis 1; r, where L, R stand for the left and right
well respectively : =a +b g,
a =p——o—uib =p—on—: ()

The transform ation from ux basis to eigenstate basis
is perform ed wih the aid of rotation matrix R ( ) =

exp(ly =2),wherecos = %= ,sih = = . There-
fore, the current operator in eigenstate basis is
( He))
- —"T o, ) )

T he high frequency excitation applied to the qubit in-
duces the transitions between two lvels which resul in
a superposition state for the wave function of the sys—
tem: ©=C,+ 0 ++C @®© . Thecoe cientsC  (b)
can be obtained from the solution of tin e dependent
Schrodinger equation w ih proper initial conditions for
C (). From @) we obtain the average current in the
superposition state (t):

0f £ oFf

—ReC; )C ®): @)

©IRI i = Ic 5

( ;9

N otice that at the degeneracy point (£ = 0) the low
frequency part of the average current, which is given by
rst term in (-rj:),vanjshes.

Below we de ne the density matrix elements oy =
£ ©F, 121=F£+®F, 10=Cs ®OC ©, 01 = 10/
o0+ 11 = 1 which are related to soin operators:
h®]zjJO®i= 2 g I, h ®JxJ®©i= 2Re 1o,
h®©jyvyJj®i= 2Im 15. W e take the high frequency
excitation in the form &) = "; cos(!t) and rew rite
Ham iltonian () in the eigenstate basis

"0 "1 "l
cos(lt) z+h

Hq= h + cos(lt) x = (8)
From density matrix equation ih_(£) = Hq; ©]we
get the follow .ng set ofequations for the m atrix elem ents
of :

dA "
— =2 cos(! t 9)
dt
dB " 1 "0"1
E = cos(! t) QA 1) 2 + cos('t) C;
10)
dc "0"1
— =2 + cos('t) B; 11)
dt
whereA = ¢o,B = In 130,C = Re 1.

T hese equations cannot be solved analytically, how —
ever, we can try to predict the evolution ofthe quantities
A,B,C sincetheEgs. @;_19','_11;) are sin ilar to those of
a free spin In extermalm agnetic eld n NM R, where A
is analogue of longitudinalm agnetization M ; , and B, C
are analogues of transverse m agnetizationsM y and M g ,
regpectively. The only di erence is that here the only de—
tectable quantity is ; com ponent which is proportional
to the circulating current. Therefore, we could expect
the evolution of quantities A, B, C under the In uence
ofextemalhigh frequency excitation is sin ilar to that in
NM R . If the frequency of extemal excitation ! is close
to the gap frequency 2 , them ain ham onic ofA willbe
the R abi frequency

g = (! 22+ 2; 12)
where  depends on qubit param eters and on the am —
plitude of excitation ";, while the quantities B, C will
oscillate w ith the gap frequency 2 , m odulated by the
Rabi frequency: B ;C sih gtsih2 t. If ", we
can estinate  from Egs. (9,:_19,:}]_;) in rotating wave
approxin ation. W e cbtain

R= "i= a3

Sincewewant here to treat the problem exactly we solved
Egs. (3,0,3) num erically.
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FIG.2: Tine evolution of A and B for qubit w thout dissi-
pation.

For all com puter sin ulations we take the follow Ing pa—
ram eters of qubi: I = 400 nA,L = 15pH, = 08,
g= 100, =2 = 250MHz, "g= . The extemmalhigh
frequency is equalto the gap: ! = 2 . The exciation
am plitude "; = 028 which ensures the R abi frequency

rR=2 = 50M Hz. In addition, we assum e the qubit is
In itsground state in nidaltinet; = 0, so that A (0)=1,
B (0)=C (0)=0. In allsimulations the tine span is10 s
from which the particular tim e w ndow s had been choose
forthe gures.

The tin eevolution ofA (t) and B (t) isshown on Fjg.-'_z’ .

Tt is clearly seen that B oscillates w ith gap frequency,
while the frequency of A is aln ost ten times am aller:
(oscillation period of B : Ty 2 10° s, while the same
quantity rA isTa 2 10% s. The sm alldistortions
on A curve are due to a strong deviation of excitation
signal from transverse rotating wave form , while B curve
is clearly m odulated w ith Rabi frequency r Fig.d).

T he crucial requirem ent for the proper operation of a
qubit is the preservation of phase coherence under In u—
ence of dissipative environm ent. W e include the environ—
m ent e ects phenom enologically in Egs. ('Q:,:_l-(_):,:_l-]_;) :

P Uit @ ) 14)
— = cos(! — ;
dt T,
dB " 1 "0 "l B
— = cos(!t)y(@A 1) 2 + cos(lt) ¢ —;
dt Tg
(15)
dc " C
— =2 + cos('t) B —; 16)
dt Ty

where Ay is the equilbrium wvalue of densiy m atrix
Ay o= % 1+ tanhzi‘? ; T, and T4 are relaxation
and dephasing tim es, respectively. H ere we have to con—
sider density m atrix elem ents as the quantities averaged
over environm ents degrees of freedom : A = hi ©)f1,
B=ImkC, ©C ®i, C = ReC, ()IC ({©)i. The Egs.

) , (b)]
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FIG .3: Tineevolution ofA and B com puted from Egs. (14)—
(16). T, = 50m s, Tg = 200 ns.

{14,15,16) are,sin ilarto wellknown B och-Red el equa-—
tions in NM R%3.

For spin boson m odelof coupling ofa qubit to them al
bath these tim es have been calculated foy weak dam ping
Ohm ic pectrum by several authors (se242? and refer—
ences therein). Here forestin ations we take the expres—
sions ©r T, and T4 from &4

11 h

—=5 — J() i an

T, 2 2kp T
1 " 2kg T
—=_—+2 2 ; 18)
Tq 2T, h

w here dim ensionless param eter re ects the strength of
O hm ic dissipation. J () is the spectral density of the
bath uctuations at the gap frequency.

T he decoherence is caused prin arily by coupling of a
solid state based phase qubit to m icroscopic degrees of
freedom in the solid. Fortunately this ntrinsic decoher—
ence has been found to be quite weak:l. How ever, the
extermal sources of decoherence are m ore serious. Here
we assum e that them ain source of decoherence is the ex—
temal ux noise. For oyrcom puter sin ulations we take
T, = 50ms, Tq = 200 ndl. The evolution of A, B found
from Eqgs. (14,15,16) is shown in Fig.d.

A s is seen from the Fjg.l':ﬂ, A decays to 0.5 oscillating
w ith Rabi frequency, whilke B (C) decaysto zerp. (Note:
to be rigorous, the stablk state solution HrA i3

eq

A E+$.
2

201+ 2T,.Tq)" =

However, as distinct from conventional NM R where
2T, Ty 1, r our values of , Ty and Tq we get
2T,Tq 10. Forthe sam e reason the stablk state os-
cillations of B and C are quite snall). Ik means the
qubit density m atrix becom es the statistical m ixture:
00 ! 1=2, 11 ! 1=2, 10 = 01 ! 0att! 1.
T herefore, the noise from environm ent leads to a delo—
calization: the system which initially is Jocalized in any
state would be always delocalized att! 1 .



T hisproperty hasbeen rstpointed out In connection
w ith noninvasive m egsurem ents of coherent dynam ics in
quantum -dot system &% whereonecan nd an Interesting
discussion of how this behavior is related to the quan-—
tum Zeno e ect, and recently has been con m ed for a
quantum -dot qubi interacting w ith an environm ent and
continuously m onitored by a tunnelinction detector?.

Asisseen from Eqg. -rj.), the delocalization leads to the
vanishing of the current in the qubit loop.

ITII. THE M EASURING OF FLUX QUBIT W ITH
A TANK CIRCUIT

Below we consider a continuous m easurem ents of a
qubit wih a classical tank circuit which is weakly cou—
pld to the qubit via mutual inductance M . First we
study the ideal case when qubi and tank circuit are
com pletely decoupled from their environm ents, so that
we m ay describe qubit + tank system by Ham iltonian
H=Hq+Hr + Hi, where

QZ 2
+

HT = M
2Cr 2Lt

@0)

In {_2-Ql) Cr, and Lt are capacitor and inductor of a
tank circui; Q is the charge at the capacior, is the
m agnetic ux trapped by the inductor. The tank-qubit
Interaction is described by H am ilttonian

Hine= B ; (1)
where qubit current operator % is given in ('_é), =
M =LT .

T he equations for qubit + tank system are

B st 2 I—3B ; ©2)
dt ' h !

dB " 1

— = cos(! t) A 1

ot (1o ( )

nn

2+

cos('t) C +

2 I n @"C + @A 1)) ; @3)

€ _, Lo "1oos('t) B 2 @"—OB ; (24)
dt ) h !
d
< -2, ©5)
dt Cr
d
X FFl o) ©26)

where = —@ Thefinction F [ ] [26) stands
for stochastic nature of the m easuring process. In ac—
cordance w ith von Neum ann postulate the outcom e of
a single m easuram ent cannot be predicted determ inisti-
cally. W hen qubit is in a superposition oftw o stationary
states tswave function (t) can be expressed in the ux
basisas (t)=U 1+ W r where

PpF¥=al+nr@ &)+ 20aa ; @7)

WEf=K+AE B)+20hb 28)
with 9%+ W ¥=1.

The states 1, r have equal currents circulating in
opposite directions so that the outcom e of the m easure—
m ent (the direction of a current circulation) can be pre—
dicted only statistically with probabilty ¥ ¥ or 1 F,
respectively. Follow Ing this reasoning we take F [ (£)] In
the formm :

V3 ®
F[ Ol ——=i (29)
v F ©3
where (t) generates random numbers from interval
0;1]. Sihce U fr 1 the function F [ (t)] takes two val-
ues: +1, 1. It accounts for unpredictable nature of a

single m easurem ent. If, for exam ple, In som e m om ent t;
P &)F > 05 i ismore probable to nd the clockw ise
than counterclockw ise direction of circulating current at
thism om ent of tin e In a single m easurem ent. The ac-
tual value of the voltage across the tank at some tine
t; is obtained as the average of ndiridualm easurem ents
over N di erent realizationsof (t):

;(N

V &) =
YO NCr

Q i 5): (30)

=1

T herefore, our m odel accounts for stochastic back ac—
tion in uence of the m easuring device (tank circuit) on
the qubit behavior. In som e sense the m odel resgp-bles
the probabilisticm easurem ent schem e described 24 for
detection ofthe electron position in doubl quantum dot
by m easuring the current through tunnel jinction cou-
pled to quantum double dot qubit.

Below, the tank circuit param eters are Lt = 50 nH,
Cr = 200 pF, so that the tank istuned to 50M Hz. The
Inductive coupling to the qubit M = 125 pH that gives

r the couplng parameter = 2:5 10 *. In addition,
we take "o = <o that
p_ !
1 2+ 1
i=9= A+C : 31)

2 2
T he results of com puter sin ulations of the equation set
C_ZZ',:_Z;:',?@,:_Z;:,:_Z@) are shown In Fjgs-'_4 and -5
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FIG . 4: Phase lossfree qubit coupled to a lossfree tank cir-
cuit. O scillations of A . D eterm Inistic case (a) together w ith
one realization (o) are shown. Sm all scale tim e oscillations
correspond to R abi frequency.
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FIG .5: Phase lossfree qubit coupled to a loss—free tank cir-
cui. Volage across the tank. D eterm inistic case (a) together
w ith one realization (o) are shown.

Atevery graph ofthe guresthe results for one realiza—
tion of random num bergenerator (t) are com pared w ith
the casewhen we replaced F [ (t)]in [26) w ith detem in—
istic term (A 1 2C)= 2, w hich m eans that the tank
m easures the average current é'j) In a qubi loop. As is
seen from the Fig.¥, A oscillates w ith Rabi frequency.
T he voltage across tank circuit oscillates also w ith Rabi
frequency which is equalto 50 M Hz In our case (Fjg.:_ﬂ)
which is m odulated w ith the lower frequency the valie
ofwhich isabout 5M Hz.

Tt isworth to note the Interesting feature ofthe result:
though the system is free from dissipation the voltage
across the tank isnot saturated (the voltage am plitude is
about 10 nvV, Fig. "5'1') . A though A oscillates at resonance
frequency of the tank, the saturation is not reached. A
sim ple estim ations show that at the tank resonance the
saturated value of the volage is about 75 nV . W e have
found the e ect is due to the large value of a coupling
constant . The sinulations show the fiill saturation is
reached w ith 10 8, how ever, then the voltage is quite
an all to be detected. T hese resuls are valid exactly for

*ts) °

FIG . 6: Phase lossfree qubit coupled to a dissipative tank
circuit. T he evolution of A exhibitsm odulation ofR abioscil-
Jations w ith lower frequency. D eterm inistic case (@) together
w ith one realization () are shown.
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FIG . 7: Phase lossfree qubit coupled to a dissipative tank
circuit. The voltage across the tank exhibits m odulation of
R abi frequency. D etem inistic case (@) together w ith one re—
alization () are shown.

loss—free tank circui, howeverwem ay w ithin sim ulation
tine span (10 s) extrapolate them for tank wih high
quality factor, say Qr > 1000.
Now we want to account for the dam ping in the tank
cirouit. W e replace Eq. 26 w ith
do 'o

— =0

= : 2
e I or EF[ @] (32)

For the sin ulations we take tank qua]jty Qr = = 100. The
results of sin ulations of equation set 24,23,24, 25, ,32)

Tt isworthw hile to note that though the qubit is uncou—
pld from its own environm ent, nevertheless, the current
In a qubit loop and the volage across the tank decay.
The quantities B and C which are not shown here os—
cillate w tthout dam ping w ith the frequency of excitation
w ith the am plitude equalto 0.5 .

F inally, we consider the case when the qubit and the
tank are coupled to their own environm ents. T he corre—-
sponding set of equations are Egs. C_2§,:_3§) and follow ing
equations:
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FIG . 8: Phase dissipative qubit coupld to a lossfree tank
circuit 1=Qr = 0). The evolution of A . D etemm inistic case
(@) together w ith one realization (o) are shown.
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FIG . 9: Phase dissppative qubit coupld to a lossfree tank
circuit 1=Qr = 0). The volage across tank circuit. D eter—
m inistic case (@) together w ith one realization (o) are shown.

B 2 i stnE 2 1 —B Lo oa
— = cos(! — — ;
ac h T,
33)
dB "l
- = yea 1
s cos(! t) ( )
"0"
2 4+ cos(lt) C +
2 T.—@"WC + (@A 1)) 5. 34)
h 0 Ty
dC nwn " C
=2 + 2lostt B 2 B =
ac h Tq
35)

The results of smmulations of the equation set

(4:54,532350) are shown n Fige. B, B, 10, 1, and
Fig.\14.

From Fjg.:_é and FJg:iC_i we see that A is alm ost unaf-
fected by the value ofQ 1 . Its decay is de ned prim arily

by the shortest tin e Ty. The decay tin e of the voltage
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FIG .10: Phase dissipative qubit coupled to a dissipative tank
circuit @t = 100). The evolution of A . One realization
(low er graph) together w ith determ inistic case (upper graph)
are shown.

10 E

-10+ (a) -
10} -

V (nV)

o

-0 (b) -

0.0 0.5 1.0 2.0 25 3.C

15
t (us)
FIG .11: Phase dissipative qubit coupled to a dissipative tank
circuit Q@ = 100). T hevolage across tank circuit. O ne real-

ization (lower graph) together w ith determ inistic case (upper
graph) are shown.
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FIG .12: Phase dissipative qubit coupled to a dissipative tank
circuit. The voltage across the tank for detem inistic case.
Quality factors: Qr = 1000 (upper graph) and Qr = 100
(low er graph) .
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FIG .13: Loss—free qubit coupled to a dissppative tank circuic
@r = 100), = 25 10 2. The evolution ofA .A distance
betw een neighbor jum ps is equalto R abiperiod. D eterm inis—
tic case is shown.
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FIG . 14: Lossfree qubit coupled to a dissipative tank circuit
@r = 100), = 25 10 2. The evolution of the voltage
across the tank for the determ inistic case.

is de ned by the value of Q v, sihce tank circuit decay
tine 20 r=!7 ismuch longer than the dephasing time
Ty Figs.id, 1%, 13). Tt is advantageous from the point
of experin ent, since we can m easure Rabi oscillations
m uch longer than the dephasing tin e Tq4 . H ow ever, from

the otherhand, them axim um valie ofthe voltage am pli-
tude isajm ost independent ofQ ¢ (seeF ig. :_lg‘) . W ehave
shown It} that Hr carefiilly m ade electronics the volrage
noise at the input ofpream pli er oou]d be on the orderof
10 nVv-20nV .Asisseen from Fig. .11 and especially, from

Fig. :_12_% during the rst m icrosecond the signalto-noise
ratio is about 0.5. T he signal can be recovered w ith the
well known In NM R pulsed technique with subsequent
Fourier processing. H owever, since here the pulse 1ling
frequency is uncoupled from the frequency of the signal
to be detected, it isnot necessary to keep the pulse w idth
shorter than the decaying tin e of the signal. A s our re—
sults show , the pulse duration ofabout 2 s is adequate
for the m easurem ents.

In conclusion we want to show the e ect of qubit evo—
Jution as the coupling between the qubit and the tank is
Increased. W e num erically solved the system consisting
of the loss-free qubit coupled to the dissipative tank cir-

cuit. The system is described by Egs. (14,15,:_1§,Z§ ) and
Eqg. {32) For the sim ulations we take the coupling pa-
rameter = 25 10 ?. The results of sin ulations are
shown on F igs. .13 :14 for determm inistic case. A s is seen
from the F igs. :13 during R abiperiod the quantity A be-
cam e partially frozen at som e level. At the endpoints of
this period the system tries to escape to another level of
A .Between the endpointsofR abiperiod A oscillatesw ith
a high frequency which isabout 10 GHz in ourcase. As
expected, the evolution ofB is suppressed approxin ately
by a factoroften below is free evolution am plitude w hich
isequalto 05. Aswe show below, the strong coupling
com pletely destroys the phase coherence between qubit
states, nevertheless the voltage across the tank oscillates
w ith Rabi frequency. Its am plitude is considerably in—
creased and it doesnot revealany pecuhar_lrjes associated
w ith the frozen behavior of A (Fig.|14).

IV. QUBIT WAVE FUNCTION

In conclusion we want to study the e ect ofa coupling
betw een qubit and the tank on the qubit state, In particu—
lar, on phase coherence betw een basis states of the qubit.
Tt is necessary to note that our m easurem ent is not the
m easurem ent In the sense ofNeum ann. W e are interested
only in the voltage am plitude in the tank but not in the
state ofthe qubit: we did not solve Schrodingerequations
forc = ¥ Jexp@ ), Cy = £, Jjexp +) but for
their products2 = € ¥,B = € i£.3sh¢, 7 ),

= £ JC4 joos(’ + " ). Nevertheless, we can check
to what extent the qubit can be described by the wave
function in case of its interaction w ith a tank. E vidently,
free qubitm ust have de niewave fiinction at any nstant
of tine. It m eans the conservation of phase coherence
the condition for which can be expressed in term s of our
quantities as:

B+ C?
¥ 3r. 7

Ifwe sw itch on the Interaction w ith a tank wem ay not,
strictly speaking, consider qubit as having de nite wave
function. H owever, if the Interaction is rather weak the
qubit wave function could be wellde ned. W e showed
before that for relatively weak coupling the dJSSJpatJOI'l
resulted In quenching A to the 05 level (see Figs. 6 -é
,_l(_i That means £ j= £ J! 191—2 However, as is
seen from Fig. :_i§', the condition of phase coherence is
still valid up to 10 3.

A s the coupling is Increased further the qubi wave
function is com pltely destroyed. The quantity A is
quenched to approxinately 085 Fi. :_1-2_5) . That is
£ j  0:292. It m ight seem that we have here so called
Zeno e ect-as if qubit state is frozen In its ground state.
However, In case of a strong coupling it is not correct
to say about wave function of the qubi alone. This is
shown in Fig.lSwhere for > 10 ? the phase coherence
is seen to be com pletely lost .

=1: (36)
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FIG . 15: The condition of phase coherence éé) vs coupling
strength

V. CONCLUSION

In all com puter simulations we system atically com —
pared di erent realizations w ith the case when we re—
phosd F [ (0] [26) w ith detem inistic tem (A 1
2C)= 2. W e have fund that wihin a decaying tin e
all realizations and determ inistic case give alm ost identi-
cal results. That is why in all corresponding graphswe
com pared determ inistic case with the only realization.
A clear di erence appears only at the tails where A is
close to 0.5 and C is rather sm all. T his isbecause at the
tails the random num ber generatorevery m om ent oftim e
changes the sign of the current w ith a high probability,
while wihin a decaying tin e where A undergoes oscil-
lations the sign of the current for one half of period of
oscillations of A is conserved w ith a high probability.

T hroughout the paperw e stress the sim ilarity between
the qubi+ tank system and NM R, however, we have to
be aware of the m ain di erence. In NM R the back ac—

tion of the tank circui on the sam pl under study is
neglected. It is justi ed by the fact that the tank is cou—
pled to m acroscopic num ber of two-level system s (1/2-
soin particles). The coupling to the individual particle
is rather am all, so that a reasonable signal level at the
tank is obtained at the expense of enom ous num ber of
the coupled particles. However, when the tank is cou—
plkd to a sihgle two-level system the account for back
action isnecessary. It leads to the m ain quantitative dif-
ference from NM R . In order to keep the noise from the
tank as an all as possible, the quality factor Q ¢ should
be taken as high as possible from technological point of
view (in our sinulationswetakeQr = 100 only In order
to save the sim ulation tim e). H ow ever, the signalam pli-
tude weakly dependson Q ¢ being at best at the levelof
noise. N evertheless, it isnot di cul to recover the signal
w ith the aid of the m ethods of signal processing w hich
are used In high resolution NM R . T herefore, the results
of our sim ulations clearly show that we can detect R aby
oscillations of the voltage across tank circuit coupled to
the qubit w ih the pulsed Fourder technique which iswell
known n NMR.
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