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M easurem ent oftw o-qubit states by quantum point contacts
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W e solve the m asterequationsoftwo charged qubitsm easured by two serially coupled quantum
pointcontacts(Q PCs).W edescribetwo-qubitdynam icsbycom paringentangled stateswith product
states,and show thattheQ PC currentcan beused forreading outresultsofquantum calculations
and providing evidences oftwo-qubitentanglem ent. W e also calculate the concurrence ofthe two
qubits as a function ofdephasing rate that originates from the m easurem ent. W e conclude that
coupled charge qubitscan be e�ectively detected by a Q PC-based detector.

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

Q uantum inform ation processing in charge-based solid

statenanostructureshasattracted widespread attention

because ofthe potentialscalability ofsuch devices,and

the relative ease with which such charge devicescan be

m anipulated and detected.1,2,3,4 Recently,two-qubitco-

herent evolution and possibly entanglem ent have been

observed in capacitively coupled Cooperpairboxes.5 For

universalquantum com puting,two-qubitoperationsare

required,so that the realization ofcontrolled two-qubit

entanglem ent is regarded as a crucialm ilestone for the

study of solid state quantum com puting. W hile two-

qubitinform ation can bedetected with onem easurem ent

deviceon each qubit,itisalso im portantto search fora

detector that is directly sensitive to two-qubitinform a-

tion,and to develop a proper form alism to study two-

qubitm easurem entprocesses.6,7,8

The ultim ate criterion for the detection ofqubits is

whetherwecan distinguish theresultsofaquantum com -

putation by the outputsignalofthe detector,e.g. cur-

rent or conductance ofa single electron transistor. In

the case ofone qubit,two single-qubit states j#i and

j"ineed to be distinguished. In the case oftwo qubits,

fourtwo-qubitstate,j##i,j#"i,j"#i,and j""i(wewill

callthem jAi� jD i)need to bedistinguished beforethe

qubit states are destroyed by the m easurem ent. As we

m entioned above,m easurem entofm ulti-qubitstatescan

generally be achieved by m ultiple single-qubitm easure-

m entson each ofthequbits,respectively.Herewestudy

a di�erent detection process: the tem poralbehavior of

a detector (Q PC in the present study) that sim ultane-

ously couples to two qubits. W e show thatinform ation

contained in the tem poralevolution ofthe Q PC current

canhelp usdistinguish di�erenttwo-qubitproductstates,

and som e entangled statesfrom the productstates. In-

deed,onem otivation ofourstudy isto obtain directev-

idence forthe entanglem entofthe qubits,possibly from

the detectorcurrentorotherm easurablequantities.

In Ref. 8, we studied a particular schem e for the

quantum m easurem ent oftwo charge qubits by a two-

island single-electron transistor(SET),and showed that

the SET isan e�ective detectorofthe two-charge-qubit

states.Herethechargequbitsareconstituted oftwocou-

pled quantum dots(Q D)with one excesselectron. Due

FIG . 1: Two charge qubits (using double quantum dot
charged states)are capacitively coupled to a detectoroftwo
serially coupled Q PCs.J isthe strength ofinter-qubitinter-
action. No tunneling is allowed between the Q PC detector
and any ofthe qubits.

to tunnelcoupling ofthe Q Ds,the wave functions in a

qubitare superpositionsoflocalized statesfrom each of

the Q Ds. Ifa qubit is prepared in a single Q D state,

it tends to oscillate between the two sides ofthe dou-

ble Q D.Ifwe de�ne the localstates as j"i and j#i,

the qubitstate oscillatesbetween the two logicalstates

with a frequency determ ined by the tunneling coupling

and the di�erence ofthe energy-levels ofthe two Q Ds.

Tim e-dependent behavior ofthis coherentoscillation of

the qubitsisdeterm ined by the initialstate. Ifwe take

the initialtim e to be thatwhen a �nalquantum opera-

tion isapplied to thequbit,thedetectorreadoutcurrent

reects the results ofquantum calculation. The qubit

statesinteractwith thereadoutcurrentby changing the

energy (and thereforeoccupation)oftheelectronicstates

in theSET islandsand possiblythetunnelingratesofthe

junctions(bym odifyingtheisland electronicstatesthem -

selves)on both sidesofthe islands.Although,in Ref.8,

we show that the SET can distinguish the di�erent co-

herentoscillationsbetween the two-qubitproductstates

and the entangled states,we have not yet investigated

the two-qubitdynam icsitself.

Here we would like to study quantum point con-

tact(Q PC)asa detectorfortwo coupled charge qubits

(Fig.1).A Q PC isessentiallyaone-dim ensionalconduct-

ingchanneland isconsidered tobean e�ectivechargede-
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FIG .2:Electronicstatesin theinter-Q PC island.W eassum e
thatthereisonly oneaccessibleelectronicorbitalstateon the
island.There are thustotally fourpossible island states:(a)
Em pty dot| state "a" hasno excesselectron on the dot.(b)
Single-electron dot| state "b" has one electron and is spin-
degenerate.(c)Two-electron dot| state"c"hastwoelectrons
in a spin singletstate occupying the sam e orbitalstate.

tector,sim ilartotheSET.Theparticularschem ewecon-

sider consists oftwo low transparency Q PCs connected

in series through a single levelquantum dot. Each of

the Q PCs is close to a charge qubit so that its cur-

rent/conductance is dependent on the state of the re-

spectivequbit.Com pared to theSET detector,theQ PC

detector interacts with qubits only through the change

oftunneling rates. Although the SET detector is able

to describe a variety offeaturesofthe internalstatesof

qubits in Ref.8,we could not identify which ofthe two

interactions(thatbetween theislandsand qubits,which

m odify theleveloccupationson theSET islands;orthat

between the tunneling junctions and qubits,where po-

tentialby the qubitsm odi�esthe tunneling rates)plays

the m ajor role in the SET detector. Thus,an im por-

tant question is whether or not the Q PC detector that

interactswith qubitsonly by thechangeofthetunneling

ratesisalsoan e�ectiveapparatusfordetectingthequbit

states.In thispaper,afterdiscussingthebasictwo-qubit

dynam icswith no detector,we focus m ainly on the fol-

lowing issues: (1) whether we can distinguish the four

productstatesjAi� jD ioftwo coupled chargequbitsin

the tim e-dom ain with a serially coupled Q PC detector,

(2)whetherwecan distinguish theentangled statesfrom

the productstatesofthese two qubits,and (3)whether

the quantum Zeno e�ects in the coupled charge qubits

can be observed. In the following sections,we solve the

m asterequationsforthecoupled qubit-Q PC system and

investigatethe e�ectivenessofthe proposed Q PC detec-

tor.In Sec.II,wepresentourform ulation oftwo qubits

and the Q PC detector. In Sec. III,we discuss the dif-

ference between a dynam ics ofsingle qubit and that of

two qubits.In Sec.IV,weshow thenum ericalresultsof

two-qubit detection by Q PC.Sec. V is devoted to dis-

cussion fortheQ PC detection,and Sec.VIconsistsofa

conclusion.

II. FO R M U LA T IO N

In the present m easurem ent schem e, the Q PCs are

capacitively coupled to the charge qubits (Fig. 1), so

that the current through them sensitively depends on

the statesofthe qubits. W e describe the two Q PCsus-

ing two tunnelm atrix elem entsonly and neglectfurther

internalstructures.9,10 W e assum e that the qubit-Q PC

coupling ispurely capacitive,so thatthere isno current

owing from the qubitsto eitherofthe Q PC electrodes.

The Ham iltonian for the com bined two qubits and the

Q PCsiswritten asH = H qb+H qpc+H int.H qb describes

the two interacting qubits (left and right,asillustrated

in Fig.1),each consistingoftwotunnel-coupled Q Dsand

oneexcesscharge:6

H qb =
X

�= L ;R

(
���x + � ���z)+ J�L z�R z; (1)

where
� and � � arethe inter-Q D tunnelcoupling and

energy di�erence (gate bias)within each qubit.Here we

use the spin notation such that��x � ay�b� + by�a� and

��z � ay�a� � by�b� (� = L;R),wherea� and b� arethe

annihilation operators ofan electron in the upper and

lower Q Ds ofeach qubit. Thus, j"i and j#i refer to

the two single-qubitstatesin which the excesschargeis

localized in the upper and lowerdot,respectively. J is

a coupling constantbetween the two qubits,originating

from capacitivecouplingsin the Q D system .6

Thetwo serially coupled Q PCsaredescribed by H qpc:

H qpc =
X

� = L ;R

s= ";#

X

i�

h

E i� c
y

i� s
ci� s+ Vi� s(c

y

i� s
ds + d

y
sci� s)

i

+
X

s=";#

E dd
y
sds + U d

y

"
d"d

y

#
d# : (2)

Here ciL s(ciR s) is the annihilation operator ofan elec-

tron in theiLth (iR th)level(iL (iR )= 1;:::;n)oftheleft

(right)electrode,ds istheelectron annihilation operator

oftheisland between theQ PCs,E iL s(E iR s)istheenergy

levelofelectronsin the left(right)electrode,and E d is

thatoftheisland.Hereweassum eonly oneenergy level

on the island between the two Q PCs,with spin degen-

eracy. ViL s (ViR s)isthe tunneling strength ofelectrons

between theleft(right)electrodestateiL s(iR s)and the

island state. U is the on-site Coulom b energy ofdou-

ble occupancy in the island. Note that the num ber of

island states here (Fig.2) is m uch sm aller than that of

the two-island SET states,8 where we need to take into

accountatleast10 typesofdetectorstates.In Ref.8,we

observed thatthetwo-island SET can representavariety

ofqubitstatesbecause ofitslarge num berofdegreesof

freedom . W ith a m uch sim pler state structure for the

presentcoupled Q PC schem e,wewillstudy whetherthe

Q PC currentcould stillrepresentthe qubit states with

su�cientclarity.

Thecapacitiveinteraction between thequbitsand the

Q PCs is represented by H int,which contains the infor-

m ation that localized charge near the Q PCs increases

the energy ofthe system electrostatically,thusa�ecting

thetunnelcoupling between theQ PCsand theisland in

between:9

H int =
X

�= L ;R

X

i� ;s

�Vi� s(c
y

i� s
ds + d

y
sci� s)��z ; (3)
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where �Vi� s is an e�ective change of the tunneling

strength between the electrodes and Q PC island (we

shift the origin of the interaction energy such that

�Vi� ;s = 0 corresponds to the case where qubits are

not polarized ��z = 0). W e assum e that the tun-

neling strength ofelectrons weakly depends on the en-

ergy Vi� s = V�(E i� s) and electrodes are degenerate up

to the Ferm isurface. Then the qubit-Q PC interaction

dictates that qubit states inuence the Q PC tunneling

rate in the form of�
(� )
� (E ) � 2�}�(E )jV

(� )
� (E )j2 and

�
(� )

0

� (E )� 2�}�(E+U )jV
(� )
� (E+U )j2,whereV

(� )
� (E )=

V�(E )� �V�(E)(�V�(E )> 0),and }�(E )isthe density

ofstatesofthe electrodes(�= L;R). Hereafter,we use

�
(� )
� sand �

(� )
0

� sestim ated attheFerm ienergy �� ofthe

electrodesto describethetunneling ratein thedetection

process ofthe qubit states by the two Q PCs. This is

reasonable from a practicalstandpoint since m any ex-

perim ents are described using ��
1,3. The values ofthe

corresponding �
(� )
� s are determ ined by the structure of

the system such asthe distance between the qubitsand

theQ PCs.Forexam ple,a j#istate(j"istate)in a qubit

m eanstheexcesschargeislocalized in thelower(upper)

dot,so thatthe corresponding tunneling rate should be

�
(�)

L
(�

(+)

L
).Therefore,two-qubitstatejAiwould lead to

Q PC tunnelingratesof

�

�
(�)

L
; �

(�)

R

�

or

�

�
(�)

0

L
; �

(�)
0

R

�

,de-

pending on whetherornottheisland between theQ PCs

isdoublyoccupied.Sim ilarly,jB i,jC iand jD istatescor-

respond to

�

�
(�)

L
;�

(+)

R

�

[or

�

�
(�)

0

L
;�

(+)
0

R

�

],

�

�
(+)

L
; �

(�)

R

�

[or

�

�
(+)

0

L
;�

(�)
0

R

�

],and

�

�
(+)

L
;�

(+)

R

�

[or

�

�
(+)

0

L
; �

(+)
0

R

�

],re-

spectively.

W econstructtheequationsforthequbit-Q PC density

m atrix elem entsatzero tem peratureT = 0,following the

procedure developed by G urvitz.9,11 Thism ethod isap-

plicablewhen theenergy leveloftheinter-Q PC island is

in between thechem icalpotentialsofthetwo electrodes.

The wave function j	(t)i ofthe qubit-Q PC system can

beexpanded overtheHilbertspacespanned by thetwo-

electron statesofthequbits,theisland statesoftheQ PC

shown in Fig.1,and allpossible electrode states. W e

choosej0ito refertotheinitialground stateofthewhole

detector system (two electrodes and the inter-Q PC is-

land) where the two electrodes are �lled with electrons

up to �L and �R ,respectively,and the two Q PCs and

theinter-Q PC island areem pty ofexcesselectrons.The

basisstatesfortheQ PC can then beconstructed from j0i

by m oving electronsfrom the leftelectrode (with higher

chem icalpotential)totheinter-Q PC island and theright

electrode.W ecategorizethedetectorstatesby thenum -

berofelectronsthatare transferred from the leftto the

rightelectrode(Fig.1):

j	(t)i= j	 0(t)i+ j	 1(t)i; (4)

where j	 0(t)i is the part of the wave function that

no electron tunnels through to the right electrode and

j	 1(t)i represents the part ofthe wave function where

one or m ore electrons are transferred to the right elec-

trode.j	 0(t)ican be expressed as

j	 0(t)i=
X

z= A ;B ;C ;D

(

b
(0)a;z(t)+

X

ls

b
(0)b;z

ls
(t)dyscls +

X

l1l2

b
(0)c;z

l1l2"#
(t)d

y

"
d
y

#
cl1"cl2#

)

j0ijzi; (5)

whereb(0)a;z(t),b
(0)b;z

ls
(t)and b

(0)c;z

l1l2"#
(t)arecoe�cientsfortherespectivestates.Thesuperscriptsreferto thenum ber

ofelectronstransferred (0 here),the statesofthe Q PC island (asillustrated in Fig.2),and the fourtwo-qubitbasis

states.Thesubscriptsreferto theleftelectrodestatesfrom which electronstunnelinto theislands.Thuseach ofthe

term sin j	 0(t)iindicatesa statewith aslittleaszero butup to 2 electronsm oved from theleftelectrodeto theQ PC

island,while no electron istransferred to the rightelectrode.j	 1(t)ican be expressed as

j	 1(t)i=

1X

n= 1

X

z= A ;::;D

� 1::� n

(

b
(n)a;z

�1::�n
(t)+

X

ls

b
(n)b;z

ls�1::�n
(t)dyscls+

X

l1l2

b
(n)c;z

l1l2"#�1::�n
(t)d

y

"
d
y

#
cl1"cl2#

)




nY

i= 1

�

c
y

l0
i
s0
i

cr0
i
s0
i

�

j0ijzi; (6)

where �i � (l0i;r
0
i;s

0
i) represent the left electrode,right

electrode,and spin statesinvolved in thetransferred elec-

trons. Sim ilar to the expressions ofthe coe�cients for

j	 0(t)i,hereb
(n)a;z

�1::�n
(t),b

(n)b;z

ls�1::�n
(t)and b

(n)c;z

l1l2"#�1::�n
(t)are

coe�cientsforthe stateswith n electronstransferred to

the rightelectrode,and another0 to 2 electronsm oved

from the left electrode to the Q PC island. The super-

scriptsagain referto thenum beroftransferred electrons

(n),the Q PC island states,and the qubitbasisstates.

Substituting this wave function into the Schr�odinger

equation for the whole qubit-Q PC system , ij_	(t)i =

H j	(t)i (having set �h = 1), we obtain a set of alge-

braic equations for the coe�cients in Eq. (5) and Eq.

(6).Assum ing zero m agnetic�eld and spin-independent
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electron tunneling,the density m atrix elem ents can be

de�ned as

�
z1z2
u1u2

(t)�
X

�

Z
dE dE 0

4�2
~b
u1;z1
�

(E )~b
u2;z2�

�
(E )ei(E � E

0
)t
;

(7)

where ~b
u1;z1
�

(E ) is a Laplace-transform ed elem ent of

b
u1;z1
�

(t) after sum m ing over� = f0;�1;�2;� � � ;�n;� � � g,

the electrode statesoftransferred electronsasdiscussed

above(’0’correspondsto coe�cientsin Eq.(5)).

After a lengthy calculation, we obtain 48 equations

for the density m atrix elem ents �z1z2u (t), where u =

a;b";b#;c indicate quantum states ofthe inter-Q PC is-

land (Fig.2)asshown in Appendix A.12.Becauseweas-

sum e thatthereisno m agnetic�eld,�
z1z2
b"

(t)= �
z1z2
b#

(t).

Thereadoutcurrentisobtained asa tim ederivativeof

the num berofelectronsin the island:8,9,11

I(t)= e�R [�b"(t)+ �b#(t)]+ 2e�0R �c(t); (8)

where �u given by �u � �A Au + �B B
u + �C Cu + �D D

u is the

occupation probability ofthe particularisland stateu.

Asthedi�erencebetween �
(+ )
� and �

(� )
� increases,the

currentdi�erencethatdependson thedi�erenceofqubit

statesincreasesaswell,whilethequbitslosetheircoher-

ence faster due to the uctuations in the Q PC current,

which lead to uctuationsin the qubitenergy levelsand

thus dephasing. W e quantify the strength ofthe m ea-

surem entby dephasing ratesde�ned as

��d �

�q

�
(+ )
� �

q

�
(� )
�

� 2

;

��
0

d �

�q

�
(+ )0

� �

q

�
(� )0

�

� 2

; (9)

where � = L;R. These rates are the coe�cients of

the o�-diagonal density-m atrix elem ents of the tim e-

dependent reduced density m atrix equations for the

qubits.The reduced density m atrix elem entsare

�
z1z2 � �z1z2a + �

z1z2
b"

+ �
z1z2
b#

+ �z1z2c : (10)

Thisde�nition ofdephasing rateisoriginally introduced

by G urvitz9 forthecaseofa singlequbit.Thedephasing

tim e istaken ascoinciding with the m easurem enttim e.

Com paredwith Ref.9,wherethereisasingleo�-diagonal

density-m atrixelem ent,wecannotde�neasingledephas-

ing ratebecauseofthecom plexity ofourdensity-m atrix

equations.

Currentofa Q PC in thetunneling regim eisvery sen-

sitiveto the potentialvariationsofthe Q Dsthatareset

close to the Q PC channel.13 W e thuscan choose from a

wide range ofparam etersforourQ PCs. Here we use a

particularsetofrepresentativeparam eters:

�LA = �LB = �RA = �
R
C = �

(� )= 0:8�; (11)

�LC = �LD = �RB = �
R
D = �

(+ )= 1:2�; (12)

which lead to �Ld = �Rd (� �d) � 0:04� for a typical

case (� isa tunneling rate in the absence ofthe qubits,

so that dephasing rate is m ore than one order ofm ag-

nitude sm aller,corresponding to a relatively weak m ea-

surem ent). W e can regard �
� 1

d
as the typicalm easure-

m enttim e. O bviously,the qubitdynam ics(represented

by tunneling rate
)would be ableto be detected when


� 1 < �� 1
d
. Because, in the present setup, the cur-

rent without qubits saturates in the range of � �� 1,

the tim e �� 1 would serve as a standard ofwhen m ea-

surem ent started. W e can also incorporate the e�ect

ofCoulom b interaction by setting �
(� )

0

L
= 0 as a lim -

iting case ofstrong on-site Coulom b blockade (U ! 1

in Eq.(2)sothatnodoubleoccupation ispossible),while

for weak Coulom b interaction on the island we can set

�
(� )

0

� = �
(� )
� atthe lim itofU = 0.

III. Q U B IT D Y N A M IC S W IT H O U T D ET EC T O R

In order to better understand our num ericalresults

and the capability ofourQ PC detector,itisinstructive

to �rstexam inethedynam icsofboth a singlequbitand

two qubits in the absence ofany detector,and discuss

how the qubitdynam icsism easured by the detector.

W e�rstsolvethedensity m atrix equationsfora single

qubiton thebasisoflocalized singlequantum dotstates

j"iand j#i:

_�"" = i
(� "# � �#"); (13)

_�## = i
(� #" � �"#); (14)

_�"# = i�� "# + i
(� "" � �##): (15)

Forthesim plecaseof� = 0(novoltagebiasbetween the

twodotssothatqubitdynam icsiscom pletelydeterm ined

by the inter-dot tunnelcoupling 
,which corresponds

to the optim aloperationalpoint in term s ofm inim um

dephasing asdiscussed in Ref.14),and starting from one

ofthe localized states"-state(�""(t= 0)= 1)or#-state

(�##(t= 0)= 1),wehave

�""(t) = �""(0)cos
2(
t)+ � ##(0)sin

2(
t); (16)

�##(t) = �##(0)cos
2(
t)+ � ""(0)sin

2(
t); (17)

�"#(t) =
i

2
(�""(0)� �##(0))sin(2
t): (18)

Thesesolutionsdictate thatthe Q PC currentshould es-

sentially be determ ined by �""(t)� �##(t) = [�""(0)�

�##(0)]cos2
t. The oscillatory com ponent ofthe Q PC

current should thus be dom inated by a 2
 com ponent

(in the caseof� 6= 0,2
p

2 + � 2=4),and the tem poral

evolution ofthecurrentisintim ately related totheinitial

state.

W e can also inferinform ation on the two-qubitprod-

uctstatesfrom the detectorcurrentin a sim ilarm anner

because density m atricesofthe productstatesare writ-

ten as�A A (t)= �L##(t)�
R
##(t)and soon.Herewesolvethe
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two-qubitdynam icsin theabsenceofthedetectorby ex-

panding the density m atrix on the basisspanned by the

Bellstates:je1i=(j##i+ j""i)=
p
2,je2i=(j##i� j""i)=

p
2,

je3i= (j#"i+ j"#i)=
p
2,and je4i= (j#"i� j"#i)=

p
2 (sin-

gletstate).Ifwe assum e two identicalqubits(
L = 
R

and � L = � R (= �)),the density m atrix equationsfor

the two qubits(withoutthe Q PC detector:��d = 0)are

written as

8
<

:

_�e4e4 = 0

_�e2e2 = 2i�(� e2e1 � �e3e2)

_�e2e4 = � 2iJ�e2e4 � 2i�� e1e4

(19)

8
<

:

_�e1e1 = 2i
(� e1e3 � �e3e1)+ 2i�(� e1e2 � �e2e1)

_�e3e3 = � 2i
(� e1e3 � �e3e1)

_�e1e3 = � 2i
(� e3e3 � �e1e1)� 2iJ�e1e3 � 2i�� e2e3

(20)

�
_�e1e2 = � 2i
� e3e2 � 2i�(� e1e1 � �e2e2)

_�e2e3 = 2i
� e2e1 � 2iJ�e2e3 � 2i�� e1e3
(21)

�
_�e3e4 = � 2i
� e1e4

_�e1e4 = � 2i
� e3e4 � 2iJ�e1e4 � 2i�� e1e4
(22)

If� = 0,which again correspondsto the optim aloper-

ationalpoint,the density m atrix equationscan be clas-

si�ed into four groups (indicated by the four parenthe-

ses above). First ofall,Eqs.(19) showsthat the prob-

abilities in je2i and je4i states are tim e-independent.

O n the other hand, according to Eq.(20), the proba-

bilities in je1i and je3i states oscillate as a function of

fcos(4
�t);sin(4
�t)g (
� �
p

2+ J2=4). M eanwhile,

Eqs.(21)and (22)indicatethattheo�-diagonalelem ents

f�e1e2;�e2e3;�e3e4;�e1e4g contain fcos(2
�t);sin(2
�t)g

type ofoscillations.Therefore,the occupation probabil-

ities forthe productstates,�A A = (�e1e1 + �e1e2 + �e1e2 +

�e2e2)=2, �B B = (�e3e3 + �e3e4 + �e3e4 + �e4e4)=2, �C C =

(�e3e3 � �e3e4 � �e3e4 + �e4e4)=2,and �D D =(�e1e1 � �e1e2 �

�e1e2+�e2e2)=2,should allcontain fcos(2
�t);sin(2
�t)g

oscillations,recon�rm ingthecalculationson single-qubit

dynam ics at the beginning of this section. Therefore,

we should be able to distinguish pure entangled states

from pure product states jAi � jD i based on whether

the detected period ofthe coherent oscillations is lim -

ited to fcos(4
�t);sin(4
�t)g (je1i and je3i) or tim e-

independent (je2i and je4i) in the lim it ofweak inter-

action between thequbitsand theQ PCs.Such behavior

isindeed evidentin ourresultsasshown in thefollowing

section.

IV . N U M ER IC A L R ESU LT S O F Q P C

D ET EC T IO N

In Ref.8,we clari�ed three m ajorissuesregarding the

capability ofthetwo-island SET by m onitoring itstim e-

dependent readout current: (1) the two-qubit product

states(eigenstatesin the absence ofinter-qubitinterac-

tion and inter-dotcouplingwithin each qubit)jAi � jD i

can bedistinguished;(2)pureentangled statesand pure

product states can be distinguished;(3) quantum Zeno

e�ectispresentin a two-qubitsystem . In the following

weshow thatsim ilarresultsareobtained fortheserially-

coupled Q PC detectordespiteitssim plerstatestructure.

Figure 3 shows the tim e-dependent current at sm all

tim e t � 0 in the case of weak Coulom b interaction

(U = 0) (�
(� )

0

� = �
(� )
� ) assum ing that initially the two

qubits are in one ofthe four product states. To calcu-

late the currentwhen the two-qubitinitialstate is jAi,

for exam ple,we set b(0)a;A (0) = 1 and the other coe�-

cients to zero in the totalwave function (Eqs.(5) and

(6)),which m eans that �A Aaa (0) = 1 and other density

m atrix elem ents are allzero at t = 0. At sm allt ini-

tialstatejAi(with both electronslocated in the respec-

tivelowerdots)leadsto thestrongestsuppression ofthe

Q PC current,whileinitialstatejD i(with both electrons

located in the respective upper dots) the least. States

jB i and jC i also produce di�erent Q PC currents. The

reason isthatthere isa �nite biasbetween the leftand

rightelectrodes,so thatcurrentowsonly in one direc-

tion. Consequently,jC i,with the left qubit electron in

the upper dot (thus less suppression on current),pro-

ducesa fasterrisein currentthan jB i.Sincetheproduct

statesarenotthetwo-qubiteigenstates,they evolveinto

superposition statesand thecorresponding Q PC current

oscillates. Nevertheless,we can distinguish the fourini-

tialproductstates by the valuesofthe readoutcurrent

in both J = 0 and J 6= 0 cases. Hereafter we willfo-

cuson the J = 0 case. Asshown in Fig.3,the current

di�erencesbetween the fourtwo-qubitstatescan be de-

tected before the coherentm otion ofthe qubitschanges

the two-qubitstateas
t< �=4.

O ne observation we m ade forcharge qubitsm easured

by an SET detector is that the am plitude ofthe SET

currentoscillationscorresponding to the pure entangled

statesaresm allerthan thoseofthepureproductstates.8

Sim ilar e�ects are also observed for the Q PC detectors

here,asindicated in Figs.4and IV.A qualitativereason

isthatthe wavefunctionsofthe entangled statesin the

charge qubits extend overboth qubits com pared to the

productstates,so thatthechargedistribution oftheen-

tangled statesislesse�ective in inuencing the readout

current. Q uantitatively,for instance,Eq.(19) also dic-

tatesthatcurrentcorrespondingto a singletstateshould

have very weak tim e dependence. Indeed,Fig.4 shows

strong di�erencesbetween Q PC currentsforthe singlet

stateje4iand productstatejB i:thedetectorcurrenton

the singletstateisessentially a sm oothly rising function

oftim e,while the current for the product state has an

oscillatory com ponentoffrequency � 2
 atV g = 0.W e

obtained sim ilar current behaviors for other entangled

statesand productstates,where the peaksofthe coher-

entoscillationsin theotherproductstatesareshifted as

inferred from Fig.3. These featureshold aslong asthe

entangled statesare close to any ofthe Bellstates,je1i,

� je4i. Figure IV showsthe tim e-dependent currentof

thegeneralized singletstatecos�j#"i+ei’ sin�j"#iin the

range of’ = �,0
<
= �

<
= �=2. W e found thatthe unifor-

m ity ofthe readout current holds approxim ately up to
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FIG .3:Tim e-dependentQ PC currentI(t)ofthe U = 0 case

(�(� )
0

� = �(� )

� )starting from fourproductqubitstates jAi�
jD i at tim e t = 0. 
 L = 
 R = 0:75�, � d = 0:04�. The
two panels refer to two di�erent inter-qubit interaction: (a)
J = 0,(b)J = �.W ecan distinguish thefourproductstates
in both the J = 0 case and the J = � case. This shows
thatwe can distinguish the four two-qubitproductstates in
a range ofinter-qubitcoupling strength.

FIG .4:Tim eevolution ofQ PC currentI(t)corresponding to
the product jB i state (panel(a)) and the entangled singlet
state je4i (panel(b)) when the qubit gate-bias Vg(= � L =
� R ) changes. The relevant param eters are chosen as 
 L =

 R = 0:75�,J = 0,U = 0 and � d = 0:04�. The I(t)forthe
productstate((a))explicitly reectsthecoherentoscillations
ofthe qubit states, while those for the entangled state are
ratheruniform .

j�� �=4j
<
= �=12,which is rem arkably robust(sim ilar to

the case ofcharge qubitsm easured by SET detectors8).

In addition,in Fig.IV,thecurrentforjC istate,another

productstate,also containsan oscillatory com ponentof

frequency � 2
.

An interesting aspect in studying quantum m easure-

m ent is to explore the backaction ofthe m easurem ent

apparatus on the qubits. In this context,the quantum

Zeno e�ectrefersto the phenom enon thata continuous

m easurem entslowsdowntransitionsbetweenqubitquan-

tum statesdueto thecollapseofthequbitwavefunction

into observed states. Thisphenom enon m ightbe useful

in quantum com putation becauseitpreservestheresults

ofquantum calculations for a longer period oftim e.15

Figure 6 dem onstratesthe quantum Zeno e�ectfortwo

qubits m easured by the Q PC,where the initialstate is

chosentobejD istate(�D D (t= 0)= 1).Asthem easure-

m entstrength increases(�d increases),theoscillationsof

thedensitym atrixelem entsofthetwoqubitsaredelayed,

which isclearevidenceoftheslowdown described by the

Zeno e�ect.

In general,increasing m easurem entstrength (i.e. the

coupling strength between the qubits and the Q PCs)

leadsto fasterentanglem entbetween the qubitsand the

m easuring apparatus,so thatm easurem entleadsto pro-

jection ofqubit states into product states. Therefore,

strongerm easurem entstrength destroysentangled qubit

states m ore rapidly. This is in contrastto the product

states, for which the quantum Zeno e�ect is observed

(Fig.6).15 W eusetheconceptofconcurrence16 to quan-

tify two-qubit entanglem ent and calculate concurrence

in thepresenceofincreasingm easurem entstrength.Fig-

ure IV shows the e�ect ofm easurem ent on the singlet

state,dem onstrating thatstrongerm easurem ent(in the

form oflarger�d) degradesthe entanglem ent(in term s

ofconcurrence)m orerapidly.Asseen from Eqs.(13)-(15)

and from (19)-(22),productstatesand entangled states

discussed here are generally not two-qubit eigenstates

even in theabsenceofthedetector,and thuscould evolve

into each otherthrough thetim e-dependentcoherentos-

cillations.Strong detection enhancesthem ixing ofthese

statesand m akesitm oredi�culttoinferthequbitstates

from thedetectorcurrent.Figures8(a)and (b)show the

tim e-dependent currents ofje4i (singlet state) and je3i

state as functions ofincreasing m easurem ent strength.

W ithoutthe detector,singletje4istate should be tim e-

independentaccording to Eq.(19),and je3ishould show

4
 oscillation according to Eq.(20). Figures 8 (a) and

(b) indicate these characteristics in the weak m easure-

m ent case �d < 0:04�,which is also the case that we

discussed concerning Fig.4. In this region,we would

be able to distinguish the di�erent behaviors ofentan-

gled statesand productstates.However,asthestrength

ofm easurem entincreases,the detectorcurrentstartsto

acquire otheroscillatory com ponents,which m eansthat

both statesarem ixing with otherstatesaftert= 0.Fig-

ure 8 (c) is a tim e-dependent diagonalm atrix elem ent

�e4e4 ofthesingletstate.This�gurealso showsthatthe

singlet state m ixes with other states as the strength of

m easurem entincreases.

In the case ofa strong Coulom b interaction so that

�
(� )

0

L
= 0,we have obtained sim ilarresults,exceptthat

the m agnitude ofthe averagecurrentisreduced by half

becausetheonsiteCoulom b interaction closesonetrans-

m ission channel.Thisisdi�erentfrom the coupled SET

detectorwe studied before,where currentuniform ity in

�nite-U m odelis m ore persistentthan in the in�nite-U

m odel, because the internaldegrees of freedom in the

two-island SET allow a redistribution of electrons be-

tweentheislands.Herethereisonlyoneislandwith three

island states (unoccupied,singly occupied,and doubly

occupied,shown in Fig.2). The m uch sim pler internal

dynam icsofthesestatesisinsu�cientto causeany large

changein theQ PC currentwhen Coulom b interaction is
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FIG .5:A contourplotofthetim e evolution ofQ PC current
for states ranging between jB i state and jC i state through
singlet state je4i (see text). The current for the \general"
singletstate showsuniform characteristicswhen itisclose to

the exact singlet state je4i as j�� �=4j
<
= �=12. The chosen

param eters are sim ilar to what we have before: 
 L = 
 R =
0:75�,J = 0,V g = 0,U = 0,and �d = 0:04�. In addition,
the currentforjC ihasa oscillatory com ponentoffrequency
2
 = 1:5.

accounted for.

V . D ISC U SSIO N

In our study so far we have dem onstrated that two-

charge-qubit state inform ation can be clearly revealed

by the transientcurrentvariationsin a serially coupled

Q PC charge detector. An im portant question is then

whether such current evolutions are experim entally ob-

servable.In ourcalculation,�,the Q PC tunneling rate,

isthephysicalquantity thatcan bedirectly connected to

experim ents.Forexam ple,for�in theorderof100M Hz,

Figs.3,4 and 8 show thatourschem erequiresm easure-

m entofa 1 pA currentthatchangesin the nanosecond

tim e scale. This is at the edge ofthe current technol-

ogy that allows the m easurem ent of1 pA current with

dynam ics in the G Hz frequency range with repeated-

m easurem enttechnique.1,3,17,18,19,20

O neissuewehavebeen trying to addressin thisstudy

isto com pare the m easurem entcapability ofa Q PC de-

tectorand an SET detector. In term softhe theoretical

descriptionsofthe qubit-detectorinteraction,the m ajor

di�erence between the Q PC detector studied here and

the SET detector in Ref.8 is that we m odeleach Q PC

by a tunneljunction (Ref.9),so thatthe Q PC-qubitin-

teraction directly m odi�esstrength oftunneling,whilein

Ref.8,theSET-qubitinteraction inuencesboth theSET

island state energy and the island-lead tunneling. De-

spitethesedi�erences,ournum ericalresultsshowed that

thecurrentthrough thecoupled Q PC exhibitsbehaviors

sim ilarto those ofthe two-island SET currentin m any

respects, such as in distinguishing the di�erent qubit

productstates,in distinguishing the Bell-typeentangled

states from the product states,and in the observation

FIG . 6: Tim e-dependence of �
A A (t),�B B (t), �

C C (t) and

�
D D (t) for the U = 0 case (�(� )

0

� = �(� )

� ), starting from
�
D D (t = 0) = 1, for di�erent m easurem ent strengths (in
term sof�d). Here the intra-qubittunneling rates are 
 L =

 R = 0:75�,and there is no interaction between the qubits:
J = 0. As m easurem ent strength �d increases,the coherent
m otionsofqubitsslow down,which isa clearevidence ofthe
quantum Zeno e�ect.

FIG . 7: Tim e dependent concurrence of a two-qubit state
startingfrom asingletstateje4iasafunction ofthedephasing
rate �d in the sam e param eter region as Fig.IV. At t = 0
and �d = 0,the concurrence takes a value of1 and rapidly
decreasesto zero forlarge dephasing rates.

of quantum Zeno e�ect for the qubit product states.

Strongerdi�erencesbetween Q PC and SET detectorsdo

appearwhen the qubit-detectorinteraction strength in-

creases. The m easurem entcurrent ofthe detector that

hasa largernum berofinternaldegreesoffreedom (the

two-island SET)seem sto beableto describem oreelab-

orate quantum states ofthe two qubits. For exam ple,

theSET currentcan clearly distinguish thefourproduct

states shown in Ref.8,while with the present Q PC de-
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FIG .8:Tim edependentcurrentsforje4i(singletstate)(panel
(a))and je3istate (panel(b)),and the diagonaldensity m a-
trix elem ent (panel(c)) for the singlet state, when the de-
phasing rate �d ischanged with � = 0. The param eters are
thesam easthosein Fig.IV.At�d < 0:04�,Fig.(a)presents
theproofoftim e-independenceofthesingletstatein Eq.(19),
and Fig.(b)shows the proofofthe 4
 oscillation ofEq.(20).
Figure (c) shows that the two-qubit state begins to include
statesotherthan thesingletstates,resulting in theoscillation
ofthe current(panel(a))when �d becom eslarge.

tectorthe currentshowsa sim plerstructureand sm aller

di�erences for the di�erent qubit states. Q ualitatively,

thetunneling rateofa Q PC isgenerally largerthan that

ofan SET,which corresponds to shorter dwelling tim e

forthe Q PC (in the presentstudy the dwelling tim e for

Q PCsise�ectively taken to bezero).Thisdi�erencees-

sentially originatesfrom the sim plerstructure ofa Q PC

com pared to an SET.

In the present study we obtained the density-m atrix

equationsunder the condition thatthe voltage biasbe-

tween the left and right electrodes is su�ciently large

such thattheleft-rightsym m etryisbrokenand thetrans-

m ission ofelectrons from the right electrode to the left

can be neglected.Thuswe cannotdirectly calculate the

Q PC di�erentialconductance,which would providem ore

inform ation for som e experim ents.17 This is one ofthe

lim itationsofthepresentm ethod.An approach thatcan

properly dealwith low biassituationsisstillin develop-

m ent.

O ur con�guration ofthe qubit-Q PC coupling schem e

can be straightforwardly extended to N (N > 2)-qubit

detection.However,itdependsstrongly on the sensitiv-

ity ofthecurrentreadoutcircuitsuch thatthe2N states

can be di�erentiated,6 and isthusbettersuited foronly

a sm allnum berofqubits.In any case,thekey objective

ofthe presentstudy is to obtain two-qubit inform ation

directlyand dynam ically,nottoinventageneraldetector

fora m ulti-qubitsystem ,forwhich othercon�gurations

such asa typicalone-detector-per-qubitsetup areproba-

bly m oresuitableand havetobefurtherstudied both ex-

perim entally and theoretically.18,19,20,21,22 Furtherm ore,

wehaveconsidered an idealm easurem entprocessin the

present study. In a m ore realistic situation,im perfec-

tionssuch asgateoperation errors,23 chargeuctuations

around the qubit-Q PC system s,24 and phonons have to

be considered. These im perfections could seriously re-

duce the sensitivity ofa m easuring device. Thus m ore

detailed analysisforthecoupled m ultiqubit-detectorsys-

tem needstobecarried outin thefuturetofurtherclarify

theseissues.

V I. C O N C LU SIO N

W e have solved m aster equations and described vari-

oustim e-dependentm easurem entprocessesoftwocharge

qubits by two serially-coupled Q PCs. The current

through the Q PCsisshown to be an e�ective m eansto

m easuretheresultsofquantum calculationsand thepres-

enceofentangled states.Two-qubitdynam icsisstudied

analytically and it is found that period ofcoherent os-

cillation dependson theirinitialstate. O urresultsthus

show that the serially-coupled Q PC can be an e�ective

detectoroftwo-qubitstatesofa pairof(coupled)charge

qubits.
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A P P EN D IX A :D ER IVA T IO N O F D EN SIT Y M A T R IX EQ U A T IO N S

Here we display allthe density m atrix equationsofthe qubit-Q PC system . The density m atrix equationscan be

classi�ed according to the electronic states ofthe Q PC island (See Fig.2) and qubit states (z1;z2 = A;B ;C;D ,

s= ";#).

d�z1z2a

dt
= (i[Jz2 � Jz1]� [�

(z1)

L
+ �

(z2)

L
])�z1z2a � i
R (�

gr(z1);z2
a � �z1;gr(z2)a )� i
L(�

gl(z1);z2
a � �z1;gl(z2)a )
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+

q

�
(z1)

R
�
(z2)

R
(�

z1z2
b"

+ �
z1z2
b#

); (A1)

d�
z1z2
bs

dt
=

 

i[Jz2 � Jz1]�
�
(z1)

0

L
+ �

(z2)
0

L
+ �

(z1)

R
+ �

(z2)

R

2

!

�
z1z2
bs

� i
R (�
gr(z1);z2

bs
� �

z1;gr(z2)

bs
)

� i
L(�
gl(z1);z2

bs
� �

z1;gl(z2)

bs
)+

q

�
(z1)

L
�
(z2)

L
�
z1z2
a +

q

�
(z1)

0

R
�
(z2)

0

R
�
z1z2
c ; (A2)

d�z1z2c

dt
= (i[Jz2 � Jz1]� [�

(z1)
0

R
+ �

(z2)
0

R
])�z1z2c � i
R (�

gr(z1);z2
c � �z1;gr(z2)c )� i
L(�

gl(z1);z2
c � �z1;gl(z2)c )

+

q

�
(z1)

0

L
�
(z2)

0

L
(�

z1z2
b"

+ �
z1z2
b#

); (A3)

where

�
(A )

L
= �

(B )

L
= �

(+)

L
; �

(C )

L
= �

(D )

L
= �

(�)

L
;

�
(A )

R
= �

(C )

R
= �

(+)

R
; �

(B )

R
= �

(D )

R
= �

(�)

R
;

�
(A )

0

L
= �

(B )
0

L
= �

(+)
0

L
; �

(C )
0

L
= �

(D )
0

L
= �

(�)
0

L
;

�
(A )

0

R
= �

(C )
0

R
= �

(+)
0

R
; �

(B )
0

R
= �

(D )
0

R
= �

(�)
0

R
;

and

JA = � L + � R + J; JB = � L � � R � J;

JC = � � L + � R � J; JD = � � L � � R + J:

gl(zi)and gr(zi)areintroduced forthesakeofnotational

convenienceand representrelationshipsbetween di�erent

two-qubitstatesin the equationsforthe density m atrix

elem ents:

gr(A) = B ;gl(A)= C; gr(B )= A;gl(B )= D ;

gr(C ) = D ;gl(C )= A; gr(D )= C;gl(D )= B :
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