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An iIn nie array of parallel current-carrying wires is known, from the eld of neutral particle
optics, to produce an exponentially localized m agnetic eld when the current direction is antiparallel
In adpcent w ires. W e show that a nite array of several tens of superconducting N b nanow ires can
produce a peak m agnetic eld of10m T that decaysby a factor of 10* overa length scale o£500nm .
Such an array is readily m anufacturable with current technology, and is com patible wih both
sem iconductor and superconducting quantum com puter architectures. A series of such arrays can
be used to individually address single single-spin or ux qubits spaced as little as 100 nm apart, and

can lad to quantum logic gate tin es of S5ns.

PACS num bers:

I. NTRODUCTION

Am ong them any and varied proposals for constructing
quantum com puters, spintronic solid state devices occupy
a special place because of the prospects of integration
w ith the existing sem iconductor technological in frastruc—
ture ]. At the sam e tin e, superconducting devices have
taken an early lead in dem onstrating the viability ofthe
building blocks of quantum com puting Q C) in the solid
state, w ith recent reports of controlled single-qubit oper—
ations and entanglem ent generation E].

In both the spintronicsQ C proposals, such asquantum
dots E,E,E,E], donor spins in Si ﬂ], electrons on helium
E], and the superconducting Q C proposals E], the ability
to apply highly localized and inhom ogeneous m agnetic

elds would be a de nite advantage, if i could be done
w ithout excessive technicaldi culties. In fact the early
proposals suggested m anipulating individual spin qubits
using such localized m agnetic elds, eg., by a scanning—
probe tip or by coupling to an auxiliary ferrom agnetic
dot E], but there are signi cant speed, controllability
and otherdi culties associated w ith such m ethods. Be-
cause of these di culties, In particular the spintronics
requirem ent to resolve single spins, m any altematives to
the use of Iocalized m agnetic elds have been proposed
In spin-based Q C . T hese altematives typically avoid the
use ofm agnetic elds altogether: eg., g-factor engineer—
Ing combined w ith all electrical control E], optical spin
m anipulation ﬂ], or encoding Into the states of several
soins E, E]. O ther alematives Include gate telepor-
tation, which requires controllable exchange interactions
and certain two-spin m easurem ents ], and qubits en—
coded Into antiferrom agnetic spin clusters, in which case
the m agnetic eld needs to be controlled only over the
length scak ofthe cluster diam eter [14]. In the context of
superconducting qubits it is also possible to avoid using
localized m agnetic elds by Introducing an appropriate

encoding E].

Here we revisit the possbility of applying highly lo—
calized m agnetic elds. W e show that a schem e inspired
by m agnetic m irrors for cold neutrons [17], and m ore re—
cently cold atom s E,E,m,ﬂ,m] iscapable ofgenerat-
Ing amagnetic eld that decays exponentially fast overa
length scale com parable to the spacing betw een nanofab-
ricated quantum dots, and has strength and sw iching
tin es that are com patble wih QC given available es—
tin ates of decoherence tim es. O ur schem e uses arrays
of parallel current—carrying w ires, that is readily In ple—
m entablew ith currently available nanotechnology ,E],
and appearswell suited for integration w ith quantum dot
nanofabrication m ethods, as well as w ith superconduct—
Ing ux qubitsand spin-clister qubits, where the length
scales are lJarger. Thuswe believe that Q C w ith localized
m agnetic elds deserves a fresh look.

FIG . 1l: Schem atic depiction of quantum dots (disks) with
array of current carrying wires. A rray period is a, current
is I and altemates direction as indicated by arrows. The
resulting m agnetic eld pro l is drawn schem atically.
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II. EXPONENTIALLY LOCALIZED MAGNETIC

FIELD FROM AN INFINITE W IRE ARRAY

In orderto have a concrete application in m ind we shall
from now on refer to sem iconductor quantum dot spin-—
qubits [3,14,15,l€]. H owever, our resuls are equally appli-
cable to other qubits that are m anipulated by localized
m agnetic elds, such as superconducting ux qubitsd].
The rst requirem ent for single-spin m agnetic resoluition
isamagnetic eld pro X that decays exponentially fast
over length scales com parable w ih the inter-spin spac-

ng. W ewillnow show, in close analogy to results from
m agnetic m irrors, how to produce such an exponentially
Jocalized m agnetic eld. The basic design is one of an
array of parallel current carrying w ires, w ith the current
direction altermating from w ire to w ire: see Fig.[l.

W e rst consider the idealized case of in nitely long
w ires. In thiscase the eld can be calculated analytically
(see also [17,118]). Let BY be themagnetic eld in the

= x;z direction generated by N in nitely long w ires.
W e add m agnetic eld contributions from each wire, to
get the eld com ponents from N w ire pairs:
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where T is the current through each wire and k = 2 =a
is the reciprocal array constant. T his sum can be com —
puted analytically in the Im N ! 1 using the residue
theoram resul
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FIG.2: The magnetic eld m agnitude from a in nite array
of n nitely long wires (\doubly in nie"), on a logarithm ic
scale. N ote that the eld is at between the w ires, and decays
exponentially in z.

T he z-com ponent resul show s the basic point: an expo-
nentially localized m agnetic eld can be generated using
a wire array. The at top of the sech pro I is a useful
design feature, since it In plies no exponential sensitivity
In therangez . a €]. The eld magniude

B 1 1=2

j o
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oscillates w ith period a in the x-direction: see Fig.[.

)

ITII. MULTIPLE ARRAYS

For the purposes ofQ C, we should ideally be abl to
address each spin separately. To this end we propose
to center a separate wire array on each quantum dot.
Then, as long as the dots are spaced on the order of
the lattice constant a, we have exponentially sensitive
addressability of each dot. The introduction ofm ultiple
arrays is useful in another respect: we can adjust the
m agnitudes and directions of currents in di erent arrays
S0 as to exactly cancel the eld at all (or only some)
other dots exoept the desired one (or ones). To see this,
ktb(z) Bl (z)=I= —sechkz.The el atposition z
from K arraysofw ires, w ith the jth array having current
I; and Intersecting the z-axisat position z; (typically the
center of one of the dots), is:

(KX 1)=2
B fK g (Z) —

(6)

= K

Suppose we w ish the eld to havem agniude g at posi-
tion z;. Fomm ally, we need to solve:

B 9@)=0c; J2[ ® D=2 1=21: ()
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FIG . 3: M agnetic eld generated by a single doubly in nie
w ire array centered at z = 0 (solid), vs the eld generated by
K = 5 such arrays (dashed), w ith currents chosen to cancel
the eld atposittionsz= 2a; a.

Thisisa linear system ofK equationsin theK unknowns
I, s0 it can alwaysbe solved In term s ofthe K positions
z;. E g, the eldswih and wihout the correction are
shown, orK = 5, n Fig.[3.

IV. FINITE SIZE EFFECTS

Fora nie system N < 1 wires, nite length and
thickness, non-ideal shape, etc.), we can only expect the
above results to hold to an approxin ation. M uch of the
theory of correctionsto nie sizee ectshasalready been
worked out in [19,124], In the context of atom ic m irrors.
Since for atom ic m irrors the prin ary concem is specular
re ection, there the focus was on reducing the variation
ofthe eld magniude in the planes parallel to the w ire
arrays. For us this crterion is unin portant; instead, our
focus ison m aking the eld as localized as possibl along
the z-axis.

The rst Important conclusion in the case ofa nite
num ber of wires N is that there is a transition from
exponential to quadratic (. e. 1=z?) decay. R4] The
transition takesplace at the In  ection point (zero second
derivative) of BY (z); however, this isdi cul to obtain
analytically. To roughly estin ate the transition pointwe
com pute where the eld from a single pair ofw ires, posi-
tioned at the edge of an array of N wires (y= N a=4),
generatesa eld ofm agnitude equalto that from an in—

nite array:
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N um erical calculations show that Eq. [d) overestin ates
the position of the transition point by about a factor of
5; however, after this correction is m ade, analytics and
num erics agree w ell across several orders ofm agniude of
N .

T his logarithm ic dependence m ight appear to pose a
severe scalability constraint on our m ethod. However,
this isnot the case when w e take into account the thresh—
old for faul tolerant quantum error correction 24]. For,
it llow s from the threshold result that we only need to
m ake the ratio of the peak eld (applied to the desired
spin) to the residual eld amaller than, say 10 %. The
crucial question thus becom es for what N this can be
achieved, and this brings us to the idea of \endcaps".

A sobserved In [19,I121,122], near the center ofthe array
the m agnetic eld that would be produced by the sam i
In nitearray of \m issing" w iresisthe sam e (to  rst order
in 4=N ) asthat ofa pair ofw ires carrying current Iy, =
I=2 and placed wih their centers shifted by a=4 from
the outem ost wires In the array. Thus, to cancel this

eld, one can sin ply place two \endcap" w ires carrying
currents I=2 atthesepositions. In the context ofatom ic
m irrors this is in portant to in prove atness, and hence
specular re ection. In22] it was observed that atness
can be furtherenhanced by using an odd num ber ofw ires.

Som e of these schem es can be used to inprove eld
Iocalization, a criterion not considered orginally. For in—
stance, we nd that the num ber of w ires can be reduced
drastically { from N 10 to as few asN = 22 wires {
when endcaps are used to achieve a residual eld an aller
than 10 “. By contrast, using an odd N is disastrous for
localization: for exam ple, residual elds appear at the
3% kvelPorN = 23, even including endcap correction.
Higher (even) w ire number increases the robustness of
the cancellation against experim ental uncertainty in the
current and position of the endcaps: N = 30 is required
tomantain B= (I 10 ? Hra fractional current vari-
ation of 10 ®and a positionaluncertainty of 2:5nm,
as shown in Fig.[d. F inally, we note that the corrections
arising from the nite length ofthe w ires and the short,
perpendicular connecting w ires, can also be com pensated
for by the use of judiciously placed com pensating w ires
R21.

V. FEASIBILITY AND IM PLEM ENTATION
CONSIDERATIONS

W e now com e to estin ates of whether the elds and
size scales required are feasble in practice. Let us st
calculate the m agnetic  eld strength required for single—
qubit operations. A spin can be rotated by a relative
angke = g B =2~ by tuming on the eld B for a
tim e (Where g 1 is the g-factor, and y is the
Bohr m agneton). Recent estin ates of dephasing tin es
are 50 s forelectron spins n G aA squantum dots (@ cal-
culation, assum ing spectral di usion is dom inant) 1251,
and a m easurem ent of 60m s for T, of phosphorus donors
In SiR26]. Ifwe use the m ore pessim istic of these num —
bers, and assum e a faul tolkrance threshod of 10 ¢ or
QC R4], wem ay estin ate the desired operation tin e as

10? 50 s= 5nsfrananglke = =2.Thusthe
desired eld strength isB = 2~ =g TmT.



z/a

magnetic field (units of u,l/a)

B 30
(solid lines) from the eld B . jof an in nite array (Qrey
dashed line, shown for com parison). This array hasN = 30
w ires (hcluding two endcap w ires), such that m ain w ires are

FIG . 4: Deviation B! of the eld ofa nite array

at a=4; 3a=4;::: 27a=4, and endcap wires are at 7a,
carrying current I.., = I=2. Field deviations are plotted
for a range of endcap currents ( 10 3Icap) and positions
( a=100 = 2:5nm ). Note that the residual eld never ex—
ceeds the threshold of 10 *.

To evaluate the feasbility of such a speci cation, we
consider an array w ith periodicity a = 250nm , w ire ra—
duusr= 50nm, N = 32 wires, and length L, = 10 m
along the y-direction. These din ensions are com pati-
bl wih the 100nm length scales of quantum dots [E].
In order to reach the desired eld strength of 7TmT,
I=aBl=, 14mA would be required. However,
deocoherence due to heating with such a current could
be a mapr issue. An upper bound estin ate for the
required tem perature T can be given by T Ez=ks,
where E; = g zgB=2 is the Zeam an splitting of the
soins In the applied magnetic eld B. In our case, we
have constrained B by the gate tine , so we can w rite
kg T ~=2 ,orT 24mK for = 5ns. This is
feasble w ith dilution refrigeration technology if the heat
load is on the order of 100pW 271, com parabl to the
dissipation of quantum dots [€].

For nom alm etal w ires, such a heat load restriction
is prohibitive. The power P dissipated isP = # A Y
where j is the current density, = N @L, + a) is the
total w ire length, and  is the resistiviy. Below 10K,
oxygen—free copper can have 3 10 m.lpd1Aat
P 100pw , I 36 A,which would give 290
{ nearly a thousand tim es slower than our originalgoal.
A Yhough this would be acceptably fast if the decoher-
ence tine were 60m s, as in 6], the high-purity we
have used is optin istic for nanofabricated w ires, and the
heat generated would Increase linearly with the number
of qubits m anipulated.

O ne can circum vent resistive heating by using super—
conductors. A wire wih radiusr . (, where 4 is the
coherence length, can also avoid heating m echanisn s as-
sociated with vortex m ovem ent through the supercon-
ductor. Forr or sn aller, where is the penetration

depth, the critical current density is due to depairing:
%= @=3)>?B.=( ) R9]. These constraints are com -

patble when or 1e., mostly type I superconductors.
ForNb,B., = 0206T, = 52nm,and o= 39nm (3d],
0 J = 177 10?A/m?. Note that high-tem perature

superconductors typically have higher and thus lower
Je - In any case, the critical current density ofNb ism ore
than is required: a gate tine of = 5nswould require
J  0:d3.

VI. CONCLUSIONSAND EXTRAPOLATIONS

In conclusion, our results indicate that Q C w ith local-
ized m agnetic elds deserves renewed consideration. W e
have shown that a m ethod to produce exponentially de—
cayingm agnetic eldsusing an array of current-carrying
w ires, known In the cold neutron and atom optics com —
muniies, is adaptable to solid state quantum com puter
In plem entations. O ur estin ates indicate that In all re—
spects the m ethod is technologically feasible, provided
superconducting w iresw ith su ciently high critical cur-
rent density (such asNb) are used.

Ourwork ism otivated by the quest to perform single—
soin or ux-qubit rotations, which is a com ponent of
a universal set of quantum logic gates. The geom etry
shown in Fig.[l yieldsa eld that is localized in the z-
direction; in order to perform arbirary single-qubit ro—
tations we need to localize the eld along another, per—
pendicular direction. An independent eld vector can
be produced by a second set of interleaved arrays placed
at 45 wih respect toptbe original arrays, w ith current

ow Ing along (z -lia3i)= 2. W ih a judicious array place—
mentandna = d= 2, forqubit spacing d and any integer
n, the eld direction willbe along x at all qubits (this
design w ill need to be optin ized sim ilarly to our consid—
erations above { an issue we do not intend to address
here). The additional spatial constraints would require
only a Purfold increase n a or the sam e currents and
w ire sizes. Ifon the other hand, Introducing a second ar-
ray is undesirable, \softw are" solutions using recoupling
and encoding techniques have been developed to stillal-
low for universal QC [13]. These techniques would be
considerably sin pli ed by the ability to perform single—
qubit operations along one direction.
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