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C ontinuous m easurem ent of a m icrow ave-driven solid state qubit
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W e analyze the dynam ics ofa continuously observed, dam ped, m icrow ave driven solid state charge
qubit. T he qubit consists ofa single electron in a double wellpotential, coupled to an oscillating elec—
tric eld, and which is continuously observed by a nearby point contact electrom eter. T hem icrow ave

eld induces transitions between the qubit eigenstates, which have a profound e ect on the detector
output current. W e show that useful infom ation about the qubit dynam ics, such as dephasing and
relaxation rates, and the R abi frequency, can be extracted from the D C detector conductance and
the detector output noise power spectrum . W e also dem onstrate that these phenom ena can be used
for single shot electron spin readout, for spin based quantum nform ation processing.

PACS numbers: 78.70Gq, 42.50Lc, 03.67Lx, 6320K r

Recently, rapid experin ental progress In m esoscopic
physics hasm eant that it isnow possible to con ne, m a-
nipulate, and m easure an allnum bers of electrons in sin—
gl or coupled quantum dots I,I,I,I]. T he m esoscopic
environm ent of such con ned electron system sm ay con—
sist of phonons, electrons, and other electrom agnetic de—
greesoffreedom . T husthese experin ents are particularly
Interesting asthey allow the com plex interaction betw een
such con ned system s and their environm ent to be stud—
ied at the singlk electron lkevel. Furthem ore, In view of
the potential applications of such system s In solid state
quantum nform ation processing l], understanding these
Interactions is in portant, as i allow s qubit decoherence
m echanism s to be studied and accurately characterised.

O fparticular interest are coupled quantum dot (CQD)
qubit system s driven by oscillating electric elds. The
presence of a driving eld resonant to the qubi en-
ergy solitting can drive transitions into the excited state.
C ontinuous m easurem ent of such system s can reveal n -
portant soectroscopic Inform ation about the qubit, such
as the qubit splitting, R abi frequency, and decoherence
rates. Earlier work has focussed on current transport
through driven, open CQD system s I,I]. In a recent
experin ent, a driven qubit com prising a single electron
In aclosed CQD systam was continuously observed via a
nearby quantum point contact QP C) detector I].

In this Letter, we theoretically analyse this system (see
Fig. ll). W e account for the coupling ofthe CQD both
to the Q PC and to a generic bosonic environm ent, w hich
m ay com prise of phonons or other electrom agnetic de—
grees of freedom [1]. Both the detector and the environ—
m ent contrbute to the qubit relaxation and dephasing
rates. W e also dem onstrate how resonant driving phe—
nom ena can be used for sihgle-shot readout of the elec—
tron soin. O ur results are also relevant to other driven
qubit system s, eg. superconducting charge qubits I,.].

A num ber of authors have considered the continuous
m easuraem ent ofundriven charge qubit system sby aQPC
detector .,.,.]. C ontinuous m easurem ent of driven

FIG .1l: Schem aticofaCQD chargequbitm easuredbyaQPC
under (@) non-resonant and () resonant m icrow ave driving.

superconducting ux qubitshasalsobeen oonsjdered.].

In what ollow s, we adopt the quantum tra ¥ ries de—
scription of the m easurem ent process , ], and
generalize results obtained in previous work ] on

the m easurem ent ofundriven charge qubisusinga QPC
at arbitrary bias voltage. W e rst derive a m aster equa—
tion M E) Porthe dynam ics ofthe dam ped, driven charge
qubit system . W e use solutions ofthe M E to determ ine
the DC oconductance and current power spectra of the
QPC detector, and show how various qubit param eters
can be extracted from m easurem ents of these quantities.
F inally, we describbe our technique for spin readout.
Them odel system we consider is shown in Fig. ll, or

which the total Ham iltonian is given by H = H g +
Harive t Hmeast Hiwadst Hag + Heny, where (~= 1)
Heys= ( x  2)=2 5=2; @)
H drive = ° cos( JEl(cos + sin x); @)
Hpeas= (T + z)ag ;an;k + Hwey 3)
Kiq
X X
H radas = !S;kaisl Kk 3S ik + D ;qa]g ;gD i 4)
k qa
X X
Heo = - 10+ 11); Heny = s bz ()
i i

Here, Hgs is the bare qubit Ham iltonian, in which
x = Jihrj+ Fihljand , = djihlj Fihrj where ji
(i) denotfi—;‘)san electron state localized on the left (right)
dot, 2+ 2 is the qubit energy splitting, and
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& = gihgy  ited. Hypwe corresponds to the driving

eld wih frequency !y = , which m ay couple to
both the y and , qubit operators, asparam eterized by
. Hy eas denotes the qubit-detector coupling, in term sof

the din ensionless tunnelling param etersT = = 2 ggp T
and = 2 g9 ,and = 1= 2 gsgp . W e have as—
sum ed that the tunnelling am plitudes, T and , and the

densities of lead m odes, g5 and gp , are approxin ately
Independent ofk and g over the energy range w here tun—
nelling is allowed. H 1,45 is the free H am iltonian of the
source and drain leads, where ag;y (ap ;3) is the annihi-
lation operator for an electron in the jth source (drain)
mode. H g, and H ¢, correspond to a standard spin-boson
coupling to a generic bath ofbosons 1], where by is the
annihilation for the ith boson m ode.

To sin plify the Ham iltonian, we rst transform to an
Interaction picture de ned by Hy = 19 Z(e)=2+ H 1eaqst+
H env, and m ake our rst rotating wave approxin ation
RW A) and neglect tem s oscilating rapidly com pared
to ( and them icrowave detuning, . Under this trans-
form ation, the tin e dependence is transferred to the in—
teraction term and the H am ilttonian becom es

Hr®= - e > JHATD Y OB 2 ©; 6)
w here = sin( )P‘ Wghave de ned the sys—
Eem operators A () = ,et P, and B: () =
ertg  with 1, = 0; !,P; =T+ cos »,
P, = PJ = sin $itgy Q = cos ., and Q, =
03 = s $ihg). We have also de ned the cpera-
tors Y %) = C s bosaltyy q@sx + Hxy) and
Z®= , i " +Hc)whihactontheQPC and

bosonic environm ent degrees of freedom , respectively.
To derive the ME for the dynam ics of the qubi
alone, we further transform to a frame de ned by

(e) (e)
Hg = 5z 5> X

> > , n which all the dynam ics
are contained In the qubitQPC and qubienvironm ent
interaction temms. Then ng(t) = ‘AIo (t?) Y @) +
B 1o (t) E% (t),whereAls = ,.0e ¢t itp . o and
Broo®) = ,.e’ ““n)thno,ﬁ)rsome%aeratorsPnno
and Qppo, and !'yo = 0; ®where %= 2+ 2. In
this picture, the qubit density m atrix, , satis es
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W e now make a Bom-M arkov approxim ation, setting
the lower lin it of the ntegralto 1 and R®) =
10 (B) s D B, Where 5, p, and p are
equilbriim density m atrices for the source, drain, and
bath degrees of freedom . At this point, i is conve-
nient to ntroduce the asym m etric quantum noise power
ﬁ)lectral, , ] for the QPC and bath, Sy (!) =
dtel!tTr[YR(t)Y O s pl= ( e+ (+ev)

Lo tTrZ 02 0) s 1= 2 J()L+

1
and Sy (!) =

n(!)]+2 J(C !')n( !),where )= K+ kKJ)=2 isthe
ram p function, €Y is the sourcedrain bias across the
detector, J (1) =, 2 (! L ;) is the bath spectral

density, and n (! ) is the them al equilbrium Bose occu—
pation number. To proceed, we m ake a second RW A,
where we neglect term s in Eq.[ll) rotating at a rate !.
This RW A is justi ed In the lim it of weak coupling to
the detector and environm ent, ! Syz (!n) ] . We
also assum e that thedriving eld issu ciently weak that
Syz (ln+ 1%) Sy;z (1n), ie. that the noise spectra
are slow Iy varying over frequencies of order °. Fhally,
In order to treat dephasing w ithin our perturbative tech—
nique,werequirethatlin ,, ¢ J(!)/ !*wheres 1, ie.
that the bath is ohm ic or superohm ic at low frequencies.

T hese approxim ationsallow usto deriveaM E which is
valid for arbitrary sourcedrain bias and arbitrary bath
tem perature. However, in this Letter, we restrict our
attention to the low bias €V < ) and low tem perature
kT ) regim e, which has been probed In a recent
_]. In this case, the m aster equation for the qubit in the
original interaction picture is given by
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where ., = ¢t 4+ %V i5 the pure dephasing rate,

det = NV = 2008 S, (0).
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w ith 2 208 Sy (0) and
r 2 $nv, is the relaxation rate, with
208 Sy () and & = cof S (). We have also

de nedD RA] @®Ya + AYA)=2.

det +

=A A
DC oonductance The DC current through the QPC
is related to the steady state occupation probabiliy of
the dot nearest the QPC,to rstorderin ,by I= ¢
Thlj (1 )Ji where J corresponds to the current when
the electron is localized In state ¥iand I = 4 TeV
., 1. UsngEqg. ), we can com pute the steady state
occupation of the kft well, and the scaled conductance

™M =1+ @ )= I=1 hj 1) isgivenby
w2l (2 To) o)
2 2 [2 .+ o( 2+ . 0]
where 0=, + (=2 isthe total dephasing rate. M

is ptted as a finction of i Fig. 2J). Note that
Fig. 2') is In excellent qualitative agreem ent w ith re—
cent experin ental cbservations [, 1, 00]. T he absence of
m ultiphoton resonances n F ig. 2') is a consequence of
the 1rstRW A m ade above.

T he resonances occur at = 2. U seful spec—
troscopic Inform ation m ay be extracted from these reso—
nant peaks. If the driving frequency, !, is known, and
theRabifrequency, ,isknown independently (eg. from
observations of the tim e dependence of the detector cur-
rent, as discussed below ) then , and o can both be
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FIG .2: (@) Variation in conductance (scaled between 0 and 1)

versus dot bias. Parameters - = = = 003! and =
02!, were taken to be constant over the entire range of . ()
The peak height h as a function ofpeak w idth . Increasing

m icrow ave power scans from left to right. A 1so shown is the

relationship between and theRabifrequency . (c) Power

spectrum , S (! ). Inner peaks: = =20, outer peaks: =
=4. The tall peaks have detector lin ited dephasing, -+ =

det — 2 2av cof® , whilst the short peaks are dom nated
by phonon dephasing, = 0:03= . Other param eters are
eV= = 05, = 01, o= = 05.

determ ined. W hen !, and assum Ing that ., o
and do not vary signi cantly across the peak, from
Eq. ) we nd 2 s o ?=2%, 1), where is
the halfw iddth-halfm axinum for the peak. Therefore,
plotting against allow s both , and o to be de-
term ined. H owever, in the absence of tim eresolved m ea—
surem ents, m ay be unknown, because the relationship
betw een the Inputm icrow ave power and the electric eld
coupling to the qubi may be unknown. In this case,

ro can still be extracted by plotting the peak height,
h, against , ordi erent values of the incident power.
Agaln assum ing ! and that ., -0 and donot
vary signi cantly across the peak, h and are related
by h 1=2 2,=2 ?,which is Independent of the (uUn—
known) quantity . These results are shown in gure
2P . Note that, or su ciently weak driving, the peak
w idth directly gives /o, whil for stronger driving, the
peak w idth is proportionalto

Power Spectrum Further spectroscopic inform ation
m ay be obtained from the power spectrum of the cur-
rqg‘lc through t“ne QPC, which is given by S(!) =
2, dG()e"", where G( ) = ELGE+ )HIM]
EI&+r )E [I()] isthe current autocorrelation function,
and E [:::] denotes the classicalexpectation. S (! ) can be
com puted using the sam e form alisn asin [,00]. In the
low bias regim e the scaled (symm etric) power soectrum
S(1)=5()=Sy Wwhere Sg = 2el,c = €T?%eV isthe
shot noise background) is closely approxin ated by
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FIG. 3: (a) Schem atic of spin m easurem ent scheme. (o)
C onductance curves for spin-up and spin-down con gurations
show Ing distinct resonance peaks.

w here
222+ 2 .4+ 22432
o YEENES ’
22,4+ 2%+ 2
0o - 2(2+ 2) ’
42$iet
S o0 = ;
2@ 2+ 2) .+ 22+ 3 2),
422?.et(2r2+4(22+ 2)r’+42’2)
So = :

Q2.+ @2+ ’

2) 1)
T hus the positions of the peaks yield the R abi frequency

9, while the w idths ofthe peaks contain other in portant
spectroscopic inform ation about the qubit. T he height of
the peaks at  ° is m axin ised when the extemal el
is resonant w ith the qubit transition, = 0. Note that
S(9 2 and thus the peak heights are no m ore than
three tin es the shot noise background, as shown In Fig.
2':). The bound S( % = 2 can only be m et when de—
phasing is detector dom inated, since extra dephasing due
to the environm ent reduces the height of the peaks.

Spin m easurem ent M otivated by the preceding anal-
ysis, we propose a m ethod for single shot soin readout,
using a m icrowave driving eld and an inhom ogeneous
Zeem an splitting across the CQD . This golitting could
be generated by an inhom ogeneousm agnetic eld, oren-
ghheering di erent g-factors n each dot. In this case,
one spin con guration, say spin-down, m ay be m ade res—
onant w ith the driving eld, whilst the other, spin-up,
is detuned by an amount , and thus the spin can be
determ ined by observing the current through the QPC
Fi. 3.1)]. Such a schem e is analogous to the m ethod of
soin readout via quantum Jum ps in atom ic system s 0]
W e note that altemative m ethods for spin readout have
also been proposed, via lnhom ogenous eldsbut w ithout
driving 1], and by driving spin— ip transitionsw ithin a
sihgle dot ].

Spin can be ncluded in the Ham iltonian by replacing

« and , in Egs. W) with generalized tunnelling and
x ! CuCa+ Cycy + Hrzand ;!
n; n wheren;= c.cr + cj,cy denotes the number of
electrons on site i. The inhom ogenous Zeem an splitting

bias operators, ie.



is included by adding the term

X
(z)

1
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Hzeeman =

N -

to H s, where B ; denotes the Zeem an splitting on each
site, and Si(Z) = clar GGy . W e neglect any explicit
coupling between soin up and spin dow n states (processes
which can induce such transitions can be accounted for
by a niesoin I time, which we discussbelow ).

The Zeam an term am ounts to a spin dependent bias
between the dots, 4 = B B1)=2. The DC re
soonse of the detector is therefore shifted for each soin
con guratjon,asshownjnFjg.3l>). IfB, B & , the
resonant peaks are clearly resolved. In this case, if is
tuned such that the soin-dow n transition is resonant w ith
the driving eld, the currents for each soin con guration
are approxin ately In D Tand f 5 I=2. Ifthe
detector is shot noise lim ited, the tin e taken to resolve
these currents is ,; = I~ 1 7)%=2e #=321,.
Thus ws = 4 o1 where (; is the tim e taken to distin—
guish the currents due to 0 and 1 electrons on the dot
adpcent to the QP C . It is believed that shot noise lim -
ited QP C detectors will be available In the near future
wih o1 25 nsi 1], and sO ny 100 ns should be pos-
sble. This com pares favourably w ith recently observed
soin P times (§ 1ms) In GaAsquantum dotsi]].

The use of m icrow ave driving for spin readout o ers
som e advantages over other schem es w here no driving is
used. Firstly, a relatively sm alldi erentialZeem an split—
ting is needed. In order to clarly resolve the resonant
peaks, we require B, B; & . The lowerbound on the
peak width is given by > 0. S0 fora charge dephas-
ngrateof .0 1Ff s! [l], werequire B, B; & 0:07

€V . If one attem pts readout via an inhom ogenous Zee—
m an splitting but w thout driving 1], then to obtain a
com parable signaktonoise, the di erential Zeem an split—
ting m ust be larger than the central transition region in
Fig. 3§, ie. B, Bi& max( ;kT).ForT = 100mK,
B, B1& 9 €&V isrequired. Thusin GaAs (= 0:44),
w ih auniform eld of1 T, our schem e requires a g-factor
variation between the dots of g=g 03 %, whereas
w ithout driving, one would require g=g 35% .

Secondly, the schem e can be used In such a way that
a de nite signal is always obtained for both soin con—

gurations. Sw itching the m icrow ave frequency rst on
resonancew ih the spin-dow n transition, and then on res-
onance w ith the spin-up transition yieldsa de nite signal
Indicating the spin state. That is, when the driving fre—
quency is sw itched, the DC conductance w ill Increase if
the electron is soin-up, and w ill decrease if it is soin—
down. This is In contrast to otherm easurem ent schem es
In which a de nite signal is only registered for one soin
con guration, i, [, ], w ith the other state indicated
only by the lack of a signal. This has the advantage of
elim inating false negative signals, where an \no-signal"

event is erroneously recorded as evidence for a particu—
lar sopin con guration. T hus the resulting m easurem ent
delity should be in proved.

In summ ary, we have analysed the dynam ics ofa con—
tinuously observed, driven solid state qubit, coupled to
a generic bosonic environm ent. Both the environm ent
and the coupling to the detector contribute to the qubit
relaxation and dephasing rates. U sefll spectroscopic in—
form ation, In particular the dephasing rate o, can be
extracted from D C m easurem ents of the detector output
current alone, even when the coupling between the m i~
crowave eld and the qubit is unknown. If the power
spectrum of the detector output noise can also be m ea—
sured, then the relaxation rate , and Rabi frequency
can also be determ ined. W e have also proposed a sin—
gle shot soin readout technique using m icrow ave driving,
which o ersadvantages over existing schem esand can be
In plem ented w ith current technology.

W e thank Gerard M ibum, Charles Sm ith, A ndrew
D oherty, Jason Petta, Charlie M arcus, BillM unro and
T in Spiller forusefiill conversations. SD B thanksthe EU
NANOMAGIQC progct (IST-2001-33186) for support.
TM S is funded by the CM IFujitsu collaboration.

E lectronic address:
¥ E lectronic address:

L1 R .Hanson, et al, Phys. Rev. Lett. 91, 196802 (2003);
J.M . Elzeman, et al,, Phys. Rev. B 67, 161308 R)
(2003); S. Gardelis, et al, Phys. Rev. B 67, 073302
(2003); A .W .Rushforth,etal, Phys.Rev.B 69, 113309
(2004); L.D LCarlo, et al.,, Phys. Rev. Lett. 92, 226801
(2004); T .Fujsawa, et al,, Nature 419, 278 (2002).

R]1 T .Hayashi, et al,, Phys.Rev. Lett. 91, 226804 (2003).

B] J.M .Elzem an, et al,, Nature 430, 431 (2004).

4] J.R .Petta, et al,, Phys.Rev.Lett. 93, 186802 (2004).

B1D . Loss and D.P.D i incenzo, Phys. Rev. A 57, 120
(1998).

6] T .H .O osterkam p, et al,, Nature 395 (1998).

[71T.Brandes, R . Aguado, and G . P latero, Phys. Rev. B
69, 205326 (2004).

B]1 S.D .Barrettand G .J.M ibum,Phys.Rev.B 68, 155307
(2003).

Pl K .W .Lehnert,etal, Phys.Rev.Lett.90, 027002 (2003).

[L0] T .Duty, et al,, Phys.Rev.B 69, 140503 R ) (2004).

111 A .N.Korotkov, Phys. Rev.B 60, 5737 (1999); A.N.
Korotkov and D .V .Averin, Phys. Rev.B 64, 165310
(2001); S.A .Gurvitz, Phys. Rev. B 56, 15215 (1997);
S.A .Gurvitz, et al, Phys.Rev.Lett.91, 066801 (2003);
Y .M akhlin,G .Schon,and A .Shnim an,Phys.Rev.Lett.
85, 4578 (2000); S.P ilgram and M .Buttiker, Phys.Rev.
Lett.89, 200401 (2002).

[l2]1 H ~S.Goan, et al,, Phys.Rev.B 63, 125326 (2001).

[I31H.S.Goan and G .J.M ibum, Phys.Rev.B 64, 235307
(2001).

[L4]A .Y .Sm imov, Phys.Rev.B 68, 134514 (2003).

[15] C.W .G ardinerand P.Zoller, Quantum N oise (Springer,
2000).


mailto:sean.barrett@hp.com
mailto:tms29@cam.ac.uk

[l6] T.M . Stace and S. D . Barrett, Phys. Rev. Lett. 92,
136802 (2004).

[l7] T .M .Staceand S.D .Barrett, cond-m at/0309610 (2003).

[18] A .J.Leggett, et al,, Rev.M od.Phys. 59,1 (1987).

91 R .Aguado and L..P .K ouwenhoven, Phys.Rev.Lett. 84,
1986 (2000).

R0] R . J. Schoekopf, et al., (cond-m at/0210247) (2002).

P11 R .Blatt and P. Zoller, Eur. J.Phys. 9, 250 (1988).

R21 H A .Engel, et al,, Phys.Rev. Lett. 93, 106804 (2004).

R3] M .Friesen, et al,, Phys.Rev.Lett. 92, 037901 (2004).

R4] L .Vandersypen, et al., cond-m at/0407121 (2004).

P51 S.D .Barrettand T .M .Stace, cond-m at/0411581 (2004).

6] ThisRW A in pliesa course graining in tin e, which m eans
that our treatm ent does not describe dynam ics on very
short tin escales of order !



