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C ontinuous m easurem ent ofa m icrow ave-driven solid state qubit
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W eanalyzethedynam icsofacontinuously observed,dam ped,m icrowavedriven solid statecharge

qubit.Thequbitconsistsofasingleelectron in adoublewellpotential,coupled toan oscillating elec-

tric�eld,and which iscontinuously observed by anearby pointcontactelectrom eter.Them icrowave

�eld inducestransitionsbetween thequbiteigenstates,which havea profound e�ecton thedetector

outputcurrent.W eshow thatusefulinform ation aboutthequbitdynam ics,such asdephasing and

relaxation rates,and the Rabifrequency,can be extracted from the D C detectorconductance and

thedetectoroutputnoisepowerspectrum .W ealso dem onstratethatthesephenom ena can beused

forsingle shotelectron spin readout,forspin based quantum inform ation processing.

PACS num bers:78.70.G q,42.50.Lc,03.67.Lx,63.20.K r

Recently, rapid experim entalprogress in m esoscopic

physicshasm eantthatitisnow possibleto con� ne,m a-

nipulate,and m easuresm allnum bersofelectronsin sin-

gleorcoupled quantum dots[1,2,3,4].Them esoscopic

environm entofsuch con� ned electron system sm ay con-

sistofphonons,electrons,and otherelectrom agneticde-

greesoffreedom .Thustheseexperim entsareparticularly

interestingasthey allow thecom plex interaction between

such con� ned system sand theirenvironm entto bestud-

ied atthe single electron level. Furtherm ore,in view of

the potentialapplicationsofsuch system sin solid state

quantum inform ation processing[5],understandingthese

interactionsisim portant,asitallowsqubitdecoherence

m echanism sto be studied and accurately characterised.

O fparticularinterestarecoupled quantum dot(CQ D)

qubit system s driven by oscillating electric � elds. The

presence of a driving � eld resonant to the qubit en-

ergy splitting can drivetransitionsinto theexcited state.

Continuousm easurem entofsuch system scan revealim -

portantspectroscopicinform ation aboutthe qubit,such

as the qubit splitting,Rabifrequency,and decoherence

rates. Earlier work has focussed on current transport

through driven,open CQ D system s [6,7]. In a recent

experim ent,a driven qubit com prising a single electron

in a closed CQ D system wascontinuously observed via a

nearby quantum pointcontact(Q PC)detector[4].

In thisLetter,wetheoretically analysethissystem (see

Fig. 1). W e accountfor the coupling ofthe CQ D both

to theQ PC and to a genericbosonicenvironm ent,which

m ay com prise ofphonons or other electrom agnetic de-

greesoffreedom [8].Both the detectorand the environ-

m ent contribute to the qubit relaxation and dephasing

rates. W e also dem onstrate how resonant driving phe-

nom ena can be used forsingle-shotreadoutofthe elec-

tron spin. O ur results are also relevantto other driven

qubitsystem s,e.g.superconductingchargequbits[9,10].

A num ber ofauthors have considered the continuous

m easurem entofundriven chargequbitsystem sbyaQ PC

detector[11,12,13].Continuousm easurem entofdriven

FIG .1:Schem aticofaCQ D chargequbitm easured byaQ PC

under(a)non-resonantand (b)resonantm icrowave driving.

superconducting uxqubitshasalsobeen considered[14].

In whatfollows,we adoptthe quantum trajectoriesde-

scription ofthe m easurem ent process [12,13,15],and

generalize results obtained in previous work [16,17]on

them easurem entofundriven chargequbitsusing a Q PC

atarbitrary biasvoltage.W e � rstderivea m asterequa-

tion (M E)forthedynam icsofthedam ped,driven charge

qubitsystem . W e use solutionsofthe M E to determ ine

the DC conductance and current power spectra ofthe

Q PC detector,and show how various qubit param eters

can beextracted from m easurem entsofthesequantities.

Finally,we describeourtechniqueforspin readout.

The m odelsystem we considerisshown in Fig. 1,for

which the totalHam iltonian is given by H = H sys +

H drive + H m eas+ H leads+ H sb + H env,where(~ = 1)

H sys = (� � �x � ��z)=2� � ��
(e)
z =2; (1)

H drive = 
0 cos[(� � �)t](cos� �z + sin� �x); (2)

H m eas =
X

k;q

�(T + ��z)a
y

D ;q
aS;k + H:c:; (3)

H leads =
X

k

!S;ka
y

S;k
aS;k +

X

q

!D ;qa
y

D ;q
aD ;q; (4)

H sb = �z

X

i

�i(b
y

i
+ bi); H env =

X

i

!B ;ib
y

i
bi: (5)

Here, H sys is the bare qubit Ham iltonian, in which

�x = jlihrj+ jrihljand �z = jlihlj� jrihrj, where jli

(jri)denotesan electron statelocalized on theleft(right)

dot, � =
p
� 2 + �2 is the qubit energy splitting, and
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�
(e)
z = jgihgj� jeihej. Hdrive correspondsto the driving

� eld with frequency !0 = � � �,which m ay couple to

both the�x and �z qubitoperators,asparam eterized by

�.Hm eas denotesthequbit-detectorcoupling,in term sof

thedim ensionlesstunnellingparam etersT =
p
2�gSgD T

and � =
p
2�gSgD �,and � = 1=

p
2�gSgD . W e have as-

sum ed thatthetunnelling am plitudes,T and �,and the

densities oflead m odes,gS and gD ,are approxim ately

independentofk and q overtheenergy rangewheretun-

nelling isallowed. H leads isthe free Ham iltonian ofthe

source and drain leads,where aS;j (aD ;j) is the annihi-

lation operatorforan electron in the jth source (drain)

m ode.H sb andH env correspondtoastandardspin-boson

coupling to a genericbath ofbosons[18],wherebi isthe

annihilation forthe ith boson m ode.

To sim plify the Ham iltonian,we � rsttransform to an

interaction picturede� ned by H0 = � !0�
(e)
z =2+ H leads+

H env,and m ake our � rst rotating wave approxim ation

(RW A) and neglect term s oscillating rapidly com pared

to 
0 and the m icrowavedetuning,�.Underthistrans-

form ation,the tim e dependence istransferred to the in-

teraction term and the Ham iltonian becom es

H I(t)= �
�

2
�
(e)
z �




2
�
(e)
x + A I(t)
 Y (t)+ BI(t)
 Z(t); (6)

where 
 = 
0 sin(� � �). W e have de� ned the sys-

tem operators A I(t) =
P

n
e�i! n tPn and B I(t) =

P

n
e�i! n tQ n,with !n = 0;� !0,P1 = T + � cos��

(e)
z ,

P2 = P
y

3 = � � sin�jeihgj, Q1 = cos��
(e)
z , and Q 2 =

Q
y

3 = � sin�jeihgj. W e have also de� ned the opera-

tors Y (t) = �
P

k;q
(e�i(! S ;k �! D ;q)ta

y

D ;q
aS;k + H:c:) and

Z(t)=
P

i
�i(e

�i! B ;itb
y

i+ H:c:)whichactontheQ PC and

bosonicenvironm entdegreesoffreedom ,respectively.

To derive the M E for the dynam ics of the qubit

alone, we further transform to a fram e de� ned by

H 0
0 = �

�

2
�
(e)
z � 


2
�
(e)
x , in which all the dynam ics

are contained in the qubit-Q PC and qubit-environm ent

interaction term s. Then H I0(t) = A I0(t) 
 Y (t) +

B I0(t)
 Z(t),whereAI0(t)=
P

nn0 e
�i(! n + !

0

n )tPnn0 and

B I0(t)=
P

nn0 e
�i(! n + !

0

n
)tQ nn0,forsom eoperatorsPnn0

and Q nn0,and !n0 = 0;� 
0 where 
0 =
p

2 + �2. In

thispicture,the qubitdensity m atrix,�,satis� es

_�I0(t)= � TrS;D ;B f

Z t

0

dt
0[H I0(t);[H I0(t

0);R(t0)]]g: (7)

W e now m ake a Born-M arkov approxim ation, setting

the lower lim it of the integral to � 1 and R(t0) =

�I0(t) 
 �S 
 �D 
 �B , where �S, �D , and �B are

equilibrium density m atrices for the source,drain,and

bath degrees of freedom . At this point, it is conve-

nientto introducethe asym m etricquantum noisepower

spectra [19, 20] for the Q PC and bath, SY (!) =
R1
�1

dtei!tTr[Y (t)Y (0)�S 
 �D ]= � (!� eV )+ � (!+ eV)

and SZ (!) =
R1
�1

dtei!tTr[Z(t)Z(0)�B ]= 2�J(!)[1 +

n(!)]+ 2�J(� !)n(� !),where� (x)= (x + jxj)=2 isthe

ram p function, eV is the source-drain bias across the

detector,J(!)=
P

i
�2i�(! � !B ;i) is the bath spectral

density,and n(!)isthe therm alequilibrium Bose occu-

pation num ber. To proceed,we m ake a second RW A,

where we neglectterm sin Eq.(7) rotating ata rate !0.

This RW A is justi� ed in the lim it ofweak coupling to

the detectorand environm ent,!0 � SY;Z (!n)[26].W e

alsoassum ethatthedriving� eld issu� ciently weakthat

SY;Z (!n + !0n0) � SY;Z (!n),i.e. that the noise spectra

are slowly varying overfrequenciesoforder
0. Finally,

in orderto treatdephasing within ourperturbativetech-

nique,werequirethatlim !! 0 J(!)/ !s wheres� 1,i.e.

thatthebath isohm icorsuperohm icatlow frequencies.

Theseapproxim ationsallow ustoderiveaM E which is

valid for arbitrary source-drain bias and arbitrary bath

tem perature. However, in this Letter, we restrict our

attention to the low bias(eV < �)and low tem perature

(kT � �) regim e,which has been probed in a recent

[4].In thiscase,them asterequation forthequbitin the

originalinteraction picture isgiven by

_�I(t)= � i[�
�

2
�
(e)
z �




2
�
(e)
x ;�I(t)]

+
1

2
�’D [�

(e)
z ]�I(t)+ �rD [jgihej]�I(t)

� LI�I(t); (8)

where �’ = �det’ + �env’ is the pure dephasing rate,

with �det’ = 2�2 cos2 �SY (0) and �env’ = 2cos2 �SZ (0).

�r = �detr + �envr , is the relaxation rate, with �detr =

�2 cos2 �SY (�) and �envr = cos2 �SZ (�). W e have also

de� ned D [A]� = A�Ay � (AyA� + �AyA)=2.

DC conductance The DC current through the Q PC

is related to the steady state occupation probability of

thedotnearesttheQ PC,to � rstorderin �,by I = I0 �

�Ihlj�(1 )jli where I0 corresponds to the current when

the electron is localized in state jri and �I = 4�T eV

[16,17].Using Eq.(8),wecan com putethesteady state

occupation ofthe left well,and the scaled conductance

(M = 1+ (I� I0)=�I = 1� hlj�(1 )jli)isgiven by

M =
1

2
�

��r(�
2 + �2’ 0)

2�[�2�r + �’ 0(
2 + �r�’ 0)]
; (9)

where �’ 0 = �’ + �r=2 is the totaldephasing rate. M

is plotted as a function of � in Fig. 2(a). Note that

Fig. 2(a) is in excellent qualitative agreem ent with re-

centexperim entalobservations[4,9,10].Theabsenceof

m ulti-photon resonancesin Fig.2(a)isa consequenceof

the � rstRW A m adeabove.

The resonancesoccurat� =
p
!20 � �2. Usefulspec-

troscopicinform ation m ay be extracted from these reso-

nantpeaks. Ifthe driving frequency,!0,isknown,and

theRabifrequency,
 ,isknown independently (e.g.from

observationsofthe tim edependenceofthedetectorcur-

rent,as discussed below) then �r and �’ 0 can both be
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FIG .2:(a)Variation in conductance(scaled between 0and 1)

versusdotbias.Param eters�’ = �r = 
 = 0:03! 0 and � =

0:2!0 weretaken tobeconstantovertheentirerangeof�.(b)

The peak heighth asa function ofpeak width ��.Increasing

m icrowave powerscans from left to right. Also shown is the

relationship between �� and theRabifrequency 
0.(c)Power

spectrum , ~S(!). Inner peaks: � = �=20,outer peaks: � =

�=4. The tallpeaks have detector lim ited dephasing,�’ =

�
det

� = 2�
2
eV cos

2
�, whilst the short peaks are dom inated

by phonon dephasing,�’ = 0:03=�. O ther param eters are

eV=� = 0:5,� = 0:1,
0=� = 0:5.

determ ined. W hen !0 � � and assum ing that�r,�’ 0

and 
 do not vary signi� cantly across the peak, from

Eq.(9) we � nd 
2 � �r�’ 0(��2=�2
�0 � 1), where �� is

the half-width-half-m axim um for the peak. Therefore,

plotting 
 against�� allowsboth �r and �’ 0 to be de-

term ined.However,in theabsenceoftim e-resolved m ea-

surem ents,
 m ay beunknown,becausetherelationship

between theinputm icrowavepowerand theelectric� eld

coupling to the qubit m ay be unknown. In this case,

�’ 0 can stillbe extracted by plotting the peak height,

h,against��,fordi� erentvalues ofthe incident power.

Again assum ing !0 � � and that�r,�’ 0 and 
 do not

vary signi� cantly across the peak,h and �� are related

by h � 1=2� �2’ 0=2��
2,which isindependentofthe(un-

known) quantity 
 . These results are shown in � gure

2(b). Note that,for su� ciently weak driving,the peak

width directly gives�’ 0,while for strongerdriving,the

peak width isproportionalto 
 .

Power Spectrum Further spectroscopic inform ation

m ay be obtained from the power spectrum ofthe cur-

rent through the Q PC, which is given by S(!) =

2
R1
�1

d�G (�)e�i!t, where G (�) = E [I(t+ �)I(t)]�

E [I(t+ �)]E [I(t)],isthecurrentautocorrelationfunction,

and E [:::]denotestheclassicalexpectation.S(!)can be

com puted using thesam eform alism asin [13,17].In the

low-biasregim e the scaled (sym m etric)powerspectrum
~S(!) = S(!)=S0 (where S0 = 2eID C = e2T 2eV is the

shotnoisebackground)isclosely approxim ated by

~S(!)=
s
 02
 0

2

 0 + (! � 
0)2

+
s
 02
 0

2

 0 + (! + 
0)2

+
s0

2
0

20 + !2
+ 1;

(10)

FIG . 3: (a) Schem atic of spin m easurem ent schem e. (b)

Conductancecurvesforspin-up and spin-down con�gurations

showing distinctresonance peaks.

where


 0 =
2
�
2�2 + 
2

�
�’ +

�
2�2 + 3
2

�
�r

4(�2 + 
2)
;

0 =
2
2�’ +

�
2�2 + 
2

�
�r

2(�2 + 
2)
;

s
 0 =
4
2�det’

2(2�2 + 
2)�’ + (2�2 + 3
2)�r
;

s0 =
4�2
2�det’ (
2�r

2
+ 4(2�2 + 
2)�r�’ + 4
2�’

2
)

(2
2�’ + (2�2 + 
2)�r)
3

:

Thusthepositionsofthepeaksyield theRabifrequency


0,whilethewidthsofthepeakscontain otherim portant

spectroscopicinform ation aboutthequbit.Theheightof

the peaks at � 
0 is m axim ised when the external� eld

is resonantwith the qubittransition,� = 0. Note that
~S(
0)� 2 and thus the peak heights are no m ore than

three tim esthe shotnoise background,asshown in Fig.

2(c). The bound ~S(
0) = 2 can only be m et when de-

phasingisdetectordom inated,sinceextradephasingdue

to the environm entreducesthe heightofthe peaks.

Spin m easurem ent M otivated by the preceding anal-

ysis,we propose a m ethod for single shot spin readout,

using a m icrowave driving � eld and an inhom ogeneous

Zeem an splitting across the CQ D.This splitting could

begenerated by an inhom ogeneousm agnetic� eld,oren-

gineering di� erent g-factors in each dot. In this case,

onespin con� guration,say spin-down,m ay bem aderes-

onant with the driving � eld,whilst the other,spin-up,

is detuned by an am ount �,and thus the spin can be

determ ined by observing the current through the Q PC

[Fig.3(a)].Such a schem eisanalogousto them ethod of

spin readoutvia quantum jum psin atom icsystem s[21].

W e note thatalternative m ethodsforspin readouthave

also been proposed,via inhom ogenous� eldsbutwithout

driving [22],and by driving spin- ip transitionswithin a

singledot[23].

Spin can be included in the Ham iltonian by replacing

�x and �z in Eqs.(1-5)with generalized tunnelling and

biasoperators,i.e.�x ! c
y

l"
c
r"
+ c

y

l#
c
r#
+ H:c:and �z !

nl� nr whereni = c
y

i"
ci" + c

y

i#
ci# denotesthe num berof

electronson site i. The inhom ogenousZeem an splitting
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isincluded by adding the term

H Zeem an = �
1

2

X

i= l;r

B iS
(z)

i
(11)

to H sys,where B i denotesthe Zeem an splitting on each

site,and S
(z)

i = c
y

i"
ci" � c

y

i#
ci#. W e neglectany explicit

couplingbetween spin up and spin down states(processes

which can induce such transitionscan be accounted for

by a � nite spin  ip tim e,which wediscussbelow).

The Zeem an term am ounts to a spin dependent bias

between the dots,�#=" = � � (Br � Bl)=2. The DC re-

sponse ofthe detector is therefore shifted for each spin

con� guration,asshown in Fig.3(b).IfB r� Bl& ��,the

resonantpeaks are clearly resolved. In this case,if� is

tuned such thatthespin-down transition isresonantwith

thedriving � eld,thecurrentsforeach spin con� guration

areapproxim ately I" � I0� �I and I# � I0� �I=2.Ifthe

detectoris shotnoise lim ited,the tim e taken to resolve

these currents is ��1
"#

= (I
1=2

"
� I

1=2

#
)2=2e � �I2=32I0.

Thus �"# = 4�01 where �01 is the tim e taken to distin-

guish the currents due to 0 and 1 electrons on the dot

adjacentto the Q PC.Itisbelieved thatshotnoise lim -

ited Q PC detectors willbe available in the near future

with �01 � 25 ns[24],and so �"# � 100 nsshould bepos-

sible. This com pares favourably with recently observed

spin  ip tim es(T1 � 1 m s)in G aAsquantum dots[3].

The use ofm icrowave driving for spin readout o� ers

som eadvantagesoverotherschem eswhere no driving is

used.Firstly,a relatively sm alldi� erentialZeem an split-

ting is needed. In order to clearly resolve the resonant

peaks,werequireB r � Bl& ��.Thelowerbound on the

peak width isgiven by �� > �’ 0.So fora chargedephas-

ing rate of�’ 0 � 108 s�1 [2],we require B r � Bl & 0:07

�eV.Ifone attem ptsreadoutvia an inhom ogenousZee-

m an splitting butwithoutdriving [22],then to obtain a

com parablesignal-to-noise,thedi� erentialZeem an split-

ting m ustbe largerthan the centraltransition region in

Fig.3(b),i.e.B r � Bl& m ax(� ;kT).ForT = 100 m K ,

B r � Bl & 9 �eV isrequired.Thusin G aAs(g = 0:44),

with auniform � eld of1T,ourschem erequiresag-factor

variation between the dots of� g=g � 0.3 % ,whereas

withoutdriving,onewould require� g=g � 35 % .

Secondly,the schem e can be used in such a way that

a de� nite signalis always obtained for both spin con-

� gurations. Switching the m icrowave frequency � rston

resonancewith thespin-down transition,and then on res-

onancewith thespin-up transition yieldsade� nitesignal

indicating the spin state. Thatis,when the driving fre-

quency isswitched,the DC conductance willincrease if

the electron is spin-up, and willdecrease if it is spin-

down.Thisisin contrastto otherm easurem entschem es

in which a de� nite signalisonly registered forone spin

con� guration,[22,24,25],with theotherstateindicated

only by the lack ofa signal. This hasthe advantage of

elim inating false negative signals,where an \no-signal"

eventis erroneously recorded as evidence for a particu-

larspin con� guration. Thus the resulting m easurem ent

� delity should be im proved.

In sum m ary,wehaveanalysed the dynam icsofa con-

tinuously observed,driven solid state qubit,coupled to

a generic bosonic environm ent. Both the environm ent

and the coupling to the detectorcontribute to the qubit

relaxation and dephasing rates.Usefulspectroscopicin-

form ation,in particularthe dephasing rate �’ 0,can be

extracted from DC m easurem entsofthedetectoroutput

currentalone,even when the coupling between the m i-

crowave � eld and the qubit is unknown. Ifthe power

spectrum ofthe detectoroutputnoise can also be m ea-

sured,then therelaxation rate�r and Rabifrequency 


can also be determ ined. W e have also proposed a sin-

gleshotspin readouttechniqueusing m icrowavedriving,

which o� ersadvantagesoverexisting schem esand can be

im plem ented with currenttechnology.
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