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R obustness ofD ecoherence-Free States for C harge Q ubits under LocalN on-uniform ity

Tetsufum i Tanam oto and Shinobu Fujita
Advanced LSI Technology Laboratory, Toshiba Corporation,Saiwai-ku,K awasaki212-8582,Japan

W e analyze the robustness ofdecoherence-free (D F) subspace and subsystem in charge qubits,

when di�erence from the collective decoherence m easurem entcondition islarge (� 5% )in the long

tim eperiod,which isapplicableforsolid-statequbitsusing asa quantum m em ory.W esolvem aster

equationsofup to fourcharge qubitsand a detectorasa quantum pointcontact(Q PC).W e show

that robustness ofD F states is strongly a�ected by localnon-uniform ities. W e also discuss the

possible two-qubitlogicalstatesby exactly solving the m asterequations.

Although decoherenceisthelargestobstacleforquan-

tum inform ation processing, a lot of powerful active

m ethodsforcorrecting e�ects ofdecoherence have been

discovered1. As to the passive anti-decoherence protec-

tion,decoherence-free (DF) subspace2,3 and subsystem 4

areshown to bevery usefulforcollective decoherence en-

vironm ent,in which allqubitssu�erthesam edisturbance

from theenvironm ent.Singletstateistheonly DF state

for two qubits and there are two independent DF sub-

spacebasesforfourqubits,e.g.

j	
[4]

1 i(1234) = 2� 1(j01i� j10i)(12)
 (j01i� j10i)(34);

j	
[4]

2 i(1234) = 1=(2
p
3)(2j0011i� j0101i� j0110i� j1001i

� j1010i+ 2j1100i)(1234) (1)

where j1001i(1234)= j1i1j0i2j0i3j1i4 and so on. The DF

subsystem starts from three qubits. Experim ents have

succeeded untilfourqubitsin photon system 5,6 and three

qubitsin nuclearm agnetic resonance (NM R)7. Baconet

al.3 also showed that,even ifthereisa sym m etry break-

ing perturbation from the collective environm ent,which

is param eterized by a coupling strength �,the DF sub-

spaceisrobustin the orderofO (�)when �� 1.

However,in thecaseofsolid-statequbits,even asingle

qubitishard to fabricate and the redundancy regarding

the num ber ofqubits would be a criticalissue in con-

structing a largequbitsystem .Firstofall,wecould not

prepareplenty ofqubitswith m athem atically exactsize.

ThesizesofCooper-pairbox ofRef.8 and G aAsquantum

dot(Q D)9 wherecoherentoscillation can beobserved are

lessthan hundredsofnm . The requirem entofa few %

uctuation between qubitswould resultin controllability

ofa few nm in fabrication.Thiswould beunrealisticun-

tilfuture when fabrication process is greatly advanced.

Theuctuation ofsizeswould lead to thatofinteraction

am plitude between qubits and a m easurem ent appara-

tus, and that of the applied gate bias, in addition to

thee�ectofrandom ly distributed background traps10,11.

Note thateven a roughnessofthe orderof1 �A atinter-

facesa�ectscurrentcharacteristicsin advanced LSItech-

nologiesasshown in Ref.12 Thus,the non-uniform ity of

solid-state qubits to collective decoherence environm ent

ism uch largerand ratherlocalcom pared with thatofop-

ticalorNM R qubits,and itwillbenecessary to consider

the e�ects ofsecond order O (�2) or higher sym m etry-

breaking perturbation.

FIG .1:Q ubitsthatusedoubledotcharged statesare capac-

itively coupled to a Q PC detector.

In this paper,we theoretically describe the e�ect of

large non-uniform ity (� 5% )ofcharge qubitparam eters

on DF states based on tim e-dependent density m atrix

(DM )equationsconsidering them easurem entprocessby

detector current. Detection of qubit states induces a

backaction on the qubit state resulting in a corrupting

of qubit states. Thus, the m easurem ent is an im por-

tant interaction with the environm ent for qubits. The

charge qubit is a two-levelsystem 13 controlled by gate

electrodes10,14,and constituted from coupled Q Dswhere

oneexcesselectron isinserted,assum ing thereisoneen-

ergy levelin each Q D.The detector discussed here is a

quantum point contact (Q PC) in the tunneling region

depicted in Fig.1. The position of the excess charge

a�ects the Q PC current electrically,resulting in detec-

tion of charged state. Experim ents15,16 have success-

fully proved thehigh sensitivity ofQ PC detectorcurrent

I = G 0Tvd (G 0 = 2e2=h � 77�S,T is a transm ission

coe�cientvd isa biasbetween electrodes)in thetunnel-

ing region(T < 1).The Q PC currentinducesshotnoise

as the basic and unavoidable noise16,and the cause of

decoherence treated here. The purpose ofthis study is

toinvestigatetherobustnessofm any-qubitDF statesfor

locallargenon-uniform ity and show thepossibility ofus-

ing non-DF states with two-qubit singlet states during

the Q PC m easurem ent. Two-qubit DM is analytically

solved and perfectly analyzed.

TheHam iltonian forthecom bined qubitsand theQ PC

iswritten asH = H qb+ H qpc+ H int. H qb describesthe

interacting N qubits(Fig.):H qb =
P N

i= 1
(
i�ix+ �i�iz)

+
P N �1

i= 1
Ji;i+ 1�iz�i+ 1z;where 
i and �i are the inter-Q D

tunnelcoupling and energy di�erence (gate bias)within

each qubit. Here the spin operators are expressed by

annihilation operators ofan electron in the upper and

lower Q Ds ofeach qubit. Ji;i+ 1 is a coupling constant
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between two nearestqubits,originating from capacitive

couplings in the Q D system 14. j"i and j#i refer to

the two single-qubit states in which the excess charge

is localized in the upper and lower dot, respectively.

H qpc =
P

�= L ;R

P

i� s
E i� c

y

i� s
ci� s +

P

iL ;iR s
Vs(c

y

iL s
ciR s +

c
y

iR s
ciL s) describes the Q PC.Here ciL s(ciR s) s =";# is

theannihilation operatorofan electron in theiLth (iR th)

level(iL(iR )= 1;:::;n)ofthe left(right)electrode. H int

isthe(capacitive)interaction between thequbitsand the

Q PC, that induces dephasing between di�erent eigen-

states of �iz
2. M ost im portantly, it contains the fact

thatlocalized chargeneartheQ PC increasesthe energy

ofthe system electrostatically,thus a�ecting the tunnel

coupling between the leftand rightelectrodes:

H int =
X

iL ;iR ;s

"
NX

i= 1

�Vis�iz

#

(c
y

iL s
ciR s + c

y

iR s
ciL s): (2)

Notethatthecasewhere�Vi isindependentofthequbit

correspondstocollectiveenvironm ent,thustheDF states

arerealized.Hereafterweneglectthespin dependenceof

V and �Vi. W e assum e thatthe tunneling rate through

the N qubits,�,is com posed ofdirectseriesofeach N

tunnelingrateneari-th qubit,�i,such as�
� 1 =

P

i
�
� 1

i ,

where �i isde�ned as�
(� )

i � 2�}L}R (vd=N )jV � �Vij
2

(}L and }R arethedensity ofstatesoftheelectrodesat

theFerm isurface)depending on thequbitstate�iz= � 1.

The strength ofm easurem ent is param eterized by ��i

as �
(� )

i
= �i0� ��i. W e callj ##i,j #"i, j "#i, and

j ""i as jAi � jD i respectively, and four-qubit states

are written by jAAi, jAB i ...jD D i. For uniform two

qubits,�A = �0(1� �)=2,�B = �C = �0(1� �2)=2 and

�D = �0(1+ �)=2 with � � ��=�0.TheDM equationsof

N qubits and detector at zero tem perature are derived

sim ilarto Ref.17 as

d�z1z2

dt
= i[Jz2 � Jz1]�z1z2 � i

NX

j= 1


j(�gj(z1);z2 � �z1;gj(z2))

�

hp
�z1 �

p
�z2

i2
�z1z2 (3)

wherez1;z2 = AA;AB ;:::;D D forfourqubits(256equa-

tions) and z1;z2 = A;B ;C;D for two qubits (16 equa-

tions).JA A =
P 4

i
�i+J12+J23,JA B =

P 3

i
�i� �4+J12� J23,...,

JD D = �
P 4

i
�i+J12+J23.gl(zi)and gr(zi)areintroduced

for the sake ofnotationalconvenience and determ ined

by the relative positions between qubit states. For two

qubits,g1(A)= B ,g2(A)= C ,g1(B )= A,g2(B )= D ,

g1(C ) = D ,g2(C ) = A,g1(D ) = C ,g2(D ) = B . Be-

cause the detector currentis I = e
P

z= A ;::;D
�z�zz,we

have �T=T � ��=�0(= �)18.In the two-qubitcase,we

useentangled Bellbasis:jai� (jAi+ jD i)=
p
2,jbi� (jAi

-jD i)=
p
2,jci� (jB i+ jC i)=

p
2,jdi� (jB i-jC i)=

p
2.

Decoherence rates{ From Eq.(3),thedephasing isex-

pected to be relevantto the dephasing rate � d(z1;z2)�

[
p
�z1 �

p
�z2]

2. To see the decoherence e�ect ex-

plicitly, we study tim e-dependent �delity, F (t) �

Tr[�(0)�0(t)] on the rotating coordinate as �̂0(t) =

e
i
P



0

i
�ix t�̂(t)e

� i
P



0

i
�ix t (
0

i �
p

2
i+ �

2
i=4) to elim i-

natethebonding-antibondingcoherentoscillationsoffree

qubits(trace iscarried outoverqubitstates). F (t)can

be expanded in tim e as F (t)= 1�
P

n=1
(1=n!)(t=�(n))n

where 1=�(n) = f� Tr[�(0)dn�(0)=dtn]g1=n (decoherence

rates). Using Eq.(3) for two qubits,1=�
(1)
c = 1=�

(1)

d
=

(1=2)�d(B ;C )� (�0=8)(1� �2)�2�2 when jB iand jC iare

not sym m etric such as the left qubit has a localuc-

tuation �(� )(1� �). M oreover,(1=�
(2)
c )2 = (
1+ 
2)

2+

(�1� �2)
2+ � 2

d
(B ;C )=4 and (1=�

(2)

d
)2 = (
1� 
2)

2+ (�1�

�2)
2+ � 2

d
(B ;C )=4. Thus,the sym m etry-breaking term s

startfrom O (�2)3.W ehavesim ilarexpressionsforthree-

qubit DF subsystem and four-qubit DF subspace. For

j	
[3]

1 i � (j010i� j100i)=
p
24,1=�

(1)

1[3]
= (1=2)�d(010;100)

and forj	
[4]

1 i(1234),

1

�
(1)

1[4]

=
1

8

X

z1;z2= B B ;B C ;C B ;C C

�d(z1;z2); (4)

both ofwhich also startfrom O (�2)(decoherencerateof

j	
[4]

2 i(1234) has a sim ilar but m ore com plicated form ).

The robustness of N � 3 qubits changes depends on

which qubit includes localuctuation. For exam ple,if

theleftm ostqubitofj	
[3]

1 iuctuates,1=�
(1)

1[3]
� (�0=(3+

�)3)(1� �2)�2�2,but1=�
(1)

1[3]
= 0when therightm ostqubit

uctuates. In the latter case,there is a sym m etry be-

tween theleftm ostand m iddlequbitand wecan say that

if som e sym m etry rem ains, DF states are robust. To

see the dependence ofspatialarrangem entofqubits,we

also considerj	
[4]

3 i(1234)� j	
[4]

1 i(1423) (hereafterweom it

the subscript).j	
[4]

3 iisexpected to be m ore susceptible

than j	
[4]

1 i,because the form eris not a productoftwo

singlet states as j	
[4]

1 i and less sym m etric exchangesof

qubit states are possible when qubit param etersuctu-

ate. Thus,the DF states are strongly a�ected by the

distribution oflocalnon-uniform ities.

Num ericalcalculations support these analyses. Here

we add uctuationslocally to 
i,�i and �i respectively

to variousDF states ofN
<
= 4 qubits. In case (i),only

3rd qubit uctuates as 
3 ! 
3(1� �),�3 ! �3(1� �)

and �3 ! �3(1� �). In case (ii),the 2nd and 3rd qubits

uctuate. In case (iii) only 4th qubit uctuates. Fig.

2 (a) shows a tim e-dependent F (t) in a strong m ea-

surem ent case of� = 0:6 of1% uctuations (�= 0:01)

and Fig.2 (b) shows that ofa weak m easurem ent case

of� = 0:2 of5% uctuations (�= 0:05),both in degen-

eracy point � = 0 (relaxation decoherence region10,11).

Although Fig. 2 (a) indicates that the four-qubit DF

statesare fairly robust,Fig. 2 (b)showsthatthe large

uctuation (5% ) greatly degradesj	
[4]

3 i in case (iii). If

we take �0= 100M Hz,itslifetim e (F (t)> 0:75)isabout

50�� 10 � 500ns,which is m uch shorter than lowest or-

der estim ation of �� 2�
� 1
0 � 40�s. This shows that

highersym m etry-breakingperturbation term scannotbe
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neglected and there is a case where a product state is

m orepreferablethan four-qubitDF states.F (t)forj	
[4]

2 i

isin thesam eorderofj	
[4]

1 i,which m eansthatDF states

com posed ofm any entangled states seem fairly robust

atthe degeneracy point. The three-qubitDF statesare

fairly robust for larger �, and show susceptibilities to

m easurem entstrength asthesingletstateand otherBell

states(Fig.2(a)).In thecaseof�nitebias�(puredephas-

ingregion),thee�ectofwhich appearsfrom 1=�(2),F (t)

ofj	
[4]

2 iand j	
[4]

3 iseem m oresusceptiblethan thesinglet

state and the singlettype j	
[4]

1 i(Fig.3). The otherBell

statesand three-qubitDF statesarelesssusceptiblethan

j	
[4]

2 iand j	
[4]

3 i,which would again bedueto thehigher

ordersym m etry-breaking term s.To sum m arizethesere-

sults,DF states ofm any qubit (N = 4) are robust for

m ostcasesbutthereisa casewhereeven productstates

m ightbe betterunderlargesym m etry-breaking uctua-

tions(�
>
� 5% )in the long term .

Analyticalsolution fortwo-qubitcase{ Theprobability

thatthe unexpected non-uniform itiesinduce sym m etry-

breaking e�ectsbecom eshigherasthe num berofqubits

increasesasshown above.Becausepreparingm any solid-

statequbitsisnoteasy,theredundancy ofcoding qubits

is a trade-o� against the fabrication di�culty. Thus,

using the singlet state and one of the non-DF states,

f�aa;�bb;�ccg in two qubitspace would som etim es be a

realisticsolution to constructtwo logicalstatesj0iL and

j1iL . Here we investigate which off�aa;�bb;�ccg is ap-

propriateforthe second basisin two-qubitspace.W hen

we m ove to four Bellbases under the conditions that

the two qubitsareidenticalwith no interaction between

them (Jij= 0)and nobias�i= 0(collectiveenvironm ent),

Eqs.(3)aredivided into the following �vegroups:

_�dd = 0 (5)

_�bd = � 
B
�bd (6)

�
_�ad = � 2i
�cd� B �ad

_�cd = � 2i
�ad
(7)

�
_�ab = � 2i
�cb+

1

2
D (�ba � �ab)

_�bc = 2i
�ba� B �bc
(8)

8
>><

>>:

_�aa = 2i
(�ac � �ca)�
1

2
D (�aa � �bb)

_�bb = 1

2
D (�aa � �bb)

_�cc = � 2i
(�ac � �ca)

_�ac = 2i
(�aa � �cc)� B �ac

(9)

where D = �d(A;D ) and B = �d(A;B ). These

equations can be solved analytically. First, sin-

glet state �dd is tim e-independent (DF state) and

�bd(t) = �bd(0)e
� 

B
t. �ad(t) and �cd(t) behave like

e� (
B
�
p
(B )2� 16
 2)t,and �ab(t) and �bc(t) behave like

e� (
B
+

D
�

p
(B +D )2� 16
 2)t=2,thusdecay ratesof�ad(t),

�cd(t), �ab(t),and �bc(t) depend on whether 4
 > B ,

B + D or4
 < B ,B + D ,respectively.From Eq.(9),

�aa(t)+ �bb(t)+ �cc(t) is conserved and �ac(t)+ �ca(t) =

(�ac(0)+ �ca(0))e
� B t. Thus,�aa(t),�bb(t),�cc(t) and

FIG . 2: Tim e-dependent �delity of four-qubit D F states

(j	
[4]

1
i and j	

[4]

3
i) three-qubit D F state of j	

[3]

1
i, and two-

qubit states (singlet, jbi, jci, and product state jAi) un-

der various uctuations : (i)
 3 = (1� �)
, �3 = ��0 and

�
(� )

3
= (1� �)�

(� )
. (ii)
 2 = 
 3 = (1� �)
, �2 = �3 = ��0

and �
(� )

2
= �

(� )

3
= (1� �)�

(� )
. (iii)
 4 = (1� �)
,�4 = ��0

and �
(� )

4
= (1� �)�

(� )
. (iv)
 2 = (1� �)
, �2 = ��0 and

�
(� )

2
= (1� �)�

(� )
. (iv) is also applied to the two qubits.

(a)�= 0.01 and �= 0.6 (strong m easurem ent),(b)�= 0.05 and

�= 0.2 (weak m easurem ent).
 = 2� 0,Jij = 0 �i = 0.

�ac(t)can beanalytically obtained by solvingthree-order

polynom ialequations. In the case ofhigh qubitoscilla-

tion 
 � B ;D and weak m easurem entsuch as� � 1,

we obtain D � 4B in order of �2. Then we have

the eigenvalues oftim e-dependent m atrix equations for

f�aa;�cc,�ac � �cag in orderof� � B =(4
)as� 3B ,

� B � 4
i
�
1� 5=3�2

�
, which shows that the period of

qubitoscillation isdelayed by the m easurem entthrough

B and D . Thus we found that the qubit behavior

strongly depends on the relative m agnitude of
 to 

and this is also an im portant factor in the selection of

thepossiblecandidateofthelogicalbasis.In Fig.2(b)of


 = 2� > D � 0:2�,F (t)sofjbiand jdiarelargerthan

those ofjci(and jai).In Ref.19,we argued the coherent

oscillation ofthe DM without the detector and showed

thattheDM forjbiand jdiaretim e-independentat�= 0.

Thisindicatesthatjbiisthecandidatein the
 � B ;D

region,reecting thatjbibecom esan unpolarized triplet

su�eringlessdegradation from therepulsiveCoulom b in-
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FIG .3: Fidelity offour-qubit D F states at t= 50�
� 1

0
in the

caseof(iii)asa function ofnon-uniform ity.
 = 2� 0,Jij = 0

and �= 0.2.

FIG .4: Linear entropy SL and concurrence C plane under

the m easurem ent during 0
<
= t

<
= 100�0 for two qubitstates

jbiand jci(� = 0). In weak m easurem entcase of�
<
= 0:2,C

doesnotdegradeto 0.Alldata startclosely to W ernerstate.

teractionofthedetector.O ntheotherhand,in the
 = 0

case which can be in the lim it of
 � D ;B ,Eq.(3)

iseasily solved even with a �nite bias�and �cc isfound

to be a tim e-independent unpolarized triplet,being the

candidateoflogicalstate.

Next,wecom pare�bb and �cc in thepurity plane,that

is a relation between linear entropy and concurrence20.

Linearentropy SL = 4=3(1� Tr(̂�2))expressespurity of

qubits,ranging from 0 (pure state) and 1 (m axim ally-

m ixed state). From Eq.(9),SL = 4=3[1 � �2aa � �2bb �

�2cc � 2j�acj
2],and we havedSL =dt= (2=3)D (�bb� �aa)

2

+(8=3)B j�acj
2. Concurrence C ,which is a m easure of

entanglem ent,is also given from Eq.(9). Starting from

�bb(0)= 1,at t� 0 in the case of
 � D = 4B ,we

have C � (� 1+ 4e� 3
B
t)=3 ( dC=dt� � D �bb=2) and

SL � 8=9(1� e� 6
B
t). Then dC=dSL � -3/4 neart� 0.

Ifwe start �cc(0)= 1 in the case of
 � D = 4B ,we

have C � (� 1+ 4e� (2=3)
 t)and SL � 8=9(1� e� (4=3)
 t),

and thus dC=dSL � -3/4. Ifwe check the W erner state

w jbihbj+ (1� w )=4Î2 
 Î2 where Î2 is 2x2 unit m atrix

(1 > w > 0)20,21,we obtain dC (w )=dS
(w )

L
= � 3=4 at

w = 1.Thusboth �bb and �cc coincidewith theW erner

stateatt� 0,which showsthatthe two statesaregood

entangled states,because the W ernerstate isa m ixture

ofthem axim ally entangled state20.Figure4 showsthat

both �bb and �cc evolvecloseto the W ernerstate.Thus,

the two statesbehave sim ilarly in the purity plane,and

areequalcandidates.

The noise spectrum S(!)ofthe Q PC without qubits

is given by S(!) = e2�=� (white noise) in the present

m odel,thus,theshotnoisea�ectsqubitstatesin fullfre-

quency dom ain.Asta�ev etal.22 experim entally showed

thatthem ain causesofthenoisein theJosephson qubits

are f noise and the background charge noises or 1=f

noise,which we do notinclude. These noises would lo-

cally a�ectqubitsand degradetherobustnessofthe DF

statesm orethan discussed here.

In conclusion,wehavesolvedm asterequationsofm any

qubitsand Q PC detector,and discussthe robustnessof

DF statesunderthe largenon-uniform ities(� 5% )dur-

ing the long tim e period. Two-qubitnon-DF statesare

shown to be onesolution in constructing logicalqubits.
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