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R obustness 0f D ecoherence-Free States for C harge Q ubits under LocalN on-uniform ity
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W e analyze the robustness of decoherence-free D F) subspace and subsystem in charge qubits,

when di erence from the collective decoherence m easurem ent condition is large ( 5%

) in the long

tin e period, which is applicable for solid-state qubits using as a quantum m em ory. W e solve m aster
equations of up to Pur charge qubits and a detector as a quantum point contact QPC).W e show
that robustness of DF states is strongly a ected by local non-unifom ities. W e also discuss the
possible two-qubit logical states by exactly solving the m aster equations.

A Though decoherence is the largest obstacle for quan—
tum inform ation processing, a lot of powerful active
m ethods fr correcting e ects of decoherence have been
discoveredt. A s to the passive anti-degoherence protecs
tion, deccherence—free OF) subspace?? and subsystem #
are shown to be very usefiil for collective decoherence en—
vironm ent, In which allqubissu erthe sam edisturbance
from the environm ent. Singlet state isthe only DF state
for two qubits and there are two independent DF sub-
space bases for four qubis, eg.
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where j1001i;,34) = Jli; Pip Pisjlis and so on. TheDF
subsystem starts from three qubits. Experi) ents have
sucoeeded until four qubits in photon system I'r."'_ and three

qupbits in nuclkar m agnetic resonance NM R )" . Baconet
al? also showed that, even ifthere is a sym m etry break-
Ing perturbation from the collective environm ent, which
is param eterized by a coupling strength , the DF sub-
space is robust in the order ofO ( ) when 1.

H owever, in the case of solid-state qubits, even a single
qubit is hard to abricate and the redundancy regarding
the num ber of qubits would be a critical issue in con—
structing a Jarge qubit system . F irst ofall, we could not
prepare plenty of qubits w ith m athem atically exact size.
The sizes. pfC ooperpairbox ofR eff and G aA s quantum
dot @D )¢ where coherent oscillation can be observed are
Jess than hundreds of nm . The requirement ofa few %

uctuation between qubiswould result in controllability
ofa few nm in fAbrication. T hiswould be unrealistic un—
til future when fabrication process is greatly advanced.
The uctuation of sizeswould lead to that of interaction
am plitude between qubits and a m easurem ent appara—
tus, and that of the applied gate bias, in additign,to
thee ect of random ly distributed background trap&dLh.
N ote that even a roughness of the order of 1 A at inter—
facesa ects current chargcteristics In advanced LS tech—
nologies as shown in R efl3 T hus, the non-unifom ity of
solid-state qubits to collective decoherence environm ent
ismuch larger and rather localcom pared w ith that ofop—
ticalor NM R qubits, and i w illbe necessary to consider
the e ects of second order O (?) or higher symm etry—-
breaking perturbation.
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FIG .1l: Qubits that use doubl dot charged states are capac—
itively coupled to a Q PC detector.

s888

/‘_‘\

In this paper, we theoretically describe the e ect of
% ) of charge qubit param eters
on DF states based on tin edependent densiy m atrix
DM ) equations considering the m easurem ent process by
detector current. D etection of qubi states induces a
backaction on the qubit state resulting in a corrupting
of qubi states. Thus, the measurem ent is an in por-
tant Interaction w ith the environm ent for qubits. The
charge quthJs a twolevel syst;an'lén controlled by gate
electrodedt924, and constituted from coupled QD swhere
one excess electron is inserted, assum ing there is one en—
ergy level in each QD . T he detector discussed here is a
quantum point contact QPC) In the tunneling region
depicted In Figl. The position of the excess charge
a ects the QPC current electrically,, rewltjng in detec—
tion of charged state. E xperin ent324 have success—
fully proved the high sensitivity ofQ PC detector current
I=GoTvg Go = 26°=h 77 S, T is a transm ission
coe clent vy is a bias between electrodes) in the tunnel-
Ing region (T < 1). The QPC currenpt induces shot noise
as the basic and unavoidable nojsé}eZ, and the cause of
decoherence treated here. The purpose of this study is
to Investigate the robustness ofm any-qubit D F states for
Ical large non-uniform iy and show the possibility ofus—
Ing nonDF states with twoqubi shglkt states during
the QPC measurament. Twoqubi DM is analytically
solved and perfectly analyzed.

TheH am iltonian forthe com bined qubisand theQPC
iswritten asH = Hg+ Hget H jntPqu describes the
interacting N qubits €ig.) tHap= (1wt 1 1)
+ l 11Ji;i+ 1 iz #1z;where ; and ; arethe interQD
tunnel coupling and energy di erence (gate bias) within
each qubi. Here the spin operators are expressed by
annihilation operators of an electron in the upper and
Iower QD s of each qubit. Jj;+1 is a coupling constant
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between two nearest qubits, priginating from capaciive
couplings in the QD system®%. §"i and j#i refer to
the two sihglequbit states in which the excess charge
is bca]ﬂ,zed n Ehe upper and bvber dot, respect:ye]y.
apc = =L;R isE CY Q_s i, ;g s (CZLSQ-RS

cij <Ci s) descrbbes the QPC . Here ¢, 5 (G, 5) s=";# is
the anniilation operatorofan electron in the iy, th (g th)
¥vel (i, (r ) = 1;:5n) of the left (right) electrode. H jne
isthe (capacitive) Interaction betw een the qubits and the
QPC, that induces dephasing between di erent eigen—
states of ;€. M ost Inportantly, i contains the fact
that localized charge near the Q PC increases the energy
of the system electrostatically, thus a ecting the tunnel
coupling between the kft and right electrodes:
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N ote that the case where V; is independent ofthe qubit
corresponds to collective environm ent, thusthe D F states
are realized. H ereafter w e neglect the spin dependence of
V and V;. W e assum e that the tunneling rate through

the N qubis, , is composed of direct series o%eachN
tunneling rate near i+th qubit, i, suchas '=
where ; isde ned as 1( ) 2 }p}r (g N )YV Vif

(}1 and }r are the density of states of the electrodes at
the Fem isurface) depending on the qubit state i, = 1.
T he strength of m easurem ent is param eterized by i
as | = 4 ;. We call § ##1i, §#"i, j "#i, and
J"ias Al P 1 respectively, and fourqubit states
are written by AAi, ABi ..p D i. For uniform two
qubits, = o@ )=2, 5= c= o0 ?)=2and

p = o @+ )=2wih =.TheDM equationsof
N qubits and.detector at zero tem perature are derived
sin ilar to Ref?? as
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where z;;z, = AA;AB ; ;DD forfourqubis 256 equa—
tions) and Z1320 = A;B;C;D for B\ro qubis (16 equa-
tions) . Jap = 4 1FJ12+J23, a8 = i i atJiz B3y ey
Jpp = i+ J12+ J23. G (z1) and gy (z;) are introduced
for the sake of notational convenience and determ ined
by the relative positions between qubit states. For two

qubits, g1 A)=B,2@A)=C,qB)=A7A,0B)=
qa€C)=D,2C)=A,00)= G, 20)=B. Be-
cause the detector current isI = e _, .., * zz;,we
have T=T =, ). In the twoqubit case, we
use entanglked Bellbasis: i (Ai+ D i)= 2, :bip_(;Ai
JPih= 2, Bi+FXH= 2, ¥ BiLi=

D excherence rates{ From Eqg. (a) the dephasing is ex—
%ected topbe relevant to the dephasing rate 4 (z1;22)
To see the decoherence e ect ex—

[ 2 i
plictly, we study timedependent delity, F ()

Tyl 0) °)] on ghe rotating coordinate as @) =
el ElxtA(t)e N 2+ 2=4) to elin i
nate the bonding-antibonding ooherent oscillations offtee
qubits (trace is carried out over qukg;nt states). F (t) can
be expanded in tine as F (t) = , @=n)) (L— ‘“))“
where 1= ®) = £ Tr[ O)& (O)=dt” ]gl‘n (decoherence
mates). Using Eqg. (3) for two qub:i-s 1= - 9= (1) =
1=2) 4B;C) (0=8)C 2)? ?2when jalandjclaxe
not symm etric such as the kft qubi has a local uc-
tuation ()@ ). M oreover, (l— Iheo (1 L)%+
(1 2%+ 2@;C)=tand A= )?= (1 2P+ (4

2)?+ 2®;C)=4. Thus, the symmetry—breakjng tem s
start from O ( )2 .W ehave sin ilar expressions for three—

qubit DF subsystem and ﬁ)ur—qubjt DF subspace. For
Bl.

3 P51 1o Joont 2, 1- ‘o= 1=2) 4(010;100)
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and ©rJj | ig2z4),
1 1 X
(1) = g a(21722); 4)
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both ofwhich also start from O ( ?) (deccherence rate of

Jj 2[411(1234) has a sin ilar but m ore com plicated form ).
The robustness of N 3 qubis changes depends on
which qubi inclides local uctuation. For exam ple, if

the lefim ost qubit of j 1[3]1 uctuates, 1= l(g] (o=0+

)@ 2) 2 2,put1= = 0when the rightm ost qubit

uctuates. In the latter case, there is a symm etry be-
tw een the lefim ost and m iddle qubit and we can say that
if som e symm etry rem ains, DF states are robust. To
see the dependence of spatial arrangem ent of qubits, we
also consider j 3[4]i(1234) 3 1[411(1423) (hereafterwe om it

the subscript).

than j {4]1, because the fom er is not a product of two

singlet states as j 1[ 'i and Jess sym m etric exchanges of

qubit states are possible when qubit param eters uctu-
ate. Thus, the DF states are strongly a ected by the
distrdbbution of local non-uniform ities.

Num erical calculations support these analyses. Here
we add uctuations ocally to i, i and ; respectively
to various DF states of N S 4 qubits. In case (1), only
3rd qubit uctuates as 3 ! 3 (1 )y, 3! s )
and 3! 3(1 ). In case (ii), the 2nd and 3rd qubits

uctuate. In case (iil) only 4th qubi uctuates. Fig.
rQ (@) shows a timedependent F (t) In a strong m ea-—
surem ent case of = 0:6 of 1% uctuations ( = 0:01)
and Fjg;'g: () show s that of a weak m easurem ent case
of = 02 0of5% uctuations ( = 0:05), both in degen—
eracy pont = 0 (J:e]axatJon decoherence regiondty).
A Yhough Fig. -’a* ) Indicates that the fourqubi DF
states are fairly robust, Fig. Q: ) show s that the large

uctuation (5% ) greatly degrades j [''i ;n case (iii). If
we take (¢=100M H z, its lifetime E (t) > 0:75) is about
50 . 500ns, which is much shorter than lowest or-
der estination of 2 ' 40 s. This shows that
higher sym m etry-breaking perturbation tem s cannot be
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neglcted and there is a case where a product state is

m ore preferable than ourqubiDF states. F (t) for j 2[4]i

is in the sam e orderofj {4]i,whjchm eansthatDF states

com posed of m any entangled states seem fairly robust
at the degeneracy point. The threequbi DF states are
fairly robust for larger , and show susceptbilities to
m easurem ent strength as the singlet state and otherBell
states jg:-._Z @)). Inthecaseof niebias (oure dephas—

ing region), the e ect ofwhich appears from 1= @, F (t)

ofj 2[4]1 and j 3[4]i seem m ore susceptible than the singlet

state and the singlet type j {4]i CE‘J'gB). The other Bell

states and threequbi D F statesare less susceptible than
3 Miand 3 i, which would again be due to the higher
order sym m etry-breaking term s. To sum m arize these re—
sults, DF states of many qubi N = 4) are robust for
m ost cases but there is a case where even product states

m Ight be better under large sym m etry-breaking uctua—
tions ( 5% ) In the long temm .

Analytical solution for two-qubit case{ T he probability
that the unexpected non-unifom ities induce sym m etry—
breaking e ects becom es higher as the num ber of qubits
Increases as shown above. B ecause preparingm any solid—
state qubits is not easy, the redundancy of coding qubits
is a tradeo against the fabrication di culty. Thus,
using the sihglet state and one of the nonDF states,
f .27 i <9 I two qubi space would som etin es be a
realistic solution to construct two logical states Pi; and
Ji; . Here we investigate which of £ .57 wi o9 is ap—
proprate for the second basis In two—qubi space. W hen
we move to four Bell bases under the conditions that
the two qubits are iddenticalw ith no interaction between
them (Ji;3= 0) andnobias ;= 0 (collective environm ent),
Eqs.(:j) are divided into the llow Ing ve groups:

aa=0 5)
= 0 o (6)
_ad T 21 g B ad )
—cd T 21 a4
_ab = 21 cb+% P (ba ab) (8)
g = = 5 N s
% aa = 21 (ac ca) % D ( aa bb)
kb = % P ( aa bb) )
3 —cc = 21 (ac ca)
: ac = 21 (aa ce) B ac
where P = 4@;D) and B= 4@;B). These
equations can be solved analytically. First, sin—
gkt state 4q Is tineindependent OF state) and
ba ) 5_ va O “t. .4 and o ) behave lke
(% 7 (®)? 16 Ot ang () and e () behave ke
(P47 7 (P4 P2 16 D2 ihyyg decay rates of aq (),
@), ap@,and () depend on whether 4 > B,
B+ Pord < B, B+ D regpectively. From Eq.d_ﬁ),
aa Ot o () is conserved and L. )+ oo (O =
(ac@)+ ca@))e % Thus, aa(), w), o and
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FIG. 2: Tinedependent delity of ourqubit DF states

(3 1[4]i and j g”i) threequbi DF state of j 1[3]i, and two—

qubit states (singlt, i, Fi, and product state A i) un-

der various wuctuations : (1) 3 = (1 ), 3= o and
st=a ) OO0 @ 2= s5=@ ), 2= 3= o
and {'= {l'=q@ ) O @) a=@Q ), 2= o
and ,’'=@ ). @ 2=@ ), 2= o and
7= ) C). (v) is also applied to the two qubits.

(@ =001and =0.6 (strongm easurem ent), (o)
=02 Weak measurement). = 2 o,Ji;5=0

=0.05 and
;= 0.

ac (£) can be analytically obtained by solving three-order
polynom ial equations. In the case of high qubit oscilla—
tion B, D and weak m easurem ent such as 1,
we obtain P 4% in order of 2. Then we have
the eigenvalues of tin e-dependent m atrix equations for
f aai cer ac cag In order of B=(4 ) as 3B,
B 4 i1 5=3? , which shows that the period of
qubit oscillation is delayed by the m easurem ent through
B and P . Thus we fund that the qubit behavior
strongly depends on the relative m agniude of to
and this is also an in portant factor in the selection of
the possible candidate ofthe logicalbasis. In F jg.-r_fi ©) of
=2 > D 02 ,F @©sqf¥iand {iare Jarger than
those of ¥i (and fi). In Refl%, we argued the coherent
oscillation of the DM w ithout the detector and showed
thattheDM for i and @i aretin e-independent at = 0.
T his indicatesthat }i isthe candidate in the B7 D
region, re ecting that Ji becom es an unpolarized triplet
su ering lessdegradation from the repulsive C oulom b in—
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FIG . 3: Fidelity of fourqubi DF states at t= 50 Oljn the

case of (iii) as a function of non-unifom ity. = 2 o,Ji;3= 0
and =02.
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FIG . 4: Linear entropy S; and concurrence C plane under
the m easurem ent during 0 < < 100 o for two qubit states
Piand i ( = 0). In weak m easurem ent case of = 02,C
does not degrade to 0. A Ildata start closely to W emer state.

teraction ofthe detector. O n theotherhand, inthe = 0
case which can be in the lim it of P; B,Eq. @
is easily solved even wih a niebias and . is found
to be a tim e-independent unpolarized triplt, being the
candidate of logical state.

Next, we com pare p, and . In the purity plane, that
is a relation between linear entropy and concurrence?d.

Linear entropy Sy, = 4=3(1 Tr(?)) expresses purity of
qubits, ranging from 0 (ure state) and 1 (m axin ally—
m ixed state). From Eq.(), Sy = 4=301 2, 2

2 29.cF), and we have dSy,=dt= 2=3) P (1  aa)?

cc

+8=3) ®j..F. Concurrence C, which is a m easure of
entanglem ent, is also given from Eq.é'_ﬁ) . Starting from

w@) = 1,att 0 in the case of p =455, wWe
have C ( 1+ 4e3 ®)=3 (dc=dt P 1»=2) and

S, 8=9(1 e® %).Thendc=dS, -3/4neart 0.
Ifwe start .. (0)= 1 In the case of p =4p,we
have C ( 1+4e@®3 Y and s, 8=9(1 e®3 ¥©,
and thus dC=dSy, 3/4. If we check the W emer state
w i @, )=4L L where T, is 2x2 unit m atrix

@> , > 0842, we obtain dc “)=ds,"’ = 3=4 at

w = 1. Thusboth  and ¢ ooanJdeWJth the W emer
stateatt 0, which show s that the two states are good
entangled states, because the W emer state is a m xture
ofthe m axin ally entanglked state?d. Figured show s that
both 1, and . evolve close to the W emer state. T hus,
the two states behave sim ilarly in the purity plane, and
are equal candidates.

T he noise spectrum S (!') of the QP C w ithout qubits
isgiven by S(!) = € = @hite noise) In the present
m odel, thus, the shot noisea ects qubit states In fi1ll fre—
quency dom ain. Asta ev et a2 experin entally showed
that them ain causes ofthe noise in the Josephson qubits
are £ noise and the background charge noises or 1=f
noise, which we do not include. These noises would lo—
cally a ect qubits and degrade the robustness ofthe DF
states m ore than discussed here.

In conclusion, w e have solved m asterequationsofm any
qubits and Q PC detector, and discuss the robustness of
DF states under the large non-uniform iies ( % ) dur-
Ing the long tin e period. Two—qubit nonDF states are
shown to be one solution in constructing logical qubits.
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