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W e study the decoherence dynam ics of a qubit coupled to a quantum two-level system (TLS) in
addition to its weak coupling to a background environm ent. W e analyze the di erent regin es of
behaviour that arise as the values of the di erent param eters are varied. W e classify those regin es
as two weak-coupling regin es, which di er by the relation between the qubi and TLS decoherence
tin es, and a strong-coupling one. W e also nd analytic expressions describing the decoherence
rates in the weak-coupling regin es, and we verify num erically that those expressions have a rather
w ide range of validiy. A long w ith obtaining the above-m entioned resuls, we address the questions
of qubi-T LS entanglem ent and the additivity of multiple TLS contrbutions. W e also discuss the
transition from weak to strong coupling as the param eters are varied, and we num erically determ ine
the location of the boundary between the two regin es.

I. NTRODUCTION

There have been rem arkable advances in the quest
to buid a superoonductor—based quantum nform ation
Erooessorm recent years {].,12 6" -4 5 6 -”2 -3 Q,.l()
13, 12, 13, 14]. Coherent oscillations have been ob-
served In system s of single qubits and two iInteracting
qubits @, 4, &, d]. In order to achieve the desirablke
power of a fiinctioning quantum com puter, one would
need to perform a large num ber of quantum gate oper—
ations of at last hundreds of qubits. O ne of the m ain
obstacks to achieving that goal, however, are the rela-
tively short decoherence tin es in these m acroscopic sys—
tem s (note that even a single superconductorbased qubit
can be considered a m acroscopic system ). Therefore,
there has been increasing experin ental and theoretical
activity ain ed at understanding the sources and m ech—
anisn s of decoherence of sud1 sy_stenl s Jn recent years
0, 12,13, 13, 14,13, 16,i %, 118,19, 20, 211.

T he environm ent causing decoherence of the qubit is
com posed of a large number of m icroscopic elem ents.
There is a large wealth of theoretical work on the so—
called spin-boson m odel ﬁ22], w hich m odels the environ—
ment as a lJarge set of ham onic oscillators, to describe
the environm ent of a solid-state system . However, re—
cent experim ental results suggest the existence of quan—
tum two-Jlevel system s (TLSs) that are strongly coupled
to the qubit {lO, .1]. 23] Furthem ore, it is well known
that the qubit decoherence dynam ics can depend on the
exact nature of the noise causing that decoherence. For
exam ple, an environm ent com posed of a large num ber of
T LSs that are all weakly coupled to the qubit w ill gen—
erally cause non-M arkovian decoherence dynam ics in the
qubi (see, eg., f15 . Note that them echanisn of qubit—
T LS coupling depends on the physicalnature ofthe qubit
and TLS.The exact m echanisn s are presently unknown.

The e ect on the qubi of an environm ent consisting
ofweakly coupled T LSs w ith short decoherence tim es is
rather well understood. A s was presented In Ref. {_l-g'],
one takes the correlation finctions of the TLS dynam —

ics in the frequency dom ain, m ultiplies each one wih a
factor descrbing the qubit—T LS coupling strength, and
adds up the contributions of all the T LSs to obtain the
e ective noise that is £l by the qubi. W e shall refer
to that approach as the traditional weak-coupling ap—
proxin ation. In this paper we shall study the m ore gen—
eral case where no a priori assum ptions are m ade about
the TLS param eters. W e shall dentify the criteria un—
derw hich the traditionalw eak-coupling approxin ation is
valid. W e shall also derive m ore general expressions that
have a wider range of validiy, as will be discussed be-
low . Furthem ore, we study the criteria under w hich our
weak-coupling results break down, and the TLS cannot
be easily factored out ofthe problem . It is worth noting
here that we shall not attem pt to theoretically repro—
duce the results of a given experin ent. A though we nd
potentially m easurable deviations from the predictions
of previous work, we are m ainly interested in answering
som e questions related to the currently incom plete un—
derstanding of the e ects of a TLS, or environm ent of
T LSs, on the qubit decoherence dynam ics.

Since we shall consider in som e detail the case of a
weakly coupled TLS, and we shalluse num erical calcula—
tions aspart ofour analysis, onem ay ask why we do not
sim ulate the decoherence dynam ics ofa qubit coupled to
a large num ber of such T LSs. A Itematively, onem ay ask
why we separate one particular TLS from the rest ofthe
environm ent. Focussing on one TLS has the advantage
that we can obtain analytic resuls describing the con—
tribution of that TLS to the qubit decoherence. That
analysis can be m ore helpful in building an intuitive un-
derstanding ofthe e ects ofan environm ent com posed of
a lJarge num ber of T LSs than a m ore sophisticated sim u—
Jation of an environm ent com posed of, say, twenty T LSs.
The m ain purpose of using the num erical sim ulations in
this work is to study the conditions of validiy of our
analytically obtained resuls.

T he present paper is organized as ollow s: in Sec. IT
we introduce them odel system and the Ham iltonian that
describes it. In Sec. ITI we descrbe the theoretical ap—
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proach that we shalluse in ouranalysis. In Sec. IV weuse
a perturbative calculation to derive analytic expressions
for the relaxation and dephasing rates ofthe qubit in the
weak-coupling regin e and com pare them wih those of
the traditional w eak-coupling approxin ation. In Sec. V

we num erically analyze the qubit decoherence dynam ics
In the di erent possible regin es. W e also address a num —
ber of questions related to the ntuitive understanding of
the problem , ncliding those of qubit-T LS entanglem ent
and the case of two TLSs. In Sec. VI we discuss the
question of the boundary between the weak and strong
coupling regim es, and we perform num erical calculations
to determm ine the location of that boundary. W e nally

conclide our discussion in Sec. V IT.

II. MODEL SYSTEM

W e considera qubit that is coupled to a quantum TLS.
W e take the qubit and the TLS to be coupled to their
own f(uncorrelated) environm ents that would cause de-
coherence even if the qubi and TLS are not coupled to
each other. W e shallbe Interested in the corrections to
the qubit decoherence dynam ics induced by the TLS.T he
Ham iltonian ofthe system is given by:

A A A A A
H=Hqg+Hrrs+ Hr+ Henvs 1)

w here HAq and HATLS are the qubit and TLS Ham ittoni-
ans, respectively, H 1 describes the coupling between the
qubi and the TLS, and HAE nv describes all the degrees
of freedom In the environm ent and their coupling to the
qubit and the TLS. The qubit Ham iltonian is given by:

I_fq: _ 9@ A A@. (2)

where 4 and 4 are the adjistable control param eters

of the qubit, and * @ are the Pauli soin m atrices of the
qubit. For exam ple, for the charge qubi In Ref. 'Q], q
and 4 are the energy scales associated w ith tunnelling
and charging, resgpectively. Sim ilarly, the TLS Ham ilto—
nian is given by:

_TLS A@Ls) _TLS A(TLS), 3)

Hris = > < 5z

T he energy splitting between the two quantum states of

each system , In the absence of coupling between them , is
then given by:

E = o @)
where the index refers to either qubit or TLS. For fu—
ture purposes, ket us also de ne the angles by the
criterion

tan —: ©)

W e take the interaction Ham iltonian between the qubit
and the TLS to be of the fom :

EAZ(CI) /\Z(TLS); (6)
where is the coupling strength between the qubit and
the TLS. Note that the m nus sign in g is sinply a
m atter of convention, sihce can be either positive or
negative. It is worth m entioning here that the applica—
bility of this form of interaction is not as lin ited as it
m ight appearat rst sight. Any interaction H am iltonian
that is a product of a qubit cbservabl (le. any Hem i
tian 2 2 matrix) and a TLS observable can be recast in
the above form w ith a sin ple basis transfom ation.

W e assum e that allthe term s in PfE nv are sm allenough
that its e ect on the dynam ics of the qubi+ TLS sys—
tem can be treated w ithin the fram ework of the M arko—
vian B loch-Red eld m aster equation approach. It iswell
known that the e ect of certain types of environm ents
cannot be described using that approach, eg. those con—
taining 1=f low —frequency noise. H owever, there rem ain
a number of unanswered questions about the problem
of a qubit experiencing 1=f noise. For exam pl, it was
shown In Ref. [_1-§] that the decoherence dynam ics can
depend on the speci ¢ physicalm odel used to describe
the environm ent. Therefore, treating that case would
m ake i m ore di cul to extract resuls that are directly
related to the phenom enon we are studying, nam ely the
e ect ofa single quantum T LS on the qubit decoherence
dynam ics. W e therefore do not consider that case.

D epending on the physical nature of the system , the
coupling ofthe qubit and the T LS to their environm ents
isdescribed by soeci cqubit and T LS operators. In prin—
ciple one m ust use those particular operators in analyz—
ing the problem athand. H owever, since we shallpresent
our results in tem s ofthe background decoherence rates,
w hich arede ned asthe relaxation and dephasing rates in
the absence of qubit-T LS coupling, the choice of system —
environm ent Interaction operators should not a ect any
of our results. In fact, In our num erical calculations
below we have used a number of di erent possbilities
and veri ed that the results rem ain unchanged, provided
that the background decoherence rates are kept constant.
Furthem ore, the background-noise power spectrum af-
fects the resuls only through the background decoher—
ence rates. Note that we shall not discuss explicitly the
tem perature dependence of the background decoherence
rates. It should be kept in m ind, how ever, that the back—
ground dephasing rates generally have a strong tem per-
ature dependence In current experim ents on supercon-—
ducting qubits.

Tt is worth noting that, sihce we are considering a
quantum -m echanical TLS, the m odeland the interm edi
ate algebra that we use are essentially identical to those
used in som e previous work studying two coupled qubits
D4,25,26]. H ow ever, as opposed to being a second qubit,
a TLS is an uncontrollabl and inaccessible part of the
system . Therefore, In Interpreting the results, we only
consider quantities related to the qubit dynam ics.

A
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III. THEORETICAL ANALYSIS:M ASTER
EQUATION

A sm entioned above, w e take one particular elem ent of
the environm ent, nam ely the TLS, and do not m ake any
a priori assum ptions about is decoherence tim es or the
strength of its coupling to the qubit. W e assum e that the
coupling ofthe qubit to is own environm ent and that of
the TLS to is own environm ent are weak enough that
a M arkovian m aster equation approach provides a good
description of the dynam ics. The com bined qubit+ TLS
system has four quantum states. The quantity that we

consider is therefore the 4 4 density m atrix descrdbing
that com bined system . W e ollow the standard procedure
to w rite the B loch-Red eld m aster equation as (see eg.
Ref. R7]):

X
abt R abcd cd7 (7)

cd

_ab = ilap

w here the dumm y indices a;b;c and d run over the four
quantum states, !.p Ea Ep)=h, E; is the energy
of the quantum state labelled by i, and the coe cients

R apeqg @re given by:

( " #
2, X X . .
Raped = dt g ® w B niny!) ettt ) pidyl ) piete”
0 =q;TLS n
\l} X #)
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Z 1
g © = ars (!)e i!t; (9) IV. ANALYTIC RESULTS FOR THE
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where S (!) isthe background-noise power spectrum . In
calculating R apeq We neglect the Im aghhary parts, which
renom alize the energy splittings of the qubi and TLS,
and we assum e that those corrections are already taken
Into account In our initial Ham iltonian. W e do not use
any secular approxin ation to sin plify the tensor R ipcq
any further. O ne ofthem ain reasons foravoiding the sec—
ular approxin ation is that we shall consider cases w here
the coupling strength between the qubi and the TLS is
very an all, which results in aln ost degenerate quantum
states, a situation that cannot be treated using, for ex—
am ple, the form of the secular approxin ation given in
Ref. Rl

Once we solve Eq. {j) and nd the dynam ics of the
com bined system , we can trace out the TLS degree of
freedom to nd the dynam ics of the reduced 2 2 den-
sity m atrix describing the qubit alone. From that dy-—
nam ics we can infer the e ect of the TLS on the qubit
deocoherence and, whenever the decay can be twellby
exponential functions, extract the qubi dephasing and
relaxation rates.

WEAK-COUPLING LIM IT

W e 1rst consider a case that can be treated ana—
Iytically, nam ely that of a strongly-dissipative weakly—
coupled TLS. That is exactly the case where the tradi-
tionalw eak-coupling approxin ation is expected to work.
Here we perform a perturbative calculation on Eg. i'j)
w here the coupling strength  is treated as a sm all pa—
ram eter In com parison w ith the decoherence tin es in the
problem . W e shall discuss the di erences between the
predictions of the two approaches in this section, and we
shall show in Sec.V that our resuls have a w ider range
of validity than the traditional weak-coupling approxi-
m ation.

In the rst calculation of this section, we consider the
zero-tem perature case. If we take the limit ! 0 and
Jook for exponentially decaying solutions ofEq. (-':/:) w ith

rates that approach the unperturbed relaxation and de-

phasing rates {q) and Z(q) ,we nd the follow ing approx—

In ate expressions for the lading-order corrections:

(TLS) + (@) (@)
1(q) 2 g2 qunz s 2 2 . 1
FEL e 0w p
@ Lo g @ .
2 Z SIn- 4SSN TLs LS 2 I
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w hich are expected to apply very wellw hen Z(TLS) + Z(q)

given in Ref. [18]:

1(q) . The above expressions can be com pared w ith those

(TLS)

@ 1, .5 .2 2
1 5 sSmn- gSI TLs >
(TLS) 2
2 + Eq Erus)
5 11)
@) } + cos? q0052 TLS 2 Eris
2 2 ! T LS) 2ks T

1

The two approaches agree In the lin i where they are
both expected to apply very well, nam ely when the de-
coherence tim es ofthe TLS arem uch shorter than those
ofthe qubit hote that we are taking T = 0 ;n Eq. (0)].
O ur resuls can therefore be considered a generalization
of those of the traditionalw eak-coupling approxin ation.
W e shall discuss the range of validity of our results in
Sec.VC 1.

W e now tum to the nite tem perature case. In ad—
dition to treating as a sn all param eter, one can also
perform a perturbative calculation to obtain the tem —

perature dependence of the decoherence rates In the low

tem perature lim it. In the general case where the qubit
and TLS energy splittings are di erent and no assum p—
tion is m ade about the relation between qubi and TLS

decoherence rates, the algebra is rather com plicated, and
the resulting expressions contain a Jarge num ber oftem s.
T herefore we only present the results in the case where
Eq=Erss E , which is the case that we shall focus on
In Sec. V.In that casewe nd the additional corrections
to the relaxation and dephasing rates to be given by:

(@ _
1;T 0
0 1 12)
2 2 @)
@ _ 25 E=ksT @ 4 cos’ q0032 TLS SN oSN TtLS 1 A .
2T (TLS) (TLS) @ (TLS) @ @ :

1

Note that the rst temm inside the parentheses agrees
w ith the expression given in Eq. C_l-]_}) for the TLS con-
tribution to the dephasing rate. If the decoherence tin es
of the TLS are much shorter than those of the qubi,
the second tem is negligble. A sim ilar situation occurs
when Eq 6 Errg, ie., all the tem s can be neglected
except for the one given in Eq. C_l]_;) .

V. NUMERICAL SOLUTION OF THE M ASTER
EQUATION

W e now tum to the task of num erically analyzing the

e ect ofthe TLS on the qubit w ith various choices ofpa—
ram eters. W e analyze any given case by rst soving Eqg.
G'j.) to ndthedensiy m atrix ofthe com bined qubit+ TLS
system asa function oftim e. W e then trace out the TLS
degree of freedom to nd the (tin edependent) densiy
m atrix of the qubit alone, which is perhaps m ost easily
visualized as a curve in the B loch sphere I_2-§'] W e then
use the Ham iltonian of the qubit including the m ean—
eld correction contributed by the TLS as a pol of ref-
erence In the Bloch sphere, from which we can extract
the dephasing and relaxation dynam ics of the qubit. In
other words, we transform the qubit density m atrix into

+

2 2 2 1

the qubit energy eigenbasis, such that the diagonalm a—
trix elem ents describe relaxation dynam ics and the o —
diagonalm atrix elem ents describbe dephasing dynam ics.
T he relaxation rate is then de ned as the rate of change
ofthe diagonalm atrix elem ents divided by theirdistance
from the equilbbriim valie. T he dephasing rate isde ned
sim ilarly using the o -diagonalm atrix elem ents IZQ:]

Since our m ain goal is to analyze the di erent possi-
bl types of behaviour in the qubit dynam ics, we have
to identify the relevant param eters that determm ine the
di erent behaviour regines. A s discussed in Sec. II,
the energy scales n the problem are the qubit and TLS
energy splittings, their background decoherence rates
(Wwhich are related to the environm ent noise pow er spec—
trum ), the qubit-TLS ocoupling strength and tem pera—
ture. Note that if the di erence between the two en—
ergy splittings is substantially larger than the coupling
strength, the e ect of the TLS on the qubi dynam ics
din inishes rapidly. T he above statem ent is particularly
true regarding the relaxation dynam ics. W e therefore
consider only the case where the two energy splittings
are equal, ie. E4q = E7ys. In other words, we take the
TLS to be on resonance with the qubi. Furthem ore,
w e take the energy splitting, which is the largest energy
scale in the problem , to be much larger than all other



energy scales, such that its exact value does not a ect
any ofour results. W e take the tem perature to be m uch
sm aller than E 4, so that environm ent-assisted excitation
processes can be neglected . W e are therefore left w ith the
background decoherence rates and the coupling strength
as free param eters that we can vary In order to study the
di erent possble types ofbehaviour in the qubi dynam —
ics.

A . W eak-coupling regim es

A though the discussion of the criterion that distin—
guishes betw een the weak and strong-coupling regin es is
deferred to Sec. VI, we separate the resuls of this sec—
tion according to that criterion. W e start w ith the weak—
coupling regimes. In Figs. 1 and 2, we show, respec—
tively, the relaxation and dephasing rates ofthe qubit as
functions of tin e for three di erent sets of param eters

di ering by the relation between the qubi and TLS de-

coherence rates, m aintaining the relation 2( ) = 2 1( ),

dephasing rates, ie. those obtained n the case = 0,
and the ndex referstoqubitand TLS.Thecase = 0
is trivial, and we only show it as a point of reference to
dem onstrate the changes that occur n the case 6 0.
A 1l the curves shown In Figs. 1 and 2 agree very well
w ith the form ulae that w illbe given below .

1. Relxation dynam ics

Characterizing the dynam ics is m ost easily done by
considering the relaxation dynam ics. From Fig. 1 we can
seethat n thecase 6 0, there are severalpossible types
ofbehaviour of the qubit depending on the choice of the
di erent param eters in the problem . A sa generalsinple
rule, which isinspired by Fig. 1 @),we nd that forsnall
valies of the relaxation rate starts at its background
value and follow s an exponential decay function wih a
characteristictinegiven by ( & "%+ & @) 1 afer
which i saturates at a steady-state valie given by Eq.

where |’ and [’ are the background relaxation and d), with Bq = Bres:
|
. 2 . 2 n o
dP e« (0)=dt @ ?sin® gsi® ris 1 exp @Ls) | @ @ . 13)
Pex (0) Pex 1) ! 2 (TLS) 4 (@) (@) 2 2 1 :

2 2

W e can therefore say that the qubit relaxation startsw ith
an exponentialtin esG aussian decay function for a cer—
tain period oftim e, after which it iswelldescribed by an
exponentialdecay fiinction w ith a rate that Jnoorporates
the e ects of the TLS, nam ely that given n Eq. (-10-

C learly the above picture is only valid when the expres—
sion for the transient tin e given above is much an aller
than 1= 1(q) . Furthem ore, Eq. {_i;%) is not well de ned

when "4+ @ 9 - 0 However, even when the
above condition about the short transient tim e isnot sat—
is ed, and even when the exponent in Eq. (:_L-3_:) becom es
positive, we nd that for tin es of the order of the qubit
relaxation tine, a very good approXJm ation for the re—
laxation rate is still given by Eq. (13') The reason why
that is the case can be seen from the expansion of Eq.

C_l-:_’:) in powers of t:

dP ox (t)=dt 1
= © 1(q) = ?sin® qun2 rust; (14)
Pex ) Pex (L) 2
which can be integrated to give:
n o
P, ® exp Pt Zsin® gsin® ppstP=4 ; (15)

w here we have assum ed t{qatPex 0)= land thatPx 1 )
isnegligbly am all. Eq. {_11_5) describesthe initialdecay for

any ratio of qubit and T LS decoherence tin es. W hether
that function holds for all relevant tin es or it tums Into
an exponentialdecay function depends on the relation
betw een {q) and Z(TLS) + z(q), as discussed above. In
particular, in the case when the TLS decoherence rates
arem uch an aller than those ofthe qubit, Eq. {_ig‘p) holds
at all relevant tim es, and the contribution of the TLS
to the qubit relaxation dynam ics is therefore a G aussian
decay function. W e also note here that the relaxation
rate show s an all oscillations around the functions that
we have given above. H ow ever, those oscillations have a
negligble e ect when the rate is ntegrated to nd the
function Pey ().

2. D ephasing dynam ics

T he dephasing dynam ics was som ew hat m ore di cult
to analyze. T he dephasing rate generally showed oscilla—
tions w ith frequency E 4, and the am plitude of the oscil-
lations grew w ith tin e, m aking it di cult to extract the
dynam ics directly from the raw data for the dephasing
rate. However, when we plotted the averaged dephasing
rate over one or two oscillation periods, as was done In
generating Fig. 2, the curves becam e much smn oother,
and we were able to t those curves w ith the llow ing
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sim ple analytic form u]_al, which we cbtained in an analo—
gousm anner to Eq. {13):
1 d sin? o sin? n ©
L 01 2(q) q TLS 4 exp 2(T LS) 2(q) t 16)
01 dt 4 (TLS) (@)

Starting from this point, the analysis of the dephasing
dynam ics is sin ilar to that of relaxation. W hen the de—
coherence rates ofthe TLS arem uch larger than those of
the qubit, the dephasing rate starts from isbackground
value but quickly reaches its steady-state value given by
Eq. {_19') . In the opposite Iin it, where the TLS deccher—
ence rates are much an aller than those of the qubi, a
good approxin ation is obtained by expanding Eq. {_1-§)
to rst order n t. In that casewe nd that:

n o
@) 2 2 2
2 t q SIn TLSt2:8

01 (©) sin
a7

01 0) exp

B . Strong-coupling regim e

In the strong-coupling regin e corresponding to large
valies of , the qubit relaxation and dephasing rates
as plotted sim ilarly to Figs. 1 and 2 show oscillations
throughout the period w here the qubit is farenough from
its them alequilbrium state. T herefore one cannot sin —
ply speak of a TLS contribution to qubi decoherence.
A nalytic expressions can be straightforw ardly derived for
the dynam ics In the lin i where the coupling strength is
much larger than the decoherence rates. However, the
algebra is quite cum bersom €, and the resuls are rather
uninsgpiring. T herefore, we shallnot present such expres—
sions here.



C . Further considerations

1. Comparison with traditional weak-coupling
approxin ation

T o dem onstrate the di erencesbetw een our resultsand
those ofthe traditionalw eak-coupling approxin ation, we
plot n Fig. 3 the relaxation rate (at the end ofthe tran—
sient tin e) as a function of the coupling strength . A
sin ilar gure can be obtained for the dephasing rate, but
we do not include it here. O ur num erical results agree
w ith the perturbation calculation of Sec. WV (Eq. :_l-g)
up to the point where the coupling can be classi ed as
strong, as will be explained in Sec. V I. Therefore we
conclude that the results of our perturbation calculation
have a much wider range of validity than those of the
traditionalw eak-coupling approxin ation. T hem ore non—
negligble the T LS decoherence tin es are relative to those
of the qubit, the larger the di erence between the two
approaches. N ote that In our perturbation-theory calcu-
lation we took the Iim it where ismuch snallerthan all
the decoherence rates in the problem . It tums out, how —
ever, that the results ofthat calculation are valid as long
as is substantially an aller than the TLS decoherence
rates, assum Ing those are substantially larger than the
qubit decoherence rates. No speci ¢ relation is required
between and the qubit decoherence rates in that case.
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FIG.3: The steady-state qubit relaxation rate as a func—
tion of the qubi-TLS coupling strength . The solid line
represents the num erical results, the dashed line is the
perturbation-calculation result of Sec. IV and the dotted
line is the result of the _U‘adjtional weak-coupling approxi-
m ation given by Eg. Q@) g = 3 =20, 115 = 2 =5,

(@_ (TLS) _ . (@ _ (TLS) _ (TLS)_ (TLS) _
;= =025, ,7=, = 1l,and , =, = 2.

For further dem onstration of the di erences between
the predictions ofthe tw o approaches, we ran sin ulations
ofan experin ent where onew ould sweep the qubit energy
splitting and m easure the relaxation and dephasing rates.

W eused a TLS w ith the param eters of Fig. 3 (@) and
ranging from 0.15 to 05. In such an experin ent, one
would see a peak in the relaxation and dephasing rates
at the T LS energy splitting. A ccording to the traditional
w eak-coupling approxin ation, the height of the dephas-
ing peak should be halfofthat ofthe relaxation peak. In
the num erical sin ulationsw ith the above param eters, we
see a deviation from that prediction by about 25% . The
relation betw een the shapes of the tw 0 peaks agrees very
well w ith the expressions in Eq. C;L@) . That di erence
would, in principle, be m easurable experin entally. N ote,
how ever, that since we are dealing w ith an uncontrollable
environm ent, there is no guarantee that a TLS w ith the
appropriate param eters w ill be ound In the an all num —
ber of qubit sam ples availabl at a given laboratory.

2. Two TLSs

In order to establish that our results are not particular
to single quantum T LSs, we also considered the case of
two T LSs that are both weakly coupled to the qubit. If
we take the two TLS energy splittings to be larger than
the w idths of their frequency-dom ain correlation fiinc-
tions, we nd that the relaxation dynam ics isa ected by
at most one TLS, depending on the qubit energy split—
ting. The TLS contrbutions to pure dephasing dynam —
ics, ie. that unrelated to relaxation, are additive, since
that rate depends on the zero-frequency noise. W e then
considered two T LSsw ith energy solittings equalto that
ofthe qubi. W e found that the T LS contrdbutions to the
qubit relaxation and dephasing dynam ics are additive in
both the largeand small @= %% lin its. T hese results
are In agreem ent w ith those found in Ref. t_B(_]'], where a
related problem was treated.

3. Entangkment

Tt is worth taking a m om ent here to discuss the ques—
tion of entanglem ent between the system and environ—
ment. It is commonly said that in a M arkovian m aster
equation approach the entanglem ent between a system
and is surrounding environm ent is neglected, a state-
m ent that can be m isinterpreted rather easily. In order
to address that point, we consider the follow ing situa—
tion: we take the param eters to be in the weak-coupling
regin e, where such a discussion ism eaningful. W e take
the qubit to be niially In its excied state, w th no en-
tanglem ent betw een the qubi and the TLS.W e nd that
the o diagonalm atrix elem ents of the com bined system
density m atrix describing coherence between the states
J'o#risiand H#q"rrsistart from zero at t= 0 and reach
a steady state at the end of the transient tim e. Beyond
that point in tin e, they decay w ith the sam e rate as the
excited state population. W e therefore conclude that the

nal relaxation rate that we obtain takes into account
the e ects ofentanglem ent between qubit and TLS, even



though the density m atrix ofthe qubit alone exhibits ex—
ponential decay behaviour.

VI. CRITERIA FOR STRONG COUPLING
BETW EEN QUBIT AND TW O-LEVEL SYSTEM

There are a num ber of possble ways one can de ne
the criteria distinguishing between the weak and strong
coupling regin es. Forexam ple, one can de ne a strongly—
coupled T LS asbeing one that contributes a decoherence
rate substantially di erent from that given by som e w eak—
coupling analytic expression. One could also de ne a
strongly-coupled TLS as being one that causes visble
oscillations In the qubit dynam ics, ie. one that causes
the relaxation and dephasing rates to change sign astim e
goesby. W e shalluse the criterion ofvisible deviations in
the qubit dynam ics from exponentialdecay as am easure
ofhow strongly coupled a TLS is.

Even w ith the above-m entioned criterion of visible de—
viations in the qubit dynam ics from exponential decay,
one still has to specify what is m eant by visble devia-
tions, eg. maxinum shglepoint deviation or average
valie of deviation. One also has to decide whether to
use relaxation or dephasing dynam ics in that de nition.
W e have used a num ber of di erent com binations of the
above and found qualitatively sin ilar results. T hose re—
sults can essentially be summ arized as follow s: a given
TLS can be considered to interact weakly w ith the qubit
if the coupling strength is an aller than the largest
(background) decoherence rate in the problem . The ex—
act location of the boundary, however, varies by up to
an order of m agniude depending on which part of the
dynam ics we consider and how large a deviation from
exponential decay we require.

W e have also checked the boundary beyond which our
analytic expressions and num erical results disagree, and
we found that the boundary is sin ilar to the one given
above. That result con m s the wide range of validity
of our analytic expressions. N ote in particular that even
if the qubi-T LS coupling strength  is larger than the

deocoherence rates ofthe qubit, that T LS can stillbe con—
sidered weakly coupled to the qubit, provided the TLS
decoherence rates are larger than

VII. CONCLUSION

W e have analyzed the problem of a qubit interacting
wih a quantum TLS in addition to its coupling to a
background environm ent. W e have characterized the ef-
fect of the TLS on the qubit decoherence dynam ics for
weak and strong coupling, aswellasweakly and strongly—
dissipative TLSs. W e have found analytic expressions
for the contrbution of a single TLS to the total deco—
herence rates In the weak-coupling regin es, which is a
much larger range than just the weak-coupling lim is.
W e recover the results of the traditional weak-coupling
approxin ation as a special case of our resuls, nam ely
for a weakly-coupled strongly-dissipative TLS.W e have
found that weakly-coupled weakly-dissipative TLSs ex—
hibi m em ory e ects by contrbuting a non-exponential
factor to the qubit decoherence dynam ics. W e have ver—
i ed that the contrbutions oftwo TLSs to the qubit re—
laxation and dephasing rates are addiive In the weak-
coupling lin it. W e have discussed the transition from
weak to strong coupling and num erically found that the
transition occurs when the qubit-T LS coupling strength
exceeds all the decoherence rates in the problem .
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