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D eterm inistic quantum state transfer from an electronic charge qubit to a photonic
polarization qubit
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Building on an earlier proposal for the production of polarization-entangled m icrow aves by m eans
of ntraband transitions In a pair of quantum dots, we show how this device can be used to transfer
an unknown singlequbit state from electronic charge to photonic polarization degrees of freedom .
N o postselection is required, m eaning that the quantum state transfer happens detem inistically.
D ecoherence of the charge qubit causes a non-in onotonic decay ofthe delity of the transferred state

w ith increasing decoherence rate.

PACS numbers: 78.67Hc, 03.65Y z, 42.50D v, 78.70G g

Quantum state transfer between m atter and light is
a key step in the developm ent of scalable quantum net-
works. A qubit Pi+ i is encoded in m atter de-
grees of freedom for the purpose of com putation, and
then transferred to photonic degrees of freedom for trans—
portation to a distant location Wwhere i m ight be con-
verted back to m atter for storage or further processing).
A prom ising schem & to accom plish this in the context of
atom ic physics uses a Jaserbeam to transfer the intemal
state of an atom to the optical state of a caviy m ode.
The m atter qubit in this case is a superposition of two
degenerate ground states of the atom and the photonic
qubit is the superposition of an occupied and an em pty
cavity m ode. An allelectronic analogue of this schem e,
to transfer a state fnoml. onem atter qubit to another, has
been proposed as well?

In the context of sem iconductor quantum dots there
exist severalproposals forthe transfer ofa quantum state
from electron spin degrees of freedon, -(spin qubit) to pho-
ton polarization degrees of freedom 24 a separate Iine of
investigation in this context nvolkresa charge qubitPd ie.
a shgleelectron state A i+ B idelocalized overa pair
ofquantum dotsA and B . T he coupling ofa charge qubit
to a photon cavity m ode was investigated in Ref. :_7!, as
a way to produce polarization-entangled photon pairs at
m icrow ave frequencies. Here we build on that proposal
to show that the com bination of a m icrow ave resonator
and three quantum dots can be used to transfer an ar-
bitrary singlequbit state from electron charge to photon
polarization degrees of freedom .

T he device orquantum state transfer, show n schem at—
ically in Fjg.:].', di ers from the photon entang]e:\.] only
In that it produces a single photon rather than a photon
pair. T he resonant transitions involve a totalof ve elec—
tron levels in three quantum dots: three ground states
A ;B ;C and two excited statesA %B . The radiative tran—
sittions A°$ A and B°$ B are resonant with a caviy
m ode. A sexplained in detailin Ref. -rj., the con ning po—
tential and m agnetic eld can be arranged such that the
transition In dot A couples only to left circular polariza—
tion , and the transition In dot B couples only to right
circular polarization
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FIG.1l: Schematic of the model. The upper panel show s

a top view of three quantum dots A ;B ;C connected to an
electron reservoir, the lower panel show s the resonant energy
Jevels In the quantum dots. An electron can tunnelbetween
dots A and C or between dots B and C (solid arrow s), but
not directly between dotsA and B . From dot C , the electron
can tunnel into the reservoir (dashed arrow), while the re—
verse process is prevented by a large bias voltage. A radiative
transition within dotsA orB is accom panied by the em ission
or absorption ofa photon, w ith respectively left ( ; ) or right
() circular polarization. The coupled electron-photon dy-—
nam ics transfers the charge qubit A O34 B % to the photon
qubit Fi+ J i.

T he charge qubit is prepared initially in the state

Jomi= ( A%+ B Pi; @

where i denotes the photon vacuum . This sihgle-

electron state in dots A and B can decay into a reser—

voir via a third dot C, laving behind a photon in the

caviy. The quantum state transfer has sucoeeded if the
nalstate is

J pal= Pi( i+ J 1); @)
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where P i is the elkctron vacuum (@1l quantum dots

em pty) and j i represents the two photon states of op—

posite circular polarization. For later use we de ne also

the states

i j pi; €))
j oi= Ri Bi= 2: @)

T he reversble radiative transitions W ih rate g) are
described by the H am iltonian

Hy=g A+ima%03+ B

T he reversible tunnel transitions W ith rate T ) between
dotsA orB and dot C have H am iltonian

j o=

iB%j + H c:: )

Hy =T £iAJ+H LiBJ  Lhowon + H 3 Q)

where lphoton is the unit operator acting on the photons.
The irreversble escape wih rate ) of the electron

from dot C Into the reservoir is described by the jump

operator

- PircH

D = :Qhoton : )

T hese operators determ ine the tin e evolution gf the den—

sity m atrix () through the m aster equatiorf
a _ iH; 1+p b¥Y L bpYD + DD : @®
dt ’ 2

W e have st ~ to 1.)
j mih 13

Inspection ofthe m aster equation show s that the den—
sity m atrix evolres entirely in the ve-din ensional sub—
space spanned by the states

The iniial condition is (0) =

Joi= 3 ci3 +i7 dwi= 3 i3 i

nali (9)

Jui= Jj ni;
Jui= £ij +1i; jJasi= J

of even parity under the exchange $ ,A $ B,A%$

BY? . S .Thestates ( A% B Pi, J 17 4,
J ij +i, £ij i, and Pij 1iofodd pariy do not
appear.

The vedim ensionalsubspacem ay be further reduced
to a fourdin ensionalsubspace by noting that them aster
equation ('g) couplesonly to 55 and to 33 with i;] 4.
Thematrix elements ;3 with i= 5;36 Sorj= 5;i6 5
rem aln zero. W e may therefore seek a solution of the
form

©=~0+ 01 Tr~®1] naih (10)

nai1li

where ~ is restricted to the fourdin ensional subspace
spanned by the states ji;iwih i 4.
T he evolution equation for ~ reads

d~

— =M ~+ ~MY; (11)
dat 0 1
0 ig ig ©
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M P=8ig 0 o o &° (12)
0 2iT 0 =2

T he solution

~) = &'t~ ) " 13)
has a lengthy expression in temm s of the eigenvalies and
elgenvectorsofthem atrix M . W hat is In portant forde—
term Inistic quantum state transfer is that all our eigen—
values ; have a negative real part, for any nonzero g,
T,and . Thismpliesthat ~¢t) ! O fort! 1, so

(t)' j nalj-h

nalj'
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FIG . 2: Contour plot of the rate [de ned in Eq. (25:)]at
which the delity of the quantum state transfer approaches
unity, as a function ofthe tunnelrates T and . A llrates are
nom alized by the electron-photon coupling constant g.

The delity ofthe quantum state transfer,

F=h pa] J nai=1 Tr~; 14)

approaches uniy in the long-tim e lim it with a rate de-
term ined by the eigenvalue w ith realpart closest to zero:

tJl_m 1 F®/e % =2mihRe ;I: (15)
T he asym ptotic Iim its of are
< T2 =24 frg T;
= ¢ =8T* frT g; (16)
*2T?%= for g;T:
If one varies and T at xed g, the rate 1reaches is
maxinum of .x=gatT=g= 1; =g= 4. (SeeFng_fZ.)

That vanishes or large T ;g can be ynderstood as a
m anifestation of the quantum Zeno e ecttd the electron
rem ains trapped in the quantum dots because the decay
Into the reservoir is nhibited by too frequent m easure—
ment. The optimal rate  .x = g Inplies that about 1
opticalcycle of em ission/absorption of the photon in the
cavity is needed to e ectively transfer the state. This
seam s fast enough, n view ofthe inevitable losses in the
caviy.

The delity of the quantum state transfer is reduced
by decoherence ofthe charge quth due to coupling ofthe
charge to acoustic phonongtit2 or to background charge



uctuationg:? Follow ing R ef. 114 we m odel this decoher-
ence Wih rate ) by meansofthe jim p operators

P —

Dy = K ink 9+ K 4nx %

iy

:ﬂphoton ;

X 2 fA;Bg; D¢ = Tohotons (17)

w hich m easure the charge on each ofthe three dots. The
m aster equation @) now becom es

y .
X X + DXDX 4

N
w}

<
w}

(18)
X = ;A;B;C
where D was d% ned in Eq. (7). In what Plows we
take = = 5 2: sihce the initial state é].)Jsthen
m axin ally delocalized, it w illbe m ost sensitive to deco-
herence.

ResultsorF; = liny 1 F () areplbtted in Fig.3 oor
tw 0 param eter choices. T he asym ptotic 1im is are

A for iTig

1
Fp = 1 4 . 19)
5+ B for ;T;g
4g* + 16T* + 2 10d4T?
P g g ; 20)
4g°T 2
B =T? 35 2T° : 1)

Note that B is independent of . By com paring the ex-—
pression @-(_3) for the coe cient A wih Eq. Q-é) for the
transfer rate , we seethatF; = 1 =2 +0 (2%
if one of the three rates ;g;T ismuch larger than the
other two. In this regin e the sensitivity to decoherence
is determm ined entirely by how fast the state can be trans—
ferred.

As found In Ref.-rj In connection with the entan-
glem ent production, the e ect of decoherence on the
charge qubi is minimal if T g. More pre—

cisely, the de]ﬁtx F;  is maxin ized -~ xed g and
fT=g = £ 5 089; =g =% 39 250 if
gand fT=g = 1 3 087 if g. As

shown in Fjg.-'_?: the delity depends non-m onotonically

on ’ appr}?achjng the asym ptotic lim it = from below
or T=g > 3=2 122. When F; < % the delity
of the quantum state transfer can be in proved by ex—
changing the photon polarizations ( + $ ), so that
F; 7T 1 F; . W ith this procedure the delity may
actually increase w ith increasing

1
2
1
2

In conclusion, we have analyzed a m echanian for the
quantum state transfer from charge qubits to photon
qubis which is detem inistic (o post-selection is re—
quired) and which depends only algebraically on the de—
coherence rate. Them echanisn relies on the coupled dy—
nam ics ofan electron and a photon in am icrow ave cavity,
but the transfercan be su ciently fast so that only a few
optical cycles of em ission/absorption are required. D eco—
herence rates as large as 10% of the am ission rate then
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FIG. 3: Decay of the longtine delity F; of the quan-
tum state trans ith increasing decoherence rate. W e have
taken = = % 2. The solid curve is or param eter val-
ues at which the quantum state transfer is least sensitive to

decoherence.

do not degrade the delity ofthe quantum state transfer
below about 0:9. These characteristics suggest that the
m echanism considered here m ight have prom ising appli-
cations in quantum infom ation processing.
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