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W e propose a realization of a charge parity m eter based on two double quantum dots alongside
a quantum point contact. Such a device is a speci ¢ exam ple of the general class of m esoscopic
quadratic quantum m easurem ent detectors previously investigated by M ao et al. Phys. Rev. Lett.
93, 056803 (2004)]. O ur setup accom plishes entangled state preparation by a current m easurem ent
alone, and allow s the qubits to be e ectively decoupled by pinching o the parity meter. Two
applications of the parity m eter are discussed : the m easurem ent of Bell’s inequality In charge qubits

and the realization of a controlled NO T gate.

PACS numbers: 03.65.Ta, 7323, 03.65Y z

I. NTRODUCTION

R ecently, it hasbeen realized that parity m etersbased
on solid state structures should be very prom ising Gany
didates to create entanglem ent of electronic system s:".é E
W hereas previous proposals and applications of pariy
m eters In the solid state have dealt with the entangle-
m ent of the spin degree of freedom , we presently investi-
gate a parity m eter based on charge qubits, which isablk
to generate entanglem ent In a solid state system just by
m easuring a DC current through a quantum point con-

ct QPC). The setup under consideration, schem ati-
cally shown In Fjg.:]: (A ), is a particular exam ple of the
general class of m esoscopic quadratic quantum m easure—
m ent devices investigated by M ao et al. In Ref.:_li. The
design of our device has been Inspired by the work of
Ruskov and K orotkov, where it has been dem onstrated
that current and noise m easurem ents ofa QPC coyupled
to two charge qubits can be used as an entangler? W e
propose a setup, in which this task can be achieved by a
current m easurem ent only.

T he charge qubits, eg. a singke elkectron In a tunnel-
coupled double quantum dot O QD ), are coupled capac—
tively to the m easuram ent device (the parity m eter).
R ecently, coherent quanfum oscillations have been m ea—
sured n DQD system s? Quantum detectors based on
QPC's coupled to DQD qubit system s have peen stud-
ied Intensively Jn the past, both theoreticalk®® aswellas
experim enta]Jyf T ransport properties of Cqulomb cou—
pld DQD system s have also been ana]yzed:?

G enerally speaking, the idea of a parity m eter is that
i can distinguish between the subspaces of two pariy
classes of quantum states but it cannot distinguish be-
tween di erent states In each parity class. It has been
dem onstrated that such a device can Qe used to inple-
ment a controlled NOT (CNOT) gate® A CNOT gate
is a universal quantum gate, and therefore enables uni-
versalquantum com putation when com bined w ith single
qubit gates.

T he design of the parity m eter that we propose in this

article is very straightforward. It just relies on two qubit
system s (based on DQD ’s) and a single m easurem ent de—
vice (pased on a QP C).A llelem ents of the parity m eter
can be built w ith standard lithographic techniques in the
lab. Ifwe think about these qubitsasDQD'’s in GaA s
heterostructures then dephasing due to ,cnuphng of the
charge on the dots to acoustic phononé}.-. and dephas—
ng due to background charge uctuationdl} cause severe
problem s. Nevertheless, charge qubits based.on DQD ’'s
in other structures such as carbon nanotubed? or sem i
conductor nanow ires m ight have m uch better coherence
properties (due to the fact that they are essentially one
din ensionalsystem s), which would m ake our predictions
m easurable. R ecently, charge qubit operations of an iso—
lated (leadless) silicon double quantum dot haye been
reported w ith an extram ely long coherence tin el3

T he articke is organized as follow s. In Sec. IT, we pro—
pose a speci ¢ realization ofa charge parity m eter, ie. a
quadrath quantum m easurem ent device. Subsequently,
n Sec. -]I[ we dem onst_tate how the parity m eter acts as
an entangler. In Sec. IIV., we discuss two applications of
the parity m eter: (i) the m easurem ent of a violation of
Bell's inequality and (i) a realization ofa CNOT gate.
W e conclude in Sec. 5/'

II. REALIZATION OF A CHARGE PARITY
M ETER

Tt has been pointed out in Ref. :_4 that a general
quadratic quantum m easurem ent device provides a sin -
pke way of entangling two otherwise noninteracting
qubits. In such a m easurem ent device, the tranam ission
am plitude t of som e particles, eg. elctrons, should de-

pend on them easurem ent basis operators z( ) ofthe two
qubis = 1;2 in the ollow ing way
v/ 2 1)

In this section, we dem onstrate that a physical realiza—
tion of a parity m eter for charge qubits consists of two
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DQD’s and a single QPC. The sstup we have jl"l'm ind
consists oftwo DQD 'salongsidea QPC, cf. Fig.ih (A ).
W e will show that a capacitance m odel based only on
Iinear relations between charge and potentials explains
the existence of the desired quadratic coupling ('_]:) in our
device. W hile in Ref. :ff the quadratic m easurem ent is
achieved by considering an In ection point of the trans—
m ission w ith dt=dU = 0, where t is the tranam ission am —
plitude and U the potential of the m easurem ent device,
the quadratic coupling which we discuss below is real-
ized for arbitrary transm ission since it is a consequence
of the spatial symm etry of our arrangem ent. A sin ilar
dea, using geom etric symm etry (in a m ore com plicated
interferom etric structure) to realize a quadratic detector
has been proposed in Ref. 4.

W e assum e that each DQD contains a singlk elctron,
which therefore acts as a charge qubit, and can be de-
scribed by the H am ittonian

_ 1 )
Hop; > +

z X

@)

Here = 1;2 (Pbr the two di erent qubis), is the
di erence of single particle energy levels in each dot,
is the tunnel coupling between the dots, and ; ) is a
Paulim atrix acting on qubi . The direct electrostatic
coupling between the two D QD ’s is neglected. H ow ever,
the two qubits are Indirectly coupled to each other via
theQPC.

T he corresponding coupling term , in our setup, m ay
be w ritten as

Hipe= ( E=2) @ @), 3)

where E isa charging energy operator w ith a quantum

expectation value E = E g Eo hEi equalto the
di erence in charging energy of the even (index E ) and
odd (index O ) pariy class. In the tunnelling regin g, the
operator E can be associated w ith the standard detec—
tor nput variable a’ a; + Hwx:,where isthe coupling
constant, aﬁ is the creation operator for an electron In
the one lead of the detector, and a;, an anniilation op—
erator in the other kad?4 The combined Ham iltonian
ofthetwo DQD’s, the QP C, and the coupling 6'_3) then
reads

H =Hgpa+ Hgpot+ Hope + Hines @)

where H gpc is the Ham iltonian of the detector.

To justify the interaction Ham iltonian (:3) in the case
of an arbitrary two qubit parity detector, the coupling
Ham iltonian m ay be expressed in the basis, de ned w ith
each ofthe con gurations £3""i; j##1i; 3"#1; j#"ig, where
we assign pseudo-spins to the position of the electron in
theDQD : soin " corresponds to the case w here the elec—
tron is In the upperdot and soin # correspondsto the case
w here the electron is in the lower dot. The even pariy
class contains the states £3""i; j##ig, w hile the odd par-
ity class contains £3"#1i; j#"ig. W e will show below that

the parity detector can distinguish only between the even
and the odd parity classes. This de nes the basis that
is accessible to the parity detector. T he parity detector
cannot distinguish the states in either even or odd sub-
class, but it can distinguish between pariy subclasses.
In particular, the energy ofboth even con gurations are
equal, and the energies of both odd con gurations are
equal, but the even energy is not equalto the odd energy.
T herefore the coupling H am iltonian can be expressed as

H int = E/\E (j ""jh"" j+ j##ﬂ## j
+ E/:\O GUE# 5+ R ) G)

Introducing the proction operators, P ( ;%: on the up or
down state of qubit , going to sum and di erence vari-
ablks, "= (Eg + EAO )=2; E = Ex EAO ), and recalling
thatp,’'+p, =10;p!) Bl’= [’ we ndthat
the coupling H am ittonian m ay be rew ritten as

~

Hpe= "1P1@+ ( E=2) B @, ®)

The rsttem m ay be absorbed into the detector H am il
tonian, and the second term recoversour coupling H am il
tonian 6'_3).

W e willnow dem onstrate that a single QPC placed In
a specialway between two DQD ’s has a Ham iltonian of
the orm  @). A s illustrated in Fig.id (B ), we divide the
twoDQD’saswellasthe QPC In two regionswith two
corresponding charges each. The lkeft DQD has charge
Q1= Q= Qi Indotswih potentialsU; and U,. The
right DQD has charge Q3 = Qs = Qr In dots wih
potentialsUs and U,. W e set e 1 and ~ 1. Suppose
that, in the odd parity classwih Q1 Qr = L,theQPC
has a potentialV (x) along the x-axis given by’?

V &)=V %m!ix2+0(x4): )

W e are interested In the change of the potential Vy at
the saddle point as the qubit con guration changes from
the odd to the even parity class. W e call the saddke
point potential of the even parity class V; . The saddle
point potentials allow us to determm ine the tranam ission
coe cient ofthe QPC.

A s com pared to the odd pariy class, the even class
w ill polarize the QPC, ie. there will be an additional
electrical eld E at the saddle point with a potential
Vx)= Vo+ eEx im!2x’+ ::3which willgive rise to
a shift in the location ofthe saddle point and an Increase
n its height

E?

2m!2:

X

Vi=Vp+ 8)

To estin ate the eld E we consider the capacitive m odel
shown in Fjg.:g;l (B).The QPC dipole is described w ith
a capacitance C, and the dipol charges Qs = Qq4.and
Q¢= Qg existin regionsw ith potentialsUs and U 24 A
charge on a dot next to a dipole region has a capacitance
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FIG.1l: Paritymeter setup. In (A ), two DQD ’s are shown

wih a QPC In between them . By measuring the current
through the QPC, we are abl to detem ine the parity class
of the two—qubi state form ed by a single electron in each
DQD qubit. In (B), a capacitive m odel is illustrated for the
setup considered In (A ). The two grey boxes In the m iddle
correspond to the dipole acrossthe QPC.

C and the interaction ofthe chargesacrossaDQD isde-
scribed by an (intemal) capacitance C;. For sin plicity,
we assum e that only nearest neighbor charge con gura-
tions couple to each other. This is jisti ed because the
QPC screenstheD QD ’s, and, therefore, decreases the di-
rect coupling between the D QD ’s substantially. W € now

have for the DQD charges the equations

Q1 = CiU1 W)+ CWU1 Us)=0Qr;

Q2 = CiU2 U)+CWU2 U)= OQu;

Q3 = CiUs U+ CWUs Us)=Qr;

Q4 = CiUg U)+CWUs U)= OQr; )

and for the QPC dipole charges

Qs = CobWUs Us)+ CWUs U)+CWUs Uz)=Qq;
Qs = Co,Us U)+CWUs U)+CWOUs U= Qq:
(10)

T hese becom e a com plete set of equations if we assum e
that the region over which the dipole extends has a den—
sity of statesD such that a sm allvariation ofthe poten—
tial n these regions gives rise to a charge Qs = DU
and Qg = DU wih U = (Us Us)=2. Here we have
assum ed that the Q PC potential is spatially sym m etric
In the odd parity con guration. This requires that the
QPC islocated symm etrically In between the D QD ’sand
pem its us to take the densiy of states to the right and

the left ofthe QPC to be equalto D Dy = Dg.
W e obtain for the Coulomb energy
1X
E., = = Q;iU; 11)
2 i
_ QL QL +CU)+Qr Qr + CU) D U?;
@C;+ C) ’
where
U Us + 0r); 12)

sum

c: =

sum

@Cp+ 2C + €D)@C;+ C) 2C*: (13)

W e see that there exist a contribbution to the Coulomb
energy proportionalto Q1 Qr given by

C? (@Ci+ C)Cp+ 2CiC

E =
° cin @Ci+ C)

401, QR : 14)

This contribution a ects the saddlke point potential in
such away thatthe QP C actsasaparitymeter. Eq. {14)
can be identi ed wih Eq. (6")

W e now estin ate the saddle point potential, in the
even con guration, which detem ines the transm ission.
T he voltage drop of the dipok is 2U and, assum ing that
the center of its charges is separated by a djstanoeIZ'd, we

nd an ekctric edE = U=d. Hence, using Egs. (&) and
C_l-’é) we obtain

2 S o+ )
2m . C2, BUOTROS

Thus, the QPC has a saddlke point height Vy for the
odd con guration R Qr = 1] and a som ew hat higher
saddle point potential V; for the even ocon guration

D.0r = 1]. W e illustrate in Fig. @ the symm etric po—
tential landscape of the QPC 1n the odd case and the
generated dipole acrossthe QP C in the even case aswell
as the corresponding saddle point potentials. T he trans-
m ission probability T = +F ofthe QP C isdirectly related

to the saddle point height via3

1
= 1+e 2 ©r V T (16)
where Er is the Fem i energy In the QPC, = 0 for

the odd case, and = 1 for the even case. This shows
that the tranam ission probability through the system
considered here has indeed the desired property stated
n Eqg. @) .

To summ arize, there are three physically distinguish-
able situations: (i) There is no charge dipolk (oth odd
con gurations), (i) there isa QPC charge dipole point—
Ing up (the even con guration j""i), and (ili) there is a
QPC chargedipolpointingdown (theeven con guration
J##1i) . A lthough all three situations are distinguishable
In principle, the crucial fact is that the potential height
experienced by the transport electrons isthe sam e in both
even con gurations. Therefore, the current di ers only
between the even and the odd con guration. For later
reference, we de ne here the two currents

2¢&?

Laa = TvbiasTO; a7
2¢e?

Teven = TvbiasTl; 18)

where Vy i35 Is the bias voltage across the QPC and we
have re-introduced e and ~ for clarity. D uring the m ea—
surem ent, the QPC should be operated In the regin e of
IinearVyias but stillVy ia5 . The reason isthat a large
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FIG.2: Upper part: Top view of QPC in the parity m eter
sstup. In the odd parity class, where Q1 ;Qr) is (1; 1)
or ( 1;1), no dipol is generated across the QPC and i is
nicely symm etric. In the even parity class, where Q1 ;Qr ) is
(1;1) or ( 1; 1), the situation is di erent. There, a dipole
is generated across the Q PC by the particular position of the
electrons In the quantum dots. The dipol shifts the saddle
point to the right (left) depending on the direction of the
polarization ofthe dipole, but forboth polarizations the shift
is to higher energies. Note that the QPC In thj§I gure is
rotated by 90 with respect to the QPC in Fig.i. Lower
part: Ilustration of the saddle point potential for the two
con gurations.

biaswould break the sym m etry betw een the j""iand the

J##1 state, so the parity m eter could then distinguish the

two states of the even class. In typical system s (for In—
stance the ones investigated in Ref. :g), 10 ev,

Vpias 1mV, and the I-V characteristicsofthe QPC is
linear. T hus, the above stated requirem ents can be easily

m et. T he parity m easurem ent tin e

Ty = 451 ; 19)
" (Iodd Lven )2 !
R
with S; = dthI®) I0)i, and I@) = I@) hIiis

the tin e scale required to a cbtain a signalto-noise ratio
oforderl. In current (presentday) G aA sbased quantum
dot devices thistim e scale w illbe ofthe orderofa few s
(seeeg. Ref. :_L-j) and therefore m uch longer than typical
coherence tim es of the order of a f&w ns. For quantum
dots In other physical system s such as carbon nanotubes
or nanow ires the coherence tin es should be m uch longer
and therefore them easurem enttin e Ty can, In principle,
becom e of the sam e order as the coherence tin e or even
an aller.

For the Bell measuram ent (discussed below), it is
In portant that the coupling between the two qubits
(the two DQD’s) can be tumed o after the state has
been prepared. In our setup, the coupling between the
two DQD’s is m inim ized by rem oving the bias volage

Vpias = 0) and by pinching o the QP C, therefore, re—
ducihg E . For all operations that are done on a tine
scal t 2= E,thedensiy m atrix ofthetwo DQD’s
experiences little coherent evolution due to the coupling
term {3.). T herefore, on such short tim e scales the two
qubits would behave as if they were decoupled.

III. PARITY METER AS ENTANGULER

At the sym m etry point ofthe two-qubit system , where
1= o, = 0and 4 = 2 , our device acts as
an entangler Jjust by m easuring the current through the
QPC.
The Ham iltonian of the two qubits at the symm etry
point (index SP) reads
Hgp = D @ (20)
T he elgenstates of H gp are the two antisym m etric Bell
states

1

Jp1i = 19—5 G #i  J#"1); (21)
. L

J ol = p—i @g"ri o J##d . (22)

The state j 511 belongs to the odd parity class and the
state j g 2itotheeven one. T hus, both eigenstatesofthe
Ham iltonian H gp can be distinguished from each other
by a current m easurem ent through the QPC in Fjg.:_]:.
T he other two sym m etric B ell states

1
Jesl= 19—5 G"#i+ J#"D); @3)
L L wi. cuus
J B4l = p—z G""i+ j##l); 24)

are transform ed into each other, obeying the tine-
evolution

Ji= cos(t+ )j s3i disih(t+ )j pai: (25)
Here, isan arbitrary phase.

Since the states 1) { £4) form a com pletebasis ofthe
two-qubit system , we can conclide that a m easurem ent
of the current through the QPC can take three possble
outcom es: (i) Ioaq, whichm eansthat the system isdriven
Into the steady state ('_214') by them easurem ent, (i) Leyen,
which m eans that the system is driven into the steady
state C_Z-%') by the m easurem ent, and (iil) I i (Laa +
Teven)=2 Wih Logg < Imix < Leven), which means that
the system is driven into the state C_Z-E:), which exhibits
a dynam ical detector signal that is both oscillatory and
noisy.

T his behavior can be dem onstrated wihin a sinpl
m odel of continuous parity m easurem ent state prepara-—
tion w ith a serdes of pro fctive parity m easurem ents. U s—
Ing am aster equation description ofthe tin e evolution of



the density m atrix of the tw o-qubit system , we have veri-

ed that the Jatterm odel is in agreem ent w ith continuous
weak m easurem ent. In the m aster equation description,
we have treated the electrons in the QPC as bath vari-
ables and integrated out the bath degrees of freedom in
the weak coupling and M arkovian regime. The result—
ing m aster equation is of the Lindblad form , where the
decay rates are proportionalto the auto-correlation func—
tion of the input variable of the pariy detector. The al-
gorithm of our m odel of continuous parity m easurem ent
state preparation is as follow s:

1. F ix the desired initial state In the m easurem ent ba—
sis. It can be random ly chosen, or can be xed as
a state that is experim entally sin ple to prepare.

2.Apply a unitary transfom ation to change to the
Bellbasis, where Ham iltonian evolution is sin ple.
M ore explicitly, if we represent an arbitrary state
as
Ji= aj##i+ bj#"i+ cj"#i+ di""i; (26)
a sin ple basis transform ation enables us to w rite
the sam e state as
ji= J B1i+ Je2i+ Je3it Jmai:
T hen, the tin e evolution in the Bellbasis is sin ply
given by
J 1= :h B1it+ J B2i @7)
+ cos(t)j p3l isih(t)j pai
h i

+ cos(t)] psl disn(t)J psi:

3. Apply Ham ittonian evolution w ith a random ly cho—
sen tin e.

4. Transform back to the m easurem ent basis.
5.D o a parity m easurem ent:
F ind the probability of getting the resul even

E),orodd (©O) from the state.

U se these probabilities to choose a random
outcome, E orO.

Based on the resul, update the state.
6. Transform back to the Bellbasis.
7. Repeat the algorithm from step 2.

A sm entioned before, this algorithm gives three possble
outcom es: (i) the parity m eter m easures O allthe tine
! state j p11 has been prepared, (il) the parity m eter
measuresE allthetine! statej g,ihasbeen prepared,
and (ifi) the parity m eter m easures a string of a m ixture
of0 and E results ! a dynam ical superposition of the
states j g3iand j psihasbeen prepared, which isnota

steady state ofH sp . A long sequence ofeitherO 'sorkE ’s,
corresponding to cases (i) or (i), indicates a statistically
con dent preparation of a Bell state.

A statistical analysis of our m odel show s that if we
start w ith a product state in one ofthe tw o pariy classes,
eg. jJ"#1 in the odd class, which can be easily prepared
experim entally, then the pariy m eter drives the system
w ith probability 1=2 into theBellstate j g11. (Thesame
holds for the other parity class and the Bell state j 5, 1.)

Ifwe, however, start wih a random state, eg. a fully
m ixed state, then the pariy m eter still accom plishes a
Bell state preparation ofthe two states j gi1iand j goi
w ith a success probability of 1=4 each. If there are non—
deal sym m etries, eg. 1 & o, then, on longer tine
scales, there will be random sw itching between the dif-
ferent parity classes.

B efore proceeding to the next section, we brie y note
that the needed symm etry in the coupling constants be—
tw een detector and each of the qubits m ay be tested by
DC current m easuram ents, using gate voltages to force
the quantum dots Into each of the four classical con gu-
rations. If there is any asym m etry, this w ill show up iIn
a slight current di erence when com paring the di erent
con gurations. The di erence of the couplings constants
can by slightly tuned w ith the use of top gates.

IVv. APPLICATIONS OF THE PARITY METER

W e describe two applications of the pariy m eter of
Interest for quantum inform ation processing. The rst
one isa new proposalto test Bell's inequality in the solid
state. T he second one is an exam ple of a realization ofa
CNOT gateusihg QPC’sand DQD ’s asbuiding blocks.

A . Testing Bell’s inequality

A slight modi cation of our setup as schem atically
shown in Fjg.:_ﬂ can be used to violate Bell's nequality.
T he Bell's inequality m easurem ent consists essentially of
four consecutive steps:

1. P reparation step. D uring the preparation step, the
two D QD 'shave to be held at the sym m etry point,
ie. 1= 2= 0and ;= 2 = , where the
Ham iltonian H gp describes the two-qubit system .
A m easurem ent of the parity m eter, ie. the center
QPC, isdone. Ifthe m easurem ent is either I q4q Or
Teven s then we know that etther state j g 11iorstate
j B 21, respectively, has sucoessfiilly been prepared.

2.D eoupling step. O nce we know that the system is
in one of the two Bell states j g1i0or j g2l we
would like to tum the coupling between the two
qubis o . In our setup, the coupling between the
two DQD ’s can be m inin ized by setting Vs = 0
and by pinchingo theQPC.
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FIG.3: Bell inequality setup. In order to be abl to do a
m easurem ent of a violation ofa Bell inequality, weuseaQPC
as a parity m eter between two qubits to create a Bell state.
T he tw o outer detectors are then used to pro gctively m easure
charge in the , basis ofeach qubit.

3. Singke qubit rotation step. In order to do a m ea-—
surem ent of a violation of a Bell nequality ; the
C lauser-f ome-Shin ony-Holt (CHSH) fm 2% we
have to rotate each qubit and afterwards m easure
qubiqubit correlators in di erent bases. The sin—
gl qubit rotation can be done by pulsing ; (t) and

2 (£) Independently of each other. Thus, during
this step, we drive the system away from the sym —
m etry point. Note that this is the only option to
m easure the two qubits in di erent bases, because
typicalm easurem ent devices for charge qubits can
only measure in the , basis of the qubi. There-
fore, we have to rotate the state instead ofthem ea—
surem ent device (which isthe usualpractice in Bell
inequality m easurem ents w ith photons).

4.M easurem ent step. Immediately after the singke
qubit rotation step, we should be able to do a strong

(oro gctive) m easurem ent In the , basis of the
qubit using high- delity single shot detectors. This
can, for instance, be accom plished by single elec—
tron transistors as illustrated in Fig. B The time
delay between the two profctive m easurem ents is
analogous to the relative phase between the beam —
splitters in the originalCH SH proposal.
An altemative to fast tin e resolved pro ctivem ea—
surem ents required forboth the B ellinequality, and
the CNOT gate of the next section, is m aking a
serdes of m any weak \kicked" quantum nondem o-—
lition m easurem ents at a repetition rate comm en—
surate w ith the Rabiperiod of the qubis. In this
altemative, the qubits are not detuned from their
symm etry point, and single-quhit rotations are ac—
com plished by sin ply waiting 24

W e have to repeat the four stepsm any tim es w ith the
sam e tin e delay to obtain the correlation function

b i (28)

of the direct product of a \spin" m easurem ent in qubit
1 along unit vector a and In qubit 2 along unit vectorb.

Cap = hi@a i

charge
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FIG.4: CNOT gate setup. This setup contains three qubits
and two parity m eters, ie. QPC’s, In between them . The
qubits are the control qubit (C Q ubit), the ancilla qubi @A -
Qubit) and the target qubit (TQubi). An additional pro-
“Ective m easurem ent device is attached to the A qubit.

N ote that in our proposal the di erent anglks a, aO, b,
and b are realized by an appropriate application of the
singke qubit rotation step. A ccording to Bell, correlations
are nonclassical if we violate the nequality

B= i + Caop + Cgpo Caopo ] 2: 29)
A sin ple way ofanalyzing the dephasing tin e In the sys—
tem would be to choose di erent tim e delays after w hich
the singke qubit rotation step sets in.

B. CNOT gate

T he setup ofa realization ofa CNO T gate using charge
parj1:_§|/ m eters is shown in Fjg.-'_4 and follow s the idea of
Ref.d. It consistsofthree di erent charge qubitsand two
parity m eters. D uring the operation tine ofthe CNOT
gate t,, coherent evolution ofthe charge qubits should be
negligible, whichm eansthat t 1. Furthem ore, t,
has to be an aller than the typical dephasing tine T, of
the qubits. N ote that in superconducting charge qubits,
a CNOT gate pperation has already been dem onstrated
experin entall2% and interesting proposals Hr the in ple—
m entation of di erent kinds of tw oqubit gates exist 23

TheHam iltonian ofthe CNO T gatem ay be w ritten as

Henor = Hgp + Hope + Hine (30)
w ith
1 X () ()
Hop = > . T < 7 (31)
=1;2;3
Hopc = Hgpcjt Hopcjes (32)
Ey E,
o - 20 P B e

T he energies and ( = 1;2;3) can (in principle)
be controlled at any tim e by changing the gate voltages



that detem Ine the single particle levels and the tunnel
couplings in each DQD system , respectively.

W e now assum e that the control qubit and the target
qubit are In a given state. It is In portant for the schem e
to work that the ancilla qubit is prepared in the state
Jagli= (@G"i+ j#i= 2. It should be rather easy to
prepare the desired state of the ancilla qubit because it
is the ground state ¢f the DQD system when the tun—
nel coupling is nite%4 Under the constraint top, 1,
m entioned above, the outcom e of the parity m easure—
ment can jist take two values, corresponding to Ioqg Or
Teven Of Sec. :1];'[ Then, a m easurem ent of Ioqq shows
that the two qubits involved in that m easurem ent exist
n the subspace spanned by the states j "#i and J#"i,
whereas a m easurem ent of I.yen, Indicates that the two
qubits involved in that m easuram ent exist n the sub-
space spanned by the states J""i and j##i.

Apart from the measurem ents of the two parity m e
ters, the only other ingredients needed to build a deter-
m nistic CNO Tpgate are single qubit Hadam ard gates
H= (x+ ;)= 2.A Hadam ard gate acting on qubit
can be realized by tuning the corresponding single qubit
Ham ilttonian

H = s 3 (34)

1
5 z
to the specialsym mﬁgy point = and letting it act
foratinety = = 2 . For this single qubi rotation,
weneed to raise and tem porarily.

T he operation schem e of the CNO T gate goes as ol
Iow s:

1. Preparation of the ancillh qubit. This can be et
ther done by acting w ith H , on state i ofqubit 2
or by ground state preparation of a tunnelcoupled
double dot.

2.Parity measurement with QPC 1. The outcom e of
that m easurem ent p; has to be stored. p; = 0
corresponds to the odd parity class, whereasp; = 1
corresponds to the even parity class. The same
holds, of course, for p,;, ie. the outcom e of the
parity m easurem ent 2 below . A flerwards, we need
to decouple the controland the ancilla qubit.

3.Hadam ard step 1. Acting wih H, on the ancilla
qubiandw ih H 3 on the target qubit, which m eans
In practice to wai foran appropriatetine ty; after
tuning the single qubi Ham ittonians.

4. Parity measurement with QPC 2. The outcom e
of that m easurem ent p, has to be stored. A fter—
wards, we need to decouple the ancilla and the tar-
get qubit.

5.Hadam ard step 2. Once more, acting wih H, on
the ancilla qubit and with H 3 on the target qubit.

6.M easurem ent of ancilla qubit. This m easurem ent
has to be done in a proEctive way.

7. P ostprocessing step. D epending on the outcom e of
the m easured state of the ancilla qubi as well as
p1 and pp, we nally have to apply single qubit op—
erations to the controland the target qubit, which
we call . and . For the controlqubi, .= ,
ifp, = 0, whilke no postprocessing of the control
qubit is needed if p, = 1. For the target qubit,

t = x ifthe ancilla qubit isdown and p; = 1, or
if the ancilla qubit is up and p; = 0. O therw ise,
no postprocessing of the target qubit is needed.
Applying a conditional operation of , or ., this
m eans In practice m aking for the form er
case or vice versa for the latter one.

A s dem onstrated In detail in Ref. :_2-3, the di erent steps
described above allow fora CNO T operation on the con—
troland the target qubit.

V. CONCLUSIONS

W e have proposed a realization of a charge parity m e~
ter, ie. a device that can distinguish between the sub-
spaces oftw o parity classes ofquantum statesbut cannot
distinguish between di erent states in each parity class.
If the states are two-qubit states (In our case, the states
that characterize tw o charge qubits) a parity m eterbased
on a QPC placed In a properway between the two qubits
actsasan entangler just by a current m easurem ent. Such
a device isa speci ¢ realjzation ofa m esoscopic quadratic
quantum m easurem ent?

Furthem ore, we have dem onstrated that the charge
parity m eter supplem ented by two single qubit charge
detectors can be used to do a m easurem ent of a violation
ofBell's nequality in the solid state. To accom plish this,
we have exploited the idea to use single qubit rotations
nstead of a rotation of the m easurem ent device In order
to be able to m easure CH SH correlators in four di erent
bases.

Finally, a CNOT gate operation has been described
using two parity m eters and three qubits. T hereby, one
of the three qubits jist acts as an ancilla qubit to enable
a determ inistic gate, w hereasthe othertw o qubits are the
standard control and target qubit that are m anipulated
by the CNO T operation.
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