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W e consider the problem of a qubit driven by a ham onically oscillating extemal eld while it is
coupled to a quantum two-levelsystem . W e perform a system atic num erical analysis of the problem
by varying the relevant param eters. The num erical calculations agree w ith the predictions of a
sin ple intuitive picture, nam ely one that takes into consideration the four-level energy spectrum ,
the sin ple principles of R abi oscillations and the basic e ects of decoherence. Furthem ore, they
reveal a num ber of other interesting phenom ena. W e provide explanations for the various features
that we observe In the num erical calculations and discuss how they can be used In experim ent.
In particular, we suggest an experin ental procedure to characterize an environm ent of two-level

system s.

I. NTRODUCTION

T here have been rem arkable advances In the eld of
superconductorbased quantum nfom ation processing
In recent years ]. C oherent oscillations and basic gate
operations have been observed In system s of single qubits
and two interacting qubits E,E,E,E,E,ﬂ,,@]. One of
the m ost In portant operations that are used in m anipu-—
lating qubits is the application of an oscillating extemal

eld on resonance w ith the qubit to drive R abi oscilla—
tions E,ﬂ,ﬁ,lﬂ,m]. A closely related problem w ith great
prom ise ofpossble applications is that ofa qubit coupled
to a quantum hamm onic-oscillatorm ode ﬂ,lﬁ,lﬂ,lﬂ].

Qubits are always coupled to uncontrollable degrees of
freedom that cause decoherence in its dynam ics. One
generally thinks of the environm ent as slow Iy reducing
the coherence of the qubit, typically as a m onotonically
decreasing decay finction. In som e recent experin ents,
how ever, oscillations in the qub it have been observed that
In ply it is strongly coupled to quantum degrees of free—
dom wih long decoherence tim es m, E]. The e ects
of those degrees of freedom have been successfully de—
scribed by m odelling them as quantum two—Jlevelsystem s
(TLSs) m, E, m, |E, m]. Since, as m entioned above,
Rabi oscillations are a sin pl and powerfiil m ethod to
m anipulate the quantum state ofa qubi, i is in portant
to understand the behaviour of a qubit that is driven
on or close to resonance In the presence of such a TLS.
Furthem ore, we shall show below that driving the qubit
close to resonance can be used to extract m ore param e~
ters about an environm ent of T LSs than has been done
In experim ent so far. The resuls of this study are also
relevant to the problem of Rabi oscillations in a qubit
that is Interacting w ith other surrounding qubits.

Som e theoretical treatm ents and analysis of special
cases ofthe problem at hand were given In Refs. E,lﬁ].
In this paper we perform a m ore system atic analysis in
orderto reach am ore com plete understanding ofthisphe—
nom enon. W e shallpresent a few sim ple physical princi
plesthat can be used to understand severalaspects ofthe

behaviour of this system wih di erent possible choices
of the relevant param eters. T hose principles are (1) the
fourJdevelenergy spectrum ofthe qubit+ TLS system , 2)
the basic properties of the R abioscillation dynam ics and
(3) the basic e ects of decoherence. W e shall then per-
form num erical calculations that w ill agree w ith that in—
tuitive picture and also w ill reveal other results that are
more di culk to de niively predict otherw ise. Finally,
we suggest an experin ental procedure where the driven
qubit dynam ics can be used to characterize the environ—
ment of TLSs.

T he paper is organized as ollows: in Sec. II we In-—
troduce the m odel system and the Ham iltonian that de—
scribes it. In Sec. ITIwe present a few sin ple argum ents
that w illbe used as a foundation for our num ericalanal-
ysisof Sec. IV, which willcon m that intuitive picture
and revealother less ntuitively predictable results (note
that a readerwho issu ciently fam iliarw ith the sub fct
m atter can skip Sec. III). In Sec. V we discuss how our
results can be used In experiment. W e nally conclide
our discussion in Sec. V1.

II. MODEL SYSTEM

The m odel system that we shall study in this paper
is com posed of a ham onically driven qubit, a quantum
TLS and their weakly coupled environm ent ].Weas
sum e that the qubi and the TLS interact w ith theirown
(uncorrelated) environm ents that would cause decoher-
ence even in the absence of qubi-TLS coupling. The
Ham iltonian of the system is given by:

I'f(t):ﬁ\q(t)+ﬁ\TLS+ﬁ\I+ﬁ\Env; @)

w here Pfq and PfTLS are the qubit and TLS Ham ittoni-
ans, respectively; }fl describes the coupling between the
qubi and the TLS, and PfE nv describes all the degrees
of freedom in the environm ent and their coupling to the
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qubitand TLS.The (tin edependent) qubit H am iltonian
is given by:
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where 4 and 4 arethe adjistable static controlparam —

eters of the qubit, © @ are the Pauli soin m atrices of the

qubit, F and ! are the am plitude (In energy units) and
frequency, respectively, of the driving eld, and ¢ isan
angle that describes the orientation of the extemal eld
relative to the qubi *, axis. A though we have used a
rather general form to describe the coupling between the
qubit and the driving eld, we shall see in Sec. III that
one only needs a single, easily extractable param eter to
characterize the am plitude of the driving eld. W e as—
sum e that the TLS isnot coupled to the externaldriving
eld, and its Ham ittonian is given by:

I'fTLSZ TTLSA}ETLS) TTLSAZ(TLS); 3)
w here the de nition of the param eters and operators is
sim ilar to those ofthe qubit, exoept that the T LS param —
eters are uncontrollable. N ote that our assum ption that
the TLS is not coupled to the driving eld can be valid
even In cases w here the physical nature of the TLS and
the driving eld leads to such coupling, since we gener—
ally consider a m icroscopic T LS, rendering any coupling
to the extermal eld negligble.
T he energy splitting between the two quantum states
of each subsystem , In the absence of coupling between
them , is given by:

E = + 7 @)

where the ndex refers to either the qubit orthe TLS.
T he corresponding ground and excited states are, respec—
tively, given by:

pi = cos—3"i + sin— jHi
3 53 53

i = sin—3"i

2 oos;j#i ; (5)

where the anglke is given by the criterion tan =

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

I_fI: _ Al ATLS), (6)

where isthe (uncontrollabl) coupling strength betw een
the qubit and the T LS.N ote that any Interaction Ham i
tonian that is a product of a qubit cbservabl tines a

TLS observable can be recast into the above form using
a sin ple basis transform ation, kesping n m ind that such
a basis transform ation also changesthe valuesof 4, 11s
and fe

W e assum e that all the coupling tem s in I—fEm, are
an all enough that is e ect on the dynam ics of the
qubi+ TLS system can be treated w ithin the fram ew ork
of the m arkovian Bloch-Red eld m aster equation ap-—
proach. W e shalluse a noise pow er spectrum that can de—
scribe both dephasing and relaxation w ith lndependently
adjistable rates, and shallpresent our results in term of
those decoherence rates. For de niteness in the num er—
ical calculations, we take the coupling of the qubit and

the TLS to their regpective environm ents to be described
by the operators AZ( ) , where refers to the qubit and
the TLS.N ote, however, that since we use the relaxation
and dephasing rates to quantify decoherence, our resuls
are Independent ofthe choice of system -environm ent cou—

pling operators.

ITII. INTUITIVE PICTURE

W e start our analysis of the problem by presenting a
few physical principles that prove very helpful in intu-
tively predicting the behaviour of the above-described
system . Note that the argum ents given in this section
arewellknown [24,123,124]. For the sake of clarity, how —
ever, we present them explicitly and discuss their roles
In the problem at hand.

A . Energy levels and eigenstates

The st elem ent that one needs to consider is the en—
ergy levels of the com bined qubit+ TLS system . In order
for a given experin ental sam ple to function as a qubit,
the qubi—T LS coupling strength mustbemuch an aller
than the energy splitting of the qubit E4. W e there-
fore take that lim i, as well as the lim it Et1s, and
straightforwardly nd the energy levels to be given by:
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where = COS qCOS 115, ss= S gsih 7rs.The

corresponding eigenstates are given by:

Ji=
Pi=

Poi

cos— Rgi+ sin — el
233g 2]3



sih— gl cos—gel
2:eg ng

ei; ®)

Bi
#i =

where the rst symbol refers to the qubit state and the
second one refers to the TLS state in their respective
uncoupled bases, the angle ’ is given by the criterion
tan’ = = ErLs Ey), and for de niteness in the
form of the states Pi and Bi we have assum ed that
Errs Eq-

N ote that the m ean— eld shift of the qubit resonance
frequency, ¢, is present regardless of the values of the
qubit and TLS energy splittings. T he avoided-crossing
structure involving states i and Bi, however, is only
relevant when the qubi and TLS energies are alm ost
equal. One can therefore use spectroscopy of the our-
levelstructure to experin entally m easure the T LS energy
splitting Et1,s and anglke 115, as will be discussed in
m ore detailin Sec. V.

B . R abioscillations

If a twodlevel system (eg. a qubi) wih energy solit—
ting !y, hitlally in is ground state, is driven by a
ham onically-oscillating weak eld wih a frequency !
close to its energy splitting (up to a factor ofh) as de-
scribed by Eq. [@), is probability to be und in the
excied state at a Jater tin e t is given by:

o 2 1 cos(tb ©)
N 2400 1p)? 2
where = %+ (! 19)?, and the on—resonance R abi
frequency o= F jsin( ¢ g)Jwetakeh= 1) R4l.We

therefore see that m axin um oscillationsw ith fullg $ e
conversion probability are cbtained when the driving is
resonant with the qubi energy splitting. W e also see
that the w idth ofthe Rabipeak in the frequency dom ain
isgiven by (. Sinpl Rabioscillations can also be ob—
served in a m ultidevel system if the driving frequency is
on resonance with one of the relevant energy splittings
but o resonance w ith all others.

C. The e ect ofdecoherence

In an undriven system , the e ect of decocherence is
to push the density m atrix describing the system to—
wards its them alequilbriuim value with tine scales
given by the characteristic dephasing and relaxation
tin es. The e ects of decoherence, especially dephasing,
can be thought of in term s of a broadening of the energy
levels. In particular, ifthe energy separation betw een the
states i and PiofSec. IITA is an aller than the typical
decoherence rates in the problem , any e ect related to
that energy separation becom es unocbservable. A fema-—
tively, one could say that only processes that occur on

a tin e scale faster than the decoherence tim es can be
ocbserved.

Tt is worth taking a mom ent to look in some more
detailat the problem ofa resonantly-driven qubit coupled
to a dissipative environm ent, which is usually studied
under the nam e of B loch-equations 24, 125]. If the Rabi
frequency ism uch an allerthan the decoherence rates, the
qubi will rem ain In its themm al equilbriim state, sihoe
any deviations from that state caused by the driving eld
w ill1be dissipated iIn m ediately. If, on the otherhand, the
R abifrequency ism uch largerthan the decoherence rates,
the system w illperform dam ped R abioscillations, and it
w illend up close to the m axin ally m ixed state In which
both states i and #ihave equaloccupation probability.
In that case, one could say that decoherence succeeds In
m aking us lose track of the quantum state of the qubi
but fails to dissipate the energy of the qubit, since m ore
energy w ill alw ays be available from the driving eld.

D. Combined picture

W e now take the three elem ents presented above and
com bine them to obtain a sin ple ntuitive picture of the
problem at hand.

Let us for a m om ent neglect the e ects of decoherence
and only consider the case ! !o. The driving eld
triesto I the state ofthe qubit alone. However, two of
the relevant eigenstates are entangled states, nam ely Pi
and Pi. One can therefore expect that if the width of
the R abipeak, or In other words the on-resonance R abi
frequency, ism uch larger than the energy separation be—
tween the states 21 and Bi, the qubit w ill start oscillat—
Ing much faster than the TLS can respond, and the ini-
tial dynam ics w ill ook sin ilar to that of the uncoupled
system . Only after m any oscillations and a tim e of the
orderof €5 E,) ! willone startto seethee ectsofthe
qubi-T LS interaction. If, on the other hand, the Rabi
frequency ism uch am aller than the energy separation be—
tw een the states Piand Bi, thedriving eld can excite at
m ost one of those two states, depending on the driving
frequency. In that case the qubit-T LS interactions are
strong enough that the TLS can follow adiabatically the
tin e evolution of the qubit. In the Intem ediate region,
one expects that if the driving frequency is closer to one
of the two transition frequenciesE , E; and E3 Eq,
beating behaviour w illbe seen right from the beginning.
If one looks at the Rabipeak in the frequency dom ain,
eg. by ptting the maximum g $ e qubitstate con—
version probability as a function of frequency, the single
peak ofthe weak-coupling lim it separates into two peaks
as the qubi-T LS coupling strength becom es com parable
to and exceeds the on—resonance R abi frequency.

W e do not expect weak to m oderate levels of decoher—
ence to cause any qualitative changes in the qubi dy—
nam ics other than, for exam ple, in posing a decaying en—
velope on the qubit excitation probability. A sm entioned
above, features that are narrower (in frequency) than the



deocoherence ratesw illbe suppressed them ost. N ote that
if the TLS decoherence rates are large enough 23], the
TLS can be neglcted and one recovers the single Rabi
peak with a height detem ined by the qubit decoherence
rates alone.

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In the absence ofdecoherence, we nd it easiest to treat
the problem at hand using the dressed-state picture R23].
In that picture one thinks of the driving eld m ode as
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FIG.1l: Left: Energy levels and direct transitions between

them in the dressed-state picture. R ight: Energy splittings
separated according to their physical origin.

where § = (=2°"%, | is the on—resonance Rabi fre-
quency in the absence of qubiTLS coupling, ! =

! o, and the H am iltonian is expressed In the basis of
states (JL;N i; ;N 1i; B;N 1i; #;N 2i),whereN is
the num ber of photons in the driving eld. W e take the
low tem perature lim i, which m eans that we can take the
Initial state to be ;N i w ithout the need for any extra
Initialization. W e can now evolve the system num erically
and analyze the dynam ics. A fferwe nd the density m a—
trix of the com bined qubit+ TLS system asa function of
tin e, we can look at the dynam ics of the com bined sys—
tem or that ofthe two subsystem s separately, depending
on which one providesm ore insightfiil inform ation.

W e start by dem onstrating the separation of the Rabi
peak into two peaks as the qubi-T LS coupling strength
is increased. A s a quanti er ofthe am plitude ofR abios—
cillations, we use the m axin um probability for the qubit
to be found in the excited state between tinest= 0 and
t= 20 = 4, and we refer to that quantity as P @

"m ax *
In Fig. 2 we plot P..(jn) .x @s a function of renom alized
detuning != . Aswasexplained In Sec. ITT, the peak
separates Into two when the qubi-T LS coupling strength
exceeds the on-resonance R abi frequency, up to sinple
factors of order one. The system also behaves according

to the explanation given In Sec. IIT in the weak— and

being quantized, and processes are describbed as nvolving
the absorption and em ission of quantized photons by the
qubi+ TLS combined system . As a representative case,
which also happens to be the case of m ost Interest to
us, we take the frequency of the driving eld to be close
to the qubit and TLS energy splittings. For sim plicity,
we take those to be equal. W e shall com e back to the
generalcase later In this section. W ithout going over the
rather sim ple details of the derivation, we show the four
relevant energy levels and the possble transitions in F ig.
1. The e ective Ham iltonian describing the dynam ics
w ithin those four levels is given by:

Oco
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strong-coupling lin is. W hen
than ¢, oscillations in the qubit state occur on a time
scale !,where isthe Rabifrequency de ned in Sec.

ITT-B, whereas the beating behaviour occurs on a tine
scale E3 Ej) 1. W hen ismorethan an orderofm ag—
niude sn allerthan o, thee ectsofthe TLS are hardly
visble in the qubit dynam icsw ithin the tim e given above.
On the otherhand, when is large enough such that the
energy di erence E 3 E; isseveraltin es largerthan o,
the dynam ics corresoonds to exciting at m ost one of the
tw o elgenstates i and Pi. W e generally see that beating
behaviourbecom es less pronounced w hen the driving fre—
quency isequalto the qubit energy spg.i'ttjng including the
TLS-mean eld shiff, ie. when ! = é+ (g+ )%y

w hich corresponds to the top of the unsplit single peak
or the m dpoint between the two separated peaks.

W e also see som e interesting features in the peak struc—
ture of Fig. 2 that were not discussed in Sec. ITI. In the
Interm ediate-coupling regin e Figs. 2b,c), we see a peak
that reaches unit height, ie. a peak that corresponds to
fullg $ e conversion in the qubi dynam icsat ! = 0.
The asymm etry between the two m ain peaks in Fig. 2,
as well as the additional dips in the doublepeak struc—
ture, were also not In m ediately ocbvious from the sinple
argum ents of Sec. ITI. In orderto give a rst explanation
of the above features, we plot in Fig. 3 a curve sin ilar
to that In Fig. 2() Wih di erent 115), along wih
the sam e quantity plotted when the eigenstate #;N 21
is neglected, ie. by using a reduced 3 3 Ham ittonian
w here the fourth row and colum n are rem oved from Pfe
In the three-state calculation, there isno ! = 0 peak,
the two m ain peaks are sym m etric, but we still see som e
dips. W ealsoplot in Fig. 4 the qubit excitation probabilk-
iy as a function of tin e for the four frequencies m arked
by verticaldashed lnes in Fig. 2 (o).

is substantially sn aller
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FIG. 3: Maximum qubit excitation probability P(qx:l ax Pe
tween t = 0 and t = 20 = o for the fPurlevel system
(solid line) and the reduced threelevel system (dashed line).

=4,and TLS = =5.
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By looking at Fig. 1, onem ight say that the ! = 0
peak clearly corresponds to a two-photon process cou—
pling states jli and #i. In fact, for fiurther dem onstra-—
tion that this is the case, we have ncluded n Fig. 4
the probability of the combined qubitt TLS system to
be in state #i. This peak is easiest to observe in the In—
term ediate coupling regim e. In the weak-coupling lim it,
the qubit and TLS are essentially decoupled, especially
on the tim e scale of qubit dynam ics. In the strong cou—
pling lin i, one can argue that a Ram an transition will
give rise to that peak. However, noting that the width
of that peak is of the order of the an aller of the values

2= s and 2= ., we can see that i becom es increas-

Ingly narrow in that lim it. In other words, the virtual
Interm ediate state after the absorption of one photon is
far enough in energy from the states 21 and Bitom ake
the peak nvisbly narrow . It is rather surprising, how —
ever, that in the intemm ediate-coupling regim e the peak
reaches unit g $ e conversion probability, even though
the transitions to states 21 and Bi are real, rather than
being virtual transitions w hose role ism erely to m ediate
the coupling between states jli and #i. W e have ver—
i ed that the (@In ost) unit height of the peak is quie
robust against changes in the angles 4 and 1.5 fora
wide range In , even when that peak coincides w ith the
top of one of the two m ain peaks. In fact, the H am ilto—
nian e can be diagonalized rather straightforwardly in
thecase ! = 0, and one can see that there isno symm e~
try that requires fiill conversion betw een the states j1;N i
and #;N 2i. The lack of any special relations between
the energy di erences in the eigenvalies of HAe , how ever,
suggests that alm ost fiill conversion should be achieved
In a reasonable am ount oftim e.
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FIG. 4: Qubi excitation probability P? as a finction of
tim e (solid line) or !'= o= 0 @),0.92 ©),1.61 (c) and 1.77
(d). The dashed line is the occupation probability of state
:’ﬁ,‘N 2i. = 0= 2, q = =4, and TLS = =5.

The asymm etry between the two m ain peaks in Figs.
2 and 3 can also be explained by the fact that in one

of those peaks state #i is also Involved in the dynam ics

and it increases the quantity P ..(;ln) .x » A s above, we have

Inclided n Figs. 4 () and 4 (c) the probability of the
com bined qubit+ TLS system to be in state #i.

In order to explain the dips In Figs. 2 and 3, we note
that the plotted quantity, P ,.(jn) . r isthe sum of fourtem s
(In the reduced threeJlevel system ) : a constant and three
oscillating temm s. T he frequencies of those term s corre—
soond to the energy di erences in the diagonalized 3 3
Ham ittonian. The dips occur at frequencies where the
tw o largest frequencies are Integerm ultiples ofthe an all-



est one. Away from any such point, P..(;ln) .x Will reach
a value equal to the sum of the am plitudes of the four
tem s. Exactly at those points, however, such a con—
structive buildup of am plitudes is not always possble,
and a dip is generally obtained. The width of that dip
decreases and vanishes asym ptotically as we increase the
sim ulation tin e, although the depth rem ainsuna ected.

W e also studied the case where the qubit and TLS en—
ergy splittings were di erent. A s can be expected, the
e ects of the TLS decrease as it m oves away from reso—
nance w ith the qubi. That ism ost clearly re ected in
the tw o-peak structure, where one ofthe two m ain peaks
becom es substantially am aller than the other. The two—
photon peak was still clearly observable in plots corre-
soonding to the sam e quantity plotted n F ig. 2, ie. plots
ofP,.(jn) ax VS. = o, even when the detuning between
the qubi and the TLS was a few tin es lJarger than the
coupling strength and the on-resonance R abi frequency.

1

1,max
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FIG.5: Maxinum qubit excitation probability P,¥  be-
tween t= 0 and t= 20 = (. The s0lid line corresponds to

the case of no decoherence. T he dotted ( 1(q2) = 01 (=2 and
(TLS) (TLS)

2% = 02 =2 ), dashed (% = 0and [,% = 2 o)
and dash-dotted ( ;9 = o and ,,° = 0) lines correspond
to di erent decoherence regimes. = o = 2, ¢ = =4, and
rns = =bH. 1( ) and 2( ) are the relaxation and dephasing

rates of the subsystem , respectively.

T he truncated dressed-state picture w ith four energy
levels is insu cient to study the e ects of decoherence.
For exam ple, relaxation from state i to ji does not
necessarily have to involve em ission of a photon into the
driving— eld m ode. W e therefore study the e ects of de—
coherence by treating the driving eld classically. W e
then solve a Bloch-Red eld m aster equation w ith a tin e-
dependent H am iltonian and extemally—-im posed dephas—
Ing and relaxation times, as was done In Ref. R0]. In

Fig. 5 we reproduce the urlevel results of Fig. 3, ie.

P,.(jn) ax VS. !'= o wih no decoherence, along w ith the

sam e quantity obtained w hen we take into account the ef-

fects ofdecoherence. Foram oderate levelofdecoherence,
we see that the qubit excitation probabiliyy is som ew hat
reduced and all the features that are narrower than the
deooherence rates are suppressed partially or com pletely
by thee ectsofdecoherence. For large qubit decoherence
rates, the qubit excitation probability is greatly reduced
close to resonance, w here the R abi frequency takes is
lowest values. T he shallow dip In the dash-dotted line in
Fig. (5) occurs because for those frequencies and In the
absence of decoherence the m axinum am plitude is only
reached after several oscillations, whereas it is reached
during the st few oscillations outside that region. For
large TLS decoherence rates, the TLS becom es weakly
coupled to the qubit, and a singlk peak is recovered In
the qubit dynam ics w ith a height larger than either the
two split peaks). A1l of these e ects are in agreem ent
w ith the sin pl picture presented In Sec. ITI.

V. EXPERIM ENTAL CONSIDERATIONS

In the early experin ents on phase qubits coupled to
TLss [1d, 18], the qubit relaxation rate (¥ ( 40M H 2)
was com parable to the splitting between the two Rabi
peaks s ( 20-70M H z), whereas the on-resonance Rabi
frequency ( wastunable from 30M H z to 400M H z (hote
that, as discussed in Sec. III, the Rabi frequency can—
not be reduced to values much lower than the decoher—
ence rates, or Rabi oscillations would disappear alto—
gether). T he large relaxation rates In those experin ents
would m ake severale ects discussed in this paper unob—
servable. The constraint that ( could not be reduced
below 30M Hz m ade the strong-coupling regin e, where

0 ssy lnaccessible. T he weak-coupling regim €, w here

0 ssr Was easily accessble in those experin ents.
However, as can be seen from Fig. 2, i shows only a
m inor signature of the TLS. A Though the intemm ediate-
coupling regin e was also accessible, as evidenced by the
observation of the splitting of the Rabi peak into two
peaks, observation of the two-photon process and the
additionaldips of F ig. 2 discussed above would have re-
quired a tim e at least com parable to the qubi relaxation
tin e. Thatwould havem ade them di cul to distinguish
from experim ental uctuations.

W ith the new qubit design of Ref. 2€], the qubit re—
laxation tin e has been Increased by a factor of 20. The

constraint that ( must be at least com parablk to 1(q2)
no longer prevents accessbility of the strong-coupling
regin e. Furthem ore, since our sin ulationswere run fora
period of tim e corresponding to approxin ately ten Rabi
oscillation cycles, ie. shorter than the relaxation time
observed in that experim ent, all the e ects that were
discussed above should be cbservable, ncluding the ob—
servation ofthe two-photon peak and the transition from
the weak—to the strong-coupling regin es by varying the
driving am plitude.

W e nally consider one possible application of our re—
sultsto experin entson phase qubits, nam ely the problem



of characterizing the environm ent com posed ofTLSs. As
we shall show shortly, characterizing the TLS param e-
ters and the nature of the qubi-TLS coupling are not
Independent questions. T he energy splitting of a given
TLS,Er1s, can be obtained easily from the location of
the qubit-T LS resonance as the qubit energy splitting is
varied. O ne can then obtain the distribution ofvalues of
Er1s Pora large number of TLSs, aswas in fact done in
Ref. R€]. The splitting of the R abi resonance peak into
two peaks by iself, however, is insu cient to determ ine

the values of 115 and 115 separately. By observing
the location of the two-photon peak, in addiion to the
Jocations ofthe two m ain peaks, one would be able to de—
term neboth . and 4 foragiven TLS, as can be seen
from Fig. 1. Those values can then be used to calculate
both Errs and TLS arctan ( TLs:TLs)OfthatTLS.
T he distrbbution of values of 115 can then be used to
test m odels of the environm ent, such as the one given in
Ref. [L1] to describe the results ofRef. R27].

In order to reach the above conclusion, we have m ade
the assum ption that the distribution ofvalnesof 15 for
those TLSsw ih su ciently strong coupling to the qubit
is representative of all TLSs. Since it is generally be-
lieved that strong coupling is a result of proxim ity to the
Junction, the above assum ption is quite plausble, as long
as the other T LSs share the sam e nature. A though it is
possible that there m ight be two di erent types of TLSs
of di erent nature in a qubit’s environm ent, dentifying
that possbility would also be helpfiil in understanding
the nature of the environm ent. W e have also assum ed
that 4 does not take the special value =2 (note that,
based on the argum ents of Refs. [17, 127], we are also
assum Ing that generally r1s € =2). That assum ption
would not raise any concem when dealing wih charge
or ux qubits, where both 4 and 4 can be adjisted
In a singlke experim ent, provided an appropriate design
is used. However, the situation is trickier with phase
qubits. The results In that case depend on the nature of
the qubit-T LS coupling, which we discuss next.

T he two m echanisn s that are currently considered the
m ost lkely candidates to describe the qubit-TLS cou-
pling are through either (1) a dependence of the Joseph-
son junction’s critical current on the TLS state or (2)
Coulomb interactions between a charged TLS and the
charge across the jinction. In the form er case, one has
an e ective value of 4 thatisdi erent from =2 28], and
the assum ption ofan interm ediate value of ¢ is jasti ed.
In the case of coupling through C oulom b interactions, on
the other hand, one e ectively has = =2, and there—
fore . vanishes for all the TLSs. In that case the two—

photon peak would always appear at the m ddpoint (to a
good approxin ation) between the two m ain R abipeaks.
A Ythough that would prevent the detemm nation of the
distrbbution of values of 115, i would be a strong indi-
cation that Coulom b interactions w ith the charge across
the junction are responsible for the qubi-TLS coupling
rather than the critical current dependence on the TLS
state. Note also that if £ tums out that this is n fact
the case, and the distrdbbution of values of 115 cannot
be extracted from the experim ental resuls, that distri-
bution m ight be irrelevant to the question ofdecoherence
In phase qubits.

VI. CONCLUSION

W e have studied the problem ofa ham onically-driven
qubit that is Interacting w ith an uncontrollable tw o-Jlevel
system and a background environm ent. W e have pre—
sented a sinple picture to understand the m a prity of
the phenom ena that are observed In this system . That
picture is com posed of three elem ents: (1) the fourlevel
energy spectrum of the qubit+ TLS system , (2) the ba—
sic properties of the Rabioscillation dynam ics and (3)
the basic e ects of decoherence. W e have con m ed the
predictions of that picture using a system atic num eri-
cal analysis where we have varied a num ber of relevant
param eters. W e have also found unexpected features
In the resonancepeak structure. W e have analyzed the
behaviour of the system and provided sinple explana-
tions in those cases as well. O ur results can be tested
w ith available experin ental systam s. Furthem ore, they
can be used in experin ental attem pts to characterize the
T LSssurrounding a qubit, which can then be used aspart
ofpossible techniques to elim inate the T LSs” detrim ental
e ects on the qubit operation.
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