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Controllable C oupling in P haseC oupled F lux Q ubits

Mun Dae Kim
Korea Institute for Advanced Study, Seoul 130-722, K orea

W e propose a schem e for tunable coupling of phasecoupled ux qubits. The phase-coupling
schem e can provide a strong coup ling strength ofthe order of Josephson coupling energy of Josephson
Junctions in the connecting loop, whilke the previously studied inductive coupling schem e cannot
provide due to an all m utual inductance and induced currents. W e show that, In order to control
the coupling, we need two dc-SQ U ID ’s in the connecting loop and the control uxes threading the
dcSQ U ID s m ust be in opposite directions. The coupling strength is analytically calculated as a
fiinction of the control ux at the co—resonance point.

PACS numbers: 7450+ r, 8525Am , 8525Cp
I. INTRODUCTION

Superconducting Josephson junction qubit is one of
the m ost prom ising candidates for in plem enting quan-—
tum computationt. Shgl qubit coherent oscilla—
tions In superconducting qubits have been dem onstrated
experin entally?24 and fiirthem ore two qubit coupling
and entanglem ent have been performed in charge®,

u¥®? and phase!® qubits. Scalabl quantum com —
puting requires controllable and selective coupling be—
tw een tw o ram ote aswellas nearest neighbor qubits. Re—
cently much theoreticale ortshave been devoted on the
study about the controllable coupling of charget!, charge—
phase!? and ux qubitd3242318 For ux qubitsthe con-
trollable coupling schem es use inductive coupling, but it
istooweak toperform e cient two-qubitgate operations.
Hence, whilke in superconducting charge qubit two-qubit
coherent oscillations and CNOT gate operations were
experin entally cbserved®®, only spectroscopy m easure—
ment was done for mductively coupled ux qubi. In
this study thus we suggest a schem e to give both strong
and tunable coupling between two phasecoupled ux
qubits. T he phase-coupling schem e, which we previously
proposedt?, has been realized Tn a recent experin entt®.
The controllable coupling schem e using phase-coupled
qubisw ith threading AC m agnetic eld wasalso studied
theoretically??. Further, there have been studies about
som ewhat di erent phase-coupling schem eg%2% ,

Two current states of a ux qubi are characterized
by the induced loop current related w ith the phase dif-
ferences across Josephson jinctions In the qubit loop.
Ifwe try to couple two ux qubits using m utual induc—
tance, the coupling strength J = M I; Iy = 05GHZ will
be too weak to perform the discrin nating CNO T gate
operationst?, since the m utual inductance M and the in—
duced currentsofthe keft (rght) qubiI; g, isvery sm all
E ven though the nduced currentsof ux qubitsareweak,
the phase di erences across Jossphson junctions are
as argeas =2 & 0:16. Hence, iftwo ux qubis are
coupled by the phase di erences between two Josegphson
Junctionsofdi erent qubits, we can achieve a strong cou—
pling ofthe order of Josephson coupling energy E g ofthe
Josephson junctions in the connecting loop whose typical

value is as large as up to about 200G H z.

Introducing two dc-5Q U ID ’s interrupting the connect—
ing loop as shown in Fig. [l we can control the coupling
between phasecoupled ux qubits. The control uxes,
£ and £?, threading two dc-SQU D loops must be in
opposite directions in order to give rise to the control-
lable coupling. W hen two uxes are in the sam e direc—
tion, the change of control uxes induces an additional
current ow ing in the connecting loop, causing the shift
ofqubit states aswellas the change of coupling strength.
Such a dilem m a also persists in the case ofone dcSQ U ID
Joop in connecting loop . H ow ever, ifthe control uxesare
In opposite directions, w e have found that the addiional
currents com ing from two dcSQ U ID ’s are cancelled each
other and thus the coupling strength can be tunable re—
m aining the qubit states unchanged.

II. PHASE-COUPLING OF FLUX QUBITS

The threedosephson jinctions qubits?2232% i Fig.
[ has two current states; if the qubi current I /

Ejisin ; < O, i isdiam agnetic while, if T > 0, param —
agnetic. Introducing the notation j#i (j"i) for diam ag-
netic (param agnetic) current state of a qubit in pseudo
soin language, there can be four current states of coupled
qubits, j##i, 3""i, j#"1iand j"#i, ofwhich we show one
of the sam e current states, j##1, and one ofthe di erent
current states, j#"i, in Fig.[l. Thephase 1 and g1 of
the Josephson jiunctions ofthe three-Josephson junctions
qubits have di erent valies iftwo qubis are in di erent
states. Then the phase di erence 11 r1 Induces the
phases S in the Josephson junctions ofdcSQ U ID loops.

If we neglect am all kinetic inductance, the boundary
conditions of the left (right) qubit and the connecting
loop can be approxin ately w ritten as

tent ezt rweizT 2 Ope)t L)) 1)
Y+ 3=2 @t £+ (1 r1)j @)

Y+ 9=2 E+p); 3+ 9= 2 @+a@; G
where fi1 g) fo gy t fingn®) 35 total ux and
i ®) extin ®)= o Wih the extermal ux oy R)
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and the unit ux quantum ( = h=2e is din ension—
Jess reduced ux threading the left (right) qubit. Here
finar ®) LsI;, g)= o with the self nductance L and
the nduced current Iy, g ) ofqubit Joop isthe induced ux
ofeach qubitand £,  IL21% ; that of the connecting
Joop and ny, ;ng ;r;p and g are integers.

W e consider that the extemal uxesf and fy thread-
Ing the qubit loops are also in opposite directions, since
they are connected In a twisted way In the scalable de—
sign of Ref. [17. However, or just two qubi coupling,
we can choose the directions of extemal uxes threading
the qubit loops arbitrary. Actually there is no exter—
nal ux in the connecting loop, but the phase di erence
(w1 r1) In the boundary condition ofEq. ) plays
the rolke ofe ective ux In the connecting loop,

fg % . @)

W hen two qubitsare in di erent current state, ie., one is
diam agnetic and the other param agnetic, the value of fg
becom es 0:3 0:7. Since the induced
is so weak as fy,q  0:002, large value of £ fing I
the phasecoupled ux qubits can give a strong coupling
com pared to the inductive coupling schem e.

The Ham ittonian of the coupled qubits can be given
by
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FIG .1l: Phasscoupld ux qubitswih a connecting loop in—
terrupted by two dc-SQU ID ’s. The arrow s indicate the ow

of the C ooper pairs and thus In reverse direction is the cur-
rent. G ray squares denote Josephson junctions w ith Joseph-—
son coupling energy E 5; for qubit loopsand E 3 for connecting
loop. The qubit operating point is fi, 05 and fr 05.
(@) Two phasecoupled qubits are in the sam e current state,
J##1i, where two phases 11 and g1 are nearly equalto each
other resulting negligble coupling energy. Here j#i and j"i
denote the diam agnetic and param agnetic current state, re—
spectively. ) Left (right) qubit is in the diam agnetic (para—
m agnetic) current state, Jj#"i, where the large phase di er-
ence, 11 R 1, nduces large Josephson energy and current
in the connecting loop.

ux of ux qubit

which describes dynam ics of a particlke wih e ective
mass M 1n the e ective potential U, (A) w ith =
(117 L27 137 R1; R27 R37 37 9i 3i 4). The kinetic
part ofthe H am iltonian com es from the charging energy
of the Josephson junctions such as

0 2 X X3

1 2
Be ()=5 o Crig;+tCp & ;6

P=L;R i=1

whereCy g); and C 9 is the capacitance of the Josephson
Junctions ofthe left (right) qubit loop and the connecting
loop, respectively. The number of excess C ooper pair
charges on Josephson janction NAi o) ;1= Is conjigate
to the phase di erence Ai such as [Ai;NAi] =
Qi = Ci( 0=2 )=, ¢ = 2e and C; the capacitance of
the Josephson jinctions. H erew e introduce the canonical
m om entum PAi and the e ectivem assMjj

i, where

2
Ci 37 (7)

A A . 0
Pi Ni"’: I Mij= 2—

1
to obtain the kinetic part of the H am iltonian.
The e ective potential of the coupled qubits is com —
posed ofthe inductive energy of loops and the Josephson
Junction energy tem s;

Ue () = Upagl )+ Uqubjr_( )+ Uconn () 8)
1 1
Uina ()= ELS(IL2 + IZ)+ ELOIOZ ©)
X3 X3
Uquobit ()= Eg;@ ocos it Egi(l  cos gri)
i=1 i=1
10)
X4
Uconn ( )= EJ@Q ocos?) 1)

i=1

Here Uyg () is the Inductive energy of loops w ith the
current of the right qubi Iz , left qubi I and connect-
ing loop I°. Uqubit ( ) is the energy of the Josephson
Junctions In two qubit loop and Ugenp () that ofthe con—
necting loop with Josephson coupling energies E 73 and
EJ.

In experin entsthe two Josephson jinctionsw ith phase
di erences 1 g)2 and 1 r)3 can be considered nom i-
nally the sam e so that it is reasonable to set

Ego2=Eg3=Eg; LR)2- LE®R)3- 12)

Here we introduce a rotated coordinate
p= (L3t =3)2 13)
n = (13 rR3)=2 (14)

and then using the boundary conditions in Eq. [l) we
get

L1 rR1= 4pm)t 2 MO R + £ £): 15



Thus we can reexpress the sum of Josephson jinction
energies of both qubits as

Uqupie ( )= 2E41 L
4B (1

cos P 2p)CDS(M 2m )]

oS p COS n )i 16)

w here P n, + ng + fi, + fg + fign + fingr and M

n, g+ fp & + finag fnar .- SInce experim entally
qubit operations are perform ed at near the co-resonance
point fi = fr = 05 and the induced ux is so weak
as finag ®) 0002, P and M can be approxin ated as
Integerssuch thatP = ny + ng + landM = n; 1x.If
P iseven,M isodd and vise versa, so we can get sin ple
orm ©rUqupi ( ),

Uqubji:( m 7 p) = 2E 5, cos2 pCDS2 n
4EJ COS p COS + 2EJ1+ 4EJ: a7)
Introducing another rotated coordinate
p= (14 =2 18)
a= (7 9= 19

and using the boundary conditions in Eq. [@) to get

(9 D=2= 2.+ & £K+p @i QO

the Josephspn Junction energy of the connecting loop
Uconn ( )= +,E2(@ cos 9 can also be w ritten as
: (1)

P
£)1;

(£ + £)]oosl 2+ (f

Uconn(;?\; O)=2E3=2 OOSr%CDS

cos[? +

wherewe setp= 0 and g= 0.

III. COUPLED QUBIT STATES IN EFFECTIVE
POTENTIAL

F irst ofallwe consider the case that the control uxes,
£? and £?, have opposite directions such that
£ =£) = £% ©2)

N ote that the boundary conditions in Eq. [@) already

have opposite signs. In order to obtain the e ective po—

tential as a function of , and , we reexpress g as
o= (2 +r+f))= 25+ M °using thebound-
ary conditions .n Eq. [J) and the expression n Eq. [[3).
HereM ° M +r+f) canbewritenasM °= n;, m+r
neglecting sm allinduced  ux £ ; in the connecting loop.
D epending on whetherM ° is even or odd, the resultsw ill
be quantitatively di erent, but qualitatively the sam e.
Here and after, thus, we choose M ° is even and speci —
cally n, = 0,ng = 0 and r= 0 for sin plicty and then
2 becom es

@3)

FIG. 2: (Colr online) E ective potential of the coupled
qubitsnEq. BJ) orEJ = 04E,; when £ = £2 = £°= 0 @)
n (m; p) plneand ®) i ( 3 ; 5) plkne. Coupkd qubi
states at the Jocalm inin a of potentials are denoted In pseudo—
spin notation, which show sthat these states are stable in both
plnes. Herewe set Ey; = Ey and f1, = fg = 05.

and the energy of Josephson junctions in connecting loop
nEq. E)

Uconn(r%; m)

=4e0n 0

oS igoos( m T fo) cS2 o It 24)

Since the nduced energy Uig () can be negligble, the
totale ective potentialU. ( ) n Eq. [B) isgiven by the
sum of the energies in Eqgs. [[) and 23),

Ue (i pr ;?1 )=Uqubji:( m 7 p)+Uconn( ;?1 ;i m): 25)
The Iowest energy levelofUe In ( n ; p) plane can be
obtained by setting the rem ainingvarizble ° mEq. B4
as

@
(i)

= 0; for
= ; Por =4< j, < =2;

=4 < . < =4 (26)

@7

3030

when £%= 0. W eplbtthee ectivepotentiall ( n; p)
in Fig.Dd @) wih ur ocalm inin a.

The value of localm inin a of case (i) can be obtamned
from U, (o = 0; p) and we have found that two local
m Inin a have the sam e value, E g4 (€9, br equal pseudo—
soin state with s 2 f#;"g. Sin iarly we get E, ¢ (£9) of
case (i) from Ue (n; p = 0) ordi erent pseudo-spin
state. A s a result, we obtain

Eeo () = 4E;+ 4E9(1  cos ©)

2E; COS 4507 (28)

where 4 isthevalneof  at localm inima ofthe same
spin states, si,and s; s thevalieof , ofthedi erent

soin states, ; siwih
£ @9)
cos = ;
SS 2EJ1
Eg
wSs g; s = (30)

2Bs1+ 2B cos £9)°



T hus the energy of the sam e spin states, E ¢ (%= 0), is
lower than that ofdi erent spin states, Eg, ¢ (F°= 0), as
shown in Fig.[A@).

Herewe setEs; = E5,EJ = 0dE; and f;, = £z =
0:5. For the same soin states we have two solutions,

ss=2 = 1=6, corresponding to two local m inim a,
Ey €= 0) and Ewe £ = 0). W hen <=2 = 1=6,
p=2 = 1l=6and , = 0 and thus

L(R)2=2 = 1 (R)3=2 = L (R>1=2 = 1=6 31)

using )1+ 2 rr)s = from the boundary condition
in Eq. [) with ny g, = 0. Since the boop currents of
both qubits then

I= 2 =9)Egshh 1 g)37 (32)
are diam agnetic as can be seen from Fig. [@), this
coupled-qubits state can be represented as j##1ias shown

in Fig.[@A@). On the other hand, when =2 1=6,
LRrR)?2=2 = @) 3=2 = 1=6; gp=2 = 5=6:

(33)

Then the qubi current I = (2 = o)E s sin( =3) =

2 = 9)Egsih(5 =3) corresponds to the param agnetic
current states, 7""i. W e would like to note that, since
the extemal uxes £ and fy threading keft and right
qubit loops are already In opposite directions, diam ag—
netic (param agnetic) currents of both qubits In j ##i
(3""1i) state are also in opposite directions.

For di erent spin states, two solutions are also ob—

tained for ; =2 0:181.W hen ; =2 0:181,
L2=2 = 13=2 0:181; L1=2 0:138 (34)
R2=2 = Rr3=2 0:181; g1=2 0862 (35)

for left and right qubi respectively, which corresoonds
to the state, j #"1i n Fig. (@). In the same way

s; s=2 0:181 corresponds to the state J"#1i. Hence
we can dentify four stable states, j##i;3""i; 7#"1 and
j"#1, w ith energiesE s and E; s at the localm .nin a of
Ue (mi p)asshown nFig.@ @).

Even though above four states are stable states in
(n s p) plane, it can be unstable in the other dim en—
sions if they are saddle points. Thus we need represent
the e ective potential. 1 ( 0 ; ?) plane. From the

m/’ p
5] (r3=2 7 1322 )| (=2 7 =2 )] (9=2 ; 0=2)
JH##L 1/6,1/6) (0;1=6) 0,0)
Jmri ( 1=6; 1=06) 0; 1=6) 0,0)
J#"i| ( 0:81;0:81) 0:181;0) ( 05; 0362)
J"#i| (0:181; 0:81) ( 0:181;0) ( 0:5;0:362)

TABLE I:The values of phase di erences of coupled qubits
states in several coordinates with Ej; = Eg, Eg = 0:1Eg;,
fo = fx = 05 and £°= 0.

expression ofUe (n; pi o) In Eq. ) and the rela—
tion 2= 2, nEq. E3),wecangetUec (J; i p)
and, follow ing sin ilarprocedure as in the ( , ; ) plane,
we obtain the e ective potential as shown in Fig.d (),
where we can again see localm inina. I Figs.[d @), for
the states j##iand j""iofcase (i), we can get the values

2=0and 2 =0;

(36)
and, for case (ii), the values

0:362;
= 0:362;

0=2 = 05; or j#"i &)
2=2 = 05; Pr j"#i

using Egs. 23), E8) and 1) and the values of , in
each case. As a result, we are able to dentify the spin
states at Jocalm inin a of Figs.A () from Fig.@A (@) with
above values and con m the stability of the states in
both planes. In Tablk[d we sum m arize the values of the
phase di erences for fur states, 581, of coupled qubits
In several coordinates. A ctually we obtained higher en—
ergy states in Fig.[A @), but Hund that they areunstable

In (g g) phne.

Iv. TUNABLE COUPLING OF FLUX QUBITS

T he H am ittonian of coupled qubits can be w ritten as

Hcoup= hy, E I+ kI ; Jf li
+ & ;7 I+&I Z+Eo; (38)
WheIehL (:Evv#+Ev-v- )=2 EO and hR (E#n‘l'E"n)=2

Eo with Eg Egn + Evg + Egp + Ewn)=4 and I is the
2 2 identity m atrix. First two tem s are qubit tem s,
the third is coupling term and last two tem s are tun-—
nelling term s which com e from the quantum  uctuation
descrbed by the kinetic term of the H am ittonian. Then
the coupling constant J of the coupled qubits is given
by’
1
J= 2 Eyr+ Eng  Egp  Ewn): (39)
In Fig. @ we pbt the energies of coupled-qubits for
various f°with EY = 0:dE;,Es; = E; and f;, = fg =
05 M (r3; 13) plne. W hen £f%= 0 ;n Fig. Q@), the
energies E i of the sam e spin states, j##iand j""i, are
Iower than Eg, 5, ofthe di erent soin states, j#"i and
J"#i. The positions of four localm inim a are shown in
Tabk[d. As increases £ the energy di erence E =
Es; s Ess becom es an aller (upper panel In (p)) and
naly E = O0atf= 051 (¢). SlnceEyy = Enn = E g
and E4n = Ewy = Eg; 5, the coupling strength can be
w ritten as
20()= E () =Eg () Ees(E): (40)
T herefore the coupling strength between two  ux qubits
changes as varying the control uxes f threading the
dcSQU DD loop in the connecting loop.



FIG. 3:
qubits n Eq.
fr = 05. Coupled qubit states at the localm inin a of poten—

(Color online) E ective potential of the coupled
B orE? = 01E,;,Ey; = Ey and fi =

tials are denoted in pseudo-spin notation. (@) E ective po—
tential as a function of r3 and 13 when ff = f}f =f'=0
or the phasecoupled qubits in Fig. [l. Here the energies of
di erent current states are equal to each other, E 4yn = Ewy,
aswellas E4y = Ewn for the sam e current states. The en—
ergy of di erent current statesE 5; s = E4n = Ewy is higher
than that of the sam e current states Ess = E44 = Ewn. ()
(top) Two control uxes in Fig. [l are in opposite directions,
2 = £ = £° and £° is ncreased to £° = 025. The energy
dierence E = E g; s Ess becom es an aller than when
f°= 04 (a). (bottom ) For the case when two control uxes
are in the sam e direction such astEJ = f}g = £%= 025, the
energies of di erent current states are not equalto each other
any more; Egn > Eng. (c) The coupling becom es sw itched o

when fﬁ = ij? = £°= 05. Thus the energies of four states

have the sam e valie, E44 = Ewn = Eyn = Ewny.
From Eq. [Z8) the coupling constant J can be rep-—

resented as a function of £ by J (% = Ej (cos s
cos s; ), which gives

2 0 0
EJ Ejcos £

J (€% = :
o Ej1Eg1+ 2E0 cos £°

41)

In Fig. @) we plt the energies E ¢ (£% and J (£9) as
a function of £% where 27 (£%) = Eg, ()  Eg (£9).
W hen £°= 0, J is of the order of EJ so that we can
obtain a su ciently strong coupling. By adjisting £° the
coupling strength can be tuned from strong coupling to
zero at £°= 035.

The coupling strength J (% i Eq. @) depends on
E;=E;; aswellasEJ. W hen E0=E;; isanall, J (£)) is
proportionalto E ) and [ ;=E;1)?. Recently the phase-
coupling schem e hasbeen experin entally in plem entedi®,
w here fourJosephson junctions qubits are em ployed in—
stead of usual three-Jossphson jinctions qubits. In that
experim ent the Josephson junction energy E ;1 of fourth
Junction is large so that the value of E ;=E ;; is about
Es=E ;1 1=3. As a resul, the experim ent exhibits
rather an all coupling strength.

The current of connecting loop can be written as

s4p— : 04
= (@) [, 111> ) T
\ ., . ~
2 N e 4> v -
@ “ y ~
32 K L
: . . Jo2
- L
2J
30 0.0

-0.50 -0.25 0.00 0.25 0.50

FIG.4: (Colr onlne) Energies of coupled qubit states for
E) = 0idE,;,Es; = E; and fi = fz = 0:5 as a function
of f°. @) Ese (f% ;n Eq. BB) when two control uxes in
Fig. Ol are ;n opposite directions, £ = £) = £°. The coupled
qubits can be describbed by the H am iltonian in Eq. [B8) and
the coupling strength 2J (£°) = Es; () Eg (%) i Eq.
) is also shown. A s increases fo, the coupling strength
decreases m onotonously, vanishing nally at £% = 0:5. (o)
W hen two control uxes in Fig. [l are in the sam e direction,
2 = £ = £° the energy of two states, j#"i and j "#i,
becom es di erent, as if additional uxes, fi and i, were
applied into the lft and right qubit loop, respectively. H ence
the coupling between two qubits cannot be represented solkely
by change of the coupling constant of the H am iltonian in Eq.
[38). () For the case when there is only one dec-SQ U ID loop
in the connecting loop instead of two deSQ U ID s in Fig. [I,
the energies of the di erent current states, j#"1iand j"#i, are
also di erent from each other.
Ef;P L .sin 9 whih
%)= 4 k and then

P,
(0=2)1°= EJ _,sin ¢

gives the relations, ( { H+ (9
=& D) 42)

w ih integer k using the boundary conditions in Eg.

B). Then, using Eq. B0) and the e ective ux £

4 0

nEq. 23, thecurrent  ( o=2 )I°= 05E9 . sin ?
is given by
2
1°= ~— ( 1¥2EJcos f%sin £ : 43)
0
This currentphase relation can be consid-
ered as the Jossphson Junction type relation,
° = @ =0)( 1fEYsin’, wih the e ective

Josephson coupling energy, E"g, oftwo dcSQU D ’s in
the connecting loop

EY=2E)cos £° (44)

and the phase di erence ’ = £ . The coupling con—
stant in Eq. () also can be represented by thee ective
Josephson coupling energy, E"g . Thus the large phase
di erence, £ ,and the Jossphson coupling energy, EY,



Induce the current in the connecting loop and the cou-
pling energy of the phase-coupled qubits.
For the sam e spin states, Jj##1i and j""i, the current

of connecting loop I° becom es zero, shce 11 = g1
and thus £ = 0. For a di erent spin states j #"i
wih £° = 0, £2 = (11 r1)=2 0:724 and
wehave k = 1 from 2 =  and the relation ;n Eq.

[A)) . Then weak current I° in the connecting loop ows
satisfying current conservation condition between left
qubit and connecting loop such that E; sin0:181 @2 ) =
E;1sn0:138Q2 )+ 2E)sn0724 Prf°= 0. W hen £°
approaches 05, the e ective Josesphson coupling energy
EY = EJ cos £ and thus the current I° in connecting
loop becom e zero, which m eans that the coupling be-
tween two qubits is sw itched o

Now wewant to explain the casethat two control uxes
are In the sam e directions and the case that there isonly
sihgle dc-SQ U ID in connecting loop. Iftwo control uxes
are In the sam e direction such as

45)

the Jossphson junction energy of the connecting loop be-
com es

)1
(46)

U conn ( g; m)= 4E§[l cos Poos O cos@ m

m

Sin ilar procedure as in the case of opposite directions of
control uxes show s that the sam e spin states, j##i and
3""1i, have equalenergy such as

E
4 =9

+ 48O sin® £
Eg

Egp = Ewn = Eg @7

for cos p= EJ=2EJ1.
For di erent spin states, j#"i and j"#i, the energies
Ews and E 4» are obtained at two localm Inin a

Uconn(mi p= 0)= 4Eg cof £flcos2 n
2ES sin2 £f%sin2 , + 4EY; 48)
which can be derived from Eq. [@8). Since the states,
j#"iand j"#i, have di erent sign for ; s, the second
term produces the energy di erence
E=En Eg=4E0sn2 f%sih2 o, F @49)
where g, 5 isagain one ofthe valuesof , for the dif-
ferent soin states.

Figure @b) (ower panel) for £% = 025 shows that,
when two control uxes are in the sam e direction, the
energiesEwy and E4n aredi erent whilkeEyy = Ewe. The
energy lkvels of E o are plotted 1 Fig. @p). I this
case the e ective uxesh and hg applied to left and
right qubits in the Ham iltonian of Eq. [38) becom e dif-
ferent each other, h;, 6 hg, as £° hcreases from  zero.
Forthe di erent current state in Fig[ll), ifthe control

uxes £ and £ threading thedc-SQU ID loopsare in the

sam e direction, the ncreased current I° in the connect—
Ing loop will ow through the left and right qubi loops.
T hus the qubit states are in uenced by additionale ec-
tive uxes, which will m akes the two-qubi operations
di cul.However, iftwo control uxes £ and £ are in
opposite directions, the energies of di erent spin states
rem ains equalto each other, Ewy = E4n,asshown in Fig.
[A@). This means that the additional currents com ing
from two dcSQ U ID ’s are cancelled each other and total
additional current induced by the control uxes £ and
£? isvanishing in the connecting loop. A s a resul, the
net e ect is just renom alizing the coupling constant J
of the coupled qubit system .

W e also calculated energies of coupled qubit states
wih single dcSQU DD loop whose boundary conditions
becom e

@+ £2)+ (11
9=2 %+ p);

0)
1)

0
1:2 R1)
0
1+

instead of those in Egs. [) and [@). Then we get the
Josephson junction energies of the dcSQU D,

Uconn ()= EJcos@ n H+2E?; (52

which gives resuls sim ilar to those of two dcSQU ID ’s

wih uxes in the sam e direction such that
E
Egyp = Ewn=E; 4 L +2E0sn® £° (53
Eg
forcos , = Ey=2E;; and
E=Ew Eyno=2E0sn2 f9sind 5, 3 (54)

as shown in Fig. @(c). Hence the behaviors of one dc—

SQU ID in the connecting loop are qualitatively the sam e

asthoseoftwodcSQU D ’'swith uxesin the sam e direc—
tion. T herefore we need two control uxes threading dc—
SQU ID ’s in opposite directions to cancel the additional
currents in the connecting loop for obtaining the control-
lable coupling.

In order to obtain the controllable coupling both the
qubit operating ux, f , and control ux, £, of the kft
qubit becom e In opposite direction to those of the right
qubi, fr and £ asshown in Fig.[l. In realexperin ents
i willbe very hard to apply m agnetic uxes ofdi erent
directions sim ultaneously. W e have previously suggested
a scalable design for phase-coupled ux qubitd?, where
an arbirary pair of qubits are coupled in a tw isted way.
Thus jist applying allm agnetic uxes in the sam e direc—
tion m akes autom atically the e ect of uxes in opposite
directions, ram oving the experim entaldi culy.

The recent experiment on the phase-coupled ux
qubitsw thout deSQ U ID loop*® has show n that the cou-
pld qubit states are In quantum m echanically super—
posed regine. The dcSQU ID Iloops In the connecting
lIoop of the present tunable coupling schem e m ay cause
a decocherence e ect on the coupled qubit states. A re-
cent study argued that the dcSQU ID based oscillator



should be the m ain source of the decoherence ofthe ux
qubits?® . Forthe scalable design in R ef. |17, how ever, the

decoherence from two dc-SQ U ID ’s can be reduced. Since

two dcSQ U ID ’s are connected in a tw isted way, the uc—
tuations from tank circuit or ux lines can be cancelled
each other.

In realistic In plem entation of qubit operations, oper—
ating extemal uxes are slightly di erent from the co—
resonance point, f;, = fg = 0:5, and m oreoverwe cannot
any m ore neglect am all kinetic inductance and induced

uxes. Hence we con m ed the results in this study by
num erical calculation using the exact boundary condi-
tions sim ilar to those in Egs. [) [@), currentphase re—
lation I; = 2 = g)Egisin ; and current conservation
conditionst? .

V. SUMMARY

C ontrollable coupling between two phasecoupled ux
qubits can be achieved by using two dc-SQU ID ’s In the

connecting loop with threading uxes in opposite di-
rections. W e analytically show at co-resonance point

(f. = fr = 035) that the ocoupling strength of the

phasecoupled ux qubits can be adjisted by varying the
threading uxes f from 0 to 0:5; i can be as strong

asO EY) and zero in switchingo lini. W hen either
two control uxes are in the sam e directions or there is
only one dc-SQU ID in the connecting loop, the coupled

qubits cannot be described by the coupling H am ittonian.

In slightly di erent param eter regin es of experin ental
In plem entations num erical calculations can be done to

obtain exact results.
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