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C ontrollable C oupling in Phase-C oupled Flux Q ubits

M un Dae K im

K orea Institute for Advanced Study, Seoul130-722, K orea

W e propose a schem e for tunable coupling of phase-coupled ux qubits. The phase-coupling

schem ecan provideastrongcouplingstrength oftheorderofJosephson couplingenergy ofJosephson

junctions in the connecting loop,while the previously studied inductive coupling schem e cannot

provide due to sm allm utualinductance and induced currents. W e show that,in order to control

the coupling,we need two dc-SQ UID ’sin the connecting loop and the controluxesthreading the

dc-SQ UID ’s m ust be in opposite directions. The coupling strength is analytically calculated as a

function ofthe controlux atthe co-resonance point.

PACS num bers:74.50.+ r,85.25.A m ,85.25.Cp

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Superconducting Josephson junction qubit is one of

the m ost prom ising candidates for im plem enting quan-

tum com putation1. Single qubit coherent oscilla-

tionsin superconducting qubitshavebeen dem onstrated

experim entally2,3,4 and furtherm ore two qubit coupling

and entanglem ent have been perform ed in charge5,6,

 ux7,8,9 and phase10 qubits. Scalable quantum com -

puting requires controllable and selective coupling be-

tween tworem oteaswellasnearestneighborqubits.Re-

cently m uch theoreticale� ortshavebeen devoted on the

studyaboutthecontrollablecouplingofcharge11,charge-

phase12 and  ux qubits13,14,15,16.For ux qubitsthecon-

trollablecoupling schem esuseinductive coupling,butit

istooweaktoperform e� cienttwo-qubitgateoperations.

Hence,while in superconducting chargequbittwo-qubit

coherent oscillations and CNO T gate operations were

experim entally observed5,6,only spectroscopy m easure-

m ent was done for inductively coupled  ux qubit9. In

thisstudy thuswe suggesta schem eto giveboth strong

and tunable coupling between two phase-coupled  ux

qubits.Thephase-coupling schem e,which wepreviously

proposed17,has been realized in a recentexperim ent18.

The controllable coupling schem e using phase-coupled

qubitswith threadingAC m agnetic� eld wasalsostudied

theoretically19. Further,there have been studies about

som ewhatdi� erentphase-coupling schem es20,21.

Two current states ofa  ux qubit are characterized

by the induced loop currentrelated with the phase dif-

ferences across Josephson junctions in the qubit loop.

Ifwe try to couple two  ux qubits using m utualinduc-

tance,thecoupling strength J = M IL IR � 0:5G Hz9 will

be too weak to perform the discrim inating CNO T gate

operations17,sincethem utualinductanceM and thein-

duced currentsoftheleft(right)qubitIL (R ) isverysm all.

Even though theinduced currentsof uxqubitsareweak,

the phase di� erences across Josephson junctions � are

as large as �=2� & 0:16. Hence,iftwo  ux qubits are

coupled by the phasedi� erencesbetween two Josephson

junctionsofdi� erentqubits,wecan achieveastrongcou-

plingoftheorderofJosephson couplingenergy E 0

J ofthe

Josephson junctionsin theconnectingloop whosetypical

valueisaslargeasup to about200G Hz.

Introducing two dc-SQ UID’sinterrupting theconnect-

ing loop asshown in Fig. 1 we can controlthe coupling

between phase-coupled  ux qubits. The control uxes,

f0L and f0R ,threading two dc-SQ UID loops m ust 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 ofcontrol uxes induces an additional

current owing in the connecting loop,causing the shift

ofqubitstatesaswellasthechangeofcoupling strength.

Such adilem m aalsopersistsin thecaseofonedc-SQ UID

loop in connectingloop.However,ifthecontrol uxesare

in oppositedirections,wehavefound thattheadditional

currentscom ingfrom twodc-SQ UID’sarecancelled each

otherand thusthe coupling strength can be tunable re-

m aining the qubitstatesunchanged.

II. P H A SE-C O U P LIN G O F FLU X Q U B IT S

The three-Josephson junctions qubits22,23,24 in Fig.

1 has two current states; if the qubit current I /

� EJisin�i < 0,itisdiam agneticwhile,ifI > 0,param -

agnetic.Introducing the notation j#i(j"i)fordiam ag-

netic (param agnetic)currentstate ofa qubit in pseudo

spin language,therecan befourcurrentstatesofcoupled

qubits,j##i,j""i,j#"iand j"#i,ofwhich weshow one

ofthesam ecurrentstates,j##i,and oneofthedi� erent

currentstates,j#"i,in Fig.1.Thephase�L 1 and �R 1 of

theJosephson junctionsofthethree-Josephson junctions

qubitshavedi� erentvaluesiftwo qubitsarein di� erent

states.Then the phasedi� erence �L 1 � �R 1 inducesthe

phases�0i in theJosephson junctionsofdc-SQ UID loops.

Ifwe neglect sm allkinetic inductance,the boundary

conditions ofthe left (right) qubit and the connecting

loop can be approxim ately written as

�L (R )1 + �L (R )2 + �L (R )3 = 2�(nL (R )+ ft;L (R )); (1)

�
0

1 + �
0

3 = 2�(r+ f
0

ind)+ (�L 1 � �R 1); (2)

� �
0

1 + �
0

2 = 2�(f
0

L + p); � �
0

3 + �
0

4 = � 2�(f
0

R + q); (3)

where ft;L (R ) = fL (R ) + find;L (R ) is total  ux and

fL (R ) � �ext;L (R )=�0 with the external ux �ext;L (R )
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and the unit  ux quantum �0 = h=2e is dim ension-

less reduced  ux threading the left (right) qubit. Here

find;L (R ) � LsIL (R )=�0 with the selfinductance Ls and

theinduced currentIL (R ) ofqubitloop istheinduced  ux

ofeach qubitand f0ind � L0sI
0=�0 thatofthe connecting

loop and nL;nR ;r;p and q areintegers.

W econsiderthattheexternal uxesfL and fR thread-

ing the qubitloopsare also in opposite directions,since

they are connected in a twisted way in the scalable de-

sign ofRef. 17. However,for just two qubit coupling,

wecan choosethedirectionsofexternal uxesthreading

the qubit loops arbitrary. Actually there is no exter-

nal ux in the connecting loop,butthe phase di� erence

(�L 1 � �R 1)in the boundary condition ofEq. (2)plays

the roleofe� ective  ux in the connecting loop,

f
0

e� �
�L 1 � �R 1

2�
: (4)

W hen twoqubitsarein di� erentcurrentstate,i.e.,oneis

diam agneticand theotherparam agnetic,thevalueoff0e�
becom es0:3 � 0:7. Since the induced  ux of ux qubit

is so weak asfind � 0:002,large value off0e� � find in

the phase-coupled  ux qubitscan givea strong coupling

com pared to the inductive coupling schem e.

The Ham iltonian ofthe coupled qubits can be given

by

Ĥ =
1

2
P̂
T � M

� 1 �P̂ + Ue�(�̂); (5)

fL rfR
r

f
3L

2fL

f'1

f ' f '
RL

fR2

fR3

f
L1 f

R1
f'3

f'4f'2

fL rfR
r

f
3L

2fL

f'1

f ' f '
RL

fR2

fR3

f
L1 f

R1
f'3

f'4f'2

(a)

(b)
FIG .1:Phase-coupled ux qubitswith a connecting loop in-

terrupted by two dc-SQ UID ’s. The arrows indicate the ow

ofthe Cooper pairs and thusin reverse direction is the cur-

rent. G ray squaresdenote Josephson junctionswith Joseph-

son couplingenergy E J i forqubitloopsand E
0

J forconnecting

loop. The qubit operating point is fL � 0:5 and fR � 0:5.

(a)Two phase-coupled qubitsare in the sam e currentstate,

j##i,wheretwo phases�L 1 and �R 1 arenearly equalto each

otherresulting negligible coupling energy. Here j#iand j"i

denote the diam agnetic and param agnetic current state,re-

spectively.(b)Left(right)qubitisin thediam agnetic (para-

m agnetic) current state,j#"i,where the large phase di�er-

ence,�L 1 � �R 1,induceslarge Josephson energy and current

in the connecting loop.

which describes dynam ics of a particle with e� ective

m ass M in the e� ective potential Ue�(�̂) with � =

(�L 1;�L 2;�L 3;�R 1;�R 2;�R 3;�
0
1;�

0
2;�

0
3;�

0
4). The kinetic

partoftheHam iltonian com esfrom thecharging energy

ofthe Josephson junctionssuch as

E C (�)=
1

2

�
�0

2�

� 2 X

P = L ;R

 
3X

i= 1

CP i
_�
2
P i+ C

0

P
_�0
2

P

!

;(6)

whereCL (R )i and C
0 isthecapacitanceoftheJosephson

junctionsoftheleft(right)qubitloop and theconnecting

loop, respectively. The num ber of excess Cooper pair

chargeson Josephson junction N̂ i � Q̂ i=qc is conjugate

to the phase di� erence�̂i such as [̂�i;N̂ i] = i, where

Q i = Ci(�0=2�)
_�i,qc = 2e and Ci the capacitance of

theJosephsonjunctions.Hereweintroducethecanonical

m om entum P̂i and the e� ectivem assMij

P̂i � N̂ i~ = � i~
@

@�̂i
; M ij =

�
�0

2�

� 2

Ci�ij; (7)

to obtain the kineticpartofthe Ham iltonian.

The e� ective potentialofthe coupled qubits is com -

posed oftheinductiveenergy ofloopsand theJosephson

junction energy term s;

Ue�(�) = Uind(�)+ Uqubit(�)+ Uconn(�); (8)

Uind(�)=
1

2
Ls(I

2
L + I

2
R )+

1

2
L
0
I
02

(9)

Uqubit(�)=

3X

i= 1

E Ji(1� cos�L i)+

3X

i= 1

E Ji(1� cos�R i)

(10)

Uconn(�)=

4X

i= 1

E
0

J(1� cos�
0

i): (11)

Here Uind(�) is the inductive energy ofloops with the

currentofthe rightqubitIR ,leftqubitIL and connect-

ing loop I0. Uqubit(�) is the energy ofthe Josephson

junctionsin twoqubitloop and Uconn(�)thatofthecon-
necting loop with Josephson coupling energies E Ji and

E 0

J.

In experim entsthetwoJosephson junctionswith phase

di� erences �L (R )2 and �L (R )3 can be considered nom i-

nally the sam eso thatitisreasonableto set

E J2 = E J3 = E J; �L (R )2 = �L (R )3: (12)

Hereweintroducea rotated coordinate

�p = (�L 3 + �R 3)=2; (13)

�m = (�L 3 � �R 3)=2 (14)

and then using the boundary conditions in Eq. (1) we

get

�L 1 � �R 1 = � 4�p(m )+ 2�(nL � nR + fL � fR ): (15)
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Thus we can reexpress the sum ofJosephson junction

energiesofboth qubitsas

Uqubit(�)= 2E J1[1� cos(P � � 2�p)cos(M � � 2�m )]

+ 4E J(1� cos�p cos�m ); (16)

whereP � nL + nR + fL + fR + find;L + find;R and M �

nL � nR + fL � fR + find;L � find;R .Sinceexperim entally

qubitoperationsareperform ed atneartheco-resonance

point fL = fR = 0:5 and the induced  ux is so weak

as find;L(R ) � 0:002,P and M can be approxim ated as

integerssuch thatP = nL + nR + 1and M = nL � nR .If

P iseven,M isodd and viseversa,so wecan getsim ple

form forUqubit(�),

Uqubit(�m ;�p)= 2E J1 cos2�p cos2�m

� 4EJ cos�p cos�m + 2E J1 + 4E J: (17)

Introducing anotherrotated coordinate

�
0

p = (�
0

1 + �
0

3)=2; (18)

�
0

m = (�
0

1 � �
0

3)=2 (19)

and using the boundary conditionsin Eq.(3)to get

(�
0

2 � �
0

4)=2= �
0

p(m )+ �(f
0

L � f
0

R + p� q); (20)

the Josephson junction energy of the connecting loop

Uconn(�)=
P 4

i= 1
E 0

J(1� cos�0i)can also be written as

Uconn(�
0

m ;�
0

p)=2E
0

J = 2� cos�
0

m cos�
0

p (21)

� cos[�
0

m + �(f
0

L + f
0

R )]cos[�
0

p + �(f
0

L � f
0

R )];

wherewesetp = 0 and q= 0.

III. C O U P LED -Q U B IT STA T ES IN EFFEC T IV E

P O T EN T IA L

Firstofallweconsiderthecasethatthecontrol uxes,

f0L and f0R ,haveoppositedirectionssuch that

f
0

L = f
0

R = f
0
: (22)

Note that the boundary conditions in Eq. (3) already

have opposite signs. In orderto obtain the e� ective po-

tentialas a function of�m and �p,we reexpress �
0
p as

�0p = �(f0e� + r+ f0ind)= � 2�m + �M 0 using thebound-

ary conditionsin Eq.(2)and theexpression in Eq.(15).

HereM 0� M + r+ f0ind canbewrittenasM
0= nL � nR + r

neglectingsm allinduced  ux f0
ind

in theconnecting loop.

Depending on whetherM 0iseven orodd,theresultswill

be quantitatively di� erent, but qualitatively the sam e.

Here and after,thus,we choose M 0 is even and speci� -

cally nL = 0,nR = 0 and r = 0 forsim plicity and then

�0p becom es

�
0

p = �f
0

e� = � 2�m ; (23)

f 
/2

p
p

f /2p
m

(a)

f' 
/2

p
p

f' /2p
m

(b)

-0.2 0 0.2

-0.2

0

0.2

-1 -0.5 0 0.5 1
-0.5

0

0.5

,

FIG . 2: (Color online) E�ective potential of the coupled

qubitsin Eq.(25)forE 0

J = 0:1E J when f0L = f
0

R = f
0 = 0(a)

in (�m ;�p) plane and (b) in (�0m ;�
0

p) plane. Coupled qubit

statesatthelocalm inim aofpotentialsaredenoted in pseudo-

spin notation,which showsthatthesestatesarestablein both

planes.Here we setE J 1 = E J and fL = fR = 0:5.

and theenergy ofJosephson junctionsin connectingloop

in Eq.(21)

Uconn(�
0

m ;�m )

= 4E
0

J[1� cos�f
0
cos(�

0

m + �f
0
)cos2�m ]: (24)

Sincetheinduced energyUind(�)can benegligible,the
totale� ectivepotentialUe�(�)in Eq.(8)isgiven by the
sum ofthe energiesin Eqs.(17)and (24),

Ue�(�m ;�p;�
0

m )=Uqubit(�m ;�p)+Uconn(�
0

m ;�m ): (25)

The lowestenergy levelofUe� in (�m ;�p)plane can be

obtainedbysettingtherem ainingvariable�0m in Eq.(24)

as

(i) �
0

m = 0; for � �=4< �m < �=4; (26)

(ii) �
0

m = � �; for�=4< j�m j< �=2; (27)

when f0= 0.W eplotthee� ectivepotentialUe�(�m ;�p)

in Fig.2 (a)with fourlocalm inim a.

The value oflocalm inim a ofcase (i)can be obtained

from Ue�(�m = 0;�p)and we have found thattwo local

m inim a have the sam e value,E ss(f
0),forequalpseudo-

spin state with s 2 f#;"g.Sim ilarly we getE s;� s(f
0)of

case (ii) from Ue�(�m ;�p = 0)fordi� erentpseudo-spin

state.Asa result,weobtain

E ss0(f
0
) = 4E J + 4E

0

J(1� cos�f
0
)

� 2EJ cos�ss0; (28)

where�ss isthe valueof�p atlocalm inim a ofthe sam e

spin states,jssi,and �s;� s thevalueof�m ofthedi� erent

spin states,js;� siwith

cos�ss =
E J

2E J1

; (29)

cos�s;� s =
E J

2(E J1 + 2E 0

J
cos�f0)

: (30)
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Thusthe energy ofthe sam e spin states,E ss(f
0= 0),is

lowerthan thatofdi� erentspin states,Es;� s(f
0= 0),as

shown in Fig.2(a).

Here we set E J1 = E J,E
0

J = 0:1E J and fL = fR =

0:5. For the sam e spin states we have two solutions,

�ss=2� = � 1=6, corresponding to two local m inim a,

E ##(f
0 = 0) and E ""(f

0 = 0). W hen �ss=2� = 1=6,

�p=2� = 1=6 and �m = 0 and thus

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

using �L (R )1 + 2�L (R )3 = � from theboundary condition

in Eq. (1) with nL (R ) = 0. Since the loop currents of

both qubitsthen

I = � (2�=�0)E J sin�L (R )3; (32)

are diam agnetic as can be seen from Fig. 1(a), this

coupled-qubitsstatecan berepresented asj##iasshown

in Fig.2(a).O n theotherhand,when �ss=2� = � 1=6,

�L (R )2=2� = �L (R )3=2� = � 1=6;�L (R )1=2� = 5=6:

(33)

Then the qubit current I = � (2�=�0)E J sin(� �=3) =

� (2�=�0)E J sin(5�=3)correspondsto the param agnetic

currentstates,j""i. W e would like to note that,since

the external uxes fL and fR threading left and right

qubit loops are already in opposite directions,diam ag-

netic (param agnetic) currents of both qubits in j ##i

(j""i)statearealso in oppositedirections.

For di� erent spin states, two solutions are also ob-

tained for�s;� s=2� � � 0:181.W hen �s;� s=2� � 0:181,

�L 2=2� = �L 3=2� � 0:181; �L 1=2� � 0:138 (34)

�R 2=2� = �R 3=2� � � 0:181; �R 1=2� � 0:862 (35)

for left and right qubit respectively,which corresponds

to the state, j #"i in Fig. 2 (a). In the sam e way

�s;� s=2� � � 0:181correspondsto thestatej"#i.Hence

we can identify four stable states,j##i;j""i;j#"i and

j"#i,with energiesE ss and E s;� s atthelocalm inim a of

Ue�(�m ;�p)asshown in Fig.2 (a).

Even though above four states are stable states in

(�m ;�p) plane,it can be unstable in the other dim en-

sionsifthey are saddle points. Thus we need represent

the e� ective potentialUe� in (�0m ;�
0
p) plane. From the

jss
0
i (�R 3=2�;�L 3=2�) (�m =2�;�p=2�) (�

0

m =2�;�
0

p=2�)

j##i (1/6,1/6) (0;1=6) (0,0)

j""i (� 1=6;� 1=6) (0;� 1=6) (0,0)

j#"i (� 0:181;0:181) (0:181;0) (� 0:5;� 0:362)

j"#i (0:181;� 0:181) (� 0:181;0) (� 0:5;0:362)

TABLE I:The values ofphase di�erences ofcoupled qubits

states in severalcoordinates with E J 1 = E J,E
0

J = 0:1E J,

fL = fR = 0:5 and f
0
= 0.

expression ofUe�(�m ;�p;�
0
m )in Eq. (25)and the rela-

tion �0p = � 2�m in Eq.(23),wecan getUe�(�
0
m ;�

0
p;�p)

and,followingsim ilarprocedureasin the(�m ;�p)plane,

we obtain the e� ective potentialasshown in Fig.2 (b),

wherewecan again seelocalm inim a.In Figs.2 (b),for

thestatesj##iand j""iofcase(i),wecan getthevalues

�
0

p = 0 and �
0

m = 0; (36)

and,forcase(ii),thevalues

�
�0p=2� = � 0:362; �0m =2� = � 0:5; for j#"i

�0p=2� = 0:362; �0m =2� = � 0:5; for j"#i
(37)

using Eqs. (23),(26) and (27) and the values of�m in

each case. As a result,we are able to identify the spin

statesatlocalm inim a ofFigs.2 (b)from Fig.2 (a)with

above values and con� rm the stability ofthe states in

both planes. In Table Iwe sum m arize the valuesofthe

phase di� erencesforfourstates,jss0i,ofcoupled qubits

in severalcoordinates. Actually we obtained higheren-

ergystatesin Fig.2(a),butfound thatthey areunstable

in (�0m ;�
0
p)plane.

IV . T U N A B LE C O U P LIN G O F FLU X Q U B IT S

TheHam iltonian ofcoupled qubitscan be written as

H coup = hL�
z
L 
 I+ hR I
 �

z
R � J�

z
L 
 �

z
R

+ tL �
x
L 
 I+ tR I
 �

x
R + E 0; (38)

wherehL � (E"#+ E "")=2� E0 and hR � (E#"+ E "")=2�

E 0 with E 0 � (E#" + E "# + E ## + E "")=4 and I is the

2� 2 identity m atrix. Firsttwo term s are qubitterm s,

the third is coupling term and last two term s are tun-

nelling term swhich com e from the quantum  uctuation

described by the kinetic term ofthe Ham iltonian.Then

the coupling constant J ofthe coupled qubits is given

by17

J =
1

4
(E #" + E "# � E## � E""): (39)

In Fig. 3 we plot the energies ofcoupled-qubits for

variousf0 with E 0

J = 0:1E J,E J1 = E J and fL = fR =

0:5 in (�R 3;�L 3)plane. W hen f0 = 0 in Fig. 3(a),the

energiesE ss ofthe sam e spin states,j##iand j""i,are

lowerthan E s;� s,ofthe di� erent spin states,j#"iand

j"#i. The positions offour localm inim a are shown in

Table I. As increases f0,the energy di� erence � E =

E s;� s � Ess becom es sm aller (upper panelin (b)) and

� nally � E = 0atf0= 0:5in (c).SinceE ## = E "" = E ss

and E #" = E "# = E s;� s,the coupling strength can be

written as

2J(f
0
)= � E (f

0
)= E s;� s(f

0
)� Ess(f

0
): (40)

Thereforethecoupling strength between two  ux qubits

changes as varying the control uxes f0 threading the

dc-SQ UID loop in the connecting loop.
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-0.2 0 0.2

-0.2

0
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-0.2 0 0.2

0

0.2

-

-

-0.2 0 0.2

0.2

0 -0.2 0 0.2

0

0.2

0.2-

f /2p
R3

f /2p
R3

f 
/2

p
L3

f /2p
L3

f '=
f 'R

L

f '=-f 'R
L

(a) (b) (c)
FIG . 3: (Color online) E�ective potential of the coupled

qubits in Eq. (8) for E
0

J = 0:1E J , E J 1 = E J and fL =

fR = 0:5.Coupled qubitstatesatthelocalm inim a ofpoten-

tials are denoted in pseudo-spin notation. (a) E�ective po-

tentialasa function of�R 3 and �L 3 when f
0

L = f
0

R = f
0 = 0

for the phase-coupled qubitsin Fig. 1. Here the energies of

di�erent current states are equalto each other,E #" = E "#,

as wellas E ## = E "" for the sam e current states. The en-

ergy ofdi�erentcurrent states E s;� s = E #" = E "# is higher

than that ofthe sam e current states E ss = E ## = E "". (b)

(top)Two controluxesin Fig. 1 are in opposite directions,

f
0

L = f
0

R = f
0
,and f

0
is increased to f

0
= 0:25. The energy

di�erence �E = E s;� s � E ss becom es sm aller than when

f
0
= 0 in (a).(bottom )Forthe case when two controluxes

are in the sam e direction such asf
0

L = � f
0

R = f
0
= 0:25,the

energiesofdi�erentcurrentstatesarenotequalto each other

any m ore;E #" > E "#.(c)The coupling becom esswitched o�

when f
0

L = jf
0

R j= f
0
= 0:5. Thusthe energiesoffourstates

have the sam e value,E ## = E "" = E #" = E "#.

From Eq. (28) the coupling constant J can be rep-

resented as a function of f0 by J(f0) = E J(cos�ss �

cos�s;� s),which gives

J(f
0
)=

E 2
J

E J1

E 0

J cos�f
0

E J1 + 2E 0

J
cos�f0

: (41)

In Fig. 4(a) we plot the energies E ss0(f
0) and J(f0) as

a function of f0, where 2J(f0) = E s;� s(f
0)� Ess(f

0).

W hen f0 = 0,J is ofthe order ofE 0

J so that we can

obtain a su� ciently strongcoupling.By adjusting f0the

coupling strength can be tuned from strong coupling to

zero atf0= 0:5.

The coupling strength J(f0) in Eq. (41) depends on

E J=E J1 aswellasE
0

J. W hen E 0

J=E J1 issm all,J(f
0)is

proportionalto E 0

J and (E J=E J1)
2.Recently thephase-

couplingschem ehasbeen experim entallyim plem ented18,

where four-Josephson junctions qubits are em ployed in-

stead ofusualthree-Josephson junctionsqubits.In that

experim enttheJosephson junction energy E J1 offourth

junction is large so that the value ofE J=E J1 is about

E J=E J1 � 1=3. As a result, the experim ent exhibits

rathersm allcoupling strength.

The current of connecting loop can be written as

-0.50 -0.25 0.00 0.25 0.50
3.0

3.2

3.4

0.0

0.2

0.4

| >, | >
| >
| >

 
E

ss
'/
E

J

2
J
/
E

J(a)

f'

 

 

 2J

-0.50 -0.25 0.00 0.25 0.50
3.0

3.2

3.4

E
ss

'/
E

J

(b)

f'
-0.50 -0.25 0.00 0.25 0.50

3.0

3.2

3.4

3.6

E
ss

'/
E

J (c)

f'

 

FIG .4: (Color online) Energies ofcoupled qubit states for

E
0

J = 0:1E J ,E J 1 = E J and fL = fR = 0:5 as a function

off
0
. (a) E ss0(f

0
) in Eq. (28) when two controluxes in

Fig.1 are in opposite directions,f
0

L = f
0

R = f
0
.The coupled

qubitscan be described by the Ham iltonian in Eq. (38)and

the coupling strength 2J(f
0
) = E s;� s(f

0
)� E ss(f

0
) in Eq.

(41) is also shown. As increases f0, the coupling strength

decreases m onotonously, vanishing �nally at f0 = 0:5. (b)

W hen two controluxesin Fig. 1 are in the sam e direction,

f
0

L = � f
0

R = f
0
,the energy oftwo states,j#"i and j"#i,

becom es di�erent,as ifadditionaluxes,�fL and �fR ,were

applied into theleftand rightqubitloop,respectively.Hence

thecoupling between two qubitscannotberepresented solely

by changeofthecoupling constantoftheHam iltonian in Eq.

(38).(c)Forthe case when there isonly one dc-SQ UID loop

in the connecting loop instead oftwo dc-SQ UID ’sin Fig. 1,

theenergiesofthedi�erentcurrentstates,j#"iand j"#i,are

also di�erentfrom each other.

� (�0=2�)I
0 = E 0

J

P 2

i= 1
sin�0i = E 0

J

P 4

i= 3
sin�0i,which

givestherelations,(�01 � �03)+ (�02 � �04)= 4�k and then

�
0

m = (k� f
0
)�; (42)

with integer k using the boundary conditions in Eq.

(3). Then, using Eq. (20) and the e� ective  ux f0
e�

in Eq.(23),thecurrent� (�0=2�)I
0= 0:5E 0

J

P 4

i= 1
sin�0i

isgiven by

I
0
= �

�
2�

�0

�

(� 1)
k
2E

0

J cos�f
0
sin�f

0

e�: (43)

This current-phase relation can be consid-

ered as the Josephson junction type relation,

I0 = � (2�=�0)(� 1)k ~E 0

J sin’, with the e� ective

Josephson coupling energy, ~E 0

J, of two dc-SQ UID’s in

the connecting loop

~E
0

J = 2E
0

J cos�f
0

(44)

and the phase di� erence ’ = �f0
e�
. The coupling con-

stantin Eq.(41)also can berepresented by thee� ective

Josephson coupling energy, ~E 0

J. Thus the large phase

di� erence,�f0
e�
,and theJosephson coupling energy, ~E 0

J,
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induce the current in the connecting loop and the cou-

pling energy ofthe phase-coupled qubits.

Forthe sam e spin states,j##iand j""i,the current

of connecting loop I0 becom es zero, since �L 1 = �R 1
and thus f0

e�
= 0. For a di� erent spin states j #"i

with f0 = 0, f0e� = (�L 1 � �R 1)=2� � � 0:724 and

we have k = 1 from �0m = � and the relation in Eq.

(42).Then weak currentI0 in the connecting loop  ows

satisfying current conservation condition between left

qubitand connecting loop such thatE J sin0:181(2�)=

E J1 sin0:138(2�)+ 2E 0

J sin0:724� for f0 = 0. W hen f0

approaches0:5,the e� ective Josephson coupling energy
~E 0

J = E 0

J cos�f
0 and thus the current I0 in connecting

loop becom e zero, which m eans that the coupling be-

tween two qubitsisswitched o� .

Now wewanttoexplainthecasethattwocontrol uxes

arein thesam edirectionsand thecasethatthereisonly

singledc-SQ UID in connectingloop.Iftwocontrol uxes

arein the sam edirection such as

f
0

L = � f
0

R = f
0
; (45)

theJosephson junction energy oftheconnecting loop be-

com es

Uconn(�
0

m ;�m )= 4E
0

J[1� cos�f
0
cos�

0

m cos(2�m � �f
0
)]:

(46)

Sim ilarprocedureasin thecaseofoppositedirectionsof

control uxesshowsthatthe sam espin states,j##iand

j""i,haveequalenergy such as

E ## = E "" = E J

�

4�
E J

E J1

�

+ 4E
0

J sin
2
�f

0
: (47)

forcos�p = E J=2E J1.

For di� erentspin states,j#"iand j"#i,the energies

E "# and E #" areobtained attwo localm inim a

Uconn(�m ;�p = 0)= � 4E
0

J cos
2
�f

0
cos2�m

� 2E
0

J sin2�f
0
sin2�m + 4E

0

J; (48)

which can be derived from Eq. (46). Since the states,

j#"iand j"#i,have di� erentsign for�s;� s,the second

term producesthe energy di� erence

� E = E "# � E#" = 4E
0

J sin2�f
0jsin2�s;� sj; (49)

where �s;� s isagain one ofthe valuesof�m forthe dif-

ferentspin states.

Figure 3(b) (lower panel) for f0 = 0:25 shows that,

when two control uxes are in the sam e direction,the

energiesE "# and E #" aredi� erentwhileE## = E "".The

energy levels ofE ss0 are plotted in Fig. 4(b). In this

case the e� ective  uxes hL and hR applied to left and

rightqubitsin the Ham iltonian ofEq. (38)becom e dif-

ferent each other,hL 6= hR ,as f
0 increases from zero.

Forthedi� erentcurrentstatein Fig.1(b),ifthecontrol

 uxesf0L and f
0

R threadingthedc-SQ UID loopsarein the

sam e direction,the increased currentI0 in the connect-

ing loop will ow through the leftand rightqubitloops.

Thusthe qubitstatesare in uenced by additionale� ec-

tive  uxes, which willm akes the two-qubit operations

di� cult.However,iftwo control uxesf0L and f0R arein

opposite directions,the energies ofdi� erent spin states

rem ainsequalto each other,E "# = E #",asshown in Fig.

4(a). This m eans that the additionalcurrents com ing

from two dc-SQ UID’sarecancelled each otherand total

additionalcurrentinduced by the control uxesf0L and

f0R isvanishing in the connecting loop. Asa result,the

net e� ect is just renorm alizing the coupling constant J

ofthe coupled qubitsystem .

W e also calculated energies of coupled qubit states

with single dc-SQ UID loop whose boundary conditions

becom e

�
0

1 = 2�(r+ f
0

ind)+ (�L 1 � �R 1) (50)

� �
0

1 + �
0

2 = 2�(f
0
+ p); (51)

instead ofthose in Eqs. (2) and (3). Then we get the

Josephson junction energiesofthe dc-SQ UID,

Uconn(�m )= � 2~E
0

J cos(4�m � �f
0
)+ 2E

0

J; (52)

which gives results sim ilar to those oftwo dc-SQ UID’s

with  uxesin the sam edirection such that

E ## = E "" = E J

�

4�
E J

E J1

�

+ 2E
0

J sin
2
�f

0
(53)

forcos�p = E J=2E J1 and

� E = E "# � E#" = 2E
0

J sin2�f
0jsin4�s;� sj (54)

as shown in Fig. 4(c). Hence the behaviors ofone dc-

SQ UID in theconnecting loop arequalitatively thesam e

asthoseoftwodc-SQ UID’swith  uxesin thesam edirec-

tion.Thereforeweneed two control uxesthreading dc-

SQ UID’s in opposite directionsto cancelthe additional

currentsin theconnecting loop forobtainingthecontrol-

lablecoupling.

In orderto obtain the controllable coupling both the

qubitoperating  ux,fL ,and control ux,f
0

L,ofthe left

qubitbecom e in opposite direction to those ofthe right

qubit,fR and f0R asshown in Fig.1.In realexperim ents

itwillbe very hard to apply m agnetic uxesofdi� erent

directionssim ultaneously.W ehavepreviously suggested

a scalable design forphase-coupled  ux qubits17,where

an arbitrary pairofqubitsarecoupled in a twisted way.

Thusjustapplying allm agnetic uxesin thesam edirec-

tion m akesautom atically the e� ectof uxesin opposite

directions,rem oving the experim entaldi� culty.

The recent experim ent on the phase-coupled  ux

qubitswithoutdc-SQ UID loop18 hasshown thatthecou-

pled qubit states are in quantum m echanically super-

posed regim e. The dc-SQ UID loops in the connecting

loop ofthe presenttunable coupling schem e m ay cause

a decoherence e� ect on the coupled qubit states. A re-

cent study argued that the dc-SQ UID based oscillator
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should bethem ain sourceofthedecoherenceofthe ux

qubits25.Forthescalabledesign in Ref.17,however,the

decoherencefrom twodc-SQ UID’scan bereduced.Since

twodc-SQ UID’sareconnected in a twisted way,the uc-

tuationsfrom tank circuitor ux linescan be cancelled

each other.

In realistic im plem entation ofqubitoperations,oper-

ating external uxes are slightly di� erent from the co-

resonancepoint,fL = fR = 0:5,and m oreoverwecannot

any m ore neglect sm allkinetic inductance and induced

 uxes. Hence we con� rm ed the resultsin this study by

num ericalcalculation using the exact boundary condi-

tionssim ilarto those in Eqs.(1)� (3),current-phasere-

lation Ii = � (2�=�0)E Jisin�i and currentconservation

conditions17.

V . SU M M A R Y

Controllablecoupling between two phase-coupled  ux

qubitscan be achieved by using two dc-SQ UID’sin the

connecting loop with threading  uxes in opposite di-

rections. W e analytically show at co-resonance point

(fL = fR = 0:5) that the coupling strength of the

phase-coupled  ux qubitscan beadjusted by varyingthe

threading  uxes f0 from 0 to 0:5; it can be as strong

as O (E 0

J) and zero in switching-o� lim it. W hen either

two control uxes are in the sam e directionsorthere is

only one dc-SQ UID in the connecting loop,the coupled

qubitscannotbedescribed by thecoupling Ham iltonian.

In slightly di� erent param eter regim es ofexperim ental

im plem entations num ericalcalculations can be done to

obtain exactresults.
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