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A bstract

In this paper we review som e of our recent resuls on the problem of a qubit coupled to
a quantum two-Jlevel system . W e consider both the decoherence dynam ics and the qubit’s
response to an oscillating extemal eld.

1 Introduction

Signi cant advances in the eld of superconductorbased quantum nformm ation processing
have been m ade in recent years [[l]. However, one of the m a pr problm s that need to be
treated before a quantum ocom puter can be realized is the problem of decoherence. Recent
experin ents on the sources of qubit deccherence saw evidence that the qubit was strongly
coupled to quantum two-Jlevel systam s (T LSs) with long decoherence tim es [, I]. Further—
m ore, it iswellknown that the qubi decoherence dynam ics can depend on the exact nature
of the noise causing that decoherence. For exam ple, an environm ent com prised of a large
num ber of T LSs that are allweakly coupled to the qubit w illgenerally cause non-M arkovian
decoherence dynam ics in the qubit. T he two above observations com prise ourm ain m otiva—
tion to study the decoherence dynam ics of a qubit coupled to a quantum TLS.

A related problem in the context ofthe present study isthat ofR abioscillations In a qubit
coupled toa TLS [,00,]. That problem is ofgreat In portance because ofthe ubigquitoususe
ofR abioscillationsasa qubitm anjpulation technique. W eperform a system atic analysisw ith
the ain ofunderstanding various aspects of this phenom enon and seeking usefiil applications
ofit. N ote that the results ofthis analysis are also relevant to the problem ofR abioscillations
In a qubit that is interacting w ith other surrounding qubits.

T his paper is organized as follow s: iIn Sec. 2 we Introduce the m odel system and H am il
tonian. In Sec. 3 we analyze the problem of qubit decoherence In the absence of an extermal
driving eld. In Sec. 4 we discuss the R abioscillation dynam ics of the qubit-T LS system .
W e nally conclude our discussion in Sec. 5.
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2 M odelsystem and H am iltonian

Them odelsystem thatwe shallstudy in thispaper is com prised ofa qubit that can generally
be driven by an ham onically oscillating extemal eld, a quantum TLS and their weakly—
coupled environm ent [I]. W e assum e that the qubit and the TLS interact w ith their own
(uncorrelated) environm ents that would cause decoherence even in the absence of qubit-T LS
coupling. The Ham iltonian of the system is given by:

Ho=H,0+Hros+ K1+ Hepos @)

w here Pfq and PfTLS are the qubi and TLS Ham iltonians, respectively, HAI describbes the
coupling between the qubit and the TLS, and Ko descrbes all the degrees of freedom in
the environm ent and their coupling to the qubit and TLS. The (generally tin edependent)
qubit H am iltonian is given by:

Hyl) = E? sh "P+ cos *9 +Foos(lt) sin 29+ cos 29 ; @)
where E; and 4 are the adjistabke control param eters of the qubit, ~@ are the Pauli
SoIn m atrices of the qubit, F and ! are the ampliude (In energy units) and frequency,
resoectively, of the driving eld, and ¢ is an anglk that describbes the orentation of the
extermal eld relative to the qubit ©, axis. W e assum e that the TLS is not coupled to the
extermaldriving eld, and its Ham iltonian is given by:
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w here the param eters and operators are de ned sim ilarly to those of the qubit, except that
the 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 where the physical nature of the TLS and the
driving eld ladsto such coupling, since we generally consider a m icroscopic T LS, rendering
any coupling to the extemal eld negligible. T he qubit-T LS interaction H am iltonian is given
by:
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where isthe (uncontrollable) qubi—T LS coupling strength. N ote that, w ith an appropriate
basis transfom ation, this is a rather general form for HAI .

3 Qubit decoherence in the absence of a driving eld

W e start by studying the e ectsofa single quantum T LS on the qubi decoherence dynam ics.
W e shall assum e that all the coupling temm s In Hgne are sn allenough that itse ect on the
dynam ics of the qubitt+ TLS systam can be treated w ithin the fram ework of the M arkovian
Bloch-Red eld m aster equation approach. T he quantity that we need to study is therefore
the 4 4 density m atrix describing the qubit—T LS com bined system . Follow ing the standard
procedure, as can be found In Ref. [1], we can write a m aster equation that describes the



tin eevolution of that density m atrix. W e shall not lnclude that m aster equation explicitly
here (sseRef. [1]). Oncewe nd the dynam ics of the com bined system , we can trace out the
T LS degree of freedom to nd the dynam icsofthe reduced 2 2 density m atrix describing the
qubit alone. From that dynam icswe can Inferthe e ect ofthe TLS on the qubit decoherence
and, w henever the decay can be twellby exponential finctions, extract the qubit dephasing
and relaxation rates.

Since we shall consider in som e detail the case of a weakly coupled TLS, and we shall
use num erical calculations as part of our analysis, one m ay ask why we do not sim ulate the
deoocherence dynam ics of a qubit coupled to a Jarge num ber of such T LSs. Focussing on one
T LS hasthe advantage that we can obtain analytic results describing the contribution ofthat
TLS to the qubit decoherence. That analysis can be m ore helpfiil in building an intuitive
understanding of the e ects of an environm ent com prised of a Jarge number of T LSs than a
m ore sophisticated sim ulation of an environm ent com prised of, say, twenty TLSs. Them ann
purpose of using the num erical sin ulations In thiswork is to study the conditions of validity
of our analytically obtained resuls.

3.1 Analytic results for the weak-coupling lim it

If we take the lim it where ismuch an aller than any other energy scale in the problem

.1, and we take the TLS decocherence rates to be substantially larger than those of the
qubit, we can perform a perturbative calculation on the m aster equation and obtain ana-
Iytic expressions for the TLS contrbution to the qubit decoherence dynam ics. If we take
the above-m entioned lim it and look for exponentially decaying solutions w ith rates that ap—
proach the unperturbed relaxation and dephasing rates * and ., we nd the Hllowing

approxin ate expressions for the leading-order corrections we takeh = 1):
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T he above expressions can be considered a generalization of the wellkknown resuls of the
traditional weak-coupling approxin ation (see eg. Ref. [1]). The two approaches agree In
the lim it where they are both expected to apply very well, nam ely when the decoherence
tin esofthe T LS arem uch shorter than those ofthe qubit. W e shalldiscuss shortly, however,
that our expressions have a w der range of validiy.

3.2 Num erical solution of the m aster equation

G ven the large num ber of param eters that can be varied, we restrict ourselves to certain
goecial cases that we nd most interesting to analyze [l]. Since the TLS e ects on the
qubit dynam ics are Jargest when the two are resonant w ith each other, we sest Eq = Ers.
Furthem ore, we are assum ing that the energy solitting, which is the Jargest energy scale In



the problem , to be mudch larger than all other energy scales, such that its exact value does
not a ect any of our results. W e are therefore left w ith the background deccherence rates
and the coupling strength as free param eters that we can vary in order to study the di erent
possible types of behaviour in the qubit dynam ics.

W e 1rst consider the weak-coupling regin es. C haracterizing the dynam ics ism ost easily
done by considering the relaxation dynam ics. Figure 1 show s the relative correction to the
qubit relaxation rate as a function of tim e for three di erent sets of param eters di ering
by the relation between the qubit and TLS deoocherence rates, m aintaining the relation

W @ T8 088 _ 5 W e can see that there are several possible types of behaviour
ofthe qubit dynam ics depending on the choice ofthe di erent param eters in the problm . A s
a general sin ple rule, which is nspired by Fig. 1 (@), we nd that the relaxation rate starts
at itsunperturbed value and follow s an exponentialdecay function w ith a characteristic tin e

given by ( "+ @ @) 1, affer which it saturates at a steady-state value given by
Eq. B) wih Eq= Er1s):
dP . (t)=dt n ©
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W e can therefore say that the qubit relaxation starts with an exponentialktin esG aussian
decay function. W hether that function holds for all relevant times or i tums nto an
exponentialdecay flinction depends on the relation between 1(q) and Z(T L8 4 2(q> . In the
Iim it when the TLS decoherence rates are much larger than those of the qubit, the qubic
decoherence rate saturates quickly to a value that inclides the correction given n Eq. W).
In the opposite lim it, ie. when the TLS decoherence rates are much sn aller than those of
the qubit, the contrbution ofthe TLS to the qubit relaxation dynam ics is a G aussian decay
function. It is worth m entioning here that all the curves shown in Fig. 1 agree very well
withEqg. ).
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F igure 1: R elative corrections to qubit relaxation rate asa function of scaled tim e in the case

of @) strongly, (o) m oderately and (c) weakly dissipative TLS. The ratio l(ILS)= 1@ is 10
n @),15n p)and 01 in (). The s0lid, dashed, dotted and dash-dotted lines corresoond
to = ,¥=0,03,06and 09, respectively. 4= =3and rp5= 3 =8.

T he dephasing dynam ics was som ewhat m ore di cul to analyze. The dephasing rate
generally showed oscillations w ith frequency E 4, and the am plitude of the oscillations grew
wih tine, m aking it di cult to extract the dynam ics directly from the raw data for the
dephasing rate. However, the averaged dephasing rate, taken over one or two oscillation
periods, is twellto the formula:
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where ¥ isgiven by Eq. W) with Eq= Errs-

In the strong-coupling regin e corresponding to large values of , one cannot simply
goeak of a TLS contrdbution to qubit decoherence. W e therefore do not discuss that case
here. Instead, we discuss the transition from weak to strong coupling. W e use the criterion
of visbl deviations in the qubit dynam ics from exponential decay as a m easure of how
strongly coupled a TLS is. The resuls of our calculations can be summ arized as ollow s: a
given TLS can be considered to interact weakly w ith the qubit if the coupling strength  is
an aller than the largest background decoherence rate In the problam . T he exact location of
the boundary, however, varies by up to an order of m agnitude depending on which part of
the dynam ics we consider (eg. relaxation vs. dephasing) and how large a deviation from
exponential decay we require.

W e have also checked the boundary beyond which the num erical results disagree w ith
our analytic expressions given in Eq. ), and we found that the boundary is sin ilar to the
one given above. That result con m s the statem ent made In Sec. 32 that our analytic
expressions describbing the contrlbution of the TLS to the decoherence rates have a wider
range of validity than those of the traditional weak-coupling approxin ation.

4 D ynam ics under the in uence ofa driving eld

W enow include the oscillating extemal eld in the qubit Ham iltonian Eqg. M) . Furthem ore,
since decoherence does not have any qualitative e ect on the m ain ideas discussed here, we
neglect decoherence com pletely In m ost of this section.

4.1 Intuitive picture

In order for a given experim ental sam ple to function as a qubit, the qubi-TLS coupling
strength must be much an aller than the energy splitting of the qubit E,. W e therefore
take that lim i and straightforwardly nd the energy levels to be given by:

Erps + E 14 3
Eqiu= fq f; Ezs = > Erns Eg)+ L+ f; 8)
where = 0SS qOS rrs,and = S gsin ris.

If a qubit with energy splitting E 4 is driven by a ham onically oscillating eld with a
frequency ! close to its energy splitting as descrbed by Eq. W), one obtains the well-
known Rabi oscillation peak in the frequency dom ain with on-resonance Rabi frequency

o= Fijsin(s¢ q)¥F2 and fullg $ e conversion probability on resonance. Note that the
w idth ofthe Rabipeak in the frequency dom ain is also given by .

Sin ple R abi oscillations can also be cbserved In a mulidevel system if the driving fre—
quency is on resonance w ith one of the relevant energy splittings but o resonance w ith all
others. W e can therefore com bine the above argum ents as ollow s: The driving eld tries
to Ip the state of the qubit alone, with a typicaltine scale of !, whereas the TLS can



respond to the qubit dynam icson a tine scalke of _!. Therefore if ssr We expect the
TLS to have a negligble e ect on the Rabioscillations. If, on the other hand,  is com pa—
rabl to or an aller than , the driving eld becom es a probe of the fourJevel spectrum of
the com bined qubi-TLS systam .

42 N um erical results

In order to study the Rabioscillation dynam ics in this system , we analyze the quantity
p,? «»which isde ned asthem axinum probability for the qubit to be found in the excited

" a
state between tinest= O and t= 20 = . Figure 2 showsP..(fn)ax as a function of detuning
(! ! E) for di erent values of coupling strength . In addition to the splitting of
the Rabipeak into two peaks, we see an additional sharp peak at zero detuning and som e
additional dips. The peak can be explained as a twophoton transition where both qubit
and TLS are excited from their ground states to their excited states otethatE4 = Eqys).
The dips can be explained as \accidental" suppressions of the oscillation am plitude when
one energy olitting in the fourdevel spectrum is a multiple of another energy solitting in

the spectrum .
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Figure 2: M axinum qubit excitation probability P> between t= Oand t= 20 = , for

';m ax

= 0=05@),20b)and5 ). o= =4,and 5= =6.

4.3 Experimn ental considerations

In the early experim ents on phase qubits coupled to TLSs [, 1], the qubit relaxation rate
l(q) ( 40M Hz) was com parablk to the splitting between the two Rabipeaks o ( 20—
70M H z), whereas the on—resonance R abifrequency ( wastunable from 30M H z to 400M H z.
The constraint that [ cannot be reduced to values m uch lower than the decoherence rate
m ade the strong-coupling regin e, where ssr naccessible. A though the interm ediate—
coupling regin e was accessible, cbservation of the additional features n Fig. 2 discussed
above would have required a tim e at least com parablk to the qubi rlhxation tine. W ith
the new qubit design of Ref. ], the qubit relaxation tim e has been ncreased by a factor
0f 20. Therefore, all the e ects that were discussed above should be ocbservable.
W e nally consider one possibl application ofour results to experin ents on phase qubits,
nam ely theproblem ofcharacterizing an environm ent com prised ofT LSs. SIhcem easurem ent



of the locations of the three peaks In Fig. 2 provides com pkte nfom ation about the four-
level spectrum , both . and 4 can be extracted from such resuls. One can therefore
obtain the distrdoution ofvalues ofboth E ;1,5 and 115 forallthe TLSs in the environm ent.
Note that In some cases, eg. a phase qubi coupled to the TLSs through the operator
of charge across the junction, we nd that 4 = =2, and therefore . vanishes for all
the TLSs. In that case the two-photon peak would always appear at the m idpoint (to a
good approxin ation) between the two m ain Rabipeaks. A though that would prevent the
determm ination ofthe values ofE ;1,5 and 115 ssparately, it would provide inform ation about
the qubitT LS coupling m echanisn .

5 Conclusion

W e have studied the problem of a qubit that is coupled to an uncontrollable two—level sys—
tam and a background environm ent. W e have derived analytic expressions describbing the
contribution of a quantum TLS to the qubit decoherence dynam ics, and we have used nu-—
m erical calculations to test the validiy of those expressions. O ur results can be considered
a generalization of the wellkknown results of the traditional weak-coupling approxin ation.
Furthem ore, our resuls concermning the qubit’s regoonse to an oscillating external eld can
be usefiil to experin ental attem pts to characterize the T LSs surrounding a qubit, which can
then be used as part of possible techniques to elim inate the T LS’s detrim entale ects on the
qubit operation.
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