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We study a coupling/decoupling method between a superatindugubit and a data bus that uses a control-
lable time-dependent electromagnetic field (TDEF). As oera experiments, the data bus can be either an LC
circuit or a cavity field. When the qubit and the data bus aitelly fabricated, their detuning should be made
far larger than their coupling constant, so these can béettess two independent subsystems. However, if a
TDEF is applied to the qubit, then a “dressed qubit” (i.ehigplus the electromagnetic field) can be formed.
By choosing appropriate parameters for the TDEF, the ddecpsieit can be coupled to the data bus and, thus, the
qubit and the data bus can exchange information with thetassie of the TDEF. This mechanism allows the
scalability of the circuit to many qubits. With the help o&tmDEF, any two qubits can be selectively coupled
to (and decoupled from) a common data bus. Therefore, gqueinfermation can be transferred from one qubit
to another.

PACS numbers: 03.67.Lx, 85.25.Cp, 74.50.+r

I. INTRODUCTION time-dependent electromagnetic fields (TDEFs) or variable
frequency electromagnetic fields must be applied to thetgubi

Superconducting qubits][1] are promising candidates fof® 2chieve coupling/decoupling.
quantum information processing and their macroscopic guan However, there are significant dlfferen_ces between these
tum coherence has been experimentally demonstrated.eSingiWo approaches [21, 22]. Some are described below.
superconducting qubit experiments also motivate both-theo (i) In the proposall[21], two dressed qubits are formed by
rists and experimentalists to explore the possibility faimg  the two decoupled qubits and their corresponding TDEFs. If
up to many qubits. the parameters of the applied TDEFs are appropriately cho-

Two-qubit experiments have been performed in supercors€n SO that the transition frequencies of the two dresseitsqub
ducting charge!]2], flux[[3[]4.15], and phase qublt[[5[]7, 8]aré .the. same, then the resonant co_uplmg of the two dressed
circuits.  One of the basic requirements for scalability todubits is realized, and the information between two decou-

many qubits is to selectively couple any pair of qubits. How-P!€d qubits can be exchanged with the help of the TDEFs.
ever, these experimental circuitd [2, [3, [4,[5,[5,[17, 8] ardiowever, for another proposal [22], one TDEF is enough to
difficult to scale up to many qubits, due to the existencechieve the goal of exchanging information between two de-
of the always-on interaction. Theoretical proposals (e_g_cqupled qubits. This works because there is a nonlinear cou-
Refs. [[1bl 111, 12,18 1 115]16] 7, 18]) have been put forP!iNg [2Z] between the applied TDEF and the two decoupled
ward to selectively couple any pair of qubits through a com-qubits. If the frequency of the applied TDEF is equal to eithe

mon data bus (DB). Some proposals (e.g., Ref<._[9[ 10, 11]tj1e detuning (i.e., the difference) or the sum of the frequen

only involve virtual excitations of the DB modes, while ihet ~ ¢ies of the two qubits, then these two qubits are coupled to
ers (e.g., Refs[ 14, 18 114.]15] 16 17| 18]), the DB mode&ach other and information between these two qubits can be

need to be excited. In these proposals (e.g., REFE._[8, 1), 11 €xchanged.
the controllable coupling is implemented by the fast change (ii) For the case in Refl[21], when two qubits are coupled
of the external magnetic flux, which is a challenge for cur-t0 each other, the original basis states of each qubit arednix
rent experiments. The switchable coupling between any paiy the TDEF, but the frequencies of the qubits remain un-
of qubits can also be implemented by adding additional subchanged. However, for the proposal in Ref.l [22], both basis
circuits (e.g., in Refs[[19, 20]). These additional eletsen states and transition frequencies of the two qubits rem@in u
increase the complexity of the circuits and also might add adchanged during the coupling/decoupling processes.
ditional uncontrollable noise. The approach in Refl_[22] can be used to scale up to many
Recently, two theoretical approachbs| [21], 22] using time-qubits by virtue of a common DB _[23], in analogy with quan-
dependent electromagnetic fields have been proposed to cofttm computing with trapped ions_[24.125. 26], and in contrast
trol the coupling between two qubits. Both proposals reguir With the circuit QED approach [12, 118,114.115] 16| 27, 28].
that: (i) the detuning between the two qubits is far larganth The essential differences between the “trapped ion” prapos
their coupling constant; and thus the ratio between the colfor superconducting qubits [23] and the circuit QEDI[12, 13,
pling constant and the detuning is negligibly small. In thisl4,l15115| 27, 28] approach are the following.
case, the two qubits can be considered as two independent(a) When a TDEF is applied to the selected qubit, there
subsystems_[8]. (ii) To couple two qubits, the appropriateare nonlinear coupling terms_|23] between that qubit, the DB
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and the TDEF, but these terms do not appear in the circuiRefs. [23) 31} 32]), a large junction |33,/ 34) 35, 36], or othe
QED proposall[12, 13, 14, 15,116,127} 28]. This significantsimilar elements which can be modeled by harmonic oscilla-
difference provides different coupling mechanisms foisthe tors. The qubit can be either an atom, a quantum dot, or a
two proposals. superconducting quantum circuit with a Josephson junetion
(b) In Ref. [23], the frequencies of the qubit and the data busvorking either in the charge, phase, or flux regime.
always remain unchanged during operations, including cou- Without loss of generality, we now study a quantum circuit,
pling and decoupling. But these frequencies are changed ishown in Fig[L, constructed by a superconducting flux qubit
the coupling and decoupling stages for the circuit QED (e.g.and an LC circuit acting as a data bus. The interaction be-
in Refs. [27] 28]). tween a single superconducting flux qubit and an LC circuit
(c) The qubit-DB coupling is realized in the proposall[23] has been experimentally realizedi[32]. The flux qubit con-
by applying a TDEF so that the frequency of the appliedsists of three junctions with one junction smaller by a facto
TDEF is equal to the detuning or sum of the frequencies 0f).5 < a < 1 than the other two, identical, junctions. The
the qubit and the data bus; but this qubit-DB coupling is-real LC circuit interacts with the qubit through their mutual ired
ized by changing the qubit frequency, so that it becomeslequéance)M . Then, the total Hamiltonian of the qubit and the data

to the DB frequency in the circuit QED. bus can be written [23, B2] as
(d) Without an applied TDEF used for the “trapped ion” h
proposal [[23], the qubit and the DB are decoupled [23]. In Hy = hwa'a + SWa s + h(xora+he.), (1)

contrast, in the circuit QED (e.g., in Refs. [27,] 28]), the de

coupling is realized by changing the qubit frequency suel th in the rotating wave approximation. Here, the qubit opesato

the qubit and the DB have a very large detuning. are defined by, = |e){e| — |g){g|, o4 = |e){g|, ando_ =
From (b), (c), and (d), it is clear that, in circuit QED, |g){e|; using its groundg) and first excitede) states. The

the Hilbert spaces of the qubit and the data bus are alqubit frequency, in Eq. () can be expressed[37| 38] as

ways changed during the coupling/decoupling stage. But, in

the “trapped ion” approach_[23], the Hilbert spaces of the ®,

gubit and the data bus remain unchanged during the cou- hwq =24/ 17 <‘I’ - 7) +T7,

pling/decoupling processes .
Also, after our papers in Rel. [22] and Ref.[[23] were sub-with the bias flux®. and the qubit[39] loop-currert. The

mitted, other groups.[29, 30] followed our proposal of usingparametefl'’z;, denotes the tunnel coupling between the two

the nonlinear coupling between the qubits and the TDEF tgotential wells of the qubil_[37]. The ladder operatarand

control the couplings among qubits. Our approach [22, 23}t of the LC circuit are defined by

works when the frequency of the TDEF is equal to e|ther the

detuning or the sum of the frequencies of the two qubits (or _ Cw 2
the qubit and the data bus), then the coupling between the a =\ gete Q’ (22)
two qubits is realized, otherwise, these two qubits are deco C’w

pled [22]28]. al = \/ (2b)

Motivated by the “dressed qubits” proposali[21], in this pa-
per, we study how to scale up to many qubits using a comfor the magnetic fluxo through the LC circuit and the charge
mon DB and TDEFs. Our paper is organized as follows. InQ stored on the capacit@? of the LC circuit with the self-
Sec. Il, we describe the Hamiltonian of a superconducting flu inductanceL. The frequency of the LC circuit iy =
qubit coupled to an LC circuit-DB. We explain the decoupling1/v/LC. The magnetic fluxp and the charg€) satisfy the
mechanism using dressed qubits, and then further explain hocommutation relation@, ¢] = ih. The coupling constang
the qubit can be coupled to the DB with the help of the TDEF.between the qubit and the LC circuit can be written as
In Sec. lll, the dynamical evolution of the qubit and the data
bus is analyzed. In Sec. IV, the scalability of our proposed
circuitis discussed. We analyze the implementation oflsing
qubit and two-qubit gates with the assistance of the TDEFs.
In Sec. V, we discuss how to generate entangled states. In
Sec. VI, we use experimentally accessible parameters {o dis
cuss the feasibility of our proposal.

x = My 2 e 1]g).

B. Decoupling mechanism between qubit and LC circuit

Below, we assume that thietuning w, —w between the LC
. DRESSED STATES AND COUPLING MECHANISM circuit and the qubit is larger than their coupling constant
i.e., without loss of generalityy, — w > |x|. In this large-
detuning condition, instead of the Hamiltoniak in Eq. ),
the dynamical evolution (of the qubit and the LC circuit) is
governed by the effective Hamiltonian [40]
For simplicity, we first consider a DB interacting with a ,
singe qubit. Generally, the DB can represent either a single HE = ata+ quaz hn x|

mode light field [12} 113, 14, 1%, 16], an LC oscillator (e.g., 2 Wy — W

A. Model

(1+ 2aTa)|e><e|, 3)
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A Since a unitary transformation does not change the eigen-
e ™ values of the system, in the rotating reference frame threug
M \/ unitary transformatio/p = exp(—iw.o.t/2), the Hamil-
N\ tonian in Eq. [M) is equivalently transferred to an effetiv
aE, Hamiltonian
L g Co — P, H, = ULH Ug — iU}, (%) . (5)
D(1)
Hereafter, unless specified otherwise we work in the ragatin
H reference frame. We can divide the Hamiltoniflp in two
E, E, parts, i.e. H. = HY + H? with
He(l) = hwa'a +h (Xa o4 ewet 4 H.C.) , (6a)
FIG. 1: (Color online) A three-junction flux qubit is coupléal an 2 h
LC circugt by their mu%ual inducjtancM. The c?c bias maggetic flux H? = 2 Ao.+h(Aoy +He), (6b)

through the qubit i®.. A time-dependent magnetic fiefel. (¢) can )
be applied to the qubit, so the qubit can be coupled to the taDi¢ci ~ whereA = wy — w,. The HamiltonianHe( ) can be diagonal-
Further details are explained in the text. ized and rewritten as

| | HE = 20p, ™
with w; = w — |x|?/(w, — w). Equation[[B) shows that the 2

interaction between the LC circuit and the qubit results in g, the transition frequency
dispersive shift of the cavity transition or a Stark/Lamiiftsh
of the qubit frequencw,. In this large detuning condition,
the qubit states cannot be flipped by virtue of the interactio
with the LC circuit.

Obviously, if the ratigx|/(wq — w) tends to zero, then the
third term in Eq. [B) also tends to zero annd ~ w. In this
limit, the coupling between the qubit and the data bus can be IE)
neglected, that is,

Q= \/(wq —we)? + 402

Here,p, is given byp, = |E)(E| — |G)(G]| in the new basis
states

= cos g|e> + e sin g|g>, (8a)

. i n
. . B G) = —sinZle) + € cos 7g). (8b)
Hy =~ hwa'a + quaz.
with n = tan=!(2|\|/A). The eigenvalue& andG, corre-

The qubit and the LC circuit can be considered as two insponding to the eigenstatgs) and|G), are denoted by
dependent subsystems, which can be separately controlled

or manipulated. Below, we assume that the LC circuit and o h s
the qubit satisfy the large-detuning condition, elg|/(w, — E=-G= 2 AZ AP

w) ~ 0, when they are initially fabricated, so they are approx- , i .
imately decoupled. The phase is related to the Rabi frequengy(\ = |A|e=%?),

and the phase can be controlled by the applied TDEF. In
Fig.[d, the dependence of the eigenvaléeandG on the de-

C. Dressed states tuningA = w,; — w. and the amplitude of the Rabi frequency
|A| has been plotted. The gap between these two surfaces cor-

We now apply a TDEF to the qubit such that ttessed responds to the frequeng)/ 2= of the dressed qubit. It clearly

qubit can be formed by the applied TDEF and the qubit. Let u§h3WT thaﬁ can ?je chanﬁqed by V\(/jhen|/\| ar.‘d“q ?l_rﬁ gliven,
assume that the qubit, driven now by the TDEF, works at th@fd also change kx| whenw, anduw, are given. ' he farger
optimal point[33]. In this case, the total Hamiltoni&hof the of |A| andA corresponds to the larger transition frequeficy

I Lo L of the dressed qubit.
;S circuit and the qubit driven by a TDEF can be written/[32] In fact, the state$E) and|G) could be interpreted as the

dressed states of the qubit and the TDEF_[41]. Usually,
H = Hy+h(Xe ™oy +He.), (4) the applied TDEF is considered as in a coherent staie [41],
e.g.,|aexp(—iwt)). If the creation and annihilation opera-
in the rotating wave approximation. Here is the frequency tors of the TDEF are represented byandb, then the state
of the TDEF applied to the qubit) is the Rabi frequency |aexp(—iw.t)) is an eigenstate of the operatbmwith the
of the qubit associated with the TDEF. We note that now thesigenvaluey exp(—iw.t). The average photon numbar of
nonlinear coupling strength [23] between the qubit, LCuitrc  the TDEF in this coherent state/ = |a|?, and the widtih N
and the TDEF is zero since the qubit works at the optimabf the number distribution of photons for the applied TDEF is
point. IN = |a].

9)
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<47 the terms(x/2) sin(n) p. a e™<t, sin*(n/2) p_ a e~*<*, and
(ID their complex conjugates have been neglected because of the
= following reason: there is no way to conserve energies in
2 2 these terms, and then they can be neglected by using the usual
= rotating-wave approximation.
g
© 0
-U‘J—J’ D. Coupling mechanism between qubit and LC circuit
-2 To better understand the coupling mechanism, we can
rewrite the Hamiltonian of Eq[{11), in the interaction pi,
G/h as
:é)\/l Heing = hi p,aTei[(wfw)*Q]t + H.c.. (12)
A2 [GHZ]
5 01 IAl/2Tt [GHZ] Obviously, the condition
FIG. 2: (Color online) The dependence of the eigenvaliend G QO =w—w, (13)

of Eq. [@) on the detuning frequeney/2m = (wq —w.)/27 and the
amplitude of the Rabi frequendy|/2. Here, the eigenvalues have s satisfied when the fast oscillating factgK«—«<)—I* and

been rescaled as frequencies, ife/s andG//h. The gap between jt5 complex conjugate are always one. In this case, the Hamil
these two surfaces corresponds to the frequél@sr of the dressed tonian [I2) becomes

qubit.
Heine = hwp_a' +He.. (14)

In the limit N' > 0N > 1, the photon number, absorbed  The resonant condition in E{L3) can always be satisfied
and emitted by the qubit, is negligibly small, and the qubit i by choosing the appropriate frequengyof the TDEF and the
always assumed to be subjected to the same intefagityof  Rap; frequency\.. Therefore, the dressed qubit can resonantly
the applied TDEF during the operation. Therefore, the TDERnteract with the LC circuit, and then the information can be

operatorsh and b’ can be replaced by the classical numbereychanged between the qubit and the LC circuit with the help
aexp(—iw.t) and its complex conjugate. The relation be- 5f the TDEE.

tweena and the Rabi frequencyof the qubit associated with
the applied TDEF ig\| « |a|. And also the coherent state
lavexp(—iwt)), representing the TDEF, and the qubit state g,  An example of coupling between a qubit and an LC circuit
can always be factorized at any time.

In the rotating reference frame, the coherent state of the
TDEF is alwayg«), and the dressed qubit-TDEF statés
and|G)p can be understood as the product staté/)f (or
|G)) and|a), that is,

We now numerically demonstrate the coupling and decou-
pling mechanism. For example, let us consider a qubit with
frequencyw, /27 = 2 GHz which works at the optimal point;
the frequency of the LC circuit i /27 ~ 4 GHz; and the
(b T n B coupling constanty| between the LC circuit and the qubit is
|E)p = (e Sm§|g> +C°S§|e>) @) = |E)[@)(108) " 500 MHz. In this case, the ratioy|/(w — w,) = 0.1, and
(i My B the Stark/Lamb shift for the qubit frequency is abddiVHz,
G)p = (e cos 5,|g) — sin 2|€>) o) = [G)]e).(10D)  yhich is much smaller than the qubit frequency2dBHz. In

i _ this case, the interaction between the qubit and the LCitircu
Therefore, the photon staie) of the TDEF is usually omitted oy vesylits in an ac Stark/Lamb shift, but cannot make qubit
when the dressed states are constructed by the qubit and tgfates flip.

TDEF, e.g., in Eq.[(8). Hereafter, in c?ntras”t to the dresse If we apply a TDEF such that the frequerfeyf the dressed
states ) and|E), |g) and|e) are called “bare” or undressed g, it satisfies the condition in E§{13), then the qubitestat

qubit states. can be flipped by the interaction with the LC circuit with the

If we assumev > w, then in the dressed-state basis of\o of the TDEF. In FiglI3, the transition frequency of the
Eq. (8), the effective Hamiltoniafl. can be rewritten as dressed qubit

h —iwet
H, = hwala + EQpZ + h(kp_a'e +He) (1) O— \/(wq —we)? + 4|2
with the coupling constant and the frequency differendev — w.)/27 are plotted as a
function of the frequency, = w./2x of the TDEF for the
above given frequencies of the qubit and the LC circuit when
between the dressed qubit and the LC circuit-DB. Thehe Rabi frequency of the qubit associated with the TDEF
ladder operatorp_ is defined asp— = |G){(E|. Here, |\ /27 = 0.2 GHz. FigurdB shows that when the frequency

k= x cos(n/2)
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4 According to the Hamiltonian in EqL5), if the LC circuit
~ and the qubit are initially in the state, G) = |0) ® |G), or
(:5 In+1, G) =|n+1)®|G), or|n, E) = |n) ® |E), then they
= Ive to the following states

3 can evo
" (w—mC )21t
[ 0, G) — 10, G), (16a)
g 2 O/21T v =2.96 [0, B) = A(t) [cos(vt)ln, E)

S ¥ l — iesin(vt)|ln+ 1, G)], (16b)
L 1t In+1, GY — A(t)[cos(vt)|n+1, G)
E — e Psin(vt)|n, E)], (16c¢)

0 - : . . .

Vv GHz with A(t) = exp[—i(2n + 1)wt/2], v = |k|v/n + 1, andx =
0 1 2 c 31 14 |k|e?® = |xcos?(n/2)|e?. Itis obvious that the phaskis

] ] determined by the coupling constgnbetween the qubit and
FIG. 3: (Color online) The frequency/2 of a dressed qubit (blue e | C circuit. Here, we note that the stéte E) (or |m, G))

curve) and the frequency differenée — w.)/2= (dark red line); S
both versus the frequenay. = w./2m of the TDEF for the qubit gﬁ?fhtgs Lh;: ;tgl?nl_tﬁecg’fgslglgér;ttgén(lgr:lré;G;)Sﬂalt)e(or [m2).
frequencyw,/2m = 2 GHz. The frequency of the LC circuit is q ) )

w/2m = 4 GHz; and the Rabi frequency of the qubit associated with  In the following discussions, we focus on the case where
the TDEF is|\|/2r = 0.2 GHz. The crossing point denotes the the LC circuit is initially in a statg0) or |1). According to
value ofve ~ 2.96 GHz when the conditiof? = w — w. is satisfied.  Eq. [I#), we can obtain the following transformations

of the TDEF isv, = w./27 ~ 2.96 GHz, the condition 0, G) — 10, G), (17a)
) = w — w, satisfied, and then the qubit is coupled to the LC |0, E) — B(t)[cos(|&|t)|0, E)
circuit with the assistance of the TDEF. Threfore, the qubit — e sin(|rt)|1, @), (17b)

state can be flipped by virtue of the interaction with the LC
circuit with the help of the TDEF. |1, G) = B(1) [eos(|xH)[1, &)
This could be compared with the switchable coupling cir- — e Psin(|k[t)|0, B)], (17c)
cuits in Ref. [2B], where the qubit basis is always kept in
{lg), le)} no matter if the qubit is coupled to or decoupled with B(t) = exp[—iwt/2).
from the LC circuit. Here, the qubit basis states (g4.and
le)) will be mixed as in Eq.[{8) in the process of the TDEF-
assisted qubit and LC circuit coupling.

B. Nonresonant case

Ill. DYNAMICAL EVOLUTION OF A DRESSED QUBIT

INTERACTING WITH AN LC CIRCUIT Above, we assumed that the detunjng — w| between the

qubit and the LC circuit is far larger than their couplipg,
A. Resonant Case i.e.,|x|/(wy —w) ~ 0, and thus the qubit and the LC circuit
are independent. Here we consider another nonresonant case
According to the above discussions, the information ofpetween the dressed qubit and the LC circuit in Egl (15). We
the qubit can be transferred to the data bus with the assisissume that the detunidgbetween the dressed qubit and the
tance of an appropriate TDEF. For convenience, we observeC circuit satisfies the conditiops|/A < 1 with A = Q +

the total system in another rotating reference frarfie =  w. — w, but the ratio|x|/A does not tend to zero. In this
exp(iwe pz L‘/_2), then an effective Hamiltonian from Eq.{11) case, the dynamical evolution of the dressed qubit and the LC
can be obtained as circuit is governed by an effective Hamiltonian

h
HE = hwa'a + 5(9 + we)p. + Bk p_a’ + H.e). (15) PE

HP = hw_a'a + gﬂ'pz + h%(l +2a'a)|E)(E|. (18)
Therefore, the condition of resonant interaction betwéen t
dressed qubit and the data bu$lis= w — w,, as obtained in ] ) ,

Eq. (I3). Here we need to emphasize that the basis states ha$h w- = w — (|&[*/A) and)’ = Q + w.. Because the
been changed t6/G), | E)} when the qubit is coupled to the "atio |k|/A is not negligibly small, the Stark/Lamb shift of
LC circuit with the assistance of the TDEF, but the qubit basi the dressed qubit frequency or the dispersive shift of tae fr
states ard|g), |e)} when the qubit is decoupled from the LC 9uency of the LC circuit should be taken into account.

cirucit. If the LC circuit and the dressed qubit are initially in state
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ing its groundg,,,) and the first excite¢k,,,) states. Thenth

>< >< AV qubit frequencyv,, in Eq. [Z3) can be expressed|[37] as
/\
N PN N > ;
Cbe(l) N\ /< e >\ e e,y = 2 [I(m) (q)gm) _ %>:| n [ng)}
qJ(ren)(t) 5

M, M, M, with the bias flux®{™ and its loop-current(™ of the mth

qubit [23,139]. The parametdf}(%“g) denotes the tunnel cou-
pling between two wells in thenth qubit [37]. The ladder

L IC | operators: anda' of the LC circuit are defined as in E@ (2).
1| The coupling constang,,, between thenth qubit and the LC
circuit is

FIG. 4: (Color online) TheV flux qubits are coupled to an LC cir- ~ M, hw (e |I | )

cuit by the their mutual inductance¥,,, (m = 1, ---, N). The o[ V™ gm)-

bias magnetic flux through theth qubit isd{™ . A time-dependent

electromagnetic field (TDEF) can be applied to any one of tiigtg As in the above discussions, we assume that the detuning

(e.g., @™ (t) through themth qubit) such that the qubit can be cou- wm — w between the LC circuit and theth (m = 1,-- -, N)

pled to the LC circuit with the help of the TDEF. qubit is far larger than their coupling constant,. That is,

Xm/(wm —w) ~ 0. Then, allN qubits are decoupled from
the LC circuit and each qubit can be independently manipu-
|0,G), |1, G), |0, E), or|1, E), then they evolve as follows: lated by the TDEF. To couple a qubit to the LC circuit, an ap-
propriate TDEF is needed to be applied such that the dressed
qubit states can be formed, and then the dressed qubit can res
0,G) = (l_t) 0,G), (19) onantly interact with the LC circuit.
|m|2 o For convenience, the parameters of any qubit are defined
{ ( ) } 1,6, (20)

1, G) = exp w+——+ 5 as follows. The frequency of the TDEF applied to thh
qubit is denoted by, .. The detuning between theth qubit
( |fi|2) t} 0, E) (21) frequencyw,, andwy, ¢ iS, Ay, = Wi, — Wi, c; Am IS the Rabi
T frequency of thenth qubit associated with the TDEF,,)
. 2k|2 and|E,,) are eigenstates of theth qubit with the eigenvalues
exp{ <w + ) } 1, E).(22)

|0, E) = exp

1, E) =

A + D) G, andE,,. The frequency of theath dressed qubit is given
by ©2,,.. The coupling constant between theth qubit and the
LC circuitis

IV. SCALABLE CIRCUIT AND QUANTUM OPERATIONS 9
Km = Xm €08~ (1m/2),

A. Scalable circuit With 7, = tan=1(2[An|/Amm).
We will now study how to implement the single- and two-

In the above, we show the basic mechanism of the cougubit operations for the scalable circuit schematicaligva
pling and decoupling between a superconducting flux qubitn Fig.[4.

and the LC circuit. Therefore, a scalable quantum circuit,

which is required for quantum information processing, can b

constructed by flux qubits and an LC circuit acting as a data B. Single-qubit Operations
bus, shown in Figl4. The LC circuit interacts with qubits
through their mutual inductanced,,, (m = 1, 2, , N).

The distance between any two nearest qub|ts is assumed SO
large that their interaction through the mutual inductacere
be negligibly small. Then, the total Hamiltonian of qubitsla
the data bus can be written [23] as

The single-qubit operations of any qubit are easy to imple-
ment by applying a TDEF, which resonantly interacts with
the selected qubit. For instance, if the frequency ofithh
qubit is equal to the frequenay,, . of the applied TDEF, i.e.,
Wm,c = W, then themth qubit rotation driven by the TDEF
can be implemented by the single-qubit Hamiltonié s

N
h
H:FMQM_'—E;M”U +hZ(ma+ a—i—Hc),

(23)

in the rotating wave approximation. Here, theh qublt)op— in the rotating reference frame through a unitary transéerm

; m) _ . . .
erators are defined a$"™ = |em){em| — |gm><9m| C’+ = tionexp(—iw,,0.t). Here, the phasg,, is determined by the
lem ) {(gml, andos™ = lgm){em| (m = 1,2,---, N)us- applied TDEF. The time evolution operator of the Hamiltania

s = ] (7700 4¢P ) | (24)



in Eg. (Z2) can be wrrien as with
Q
Om [ _; m i m _ ¥n
U(emaﬂm) = exp |:_27 (6 lﬁma-(f- ) +e ﬁmo'(_ )) 5 51 2 2 ) (28&)
(25) _ ¢, _ Il T, 28b
with a durationt andé,,, = 2|\,,|t. Here,U(0,,,8m) is a &2 & A, ’ (28b)
general expression for a single-qubit operation. Thisaupit & = —w(n +713)+ &, (28c)
operatot (0,,, B,) can be rewritten as a matrix form & = —w(n+73)+ &. (28d)
Uo _ cos(0m /2) —ie~Pm sin(,,/2) Here, we neglect the free evolution of another uncou-
(Oms Brm) = —ietPm sin(0,, /2) c08(0m /2) pled qubit when one qubit is coupled to the LC cir-

(26) cuit. After the above three pulses with the given du-
Any single-qubit operation can be derived from EQ.(26).rations, a two-qubit phase operatidii,, can be im-
For instance, a rotation around the(y) axis can be imple- plemented in the basis of the two-qubit dressed states
mented through EqC{26) by setting the applied TDEF suci |Em)|En), [Em)|Gn)s |Gm)|En), |Gm)|Gn)}. The ma-
that 3,, = 0 (B, = m/2). Itis worth pointing out that the trix form of the operatiort/,,,,, is
operation in Eq.I{26) is defined in the qubit space spanned by

e 0 0 0

{gm) lem) S0
Upn = ; (29)

mm 0 0 e 0

C. Two-qubit Operations 0 0 0 €=

We note that this two qubit operation is in the rotat-
To implement two-qubit operations, two qubits should being reference frame. Of course, it is also easy to ob-
sequentially coupled to the LC circuit with the help of the tain a two-qubit operation in the bare (undressed) basis
TDEFs. We now consider how to implement a two-qubit 0p-{|g,,,)(g.), |gm)len), lem)|gn), lem)len)} by applying the
eration acting on thenth andnth qubits. For simplicity, we  single-qubit operations on theth andnth qubits separately.
assume that the classical fields, addressing two qubitsno fo The single-qubit operations can be given by choosing the ap-
dressed states, have the same frequency. Therefore, the fpkopriate parameters in Eq_{26) for a general expression of
lowing discussions are confined to the same rotating referen the single-qubit operations.
frame. A two-qubit operation and single-qubit rotations are neede
Let us assume that TDEFs are sequentially applied to thgor universal quantum computinf_|43]. Therefore, the two-
mth, nth, andmth qubits. The durations of the three pulsesqubit operatior/,,,,,, accompanied by arbitrary single-qubit
arer, 72, andrs. After the dressednth qubit is formed, it rotations, Eq.[[(26), of thexth andnth qubits, forms a univer-
can resonantly interact with the LC circuit, and their dymam sg| set.
cal evolution is governed by the Hamiltonian in Hg.l(15). For
the given initial states, they can evolve as in EfS] (16) and

(Id). However, for the dressedh qubit, it does not reso- V. GENERATION OF ENTANGLED STATES
nantly interact with the LC circuit; that is, there is a dehg
Ay = Qpn + wy o — w between the dressedh qubit and the In this section, we will study how to generate an entangled

LC circuit. Their dynamical evolutionis governed by a semil  state between any two qubits, e.guth andnth qubits, with
Hamiltonian as in EqI{18), with just replacing the substcrip the assistance of TDEFs.
m by n, and their states can evolve as in Egs] [IP-22). We assume that the qubits are initially prepared in the
After these three pulses, the state evolution of two qubitgiressed states, eld;,,) ® |G.,), but the LC circuit is initially
and the LC circuit can be straightforwardly giveni[34] usingin its ground staté0). In this case, we can apply two pulses
Egs. [I¥) and{19) for the total system which was initially in to generate an entangled state. The first pulse with the fre-
the statelGyy,)|Gn)[0), OF |G )| En)|0), OF [Ep)|Gr)[0), OF  quencyw,,.. brings themth qubit to resonantly interact with
|Em)|En)|0). Here, e.g., the stat€r,,,)|G,,)|0) denotes that  the LC circuit. The interaction Hamiltonian is described by
the mth andnth qubits are in the statgé,,) and|G,), but  Eq. [IB) in the rotating reference frame. But there is no in-
the LC circuit is in the statf9). teraction between the LC circuit and théh qubit. With the

Ifthe durations-; andr; of the first and third pulses applied pulse duration, the statéE,,,) ® |G,,) ® |0) = | Ep, Gn, 0)
to themth qubit satisfy the conditionsin(|x.,|71) = 0 and  eyolves to the state

sin(|km|T3) = 0, then the above four different initial states,
e.9.|Gm)|Gn)|0), have the following dynamical evolutions [¥(m)) = cos(|wm[T1)|Em, Gn, 0)
- Z-ezém Sin(|ﬂm|7—1)|Gm7 Gna 1>7 (30)

|Gm)|Gn)|0) — exp(i&1)|Gm)|Gr)[0),  (27a) _ _

Go) [E[0) = exp(i&)|Gon) | En)|0), (27b) which can be written as

1En)|Ga)]0) — exp(iés)|Em)|Gn)|0),  (27¢) W' (1)) = e /2 cos(|kim|T1)| Ems G, 0)  (31)
|En)ED0) = exp(i&s)|Epm) | En)|0) (27d) — ieme@me /2 6in(| Ky |71) |Gy Gy 1)



after removing the rotating reference frame. Here, theajlob
phase factog—*(«~+«)71/2 has been neglected adig is given
BY K = [Fm|e?m.

After the first pulse, the second pulse assistsritiequbit
to resonantly interact with the LC circuit. With the duratio
of the second pulse, the stati;)) will evolve to the state

[%(72))

e cos(|km|T1)| Em, G, 0)
©Om o2 §in(| k| 1) 08(|Kn|72)| Gy G, 1)

— ' 0m=00) s gin (|5, |71) Sin(|Kn | 72) |Gy B, 0).

(32)

— e

after removing the rotating reference frame. Héres deter-
mined byx,, = |, |e~%", and

1

¥ = 5[—wm_,c7'1 + (Wn,e — Wm)T2), (33a)
1

Yy = §[wm7C71 + (W — W+ wn,e) T2, (33b)
1

Vg = §[wm7C71 + (Wm — W — wn,c)T2]. (33c)
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FIG. 5: (Color online) To couple qubit to the LC circuit, theef
quencyve., applied to the qubit, is plotted as a function of the cou-
pling constant\’ between the qubit and the external microwave. As
example, four different points are marked in the curve tonstiee
required frequencies of external microwave when diffecenitpling

If the durationr, of the second pulse is chosen such thatconstants\’ are given.

cos(|kn|T2) = 0, then an entangled statey) is created as

[YE) = €t cos(|km|T1)| Em, Gn,0)
— ' Om=0) s gin (|5, |71)| Gy En, 0). (34)

It is very easy to find that we can prepare different entangle&igm> ® |gn)

states by choosing the duratien and the phase difference
om — 0. FOr example, if the duration for the first pulse and
the phase differencs,, — §,, are well chosen so that

™

= — 35
T1 4|l€m|7 ( )
then we can get maximally entangled states
1 )
= —[| Epm,Gn) — €% Gpn, En)]. 36
) ﬁ[l ) — e )] (36)

with 6, = d,, — 0, + 93 — ¥1. Here, a global phase factor
e'1 has been neglected. If the condition

8y = O — Oy + U3 — V91 = 21, (37)

same time to satisfy the condition in EG.X37), and then the
Bell state in Eq.[[38) can be created.

If the two-qubit states are initially in undressed stateg.(e
), then, we need to first make single-qubit rota-
tions on the two qubits, such thigt,,) and|g,,) can be rotated
to |E,,) and|G,,), respectively. After this two single-qubit
rotations, we repeat the above steps to obtain Egs. (30) and
@32). Then, we can get an entangled state, which is the same
as in Eq.[(3K) except that the phases are different fiomps,
om, andé,. To prepare entangled states with the undressed
gubit states, we need to make another two single qubit opera-
tions such thatG,,) (|En)) and|G,) (|E,)) change tdg.,)
(lem)) and|gn) (len)). Then entangled bare qubit states can
be obtained.

VI. DISCUSSIONS ON EXPERIMENTAL FEASIBILITY

As an example of superconducting flux qubits interacting
with an LC circuit, we show a general method on how to scale

with an integet, can also be further satisfied, then a Bell stateup many qubits using dressed states. We further discuss two

1
V2
can be obtained from Eq{[36). Her®, andd, are deter-

|¢B> = (| EmaGn> - |GmaEn>) (38)

experimentally accessible superconducting circuits
given parameters.

A. Flux qubitinteracting with an LC circuit

mined by the coupling constants between the qubits and the

LC circuit, thus from the experimental point of view, it carn

A recent experimen([32] has demonstrated the Rabi oscil-

be conveniently adjusted. Therefore, once the amplitudds a lations between a single flux qubit and a superconducting LC
frequencies of the two TDEFs are pre-chosen, the conditionircuit. In this experiment [32], the coupling constantoe-
in Eg. (31) might not be easy to satisfy. Thus, the maximallytween the qubit and the LC circuit is aboglt = 0.2 GHz,
entangled state in Eq_{B6) is easier to generate compatid withe qubit frequency, at the optimal point is/, = 2.1 GHz,

the Bell state in EqLT38). However, it is still possible tqued

and the frequency of the LC circuit ig,c = 4.35 GHz. So

the amplitudes, frequencies and durations of the TDEF®at ththe frequency difference between the LC circuit and thetqubi
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is vLc — vy = 2.25 GHz. The ratiog’/(vrc — v,) of the If an ac electric field with frequency,, is applied to the
coupling constany’ over the frequency differencg.c — v, gate of the charge qubit, then the qubit and the ac field can
is about).089. Therefore, the dispersive shift (or Lamb shift) together form a dressed qubit. If we choose appropriate pa-
of the LC circuit (qubit) due to nonresonantly interactioithw  rameters for the ac field, the dressed qubit can be resonantly
the qubit (LC circuit) is aboud.018 GHz. coupled to the cavity field and then the qubit and the cavity
If a TDEF with the frequency. is applied to the qubit, field can exchange information with the assistance of the ac
then the TDEF and the qubit can form a dressed qubit witHield. For example, if the Rabi frequency of the qubit asso-
the frequency ciated with the ac field is about, e.g\, ~ 100 MHz, then
the dressed qubit can be resonantly coupled to the cavity fiel
v = \/(,/ex — vg)2 + AN (39)  when the frequency.. of the ac field is7.01 GHz, which is
obtained from Eq[{41).

Here, the coupling constant between the qubit and the TDEF For the above two examples, we need to stress that the bias
is \. .VIVhen the frequencyp, of the dressed qubit satisfies the of the “bare” charge or flux qubit is always kept to the opti-
condition mal point during the operations. In the coupling process, th
external microwave mixes the two “bare” qubit states, atd th
VD = VLC — Vex, (40)  dressed qubit states are resonantly coupled to the datatus (
hf circuit or a single-mode cavity field).

as shown in Eq[{33), then the dressed qubit can be resonan
coupled to the LC circuit. From the condition in EG.X(40), we
derive another equation

1 2|\ |2

vLc — Vq).
To make the dressed qubit couple to the LC circuit, Eql (41)
shows that we should choose the different external fregasnc
vex for different coupling constants when the frequencies of
the data bus ¢ and the qubit, are given.
In Fig.[, the frequency.y is plotted as a function of/,
which is in the interval.1 ~ 1 GHz, for the above given fre-

In conclusion, using an example of a superconducting flux
qubit interacting with an LC circuit—data bus, we study a
method to couple and decouple selected qubits with the data
bus. This method can be realized with the assistance of time-
dependent electromagnetic fields (TDEFs). If a TDEF is ap-
. . Lo plied to a selected qubit, then dressed qubit-TDEF states ca
quencies of the qub|t and LC circuit. Figute 5 _cIearIy ShOWS‘be formed. By choosing appropriate parameters of the TDEF,
that the frequencies. of the applied external microwave are the dressed qubit can interact resonantly with the data bus.

driﬁeignt_for the (:]iffre]rent)\’_ in orderftohchJg)oilzeFtrf qubit 0 1o vever, when the TDEF is removed, then the qubit and
the circuit with the assistance of the - AS an eXaMypa gata bus are decoupled. By using this mechanism, many
ple, four different points are marked in FIg. 5 to show the re-

rod f . f | mi hen th qubits can be selectively coupled to a data bus. Thus, quan-
quire requenC|lescx of external microwave w _e/n the coU- 1, information can be transferred from one qubit to another
pling constants\’ are different. For example, ik’ = 0.4

. . through the data bus with the assistance of the TDEF.
GHz, then the applied external microwave should have the fre . ] ]
quencyve, = 3.083 GHz to make the dressed qubitresonantly We stress the following: (i) all qubits are decoupled from
couple to the LC circuit. And then the effective coupling eon the data bus when their detunings to the data bus are far large
stant between the dressed qubit and the LC circuit is abodhan their coupling constants to the LC circuit; (ii) the @ab
K’ ~ 0.1996 GHz for the coupling constagt = 0.2 GHz be- ~ ¢an be independently manipulated by the TDEFs resonantly
tween the qubit and the LC circuit. Therefore the microwaveaddressing them (for example,cif,, . = wn, then themth
assisted resonant interaction between the qubit and thért C ¢ qubitis addressed by its TDEF); (iii) to couple any one of the
cuit can be realized in the current experimental setup [32]9ubits to the data bus, an appropriate TDEF is needed to be

Furthermore, this circuit can be also scaled up to many gubit @PPlied such that the dressed qubit can be resonantly abuple
to the data bus, and then the information of the qubit can be

transferred to the data bus with the help of the TDEF.

B. Charge qubit interacting with a single-mode cavity field We emphasize that all superconducting qubits (charge or
flux qubits) can work at their optimal points during the

We consider another experimental example of a chargeoupling and decoupling processes with the assistance of
qubit interacting with a single-mode cavity field [27]. Ingh the TDEF. Although this coupling/decoupling mechanism is
experimentl[27], the qubit frequenay, is about8 GHz at  mainly focused on superconducting flux qubits, it can also be
the degeneracy point. The frequengyof the cavity field is  applied to either charge (e.qg, in Rels.|[L2, 27]), or phasé [4
about6 GHz. The coupling constagt between the qubitand qubits, as well as other solid state systems. For instahee, t
the cavity field can be, e.g50) MHz, then the ratio between coupling between two quantum-dot qubits can be switched on
¢’ and the detuning, — v, is ¢’/(v4 — v.) = 0.025. This  and off by using this method, or a large number of quantum-
means that the qubit and the cavity field is in the large detundot qubits can be scaled up by using a single-mode electro-
ing regime. magnetic field with the assistance of the TDEF.
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