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A bstract

W e review severalapproaches to de�ne and quantify decoherence.W e �nd
thata m easure based on a norm ofdeviation ofthe density m atrix isappro-
priateforquantifyingdecoherenceforquantum registers.Forasem iconductor
doublequantum dotchargequbit,evaluation ofthism easureispresented.For
ageneralclassofdecoherenceprocesses,includingthoseoccurringin sem icon-
ductorqubits,weestablish thatthism easureisadditive:Itscaleslinearlywith
the num berofqubitsin the quantum register.

1 Introduction

Decoherence [1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11,12,13,14,15,16,17,18,19]is
an im portantphysicalphenom enon occurring inevitably in m ostexperim ents
dealing with quantum objects.Itisusually de�ned asa processwhereby the
physicalsystem ofinterestinteractswith environm entorotherlargersystem
with com plex structureand,becauseofthisinteraction,changesitsevolution
from unperturbed,coherentinternaldynam ics.In som esense,theinform ation
aboutthe initialand subsequentstatesofsystem undergoing decoherence is
leaking into the outer world:The system is no longer described by a wave
function,butratherby thestatisticaldensity m atrix [20,21,22,23,24].The
quantum wavefunction description only appliesto thetotalsystem ,including
theenvironm entalm odes,whichhasm uchm oredegreesoffreedom .Becauseof
theim portanceofquantum coherenceforquantum inform ation processing[25,
26,27,28,29,30,31,32,33,34,35,36,37,38,39,40,41,42,43,44,45,46,
47,48,49,50,51,52,53,54,55,56,57,58,59,60,61,62,63,64,65,66],
quantitative characterization ofdecoherence has becom e an active research
�eld with m any open problem s.

Since quantum inform ation processing requiresm aintaining high levelof
coherence,em phasishasrecently shifted from large-tim esystem dynam icsat
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experim entally betterstudied coherence-decay tim escalesto alm ostperfectly
coherentdynam icsatm uch shortertim es.M any quantum system sproposed
ascandidatesforqubits(quantum bits)forpracticalrealizationsofquantum
com putingrequirequantitativeevaluationoftheircoherence.In otherwords,a
singlem easurecharacterizingdecoherenceisdesirableforcom parison ofdi�er-
entqubitdesignsand theiroptim ization.Besidestheevaluation ofsinglequbit
perform anceonealso hasto analyzescalingofdecoherenceastheregistersize
(the num berofqubitsinvolved)increases.Directquantitativecalculationsof
decoherence ofeven few-qubitquantum registersare notfeasible.Therefore,
a practicalapproach hasbeen to explore quantitative single-param eterm ea-
sures ofdecoherence [67],develop techniques to calculate such m easures at
leastapproxim ately forrealisticone-and two-qubitsystem s[68,69],and then
establish scaling (additivity [70,71])form ulti-qubitquantum system s.

In Section 2,we outline di�erent approaches to de�ne and quantify de-
coherence.W e argue that a m easure based on a properly de�ned norm of
deviation ofthe density m atrix isappropriateforquantifying decoherencein
quantum registers.Forasem iconductordoublequantum dotqubit,evaluation
ofthis m easure is reviewed in Section 3.For a generalclass ofdecoherence
processes,including those occurring in sem iconductor qubits considered in
Section 3,we argue,in Section 4,that this m easure is additive.Thus,the
levelofquantum noisescaleslinearly with the num berofqubits.

2 M easures ofD ecoherence

In thissection,weconsiderbrie
yseveralapproachestoquantifyingthedegree
ofdecoherence due to interactions with environm ent.In Subsection 2.1,we
discuss the approach based on the asym ptotic relaxation tim e scales.The
entropyand idem potency-defectm easuresarereviewed in Subsection 2.2.The
�delity m easureofdecoherenceisconsidered in Subsection 2.3.In Subsection
2.4,we review our results on the operator norm m easures ofdecoherence.
Subsection 2.5discussesan approach toelim inatetheinitial-statedependence
ofthe decoherencem easures.

2.1 R elaxation T im e Scales

Decoherence ofquantum system s is frequently characterized by the asym p-
totic rates at which they reach therm alequilibrium at tem perature T.O ne
ofthe reasonsforfocusing on relaxation ratesis thatlarge-tim e behavioris
relatively easy to observe in ensem ble experim ents.M arkovian approxim a-
tion schem es typically yield exponentialapproach to the lim iting values of
the density m atrix elem entsforlarge tim es[21,22,23].Fora two-state sys-
tem ,thisde�nesthe tim e scalesT1 and T2,associated,respectively,with the
approach by thediagonal(therm alization)and o�-diagonal(dephasing,deco-
herence)density-m atrix elem entsto theirlim iting values.M oregenerally,for



Q uantitative Treatm entofD ecoherence 3

largetim esweapproxim atedeviationsfrom stationary valuesofdiagonaland
o�-diagonaldensity m atrix elem entsas

�kk(t)� �kk(1 )/ e
�t=T kk ; (1)

�jk(t)/ e
�t=T jk (j6= k): (2)

The shortest tim e am ong Tkk is often identi�ed as T1.Sim ilarly,T2 can be
de�ned astheshortesttim eam ong Tn6= m .Thesede�nitionsyield thecharac-
teristictim esoftherm alization and decoherence(dephasing).

For system s candidate for quantum com puting realizations,noise e�ects
arecom m only reduced by workingatvery low tem peraturesand m aking their
structurefeaturesnanosizeforstrong quantization.Then forthedecoherence
and therm alization tim eswehave,T2 � T1,e.g.,[21].Therefore,thedecoher-
encetim eisa m orecrucialparam eterforquantum com puting considerations.
The tim e scale T2 iscom pared to the \clock" tim esofquantum control,i.e.,
the quantum gate functions,Tg,in order to ensure the fault-tolerant error
correction criterion Tg=T2 � O

�
10�4

�
,e.g.,[66].

The disadvantages ofthis type ofanalysis are that the exponentialbe-
haviorofthe density m atrix elem ents in the energy basis is applicable only
forlargetim es,whereasforquantum com puting applications,the short-tim e
behaviorisusually relevant[18].M oreover,while the energy basisisnatural
forlarge tim es,the choice ofthe preferred basisisnotobviousforshortand
interm ediatetim es[18,72].Therefore,thetim escalesT1 and T2 havelim ited
applicability in evaluating quantum com puting scalability.

2.2 Q uantum Entropy

An alternativeapproach isto calculatethe entropy [20]ofthe system ,

S(t)= � Tr(�ln�); (3)

orthe idem potency defect,also term ed the �rstorderentropy [73,74,75],

s(t)= 1� Tr
�
�
2
�
: (4)

Both expressionsare basisindependent,have a m inim um atpure statesand
e�ectively describe the degree ofthe state’s \purity." Any deviation from a
purestateleadstothedeviationfrom them inim alvalues,0,forboth m easures,

S pure state(t)= spure state(t)= 0: (5)

2.3 Fidelity

W riting the totalHam iltonian asfollows,

H = H S + H B + H I; (6)
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where H S is the term describing internalsystem dynam ics,H B governsthe
evolution ofenvironm ent,and H I describessystem -environm entinteraction,
letusnow de�ne the �delity [76,77],

F (t)= TrS [�ideal(t)�(t)]: (7)

Here the trace isoverthe system degreesoffreedom ,and �ideal(t)represents
the pure-state evolution ofthe system under H S only,without interaction
with theenvironm ent(H I = 0).In general,theHam iltonian term H S govern-
ing the system dynam ics can be tim e dependent.For the sake ofsim plicity
throughoutthisreview werestrictouranalysisby constantH S sinceapproxi-
m ateevaluation ofdecoherencecan bedoneforqubitscontrolled by constant
Ham iltonian.In thiscase

�ideal(t)= e
�iH S t�(0)eiH S t: (8)

M ore sophisticated scenarioswith qubitsevolving undertim e dependentH S

wereconsidered in [78,79,80].
The�delity providesa certain m easureofdecoherencein term softhedif-

ference between the \real," environm entally in
uenced,�(t),evolution and
the \free" evolution,�ideal(t).It willattain its m axim alvalue,1,only pro-
vided �(t)= �ideal(t).Thisproperty relieson the factthe �ideal(t)rem ainsa
projection operator(pure state)foralltim est� 0.

Asan illustrative exam ple considera two-levelsystem decaying from the
excited to ground state,when thereisno internalsystem dynam ics,

�ideal(t)=

�
0 0
0 1

�

; (9)

�(t)=

�
1� e��t 0

0 e��t

�

; (10)

and the �delity isa m onotonicfunction oftim e,

F (t)= e
��t

: (11)

Notethattherequirem entthat�ideal(t)isa pure-state(projection opera-
tor),excludes,in particular,any T > 0 therm alized stateastheinitialsystem
state.Forexam ple,letusconsiderthe application ofthe �delity m easurefor
the in�nite-tem perature initialstate ofourtwo levelsystem .W e have

�(0)= �ideal(t)=

�
1=2 0
0 1=2

�

; (12)

which isnota projection operator.The spontaneous-decay density m atrix is
then

�(t)=

�
1� (e��t =2) 0

0 e��t =2

�

: (13)

The �delity rem ainsconstant
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F (t)= 1=2; (14)

and itdoesnotprovideany inform ation ofthetim e dependence ofthe decay
process.

2.4 N orm ofD eviation

In thissubsection weconsidertheoperatornorm s[81]thatm easurethedevi-
ation ofthesystem from theidealstate,to quantify thedegreeofdecoherence
asproposed in [67].Such m easuresdo notrequire the initialdensity m atrix
to be pure-state.W e de�ne the deviation according to

�(t)� �(t)� �ideal(t): (15)

W e can use,forinstance,the eigenvaluenorm ,

k�k
�
= m ax

i
j�ij; (16)

orthe tracenorm ,

k�k
Tr
=
X

i

j�ij; (17)

etc.,where �i are the eigenvalues of the deviation operator (15).A m ore
precisede�nition ofthe eigenvaluenorm fora linearoperator,A,is[81]

kAk = sup
’6= 0

�
h’jA yAj’i

h’j’i

�1=2

: (18)

Since density operators are bounded,their norm s,as wellthe norm ofthe
deviation,can be alwaysevaluated.Furtherm ore,since the density operators
are Herm itian,thisde�nition obviously reducesto the eigenvalue norm (16).
W e also notethatkAk = 0 im pliesthatA = 0.

Thecalculation ofthesenorm sissom etim essim pli�ed by theobservation
that�(t)istraceless.Speci�cally,fortwo-levelsystem s,weget

k�k
�
=
q

j�00j
2 + j�01j

2 =
1

2
k�k

Tr
: (19)

For ourexam ple ofthe two-levelsystem undergoing spontaneousdecay,the
norm is

k�k
�
= 1� e

��t
: (20)

2.5 A rbitrary InitialStates

The m easures considered in the preceding subsections quantify decoherence
ofa system provided itsinitialstateisgiven.However,thisisnotalwaysthe
case.In quantum com puting,itisim practicalto keep track ofallthepossible
initialstatesforeachquantum register,thatm ightbeneeded forim plem enting
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a particular quantum algorithm .Furtherm ore,even the preparation ofthe
initialstatecan introduceadditionalnoise.Therefore,forevaluation offault-
tolerance(scalability),itwillbenecessary to obtain an upper-bound estim ate
ofdecoherenceforan arbitrary initialstate.

To characterize decoherence foran arbitrary initialstate,pure orm ixed,
we proposed [67]to use the m axim alnorm ,D ,which is determ ined as an
operatornorm m axim ized overallinitialdensity m atrices.Itisde�ned asthe
worstcasescenario error,

D (t)= sup
�(0)

�

k�(t;�(0))k
�

�

: (21)

For realistic two-levelsystem s coupled to various types ofenvironm en-
talm odes,the expressionsofthe m axim alnorm aresurprisingly elegantand
com pact.They are usually m onotonic and contain no oscillationsdue to the
internalsystem dynam ics,as,forexam ple,are the resultsobtained forsem i-
conductorquantum dotqubitsconsidered in the nextsection.

In sum m ary,we have considered severalapproachesto quantifying deco-
herence:relaxation tim es,entropy and �delity m easures,and norm sofdevia-
tion,and wede�ned them axim alm easurethatisnotdependenton theinitial
state,and which willbe latershown to be additive;seeSection 4.

3 D ecoherence ofD ouble Q uantum D ot C harge Q ubits

Asa representativeexam ple,letusreview evaluation ofdecoherenceforsem i-
conductor quantum dots.Q uantum devices based on solid-state nanostruc-
tureshavebeen am ong them ajorcandidatesforlarge-scalequantum com pu-
tation becausethey can draw on existingadvancesin nanotechnologyand m a-
terialsprocessing[82].Severaldesignsofsem iconductorquantum bits(qubits)
wereproposed [27,28,37,41,42,43,44,83,84,85].In particular,theencod-
ing ofquantum inform ation into spatialdegreesoffreedom ofelectron placed
in a quantum dotwasconsidered in [41,42,43,44,85].A relatively fastdecay
ofcoherence ofelectron states in ordinary quantum dots,e.g.,[26],can be
partially suppressed by encoding quantum inform ation in a subspaceofelec-
tron statesin specially designed arraysofquantum dots(arti�cialcrystals),
proposed in [86].Actually,undercertain conditionseven double-dotsystem s
in sem iconductorscan berelatively wellprotected againstdecoherencedueto
theirinteractionswith phononsand electrom agnetic�elds[38].Thisobserva-
tion wascon�rm ed in recentexperim ents[45],which dem onstrated coherent
quantum oscillationsofan electron in a double-dotstructure.

Severaldesignsofdouble-dotqubitshave been explored in recentexperi-
m ents[46,47,48,49,50]carried outattem peraturesranging from tensand
hundreds ofm K .Tem perature dependence ofrelaxation rates in Sicharge
qubits was studied theoretically in [51,52].Recently,it has been pointed
out [68]that in the zero-tem perature lim it and for conventionaldouble-dot
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structureshigherorderprocessesin electron-phonon interaction dom inatede-
coherence.

In thiswork,we studied the acoustic phonon bath asthe m ain source of
decoherencefortheconsidered typeofqubit,which issupported bytheoretical
and experim entalevidence,e.g.,[38,46].Decoherenceduetodi�erentsources,
e.g.,due to trapping centerdefects[87,88],can play im portantrole in other
situations.

In thenextsubsection,weoutlinethestructureofdouble-dotqubits.Sub-
sections3.2 and 3.3 are devoted to the consideration ofthe electron-phonon
interaction fortworealisticcases:In Subsection 3.2weanalyzethepiezoacous-
ticinteraction in crystalswith zinc-blendelatticeand with parabolicquantum
dot con�nem ent potential.Double-dots with prevalence ofpiezointeraction
have been fabricated [45]in gated G aAs/AlG aAs heterostructures.In Sub-
section 3.3 we study the deform ation interaction with acoustic phonons in
\quantum dots" form ed by double-im purities in sem iconductors with inver-
sion sym m etry ofelem entary latticecell.Experim entswith thelattertypeof
double-dot system s have been reported in [47,48].Finally,Subsections 3.4,
3.5,3.6 and 3.7 presentillustrativecalculationsofthe noiselevelforselected
quantum gates.

3.1 M odel

W e consider a double-dot structure sketched in Figure 1.It consists oftwo
quantum dots coupled to each other via a tunneling barrierand containing
a single electron hopping between the dots.W e lim it our consideration to
double-dotstructures in which the energy required to transferto the upper
levelsism uch higherthan thelatticetem peratureand energyspacingbetween
the two lowestlevels.

Theelectron isconsidered to bein a superposition oftwo basisstates,j0i
and j1i,

 = � 0 + � 1: (22)

The states that de�ne the \logical" basis are not the physicalground and
�rstexcited stateofthe double-dotsystem .Instead, 0 (the \0" stateofthe
qubit)ischosen tobelocalized atthe�rstquantum dotand,toazeroth order
approxim ation,be sim ilarto the ground state ofthatdotifitwere isolated.
Sim ilarly, 1 (the\1"state)resem blestheground stateofthesecond dot(ifit
wereisolated).Thisassum esthatthedotsaresu�ciently (butnotnecessarily
exactly)sym m etric.W edenotethecoordinatesofthepotentialm inim a ofthe
dots(dotcenters)asvectorsR 0 and R 1,respectively.The distance between
the dotcentersis

L � jLj� jR1 � R0j: (23)

TheHam iltonian ofan electron within a phonon environm entisgiven by

H = H e + H p + H ep: (24)
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ε
A

ε
P

Fig.1.Electron in a double wellpotential.

The electron term is

H e = �
1

2
"A (t)�x �

1

2
"P (t)�z; (25)

where �x and �z arePaulim atrices,whereas"A (t)and "P (t)can havetim e-
dependent,asdeterm ined byunitarysingle-qubitquantum gate-functionsthat
arecarriedout.Theycanbecontrolledexternallybyadjustingthepotentialon
thecontrolelectrodes(gates)surroundingthedouble-dotsystem .Forconstant
"A and "P ,the energy splitting between the electron energy levelsis

"=
q

"2
A
+ "2

P
: (26)

TheHam iltonian ofthe phonon bath isdescribed by

H p =
X

q;�

�h!qb
y

q;�
bq;�; (27)

where b
y

q;�
and bq;� are,respectively,the creation and annihilation opera-

tors ofphonons characterized by the wave vector q and polarization �.W e
approxim ately assum eisotropicacousticphonons,with a lineardispersion,

!q = sq; (28)

where s is the speed ofsound in the sem iconductor m aterial.In the next
subsection we show that the electron-phonon interaction can be derived in
the form

H ep =
X

q;�

�z

�

gq;�b
y

q;�
+ g

�
q;�bq;�

�

; (29)
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with thecouplingconstantsgq;� determ ined by thearchitectureofthedouble-
dotand the propertiesofthe m aterialcrystalstructure.

3.2 P iezoelectric Interaction

Thederivation in thissubsection follows[68,69].Thepiezoacousticelectron-
phonon interaction [89]isdescribed by

H ep = i
X

q;�

�
�h

2�sqV

� 1=2

M �(q)F (q)(bq + b
y

�q ): (30)

Here� isthedensity ofthesem iconductorm aterial,V isthevolum eofsem i-
conductor,and forthe m atrix elem entM �(q),onecan derive

M �(q)=
1

2q2

X

ijk

(�iqj + �jqi)qkM ijk: (31)

In thisexpression,�j arethe polarization vectorcom ponentsforpolarization
�,while M ijk expressthe electric�eld asa linearresponseto the stress,

E k =
X

ij

M ijkSij: (32)

Fora crystalwith zinc-blende lattice,exem pli�ed by G aAs,the tensorM ijk

has only those com ponents non-zero for which allthree indexes i,j,k are
di�erent;furtherm ore,allthese com ponents are equalM ijk = M .Thus,we
have

M �(q)=
M

q2
(�1q2q3 + �2q1q3 + �3q1q2): (33)

The form factor F (q) accounting for that the electrons in the quantum
dotgeom etry arenotplane waves,is

F (q)=
X

j;k

c
y

jck

Z

d
3
r�

�
j(r)�k(r)e

�iq�r
; (34)

whereck,c
y

j
areannihilation and creation operatorsofthebasisstatesk;j=

0;1.Forgate-engineered quantum dots,weconsidertheground statesin each
dotto havean approxim ately G aussian shape

�j(r)=
1

a3=2�3=4
e
�jr�R jj

2
=2a

2

; (35)

where2a isa characteristicsize ofthe dots.
W e assum e that the distance between the dots,L,is su�ciently large

com pared to a,toensurethatthedi�erentdotswavefunctionsdo notoverlap
signi�cantly,

�
�
�
�

Z

d
3
r�

�
j(r)�k(r)e

�iq�r

�
�
�
�� 1; for j6= k: (36)
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Thisim pliesthatthecoupling leading to tunneling between thedotsissm all,
asisthecasefortherecently studied experim entalstructures[45,46,47,48],
wherethesplittingduetotunneling,m easured by"A ,wasbelow 20�eV,while
the electron quantization energy in each dotwasatleastseveralm eV.

Forj= k,weobtain
Z

d
3
r�

�
j(r)�j(r)e

�iq�r =
1

a3�3=2

Z

d
3
re

�jr�R jj
2
=a

2

e
�iq�r

= e
�iq�R je

�a
2
q
2
=4
: (37)

The resulting form factoris

F (q)= e
�a

2
q
2
=4
e
�iq�R (cy0c0e

iq�L=2+ c
y

1c1e
�iq�L=2); (38)

whereR = (R 0 + R 1)=2.Finally,we get

F (q)= e
�a

2
q
2
=4
e
�iq�R [cos(q � L=2)I+ isin(q � L=2)�z]; (39)

where I isthe identity operator.O nly the second term in (39),which isnot
proportionalto I,representsan interaction a�ecting thequbitstates.Itleads
to a Ham iltonian term ofthe form (29),with coupling constants

gq;� = �

�
�h

2�qsV

� 1=2

M e
�a

2
q
2
=4�iq�R

� (�1e2e3 + �2e1e3 + �3e1e2)sin(q � L=2); (40)

whereek = qk=q.

3.3 D eform ation Interaction

Deform ation coupling with acousticphonons[89]isdescribed by

H ep = �
X

q;�

�
�h

2�qsV

� 1=2

qF (q)(by
q;�

+ b�q;� ); (41)

where� isam aterial-dependentconstantterm ed the\deform ationpotential."
Here we consider a particular double-dot-like nanostructure which has

been a focus ofrecent experim ents,due to advances in its fabrication [47,
48] by controlled single-ion im plantation: A double-im purity Si structure
with Hydrogen-likeelectron con�nem entpotentialsforatboth im purities(P
atom s).W e considera Hydrogen-likeim purity state,

�i(r)=
1

a3=2�1=2
e
�jr�R ij=a; (42)

where a isthe e�ective Bohrradius.The form factorin thiscase isgiven by
the following form ula,

F (q)=
e�iq�R

[1+ (a2q2)=4]2
[cos(q � L=2)I+ isin(q � L=2)�z]: (43)
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The interaction can then be expressed in the form (29),but with di�erent
coupling constants,

gq = i�q

�
�h

2�qsV

� 1=2
e�iq�R

[1+ (a2q2)=4]2
sin(q � L=2): (44)

W enotethatthedetailsoftheelectronicband structure,found im portant
in recentdecoherence studies[90]in othercontexts,would m atterforcalcu-
lations that either consider decoherence due to processes m ediated fully or
partially by interactionsofthebound electron with theconduction electrons,
orifthe im purity-bound electron were hybridized with the conduction elec-
trons,nam ely ifitswavefunction werea�ected by thelatticepotentialoutside
the dots.In ourcase,both e�ectsarenotconsidered.Speci�cally,weassum e
thatthe quantum dotsarestrongly binding and thatthe electron wavefunc-
tionsare approxim ately G aussian orHydrogen-like.W hile we do notexpect
the results to be m odi�ed signi�cantly,consideration ofthe band structure
e�ects could be an interesting future project especially for P-im purities in
Si,wherethebound-electron wavefunction actually extendswellbeyond the
lattice spacing.

3.4 Error Estim ates D uring G ate Functions

In general,the idealqubitevolution governed by the Ham iltonian term (25)
is tim e dependent.Decoherence estim ates for som e solid-state system s with
certain shapesoftim e dependence ofthe system Ham iltonian were reported
recently [78,79,80].However,such calculationsarerathercom plicated.Actu-
ally,thereisno need to considerallpossibletim edependentcontrolsofqubit
to evaluate itsperform ance.Allsingle-qubitrotationswhich are required for
quantum algorithm scan be successfully im plem ented by using two constant-
Ham iltonian gates,e.g.,am plitude rotation and phase shift[64].To perform
both ofthese gates one can keep the Ham iltonian term (25) constant dur-
ing the im plem entation ofeach gate,adjusting the param eters"A and "P as
appropriateforeach gateand forthe idling qubitin between gatefunctions.

In the following subsectionswe give speci�c exam ples:In Subsection 3.5,
wewillconsiderdecoherenceduring theim plem entation oftheNO T gate(an
am plitude gate).A �-phase shiftgate isconsidered in Subsection 3.6.Then,
in Subsection 3.7wediscusstheoverallnoiselevelestim ateforaqubitsubject
to gatecontrol.

3.5 R elaxation D uring the N O T G ate

Thequantum NO T gateisa unitary operatorwhich transform sthestatesj0i
and j1iinto each other.Any superposition ofj0iand j1itransform saccord-
ingly,

NO T (xj0i+ yj1i)= yj0i+ xj1i: (45)
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The NO T gate can be im plem ented by properly choosing "A and "P in the
Ham iltonian term (25).Speci�cally,with constant

"A = " (46)

and

"P = 0; (47)

the \ideal" NO T gatefunction iscarried out,with these interaction param e-
ters,overthe tim e intervalTg = �,

� =
��h

"
: (48)

The dom inant source ofquantum noise for double-dot qubit subject to
theNO T-gatetypecoupling,isrelaxation involvingenergy exchangewith the
phonon bath (i.e.,em ission and absorption ofphonons).In thiscaseitism ore
convenientto study the evolution ofthe density m atrix in the energy basis,
fj+ i;j� ig,where

j� i= (j0i� j1i)=
p
2: (49)

Then,assum ing that the tim e intervalofinterestis [0;�],the qubit density
m atrix can be expressed [22]asfollows,

�(t)=

0

@
�th+ + +

�
�+ + (0)� �th+ +

�
e��t �+ � (0)e�(�=2�i"=�h)t

��+ (0)e�(�=2+ i"=�h)t �th�� +
�
��� (0)� �th��

�
e��t

1

A :(50)

Thisisthestandard M arkovian approxim ation fortheevolution ofthedensity
m atrix.Forlargetim es,thisevolution would resultin thetherm alstate,with
the o�-diagonaldensity m atrix elem entsdecaying to zero,while thediagonal
ones approaching the therm alvalues proportionalto the Boltzm ann factors
corresponding to the energies� "=2.However,we are only interested in such
evolution fora shorttim e interval,�,ofa NO T gate.The rate param eter�
isthe sum [22]ofthe phonon em ission rate,W e,and absorption rate,W a,

� = W
e + W

a
: (51)

Theprobability fortheabsorption ofa phonon dueto excitation from the
ground stateto the upperlevelis

w
� =

2�

�h
jhfjH epjiij

2
�("� �hsq); (52)

wherejiiistheinitialstatewith theextra phonon with energy �hsq and jfiis
the �nalstate,q isthe wavevector,and � isthe phonon polarization.Thus,
wehaveto calculate

W
a =

X

q;�

w
� =

V

(2�)3

X

�

Z

d
3
qw

�
: (53)

Forthe interaction (29)onecan derive
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w
� =

2�

�h
jgq;�j

2
N

th
�("� �hsq); (54)

where

N
th =

1

exp(�hsq=kB T)� 1
(55)

isthephonon occupation num berattem peratureT,and kB istheBoltzm ann
constant.

For the piezoacoustic interaction,the coupling constant in (40) depends
on the polarization.For longitudinalphonons,the polarization vector has
Cartesian com ponents,expressed in term softhe spherical-coordinateangles,

�
k

1 = e1 = sin� cos�; �
k

2 = e2 = sin� sin�; �
k

3 = e3 = cos�; (56)

where ej = qj=q.For transverse phonons,it is convenientto de�ne the two
polarization vectors�? 1i and �? 2i to have

�
? 1
1 = sin�; �

? 1
2 = � cos�; �

? 1
3 = 0; (57)

�
? 2
1 = � cos� cos�; �

? 2
2 = � cos� sin�; �

? 2
3 = sin�: (58)

Then forlongitudinalphonons,oneobtains[69]

w
k =

�

�sV q
M

2
e
�a

2
q
2
=4 (59)

� 9sin4 � cos2 � sin2 �cos2 �sin2(qL cos�=2):

Fortransversephonons,one gets

w
? 1 =

�

�sV q
M

2
e
�a

2
q
2
=4(� 2sin� cos2 � sin�cos�

+ sin3 � cos�sin�)2 sin2(qL cos�=2); (60)

w
? 2 =

�

�sV q
M

2
e
�a

2
q
2
=4(� 2sin� cos� cos2 �

+ sin� cos� sin2 �)2 sin2(qL cos�=2): (61)

By com bining these contributionsand substituting them in (53),we getthe
probability ofabsorption ofa phonon forallpolarizations,

W
a
piezo =

M 2

20��s2�hL5k4

exp
�

� a
2
k
2

2

�

exp
�

�hsk

kB T

�

� 1
(62)

�

n

(kL)5 + 5kL
h

2(kL)2 � 21
i

cos(kL)

+ 15
h

7� 3(kL)2
i

sin(kL)
o

;

where

k =
"

�hs
(63)
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isthe wave-vectorofthe absorbed phonon.
Forthe deform ation interaction (44),onecan obtain the following result,

w =
�� 2

�sV

q

[1+ (a2q2)=4]4
sin2(q � L=2)�("� �hsq): (64)

The totalprobability fora phonon absorption is

W
a
deform =

� 2

4��s2�h

k3

(1+ a2k2=4)4
1� sin(kL)=(kL)

exp
�

�hsk

kB T

�

� 1
: (65)

Finally,theexpressionsforthephonon em ission rates,W e,can beobtained
by m ultiplying the aboveexpressions,(62)and (65),by (N th + 1)=N th.

3.6 D ephasing D uring a P hase G ate

The� gateisa unitary operatorwhich doesnotchangetheabsolutevaluesof
the probability am plitudesofa qubitin the superposition ofthe j0iand j1i
basisstates.Itchangestherelativephasebetween theprobability am plitudes.
Speci�cally,any superposition ofj0iand j1itransform saccording to

� (xj0i+ yj1i)= xj0i� yj1i: (66)

O veratim einterval�,the� gatecan becarried outwith constantinteraction
param eters,

"A = 0 (67)

and

"P = "=
��h

�
: (68)

In [68],double-dotqubitdynam icsduring im plem entation ofphase gates
was considered.The relaxation dynam ics is suppressed during the � gate,
because there isno tunneling between the dots.Q uantum noise then results
due to pure dephasing,i.e.,via the decay ofthe o�-diagonalqubit density
m atrix elem ents,whilethediagonaldensity m atrix elem entsrem ain constant.
In theregim eofpuredephasing,thequbitdensity m atrix can berepresented
as[72,91]

�(t)=

0

@
�00(0) �01(0)e�B

2
(t)+ i"t=�h

�10(0)e�B
2
(t)�i"t=�h �11(0)

1

A ; (69)

with the spectralfunction,

B
2(t)=

8

�h2
X

q;�

jgq;�j
2

!2q
sin2

!qt

2
coth

�h!q
2kB T

=
V

�h2�3

Z

d
3
q
X

�

jgq;�j
2

q2s2
sin2

qst

2
coth

�hqs

2kB T
: (70)
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Forthe piezoelectric interaction,the coupling constantgq;� wasobtained
in (40),and expression forthe spectralfunction takesthe form

B
2
piezo(t)=

M 2

2�3�h�s3

Z 1

0

q
2
dq

Z �

0

sin�d�

Z 2�

0

d’

�
X

�

(��1e2e3 + ��2e1e3 + ��3e1e2)
2

q3
exp(� a

2
q
2
=2)

� sin2(qL cos�)sin2
qst

2
coth

�hqs

2kB T
; (71)

c.f.(56)-(58).Forthedeform ation interaction,wehavethecoupling constant
(44),and the expression forthe spectralfunction isgiven by

B
2
deform (t)=

� 2

�2�h�s3

Z 1

0

q
2
dq

Z �

0

sin�d�

�
sin2(qL cos�)

q(1+ (a2q2)=4)4
sin2

qst

2
coth

�hqs

2kB T
: (72)

3.7 Q ubit Error Estim ates

The qubit error m easure,D ,is obtained from the density m atrix deviation
from the\ideal"evolution by using theoperatornorm approach [67]reviewed
in Subsection 2.5.Afterlengthy interm ediate calculationsone gets[68]rela-
tively sim ple expressionsforthe errorduring the NO T gate,

D N O T =
1� e���

1+ e�"=k B T
; (73)

and the � gate,

D � =
1

2

h

1� e
�B

2
(�)
i

: (74)

Table 1.Q ubitparam eters

Param eter G aAsdouble-dotqubitSidouble-im purity qubit

�,kg/m 3 5:31� 103 2:33� 103

s,m /s 5:14� 103 9:0� 103

�,eV 3.3 |

e14,C/m 2 | 0.16

� | 12.8

M ,eV/m | ee14=("0�)

L,nm 50 50

a,nm 25 3
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Fig.2.Estim atesofthe errorm easure percycle,D ,due to the piezoelectric inter-
action in G aAs double-dot,shown as a function ofthe tem perature,T.The cycle
tim e � was6� 10� 11 s.

A realisticnoiseestim atecould betaken astheworstcasescenario,i.e.,the
m axim um ofthese two expressionsforerrorpergate cycle.The expressions
(73)and (74)wereused to calculatetheerrorrateforthedouble-dotqubitin
G aAsand double-im purity qubitin Si.The param etersused were chosen to
correspond to theexperim entally realized structures,[46,45,47,48],and are
sum m arized in Table1.Thecalculated errorm easuresarepresented in Figures
2 and 3.Thegatetim e� selected forthereported calculations,6� 10�11 s,isa
representative value consistentwith typicalexperim entalconditions.In fact,
decreasingthegatingtim edoesnotlead tosm allerquantum noisein thiscase
because the energy gap ofthe driven qubitis� 1=�.Ifthe gap ism ade too
large,other excitations willplay a role in decoherence,for instance,optical
phonons.Thetim escalechosen hereiswithin an optim alrange,asdiscussed
in [68].

In sum m ary,we derived expressionsforthe errorm easure fordouble-dot
and double-im purity qubits.The results,presented in Figures 2 and 3,sug-
gestthatpuredephasing dom inatesatlow tem peratures.Asthetem perature
increasesbeyond about1K ,thee�ectofrelaxation becom escom parableand
ultim ately dom inant.
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Fig.3.Estim ate oferrorrate percycle,D ,dueto deform ation phonon interaction
fora doublePhosphorusim purity in Si,shown asa function ofthetem perature,T.
Thecycletim e� was6� 10� 11 s.Therelaxation rateforthisrangeoftheparam eter
valuesisnegligibly sm alland respective valuesofD are notshown.

Theerrorm easurevaluesfound,are1.5orm oreordersofm agnitudelarger
than the\traditional"fault-tolerancethresholdsform ultiqubitquantum com -
putation,which rangefrom O (10�4 )down to O (10�6 )[53,54,62,65,92,93].
However,recent developm ents have yielded less strict requirem ents for the
error rate [94, 95, 96], optim istically, as large as O (10�2 ). Furtherm ore,
thereareseveralapproachesto decreasedecoherencee�ectsby pulsed control
[97,98,99,100,101,102,103,104,105,106],som e recently tested exper-
im entally in m ulti-spin NM R [107,108].O ther ideas rely on the fact that
instead ofthe bulk m aterial,the qubit could be m anufactured in a one-or
two-dim ensionalnanostructure[109,110],the latteralready availableexperi-
m entally[111],whichwould a�ectthephononspectrum and lowerdecoherence
e�ects.

4 A dditivity ofD ecoherence M easures

In the study ofdecoherence ofseveral-qubitsystem s,additionalphysicalef-
fectsshould betaken into account.Speci�cally,onehasto considerthedegree
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to which noisy environm entsofdi�erentqubitsarecorrelated [91,112].In ad-
dition to acting asa sourceofthequantum noise,thecorrelated bath can in-
ducean e�ectiveinteraction,nam ely,createentanglem ent,between thequbits
im m ersed in it[110,113,114,115].Furtherm ore,ifallconstituentqubitsare
e�ectively im m ersed in thesam ebath,then therearewaysto reducedecoher-
enceforthisgroup ofqubitswithouterrorcorrection algorithm s,by encoding
the state ofone logicalqubitin a decoherence-free subspace ofthe statesof
severalphysicalqubits[86,91,116,117,118].In thissection,wewillconsider
several-qubitquantum registersand,asthe\worstcasescenario"assum ethat
the qubits experience uncorrelated noise,i.e.,each is coupled to a separate
bath.Since analyticalcalculationsforseveralqubitsarenotfeasible,weseek
\additivity" properties that willallow us to estim ate the error m easure for
the registerfrom the errorm easuresofthe constituentqubits.

Itisim portantto em phasize thatlossofquantum coherence resultsin a
lossofvarioustwo-and several-qubitentanglem entsin thesystem .Thehigh-
est order (m ulti-qubit) entanglem ents are \encoded" in the far o�-diagonal
elem entsofthem ulti-qubitregisterdensity m atrix,and thereforethesequan-
tum correlationswilldecay atleastasfastasthe productsofthe decay fac-
tors for the qubits involved,as exem pli�ed by severalexplicit calculations
[119,120,121,122].Thisobservation leadsto the conclusion that,forlarge
tim es,the rates ofdecay ofcoherenceofthe qubitswillbe additive.

However,hereweseek a di�erentresult:onevalid notin theregim eofthe
asym ptotic large-tim e decay ofquantum coherence,but for relatively short
tim es,�,ofquantum gate functions,when the noise level,nam ely the value
ofthem easureD (�)foreach qubit,isrelatively sm all.In thisregim e,wewill
establish [70]in thissection,that,even forstrongly entangled qubits| which
isim portantforthe utilization ofthe powerofquantum com putation| the
errorm easuresD oftheindividualqubitsin a quantum registerareadditive.
Thus,the errorm easure fora registerm ade ofsim ilar qubits,scalesup lin-
early with their num ber,consistentwith other theoreticaland experim ental
observations[76,107,108].

In Subsection 4.1,werevisitthenoisem easurevia them axim aldeviation
norm and discusssom e ofitsproperties.In Subsection 4.2,we introduce the
diam ond norm which isused asan auxiliary toolin theproofofadditivity.W e
then establish an approxim ateupperbound forD (t)fora registerofseveral
weakly interacting butpossibly strongly entangled qubits,and citework that
furtherre�nesthe additivity propertiesfortypicalqubitrealizations.

4.1 T he M axim alD eviation N orm

To characterize decoherence foran arbitrary initialstate,pure orm ixed,we
use the m axim alnorm ,D ,which was de�ned (21) in Subsection 2.5 as an
operatornorm m axim ized overallthe possible initialdensity m atrices.O ne
can show that0 � D (t)� 1.This m easure ofdecoherence willtypically in-
creasem onotonically from zero att= 0,saturating atlargetim esata value
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D (1 ) � 1.The de�nition ofthe m axim aldecoherence m easure D (t) looks
rathercom plicated fora generalm ultiqubitsystem .However,itcan beevalu-
ated in closed form forshorttim es,appropriateforquantum com puting,fora
single-qubit(two-state)system .W ethen establish an approxim ateadditivity
thatallowsusto estim ate D (t)forseveral-qubitsystem saswell.

Inthesuperoperatornotation theevolutionofthereduced densityoperator
ofthesystem (7)and theonefortheidealdensity m atrix (8)can beform ally
expressed [62,63,64]in the following way

�(t)= T(t)�(0); (75)

�
(i)(t)= T

(i)(t)�(0); (76)

whereT,T (i) arelinearsuperoperators.In thisnotation thedeviation can be
expressed as

�(t)=
h

T(t)� T
(i)(t)

i

�(0): (77)

Theinitialdensity m atrix can alwaysbe written in the following form ,

�(0)=
X

j

pjj jih jj; (78)

where
P

j
pj = 1 and 0 � pj � 1.Here the setofthe wavefunctionsj ji is

notassum ed to haveany orthogonality properties.Then,weget

� (t;�(0))=
X

j

pj

h

T(t)� T
(i)(t)

i

j jih jj: (79)

The deviation norm can thusbe bounded,

k�(t;�(0))k� �








h

T(t)� T
(i)(t)

i

j�ih�j







�
: (80)

Herej�iisde�ned according to







h

T � T
(i)
i

j�ih�j







�
= m ax

j








h

T � T
(i)
i

j jih jj







�
: (81)

Ittranspiresthatforanyinitialdensityoperatorwhich isastatisticalm ixture,
one can always�nd a density operatorwhich ispure-state,j�ih�j,such that
k�(t;�(0))k� � k�(t;j�ih�j)k�.Therefore,evaluation ofthe suprem um over
the initialdensity operatorsin orderto �nd D (t),see (21),can be doneover
only pure-statedensity operators,�(0).

Let us consider strategies ofevaluating D (t) for a single qubit.W e can
param eterize�(0)as

�(0)= U

�
P 0
0 1� P

�

U
y
; (82)

where0 � P � 1,and U isan arbitrary 2� 2 unitary m atrix,

U =

�
ei(�+ 
) cos� ei(��
) sin�
� ei(
��) sin� e�i(�+ 
) cos�

�

: (83)
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Then,oneshould �nd a suprem um ofthe norm ofdeviation (16)overallthe
possiblerealparam etersP ,�,
 and �.Asshown above,itsu�cesto consider
the density operator in the form ofa projector and put P = 1.Thus,one
should search forthe m axim um overthe rem aining three realparam eters�,

 and �.

Another param etrization of the pure-state density operators, �(0) =
j�ih�j,isto expressan arbitrary wavefunction j�i=

P

j
(aj + ibj)jjiin som e

convenientorthonorm albasisjji,wherej= 1;:::;N .Fora two-levelsystem ,

�(0)=

�
a21 + b21 (a1 + ib1)(a2 � ib2)

(a1 � ib1)(a2 + ib2) a22 + b22

�

; (84)

where the four realparam eters a1;2;b1;2 satisfy a21 + b21 + a22 + b22 = 1,so
that the m axim ization is again over three independent realnum bers.The
�nalexpressions(73)and (74)forD (t),forourselected single-qubitsystem s
considered in Section 3,areactually quite com pactand tractable.

In quantum com puting,theerrorratescan besigni�cantly reduced by us-
ing severalphysicalqubitsto encodeeach logicalqubit[86,116,117].There-
fore,even before active quantum errorcorrection isincorporated [53,54,55,
56,57,58,59,60,61],evaluation ofdecoherenceofseveralqubitsisan im por-
tant,butform idabletask.Thus,ouraim istoprovetheapproxim ateadditivity
ofD q(t),including the caseofthe initially strongly entangled qubits,labeled
by q,whosedynam icsisgoverned by

H =
X

q

H q =
X

q

(H Sq + H B q + H Iq); (85)

whereH Sq istheHam iltonian oftheqth qubititself,H B q istheHam iltonian of
theenvironm entoftheqth qubit,and H Iq iscorrespondingqubit-environm ent
interaction.In thenextsubsection weconsidera m orecom plicated (foractual
evaluation)diam ond norm [62,63,64],K (t),asan auxiliary quantity used to
establish the additivity ofthe m oreeasily calculableoperatornorm D (t).

4.2 U pper B ound for M easure ofD ecoherence

The establishm ent ofthe upper-bound estim ate for the m axim aldeviation
norm ofa m ultiqubit system ,involves severalsteps.W e derive a bound for
this norm in term s ofthe recently introduced (in the context ofquantum
com puting) [62,63,64]diam ond norm ,K (t).Actually,for single qubits,in
severalm odels the diam ond norm can be expressed via the corresponding
m axim aldeviation norm .Atthesam etim e,thediam ond norm forthewhole
quantum system is bounded by sum ofthe norm s ofthe constituent qubits
by using a speci�c stability property ofthe diam ond norm .The use ofthe
diam ond norm wasproposed in [62,63,64],

K (t)= kT � T
(i)k� = sup

%

kf[T � T
(i)]
 Ig%kTr: (86)
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The superoperators T,T (i) characterize the actualand idealevolutions ac-
cording to (75),(76).Here I isthe identity superoperatorin a Hilbertspace
G whose dim ension isthe sam easthatofthe corresponding space ofthe su-
peroperatorsT and T (i),and % isan arbitrarydensity operatorin theproduct
spaceoftwice the num berofqubits.

Thediam ond norm hasan im portantstability property,proved in [62,63,
64],

kB 1

 B 2k� = kB 1k�kB 2k�: (87)

Note that (87) is a property ofthe superoperators rather than that ofthe
operators.

Consideracom positesystem consistingofthetwosubsystem sS1,S2,with
the noninteracting Ham iltonian

H S1S2
= H S1

+ H S2
: (88)

The evolution superoperatorofthe system willbe

TS1S2
= TS1


 TS2
; (89)

and the idealone

T
(i)

S1S2

= T
(i)

S1


 T
(i)

S2

: (90)

The diam ond m easureforthe system can be expressed as

K
S1S2

= kT
S1S2

� T
(i)

S1S2

k� = k(T
S1

� T
(i)

S1

)
 T
S2

+ T
(i)

S1


 (T
S2

� T
(i)

S2

)k�

� k(T
S1

� T
(i)

S1

)
 T
S2

k� + kT
(i)

S1


 (T
S2

� T
(i)

S2

)k�: (91)

By using the stability property (87),weget

K
S1S2

� k(T
S1

� T
(i)

S1

)
 T
S2

k� + kT
(i)

S1


 (T
S2

� T
(i)

S2

)k� =

kT
S1

� T
(i)

S1

k�kTS2

k� + kT
(i)

S1

k�kTS2

� T
(i)

S2

k� =

kT
S1

� T
(i)

S1

k� + kT
S2

� T
(i)

S2

k� = K
S1

+ K
S2

: (92)

Theinequality

K �
X

q

K q; (93)

for the diam ond norm K (t) has thus been obtained.Let us em phasize that
thesubsystem scan beinitially entangled.Thisproperty isparticularly useful
forquantum com puting,the powerofwhich isbased on qubitentanglem ent.
However,even in the sim plest case ofthe diam ond norm ofone qubit,the
calculations are extrem ely cum bersom e.Therefore,the use ofthe m easure
D (t)ispreferableforactualcalculations.

Forshorttim es,ofquantum gatefunctions,wecan use(93)asan approx-
im ate inequality for order ofm agnitude estim ates ofdecoherence m easures,
even when the qubitsareinteracting.Indeed,forshorttim es,the interaction
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e�ects willnot m odify the quantities entering both sides signi�cantly.The
key pointisthatwhiletheinteraction e�ectsaresm all,thisinequality can be
used forstrongly entangled qubits.

Thetwo deviation-operatornorm sconsidered arerelated by thefollowing
inequality

k�k
�
�
1

2
k�k

Tr
� 1: (94)

Herethe left-hand side followsfrom

Tr� =
X

j

�j= 0: (95)

Thereforethe‘theigenvalueofthedeviationoperator� thathasthem axim um
absolutevalue,�‘ = �m ax,can be expressed as

�‘ = �
X

j6= ‘

�j: (96)

Thus,we have

k�k
�
=
1

2
(2j�‘j)�

1

2

0

@ j�‘j+
X

j6= ‘

j�jj

1

A =
1

2

0

@
X

j

j�jj

1

A =
1

2
k�k

Tr
: (97)

Theright-hand sideof(94)then also follows,becauseany density m atrix has
tracenorm 1,

k�kTr = k� � �
(i)kTr � k�kTr+ k�(i)kTr = 2: (98)

From the relation (98)itfollowsthat

K (t)� 2: (99)

By taking the suprem um ofboth sidesofthe relation (97)weget

D (t)= sup
�(0)

k�k
�
�
1

2
sup
�(0)

k�k
Tr
�
1

2
K (t); (100)

where the last step involvestechnicalderivation details [70]not reproduced
here.In fact,fora singlequbit,calculationsfortypicalm odels[70]give

D q(t)=
1

2
K q(t): (101)

Since D isgenerally bounded by (orequalto)K =2,itfollowsthatthe m ul-
tiqubit norm D is approxim ately bounded from above by the sum of the
single-qubitnorm seven forthe initially entangled qubits,

D (t)�
1

2
K (t)�

1

2

X

q

K q(t)=
X

q

D q(t); (102)

whereq labelsthe qubits.
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Forspeci�cm odelsofdecoherenceofthetypeencountered in Section 3,as
wellasthose form ulated forgeneralstudiesofshort-tim e decoherence[67],a
strongerpropertyhasbeen dem onstrated [70],nam elythatthenoisem easures
areactually equal,forlow levelsofnoise,

D (t)=
X

q

D q(t)+ o

 
X

q

D q(t)

!

: (103)

In sum m ary,in thissection weconsidered them axim aloperatornorm suit-
ableforevaluation ofdecoherencefora quantum registerconsisting ofqubits
im m ersed in noisy environm ents.W e established the additivity property of
thism easureofdecoherenceform ulti-qubitregistersatshorttim es,forwhich
the levelofquantum noise islow,and the qubit-qubitinteraction e�ectsare
sm all,but without any lim itation on the initialentanglem ent ofthe qubit
register.
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