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C rossover ofphase qubit dynam ics in presence ofnegative-result w eak m easurem ent
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Coherent dynam ics ofa superconducting phase qubitis considered in the presence ofboth uni-

tary evolution dueto m icrowave driving and continuousnon-unitary collapse dueto negative-result

m easurem ent.In thecaseofa relatively weak driving,thequbitdynam icsisdom inated by thenon-

unitary evolution,and thequbitstate tendsto an asym ptotically stable pointon the Bloch sphere.

This dynam ics can be clearly distinguished from conventionaldecoherence by tracking the state

purity and the m easurem ent invariant (\m urity"). W hen the m icrowave driving strength exceeds

certain criticalvalue,the dynam ics changes to non-decaying oscillations: any initialstate returns

exactly to itselfperiodically in spiteofnon-unitary dynam ics.Thepredictionscan beveri�ed using

a m odi�cation ofa recentexperim ent.

PACS num bers:03.65.Ta,85.25.D q,03.65.Y z

Theproblem ofm easurem entofa singlequantum sys-

tem plays a fundam entalrole in our understanding of

physicalreality [1]. W hile the evolution ofan isolated

quantum system isgovernedbyitsHam iltonian,thestate

evolution ofa m easured (open) quantum system arises

from a non-trivialinterplay between its internalHam il-

tonian evolution and the\inform ational" evolution asso-

ciated with a given m easurem entrecord [2].

Experim entaladvancesin thefabrication ofsupercon-

ductingand sem iconductorqubits[3]provideuniquepos-

sibilitiestoprobethequantum behaviorofasinglequan-

tum system by weaklym easuringitviam esoscopicdetec-

tors.Forexam ple,thequbitevolution can bem onitored

by a weakly coupled quantum point contact or single-

electron transistor,which behavesclassically on thetim e

scale de� ned by the qubitdynam ics. The m easurem ent

record in thiscaseisa  uctuating current[4]thatiscor-

related with the quantum state. G iven the continuous

m easurem entrecord the qubitstate iscontinuously col-

lapsed due to quantum back action [5,6].

Recently [7], a variant of weak continuous m easure-

m entwasdem onstrated experim entally in which partial

collapseisachieved bym eansofregisteringnosignal.Re-

alized with a superconducting \phase" qubit m easured

via tunneling [8], it is the � rst solid-state dem onstra-

tion ofquantum null(negative-result) m easurem ent ef-

fects proposed and discussed m ainly in the context of

quantum optics [9,10]. Contrary to naive expectation,

the no signalresult leads to a change ofthe quantum

state,providing a new typeofqubitm anipulation.

In thisLetterweconsidertheinterplay ofcoherentdy-

nam icsofa phase qubit(see Fig.1)due to unitary evo-

lution (becauseofm icrowavedriving)and dueto contin-

uouscollapse undera negative-resultm easurem ent. W e
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FIG .1: (a) Schem atic ofa phase qubit controlled by a m i-

crowave current I�W and an externalux �ext,and induc-

tively coupled toaSQ UID .(b)Lowestenergy levelsin theleft

wellofthepro�le V (�)representthequbitstates.Tunneling

to the rightwellfrom state j1iisdetected by the SQ UID .

show existenceofacriticalvaluefortheratiooftheRabi

frequency
R tothem easurem entrate� .For2
R =� < 1

the dynam ics is dom inated by the non-unitary evolu-

tion.Thequbitstateiscontinuously collapsed to a � xed

asym ptoticstate,aspecialpointon theBloch spherethat

depends on 
R =� butis independentofthe initialcon-

ditions. Thus,every state puri� es. For2
R =� > 1,the

dynam icschangesqualitatively and showsnon-decaying

oscillationsofthequbitstate,sothatnoasym ptoticstate

isreached and any initialstate returnsto itselfafteran

oscillation period.Thequbitdoesnotcom pletely purify:

the purity undergoesnon-decaying oscillationsaswell.

W econsideraphasequbit[7,8]which consistsofa su-

perconducting loop interrupted by a Josephson junction

[Fig.1(a)]and controlled by an externalm agnetic  ux

�ext.The qubitbasisstatesj0iand j1iare the two low-

estenergy statesin the shallow \left" well[Fig.1(b)]of

the potentialpro� le V (�),where � isthe superconduct-

ing phasedi� erenceacrossthejunction.A Rabirotation

ofthequbitstateisachieved by applying a resonantm i-

crowave signalI�W . The m easurem entis perform ed by

lowering the barrier (by changing  ux �ext that biases

the qubit)fora � nite tim e t. W hile the tunneling from

the ground state j0iisstillstrongly suppressed,the ex-
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cited statej1im ay tunnelout,with arate� ,tothem uch

deeper right wellwhere it decoheres rapidly due to en-

ergy relaxation [Fig.1(b)]. The tunneling eventcan be

detected by an inductively coupled SQ UID detector.

First we consider the case when no m icrowaves are

applied. M easuring the qubitforsu� ciently long tim e t,

such that� t� 1,essentially resultsin a strongm easure-

m ent: the qubit state is either collapsed onto state j0i

(ifno tunneling hashappened)ordestroyed (iftunneling

hashappened). However,m easurem entfora � nite tim e

t <� ��1 is weak: the qubit state is stilldestroyed ifa

tunneling eventhappens,butin thecaseofno tunneling,

a negativeresult,thequbitdensity m atrix � evolvescon-

tinuously according to quantum Bayesian rule[5,7,10]:

�00(t)=
�00(0)

N
;�11(t)=

�11(0)e
�� t

N
; (1)

�01(t)= �01(0)

s

�00(t)�11(t)

�00(0)�11(0)
e
i’
; (2)

whereN � �00(0)+ �11(0)e
�� t.Note thatEqs.(1)and

(2)describe the idealchange in � in the rotating fram e.

Thequbitacquiresa known phase’ dueto a sm allshift

ofthelevelspacing underthechangeof�ext [7];in what

follows we neglect this e� ect assum ing ’ = 0. Possible

decoherencee� ectswillbe discussed later.

Itprovesconvenient(Fig.2)tocharacterizethequality

ofthe qubitstate by the purity P � 2Tr̂�2 � 1 = x2 +

y2 + z2 which isan invariantofunitary transform ations;

here x = 2Re�01,y = 2Im �01,and z = �00 � �11 are

Bloch com ponents.(Notethatthelinearentropy,1� P ,

isaone-to-onefunction ofthevon Neum ann entropyS =

� Tr̂�log2 �̂,while 1� P � S.) Anotherim portantstate

characteristic is the \m urity" M = j�01j
2=(�00 �11) =

(x2 + y2)=(1 � z2) [5,11],which is an invariant ofthe

m easurem entevolution[seeFigs.2(a,b)].O bviously,P =

M = 1forapurestate,and itiseasytoshow thatP � M

always.

From Eqs.(1) and (2) it is easy to obtain the purity

evolution due to negative-result m easurem ent: P (t) =

P (0)+ [1� P (0)](1� e�� t=N 2).An initially pure state

rem ainspure,whilean initially m ixed statetendsto the

purestatej0iasym ptotically,fort� 1=� .However,the

purity ofan initially m ixed stateincreasesm onotonically

in tim eonlyif�11(0)� 1=2[seeFigs.2(a,b)].In contrast,

for �11(0) > 1=2 the state � rst becom es m ore m ixed,

reaching m inim alpurity P m eas
m in = M (0)ata tim e

�
m eas
m in =

1

�
ln

�
�11(0)

1� �11(0)

�

(3)

when �00(t)= �11(t),and only then startsto purify.

A qualitativeexplanation ofthenonm onotonicbehav-

iorofP (t)ispurely classicaland based on the inform a-

tionalcharacter ofthe evolution due to negative-result

m easurem ent. Consider a (classical) qubit state which
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FIG .2:Tim edependenceofpurity P (solid lines)and m urity

M (dashed ordotted lines)in theabsenceofm icrowave driv-

ing forqubitstateevolution dueto (a,b)negative-resultm ea-

surem entor(c,d)zero-tem peratureenergy relaxation.Notice

qualitative di�erence ofthe corresponding curves in the up-

perand lowerpanelsforthesam e initialconditions[�11(0)is

shown for each curve,�01(0) = 0 in (a,c) and �01(0)= 0:25

in (b,d)]. The relative scale ofthe upperand lowerpanelsis

chosen to m axim ize visualsim ilarity ofcurvesin (a)and (c).

is known to be m ore likely in state j1i than j0i. Ifthe

qubitdoesnottunneloutaftera sm alltim e t,then the

likelihood thatthequbitisin thenon-decaying statej0i

slightly increases.Thus,theuncertainty (entropy)ofthe

qubit state increases,and so the purity P (t) decreases.

Ifthe qubitstillhasnotdecayed aftera su� ciently long

tim e,we are practically sure thatthe state isj0i,so the

entropy decreasesand purity increases. Notice thatEq.

(3) does not depend on �01(0),thus allowing a purely

classicalinterpretation.

An im portantquestion iswhetherornotthequbitevo-

lution (1){(2) due to negative-result m easurem ent can

be im itated by the evolution due to conventionaldeco-

herence characterized by energy relaxation tim e T1 and

dephasing tim eT2 [12].Asweshow below,theansweris

no,the two evolutionsaresigni� cantly di� erent.

Let us start the com parison assum ing zero-

tem perature relaxation and m inim al dephasing rate,

T2 = 2T1.In thecase�01(0)6= 0,them ostobviousdi� er-

ence between the two kindsofevolution isthe behavior

ofthe m urity M (t) [see Figs.2(b,d)]. The m urity is a

constantforthem easurem entevolution,whilein thecase

of decoherence M (t) decreases to a value M (0)�00(0),

even though the qubit approaches the sam e ground

state. If�11(0) > 1=2,then the m inim alpurity in the

decoherencescenario,P
T1
m in

= 1�
�

1� j�01(0)j
2=�11(0)

�2

is also sm aller than P m eas
m in = M (0). This m inim um is
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FIG .3: (a)Trajectoriesofthequbitstateevolution in Bloch

coordinatesforh � 2
 R =� = 0:5,starting from severalinitial

states. Allstatespurify and approach the attractive asym p-

toticpointras,whilerrp istherepulsivepoint.(b)Evolution

for h = 3 from the sam e initialstates: non-decaying oscilla-

tionswith period 4�=�
p
h2 � 1.

reached ata tim e

�
T1
m in

= T1 lnf2�11(0)=[1� j�01(0)j
2
=�11(0)]g (4)

that is m uch less sensitive than �m eas
m in [Eq.(3)]to the

initialconditions. In particular,�
T1
m in approachesthe � -

nitevalueT1 ln2 for�11(0)! 1,while�m eas
m in growsloga-

rithm ically.Notice[Figs.2(b,d)]thatin both evolutions

the curve P (t)touchesthe curve M (t);in the m easure-

m ent case this happens at �m eas
m in while in the decoher-

ence case thishappensatt= T1 ln2�11(0)< �
T1
m in when

P (t)= M (t)= 2M (0)�00(0).If�01(0)= 0,Eqs.(3)and

(4) stillim ply a di� erence in their sensitivity to initial

conditionsthatisevidentin Figs.2(a,c).

W hen dephasingexceedsitsm inim alvalue(T2 < 2T1),

theasym ptoticm urityM (1 )in thedecoherencescenario

alwaystendstozero,thusm akingthetwoevolutionsstill

m oredistinct.Finitetem peratureleadstoasim ilare� ect

and also m akestheasym ptoticqubitstatedi� erentfrom

theasym ptoticstatej0ioftheevolution dueto negative-

resultm easurem ent.Thus,thetwoevolutionsarealways

signi� cantly di� erent.

Now letusconsiderthestatedynam icsduetonegative-

resultm easurem entin the presence ofm icrowave driving

exactly at resonance. Di� erentiating Eqs.(1){(2) over

tim e and adding the evolution due to Rabioscillations,

weobtain the following evolution in the rotating fram e:

_�00 = � _�11 = � 
R Im �01 + � �00 �11 (5)

_�01 = i

R

2
(�00 � �11)�

�

2
(�00 � �11)�01: (6)

Here we considerdriving thatshowsup asa �x-term in

the Ham iltonian,H = 
 R

2
(j0ih1j+ j1ih0j);�y-evolution

can be easily incorporated via a � nite rotation (forsim -

plicity weassum etheabsenceofa �z-term ).Though the

equations(5)and (6)are determ inistic,theirnon-linear

term sresem blethosein the caseofnoisy weak m easure-

m ent[5].

The solution is conveniently expressed in term s of

Bloch com ponents. The evolution ofx decouples,and

setting h � 2
R =� we solve for z and y. Introducing

! � (� =2)
p
1� h2 and v0 � arctanh

hp
1�h 2z(0)

1�h y(0)

i

,we

obtain

x(t)=
x(0)[1� h2]coshv0

[1� hy(0)]cosh(!t+ v0)� h[h � y(0)]coshv0
;(7)

y(t)=
h[1� hy(0)]cosh(!t+ v0)� [h � y(0)]coshv0

[1� hy(0)]cosh(!t+ v0)� h[h � y(0)]coshv0
;(8)

z(t)=

p
1� h2 [1� hy(0)]sinh(!t+ v0)

[1� hy(0)]cosh(!t+ v0)� h[h � y(0)]coshv0
:(9)

The m ostim portantobservation is a criticalpointat

h = 1 (independent of ! and v0). Below the criti-

cal value, h < 1, the evolution is dom inated by the

m easurem ent, and the qubit state asym ptotically col-

lapses to a stable value on the Bloch sphere with co-

ordinates x1 = 0,y1 = h,z1 =
p
1� h2. This oc-

cursindependently oftheinitialconditions.Theasym p-

totic state ras � fx1 ;y1 ;z1 g attracts the trajecto-

ries on the Bloch sphere [see Fig.3(a)],while the state

rrp � fx1 ;y1 ;� z1 g repelstrajectories.Itissim ple to

visualizethedynam icsstarting from a pointon thegreat

circle,y2 + z2 = 1.Then the presenceofm icrowavesro-

tatesthe state around the circle in a clockwisedirection

(when viewed from the positive x axis),while the m ea-

surem entevolution rotatesiteitherclockwiseorcounter-

clockwise towardsstate j0i(North Pole). At pointsras
and rrp thetworotationsexactly com pensateeach other,

creating the stable and unstable equilibrium states.

Atthe criticalvalue,h = 1,the equilibrium statesras
and rrp coincide,and the asym ptote isachieved notex-

ponentially,but in a power-law fashion: z(t) ’ 4=(� t),

while y(t) ’ 1 � 8=(� t)2. Above the critical value,

h > 1,the state doesnotstabilize atall,and the qubit

perform s non-decaying oscillations with period Tosc =

4�=�
p
h2 � 1 [seeFigs.3(b)and 4].Thism eansthatev-

ery state returns exactly to itselfafter Tosc,in spite of

thenon-unitary dynam ics[13](thusbeing an exam pleof

Q uantum Un-Dem olition m easurem ent[11]).

The state purity evolvesas _P = � z(1� P ),so a pure

state rem ainspure. Forh < 1 a m ixed state eventually

puri� es,and asym ptotically,P ’ 1� e�z 1 � t.Also,M (t)

eventually approaches1,though ata latertim ethan the

purity (dM =dt ! 0 for h ! 0). For h > 1 the purity

and m urity oscillatebecauseofthestateoscillation,so a

m ixed statedoesnotpurify com pletely.In thecasewhen

h is only a little over 1,a m ixed state puri� es alm ost

com pletely,butthepurity stillreturnsto itsinitialvalue

aftera long period.

Letusdiscussnow how,in thepresenceofm icrowaves,

negative-resultm easurem entevolution di� ersfrom deco-

herence evolution. In the decoherence case, the m ea-

surem ent term s in Eqs.(5) and (6) should be replaced

by � 1 (�00 � pst) and � 2 �01 respectively [12],where

1;2 � 1=T1;2 and pst is the equilibrium ground state
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FIG .4:Population oftheexcited state�11 vs.scaled Rabifre-

quencyh and tim etforatotally m ixed initialstate.Crossover

from non-oscillatory toundam ped oscillatory dynam icsoccurs

ath = 1 (thick line).D ecoherence isneglected.

population (in experim ent [7,8]pst � 1.) Introducing
~h � 2
R =1 and d � 2=1 = T1=T2 � 1=2,we� nd

x(t)= x(0)exp(� 2t); (10)

y(t)= ya + exp[� t(1 + 2)=2]

� fcy cosh ~!t+ (1=2~!)[~hcz + cy(1� d)]sinh ~!tg;(11)

z(t)= za + exp[� t(1 + 2)=2]

� fcz cosh ~!t� (1=2~!)[~hcy + cz(1� d)]sinh ~!tg;(12)

where ~! � (1=2)[(1� d)2 � ~h2]1=2,cz � z(0)� za,cy �

y(0)� ya,and xa = 0,ya = 2(2pst � 1)~h=(~h2 + 4d),

za = 4(2pst� 1)d=(~h2 + 4d)arethe asym ptoticvalues.

Theevolution(10){(12)resem blesthatofadam ped os-

cillatorand isquite di� erentfrom the evolution (7){(9).

For ~h < j1 � djthe overdam ped regim e is realized (no

oscillations),whilefor~h > j1� djwehavedam ped oscil-

lations(underdam ped regim e).Forarbitrary~h theBloch

com ponentsapproach xa,ya,and za,and theasym ptotic

purity is Pa = 4(2pst � 1)2(~h2 + 4d2)=(~h2 + 4d)2 im -

plying thata m ixed state neverbecom espure exceptat

zero tem perature(pst = 1)in theabsenceofm icrowaves.

Even an initially purestatebecom esm ixed,with asym p-

toticpurity and m urity both closetozeroforlarge~h.W e

can concludethatin presenceofm icrowavesthequbitdy-

nam icsdue to decoherence isstillqualitatively di� erent

from the dynam icsdue to negative-resultm easurem ent.

Thephasequbitevolution dueto negative-resultm ea-

surem entdiscussed in thisLettercan be veri� ed experi-

m entally using thequantum statetom ography [14,15]in

thesam ewayasin therecentexperim entofRef.7,which

hasveri� ed theevolution (1){(2).In a realisticsituation

the decoherence evolution is always added to the m ea-

surem entevolution;however,aswediscussed above,the

qualitativee� ectsofthetwo evolutionsareeasily distin-

guishable.M oreover,thedecoherencecan bem adem ore

than 10 tim esslowerthan theevolution dueto m easure-

m ent[7],thatjusti� esneglectofdecoherencein ouranal-

ysis ofthe crossoverfrom asym ptotic qubit puri� cation

to nondecaying oscillations.

Notice that the predicted qubit evolution due to

negative-resultm easurem entcan beseen experim entally

only as long as the qubit has not decayed. The prob-

ability that the qubit has not decayed by tim e t is

P (t) = exp[� �
Rt

0
dt0�11(t

0)]. In absence ofm icrowaves

(h = 0) it becom es P (t) = �00(0)+ �11(0)e
�� t and re-

m ains� nite with increasing tim e. However,with added

m icrowaves(h 6= 0)P (t)tendsto zero att! 1 ,which

m eans that the qubit eventually decays. Since predic-

tionsrequiringunreasonablysm allvaluesofP arehardly

accessibleexperim entally,wehavechecked thatthequal-

itativepicture ofourresultscan stillbe seen atthe cut-

o� levelP > 5% .W hile the close vicinity ofthe critical

point(h = 1)isthehardestregim eforexperim entalanal-

ysis,the predicted non-oscillatory evolution ath < 1 as

wellasfew non-decaying oscillationsath >� 3 should be

observable experim entally with a m inor m odi� cation of

the experim ent[7].
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