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Abstract

Thee�ectoftheinevitablecouplingtoexternaldegreesoffreedom ofaquan-

tum com puter are exam ined. It is found that for quantum calculations (in

which the m aintenance ofcoherence over a large num berofstates isim por-

tant),notonly m ustthecoupling besm allbutthetim etaken in thequantum

calculation m ustbelessthan thetherm altim escale,�h=kB T.Forlongertim es

the condition on the strength ofthe coupling to the externalworld becom es

m uch m ore stringent.

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

Quantum com putershave recently raised a lotofinterest.A num berofpapers[1]have

argued thatquantum com puterscan solvecertain problem sm uch m oree� ciently than can

classicalcom puters.Shor[2]hasshown thata quantum com putercould solve theproblem

of� nding discrete logs(m od N)and of� nding the factorsofa large num ber N in a tim e

which is a polynom ialfunction of the length L of the num ber. For factoring the best

known algorithm ,the Num ber Field Sieve [3]takes a tim e oforder exp(c(L)1=3(ln(L))2=3,
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where c(L)isroughly constantand approxim ately equalto 2 forlarge L.Although thisis

subexponential,itisworsethan anypolynom ialforlargeN.A crucialfeatureoftheabilityof

quantum com puterstobem oree� cientin certain problem sinvolveshavingthecom puterbe

placed in thecoherentsuperposition ofa very largenum ber(exponentialin L)of\classical

states",and having theoutputsinterferein such a way thatthereisa very high probability

thaton theappropriatereadingoftheoutput,onewould obtain therequired answer.Oneis

replacing exponentiallity in tim e with exponentiallity in quantum coherence.Thisrequires

thatthe com puterbe able to m aintain the coherence during the course ofthe calculation.

Thispaperexam inesthisrequirem ent,and exam inestheconstraintsplaced on theability to

m aintain thiscoherencein thefaceofcouplingtoexternalheatbaths.Landauer[4]haslong

em phasized thenecessity ofexam ining thee� ectofboth im perfectionsand ofthecoupling

to theexternalworld ofany realisticdevice on theability ofquantum com putersto realize

theirprom ise.Thispaperisthusa � rststep in thatdirection.

II.D EC O H ER IN G N O ISE

Iwilllookatonly thesim plestm odel,in which Iask aboutthem aintenanceofcoherence

in a m em ory oflength L.Thisdoesnottakeinto accountthee� ectthatthe course ofthe

com putation itselfwould haveon therateoflossofcoherence,butIwould expectthatonly

to increase the problem . Thus let us assum e that that the num ber is represented in the

com puter as a string ofbinary digits oflength ofthe order ofL = ln(N ). The m em ory

cellswilleach betaken to betwo levelsystem s,with each ofthetwo levelshaving thesam e

energy.Thetwo stateswillbetaketo betheeigenstatesofa \spin" operator�z.

In a conventionalcom puter,the way in which the calculation is\kepton track" isby

including dissipation in orderto dam p outany attem ptby thesystem to m akea transition

(except ofcourse those driven by the com putation) [5]. Iwilltherefore assum e thatthe

interaction with the environm ent hasthe two desired eigenstates ofthe m em ory aseigen-

states ofthe interaction. The environm ent willbe m odeled by a m assless scalar � eld [6]
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derivatively coupled to them em ory cell,so thatthethefullHam iltonian is

H =
1

2

�

(�(x)+ �h(x)�z)
2 + (@x�(x))

2
�

dx (1)

(Theassociated lagrangian hasthesim plederivativecoupling form

L =
1

2

Z �

(@t�)
2
� (@x�)

2
� 2�h(x)�(x)�z

�

dx:) (2)

Hereh(x)issom einteraction rangefunction,and � isthem om entum conjugateto �

TheHeisenberg equationsofm otion are

_� = @
2

x� (3)

_� = � + �h(x)�z (4)

TheexactsolutionsfortheHeisenberg equationsofm otion for� are

�(t;x)= 1

2

�

�(0;x� t)+ �(0;x+ t)+
Rx+ t

x� t �(0;y)dy
�

(5)

� �

2

R

[�z(t� jx � yj)� �(�jx � y� tj)� (x� y� t)

��z(�jx� y+ tj)� (�(x � y+ t))]h(y)dy

where� (x)= f0 if x < 0;1 if x > 0g.

Since in the m odel,�z is a constant ofthe m otion (recallthat I am not taking into

accountthee� ectsoftheoperation ofthecom puter)thesolution for� isthus

�(t;x)= 1

2

�

�(0;x� t)+ �(0;x+ t)+
Rx+ t

x� t �(0;y)dy
�

(6)

� �

2
�z

R

[1� � (x� y� t)� � (�(x � y+ t))]h(y)dyh(y)dy (7)

Iwillhoweverbeworking in theSchroedingerrepresentation in thefollowing.

L assum e thatthe initialstateoftheenvironm entisa therm aldensity m atrix R T with

tem perature T,and the initialstate ofthe spin is a density m atrix �(0). The totalstate

isassum ed to be a productstate ofthese two initialstates. The reduced state ofthe spin

system atany tim e(t)aftertracingoutoverthestateoftheenvironm entisadensity m atrix

given by
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�(t)=
1

2
(1+ ~�(t)� ~�) (8)

where ~�(t)isa tim edependentvectoroflength lessthatorequalto unity.~�(t)isgiven by

~�(t)= Tr
�

~�e
iH t
�(0)RTe

� iH t
�

(9)

wherethetraceisoverallofthedegreesoffreedom ofspin system and bath.

W ecan writeH as

H = e
i
R
�h(x)�(0;x)dx�zH 0e

� i
R
�h(x)�(0;x)dx�z (10)

since ei
R
h(x)�(0;x)dx is just the translation operator taking �(0;x)to �(0;x) +

�
R

h(x)�(0;x)dx�z,and since�z com m uteswith H 0.

Thus

~�(t)= Tr
�

~�ei
R
�(0)�hdx�ze� i

R
~�(t)�hdx�z~�(0)� ~� (11)

�eiH 0tR Te
� iH 0te

i
R
~�(t)�hdx�ze

� i
R
~�(0)�hdx�z

�

where ~�(t)= eiH 0t�(0;x)e� iH 0tisthetim edevelopm entofthefree� eld with thesam einitial

conditions�(0)and �(0),i.e.,

~�(t;x)=
1

2
(�(0;x� t)+ �(0;x+ t)+

Z
x+ t

x� t

�(0;x0)dx0) (12)

Using �2z = 1 and thefactthatR T isdiagonalin theenergy representation,wecan write

~�(t)as

~�(t)= Tr
�

~�e
i
R
(�(0)� �(t))�hdx�z~�(0)� ~�RTe

i
R
(~�(t)� �(0))�hdx�z

�

(13)

(Note that the extra term s from the Cam bell{Baker{Hausdorfform ula cancelout.) This

can furtherm orebewritten as

~�(t)= Tr
�

~�(~�(0)� (~� � (1� cos(
R

(~�(t)� �(0))�hdx))�z~ez (14)

+sin(
R

(~�(t)� �(0))�hdx))~ez � ~�RT

�
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where~ez istheunitvectorin thez direction.Because R T issym m etric in � and �,thesin

term iszero,and

J(t)� Tr(R Tcos(

Z

(~�(t)� �(0))�hdx)))= e
�

1

2

R
Tr(R T (

~�(t)� �(0)))�hdx (15)

W earethusleftwith

�z(t)= �z(0) (16)

�x(t)= J(t)�x(0) (17)

�y(t)= J(t)�y(0) (18)

Forlateruse,letusexam ineJ(t)in variousregim es.Letustakeh(x)such thath(k),the

Fouriertransform ofh(x)isoftheform e�
1

2
�k.� isacuto� param etertypicalofinteractions

with theenvironm ent.Iwillassum ethat� >> 1=T.W ethen get

ln(J(t))= �
�2

2

Z
 

1

�k
coth(

k

2T
)(1� cos(kt))e� �k

!

dk (19)

W ecan approxim atecoth(x)� 1+ e� x(1
x
+ :::).Thisgivesus

ln(J(t))� �
�2

2�

 

1

2
ln

 

�2 + t2

�2

!

�
1

2
ln

�

1+ (2Tt)2
�

� iTtln

�
1� i2Tt

1+ i2Tt

�!

(20)

Thereareessentiallythreeregim esforthetim edependenceofJ(t)givenbytheconditions

t< � ,� < t< 1=T and t> 1=T.In the� rstregim e,t< � ,wehaveapproxim ately

ln(J(t)�
�2t2

4��2
(21)

Fortheinterm ediateregim e,� < t< 1=T ,thequantum regim e,wehave

ln(J(t))� �
�2

2
ln

�
t

�

�

(22)

Finally,forthelong tim eregim et>> 1=T,thetherm alregim e,wehave

ln(J(t))� ��
2
Tt (23)

The im portant feature ofthese asym ptotic form ula is that for the interm ediate regim e,

which Icallthe quantum regim e since the behaviourisdom inated by the vacuum state of
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theenvironm ent,ln(J)increasesonly logarithm ically with t.In contrast,thethird regim e,

the therm alregim e,itincreaseslinearly with t.Thiswillbe im portantin determ ining the

ultim atesize ofa num berwhich can besay factored with a quantum com puter,because of

thedependence ofthecom puting tim eon thelength ofthenum berbeing factored.

Thiswasforthem ostfam iliarcaseofan "ohm ic" coupling to theheatbath.In thecase

ofsuperohm ic(h(k(!))= !se(� � !)fors> 0),thefunction ln(J(t))isessentially constant

fortim eslessthan 1=T and growsast1� s in the therm alregim e fors < 1.Fors> 1,J is

constantin both regim es,although itissm allerin thetherm alregim ethan in thequantum

regim e. ( and is essentially constant even forsuch tim es ifs > 1) In the subohm ic case,

�1 < s < 0,on the other hand,lnJ(t) grows roughly ast� s in the quantum regim e and

ast1� s in thetherm alregim e.Again,in thetherm alregim ethegrowth in decoherence isa

factoroftlargerthan in thequantum regim e.

The above analysis was carried out for a single bit in the m em ory of the quantum

com puter.Letusexam ine the situation in which ourm em ory hassom e largenum berL of

bits. Each bitisassum ed to couple to itsown heatbath ofexactly the above type. The

question now is\W hatistherateofoflossofcoherenceofacoherentsum ofnum bersstored

in them em ory".Ie,de� nethestatejn >= jnL� 1 > jnL� 2 > :::jn0 >,whereni istheith bit

ofn.Considera coherentstate

j >=
X

n

�njn > (24)

Theprobability thataftertim etthem em ory rem ainsin thethestate isgiven by

Prob = <  jTrenvironm ent

�

e
i
P

i
H itj > j0>< 0j<  je

i
P

i
H it

�

(25)

=
X

nn0m m 0

�
�

n�n0�m �
�

m 0

Y

i

Trenvironi

�

< nije
iH itjm i>< m

0

ije
� iH itjn

0

i>
�

=
X

nn0

j�nj
2
j�n0j

2
Y

i

Ji(t)
(ni
 n

0

i
)

where(ni
 n0i)istheXOR oftheith bitsofn and n0.

This expression tells us how the coherent sum over the various states ofthe m em ory

representingvariousnum bersdecoheresasafunction oftim e.Asanexam ple,letuschosethe
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com pletely coherentstatein which each ofthenum bersoflength L hasan equalprobability.

Thisstateistypicalofthestaterequired in perform ing quantum calculationsofthesortin

which aquantum com puterism uch fasterthanaclassicalcom puter.Ie,Ichoosej�nj
2 = 2� L.

Furtherm oreletm eassum ethateach bitiscoupled to theenvironm entin exactly thesam e

waysothatJi(t)= J(t).Then wehavetheprobabilitythatthecoherencewillbem aintained

overtim etas

Prob= 2� 2L
X

nn0

Y

i

J(t)(ni
 n
0

i
)
: (26)

To evaluatethis� rst� x thenum bern.Thenum berofnum bersn’which di� erfrom n in 1

bitisL.Thenum berwhich di� erin 2 bitsisL(L � 1)=2 and thenum berwhich di� erin r

bitsis L!

r!(L� r)!
.Thustheabovebecom es

Prob= 2� 2L
X

n

X

r

L!

r!(L � r)!
J
r = 2� 2L

X

n

(1+ J)L =

�
J + 1

2

�L

(27)

Ifwe assum e that1� J isvery sm all(which isthe only case in which the system has

any hopeatallofacting likea quantum com puter),thisiswellapproxim ated by

Prob� e
�

1

2
L(1� J) (28)

aslong asL(1� J)< 1=(1� J).

The strength ofthe quantum com puteristhatthe tim e required to perform the calcu-

lation isa polynom ialin the length L ofthe num ber. Thistim e Iwilldesignate by �(L).

Since the quantum calculation ispolynom ialin L we can write �(L)� La fora > 1. W e

thushave thatthe probability ofm aintaining coherence overthe tim e ofthe calculation is

oftheorderof

ln(Prob)� �O (1)L�2ln(�(N ))� �O (1)�2L ln(L) (29)

in thequantum regim ewhileitisoforder

ln(Prob)� �O (1)La+ 1
�
2 (30)
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with asm ooth transition between thetworegim es.In ordertohaveareasonableprobability

ofobtainingthecorrectanswer,oneneedstheprobabilityofobtainingthequantum coherent

answertobeoforder1.Thisim pliesthatonem usthaveasu� ciently sm all�2,thecoupling

param eterbetween theheatbath and thesystem .Aslong asoneisin thequantum regim e,

therelation between thecoupling �2 and them axim um length ofthenum beronecan handle

isessentially inverse linear,no m atterwhatthe polynom ialdependence ofthe calculation.

However,onceonehasentered thetherm alregim e,a decreasein thecoupling buysoneonly

a sm allincrease in the length ofthe num berL thatone can use. I.e.,in the presence ofa

coupling to the heatbath,the therm altim escale 1

T
� �h

kB T
playsa crucialrole.Aslong as

the calculation can be com pleted in a tim e lessthan this,one can im agine decreasing the

coupling to theheatbath forthem em ory cellsso asto achievethem axim um L.Ifhowever

the tim e forthe calculation islongerthan the therm altim e scale,itbecom esvery di� cult

to decrease thecoupling to thebath su� ciently to achieve thenecessary coherence.

Isitpossible to usethecom putereven ifthequantum stateloosescoherence? Icannot

answerthisin general,butcan show thatone strategy doesnotwork. One could im agine

trying to m akeup forthelossofcoherence by increasing thenum beroftim estheprogram

is run. (This is in fact a crucialfactor in the Shor algorithm for factoring,not because

ofdecoherence,butbecause the calculation itselfhasa � nite probability ofnotgiving the

correctoutcom e.) Afterasu� cientnum berofattem pts,oneshould bychancehaveasystem

which hasm aintained coherence.In thefactoring problem ,onecan testonesanswer(does

itgivethefactorsofthenum ber),and sim ply keep repeating theexperim entuntilonegets

therightanswer.However,in M trials,theprobability ofnever� nding a coherentoutcom e

is(1� Prob)M � e� M P rob.The num beroftrialsrequired to m ake thissm all(i.e.,so that

one hasa high probability ofhaving had a coherentrun)isthus,the required num berof

attem ptsisM � 1=Prob� eO (1)Lln(L) in the quantum regim e,which isexponentialin the

length. In the therm alregim e,this tim e scale is even worse. One willthus have lost all

advantagesofthe quantum nature ofthe com puter. W e see thatone m ustm ake sure that

coherenceism aintained during thecalculation.

8



In order to m aintain coherence,one m ust have a sm allvalue for �2. At � rst as one

decreases �2,the gain in the m axim um length num ber one can factoris roughly inversely

proportionalto the value of�2. However,once � issu� ciently sm allthatthe tim e scale of

com putation forthem axim um length which can m aintain coherenceapproachestheinverse

therm altim e1=T,onereachesa bottleneck.Furtherreductionsin �2 now have little e� ect

on the m axim um length. The decoherence due to the rapidly increasing tim e spent in

com putation cancelsoutthee� ectofthe sm aller�2.Thusthe therm altim escale 1=T sets

an e� ective lim it to the tim e ofthe calculation,and thus a weak lim it on the m axim um

length ofthenum bersonecan com putewith.

Ifoneim aginesfactoringa1000bitnum ber,and oneassum esthatthequantum factoring

tim ecan bem adetobeoforderL2 (probably theslowestrateim aginable),we� nd thatone

m ustcarry outatleast106 calculation in the therm altim e scale. Since the therm altim e

scale fora tem perature of1K isofthe orderof10� 9 sec,thiswould im ply thatone would

haveto usea com puterwhich ran atopticalfrequencies.

III.O T H ER N O ISE

The above coupling to the heat bath is "error free" in the sense that ifone is in a

num bereigenstate (ie,isin a statejn >),thesystem willrem ain in thatstatethroughout.

The environm ent does not cause spin  ips. W hat about the situation in which there is

also som e probability ofa state  ip-ie ofthe system m aking a transition between the two

eigenstatesof�z? One could approxim ate thisby assum ing thatthe coupling to the heat

batisvia say

�� = cos(�)�z + sin(�)�x

,with sm all�.

Theaboveanalysisisexactly thesam eforthiscase,wherewereplace�z everywhereby

��.W riting thenum bereigenstateswith respectto �� so that

jn > �= jnL� 1 > � ::::jn0 > � (31)
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wehave

jn >=
X

m

Y

i

cos(�)1
 ni
 m isin(�)ni
 m i(�1)(ni
 m i)nijm > � (32)

Theprobability ofrem aining in thestatejn > underthecoupling to theheatbath isthen

Prob=
X

m

0X

m

cos(�)2S(n;m )(J sin(�)2)(L � S(n;m )) (33)

where S(n;m ) is the num ber ofbits in which n and m are the sam e. Again using the

argum entsaboveasto thenum berofterm swheretheS hasa given value,weget

Prob= (cos(�)2 + Jsin(�)2)L

Forsm all� thisgives

Prob= (1� (1� J)�2)L � e
� L�2J

: (34)

Thus � m ust be kept very sm allin order to ensure that the probability oferror rem ains

sm all. However we note thatthe probability oferrorisvastly suppressed with respect to

the decoherence probability,which isin accord with the observation thatthe decoherence

e� ectsarein generalm uch largerand m orerapid than aretransition e� ects.

Thishasassum ed thattheprocesscausingspin  ipsisthesam eastheonecausinglossof

coherencein a superposition ofthetwo spin states.In general,theenvironm entaldegreesof

freedom which causedecoherencearenotthesam easthosecausing bit ips.Iwilltherefore

look atthealternativesituation in which thesinglebitHam iltonian isoftheform

1

2

�

(�1 � �1h(x)�z))
2 + (@x�1)

2 + (�2 � �2h(x)�x))
2 + (@x�2)

2(�3 � �2h(x)�y))
2 + (@x�3)

2
�

(35)

Since we wantthe single bitdecoherence and bit ip probabilitiesto be sm all(orelse

thequantum com puterisuselessfrom thestart),Iwillassum ethatthe�k areallsu� ciently

sm all. Furtherm ore,forsim plicity Iwilltake �2 = �3,so thatthe spin  ip processesare of

equalstrength.Icannotsolvethisproblem exactly,butsincetheprobabilitiesareassum ed
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to bevery sm all,onecan calculatethetransition probability to lowestorderin thevarious

epsilons.TheHam iltonian can bewritten as

H = H 0 �
X

i

�Z

�i�i(x)�ih(x)dx +
1

2

Z

h(x)2dx

�

(36)

where�i= (�z;�x;�y).Thereduced density vector~�(t)isgiven by

~�(t)= Tr
�

~�e
iH t
~�(0)� �RTe

� iH t
�

(37)

To zeroth order,since H = H 0 isindependentof�,wehave �(t)= �(0).To � rstorder,

one obtainsterm swhich are linearin the �sand the �s.Howeverin the therm alstate,all

ofthese are zero,because the therm alstate (ofH 0)issym m etric in the � elds. To second

ordertheresultsarenon-zero.Howeverallofthecrossterm s�i�j fori6= jwillagain bezero

because the � eldsare by assum ption independentand thusthe crosscorrelationsbetween

term slinearin each ofthe � eldswillagain be zero. Thusthe only term ssurviving willbe

theterm sproportionalto �2i.Buteach ofthese term sareindependentoftheother�s.I.e.,

each oftheseterm sarethesam easthoseobtained by setting theothertwo epsilonsto zero.

Thesearehoweverjustthesam easthesecond orderterm scalculated abovein the� rstpart.

W ethusget

�(t)i=
P

j

�

�ij

�

1� 1

2

P

k (�
2
kTr(R T(

R

(�k(t)� �k(0))hdx)
2))

�

(38)

+ 1

2

P

k �
2
kTr(R T(

R

(�k(t)� �k(0))hdx)
2)�ik�jk )�j(0)

Note that since allofthe � elds are ofthe sam e form and at the sam e tem perature,the

Tr(R T(
R

�i(t)� �i(0))hdx)
2)arethesam eforalli.

Theprobability ofbit ip then becom es

Probnoflip � (1� �
2

2 < 0j(�(t)� �(0))2j0>)L (39)

whiletheprobabilityofdecoherenceforastatewhich isthecoherentsum overalltheintegers

oflength L isgiven by

Probdecoher � (1� (
1

2
(�2
1
+ �

2

2
)< 0j(�(t)� �(0))2j0> (40)
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If�1 >> �2,thedecoherence willagain bem uch m orerapid thattheprobability of"error"

dueto bit ip.
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IV .C O N C LU SIO N

Quantum com putation placesthedem and on thesystem thatthecoherenceoftheinitial

state be m aintained throughout the com putation. In order to m aintain this coherence in

thepresenceofa heatbath,thereduction in thecoupling to theheatbath buysonea pro-

portionalincreasein thesizeofthecom putation only in thecom putation can becom pleted

within a therm altim e scale. Forcom putation tim eslongerthan the therm altim e scale,a

decreasein thecoupling givesonerelatively littlechangein thesizeofthepossiblecoherent

com putation.The therm altim e scale thussetsa (weak)lim iton thelength oftim e thata

quantum calculation can take.
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