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Abstract

Thee ect ofthe nevitable coupling to extemal degrees of freedom ofa quan-—
tum oom puter are exam ned. It is found that for quantum calculations (in
which the m aintenance of coherence over a large num ber of states is In por-
tant), not only m ust the coupling be an allbut the tin e taken in the quantum
calculation m ust be Jessthan the thermm altim e scale, h=kg T . For longer timn es
the condition on the strength of the coupling to the extermal world becom es

much m ore stringent.

I. NTRODUCTION

Quantum ocom puters have recently raised a lot of interest. A number of papers []] have
argued that quantum ocom puters can solve certain problm smuch more e ciently than can
classical com puters. Shor Q] has shown that a quantum com puter could solve the problam
of nding discrete lIogs mod N ) and of nding the factors of a hrge number N in a tine
which is a polynom ial function of the length L of the number. For factoring the best

known algorithm , the Number F ield Sieve ] takes a tim e of order exp (c(L)*™ (h (L.))*3,


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9406058v1

where c(L) is roughly constant and approxin ately equalto 2 for Jarge L. A though this is
subexponential, it isworse than any polynom ialfor largeN .A crucial feature ofthe ability of
quantum com puterstobem oree cient In certain problam s involves having the com puterbe
placed in the coherent superposition of a very large number (exponential in L) of \classical
states", and having the outputs interfere in such a way that there is a very high probability
that on the appropriate reading of the output, one would obtain the required answer. O ne is
replacing exponentiallity in tim e w ith exponentiallity in quantum ooherence. T his requires
that the com puter be ablk to m aintain the coherence during the course of the calculation.
T his paper exam ines this requirem ent, and exam ines the constraints placed on the ability to
m aintain this coherence in the face of coupling to externalheat baths. Landauer ] has long
em phasized the necessity of exam Ining the e ect ofboth in perfections and of the coupling
to the external world of any realistic device on the ability of quantum ocom puters to realize

their prom ise. This paper isthusa st step in that direction.

II.DECOHERING NO ISE

Iwill ook at only the sin plest m odel, n which Iask about them aintenance of coherence
In a meam ory of length L. This does not take into account the e ect that the course of the
com putation itselfwould have on the rate of loss of coherence, but I would expect that only
to Increase the problem . Thus kt us assum e that that the number is represented in the
com puter as a string of binary digits of length of the order of L, = In N ). The m em ory
cellsw illeach be taken to be two level systam s, w ith each of the two Jevels having the sam e
energy. The two states w ill be take to be the eigenstates ofa \spin" operator ,.

In a conventional com puter, the way in which the calculation is \kept on track" is by
Including dissjpation in order to dam p out any attem pt by the system to m ake a transition
( exoept of course those driven by the com putation) []. I will therefore assum e that the
Interaction w ith the environm ent has the two desired eigenstates of the m em ory as eigen—

states of the interaction. The environm ent will be m odeled by a m asskss scalar eld @]



derivatively coupled to the m em ory cell, so that the the fiillH am iltonian is

( ®+ h® )+ @ &) dx @)

N

(T he associated Jagrangian has the sin ple derivative coupling form

L=}Z @ ¥ @ ) 2h& &), dx:) @)
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Here h (x) is som e interaction range function, and isthem om entum conjugate to

T he H eisenberg equations ofm otion are

T he exact solutions for the H eisenberg equations of m otion for are
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where ()= f0if x< 0; 1 if x> Og.
Since In the model, , is a constant of the motion (recall that I am not taking into

acoount the e ects of the operation of the com puter) the solution for is thus

Rx+t
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Iwillhowever be working in the Schroedinger representation in the follow ing.

L assum e that the initial state of the environm ent is a themm al density m atrix R wih
tem perature T, and the mnitial state of the soIn is a density matrix  (0). The total state
is assum ed to be a product state of these two initial states. T he reduced state of the spin
system at any tin e () after tracing out over the state of the environm ent is a density m atrix

given by



1
(t)=§(l+~(t) ~) @8)
where ~ (t) is a tin e dependent vector of length less that or equal to unity. ~ () is given by
~)=Tr ~e® (O)R;e &° )

w here the trace is over all of the degrees of freedom of soin system and bath.

Wecan write H as

R R

H =¢& h (x) (Om)dszOe i hkx) (Ox)dx . (10)
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sihce e P® OMd 45 419t the translation operator taking 0;x)to 0;x) +

R
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Thus
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where ~(t) = et (0;x)e ¥t isthetin e developm ent ofthe free eld w ith the sam e initial

conditions () and (0), ie.,

Z
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U sing g = 1 and the fact that Rt isdiagonal in the energy representation, we can w rite
~(t) as
.R -R ~
~k)=Tr ~gt (© (t)) hdx » ) "’Rel (7 () ©0)) hdx - (13)

N ote that the extra temn s from the C am bell{ Baker{H ausdorf formula cancel out.) This

can furthem ore be w ritten as

R
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where e, is the unit vector in the z direction. Because Ry issymmetricin and , the sin

termm is zero, and

Z R
J© TrRroos( (TO ) hdx)))=e> TrRz OO0 ndx (15)
W e are thus kft w ith
0= .0) (1L6)
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For lateruse, ket usexam ine J (t) in various regin es. Let ustake h (x) such thath k), the
Fourer transform ofh (x) isofthe fom e Z k.  isacuto param eter typical of interactions

w ith the environm ent. Twillassume that >> 1=T .W e then get

2 Z !
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W e can approxin ate coth (x) 1+ e X(§+ 7). This gives us
! !
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T here are essentially three regin es forthe tin e dependence 0ofJ (t) given by the conditions

t< , < t< 1=T andt> 1=T.Inh the rstregine, t< ,we have approxin ately

2

In ) 5 (1)
For the ntemm ediate regine, < t< 1=T ,the quantum regin e, we have
2 t
h@O) Eh - @2)
F nally, for the long tin e regin e t > > 1=T, the therm al regim e, we have
h(J ) ‘Tt @3)

The inportant feature of these asym ptotic formula is that for the Intem ediate regin e,

which T call the quantum regin e since the behaviour is dom nated by the vacuum state of



the environm ent, In (J) increases only logarithm ically w ith t. In contrast, the third regin e,
the them al regin e, it Increases lnearly w ith t. This w illbe in portant in determ ining the
ulin ate size of a number which can be say factored w ith a quantum com puter, because of
the dependence of the com puting tin e on the length of the num ber being factored.

Thiswas forthem ost fam iliar case of an "ohm ic" coupling to the heat bath. In the case
of superohm ic h k(1)) = ! Se! 1) rs> 0), the function In (J (t)) is essentially constant
ortin es Jess than 1=T and growsast’ ° in the themalregine ors< 1.Fors> 1,J is
constant in both regin es, although it is an aller in the them al regin e than in the quantum
regin e. (and is essentially constant even for such tines if s > 1) In the subohm ic cass,

1 < s< 0, on the other hand, InJ (t) grow s roughly ast °® In the quantum regine and
ast' ° in the them al regin e. Again, in the them al regin e the growth in decoherence is a
factor of t larger than in the quantum regin e.

The above analysis was carrded out for a single bi in the m em ory of the quantum
com puter. Let us exam Ine the situation In which ourm em ory has som e large number L of
bits. Each bit is assum ed to couple to its own heat bath of exactly the above type. The
question now is \W hat isthe rate of of Joss of coherence of a coherent sum ofnum bers stored
nthemanory".Ie,de nethestate h>= 73, 1> Ny > iy >, where n; isthe ith bit

ofn. Consider a coherent state

j >= "> @4)

n

T he probability that after tin e t the m em ory ram ains in the the state  is given by

P P
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where n; n)) isthe XOR ofthe ith bits ofn and n°.
This expression tells us how the coherent sum over the various states of the m em ory

representing various num bers decoheres as a function oftim e. A san exam ple, et uschose the



com pltely coherent state in which each ofthe num bers of length L has an equalprobability.
T his state is typical of the state required in perform ing quantum calculations of the sort In
which a quantum com puter ism uch fasterthan a classicalcom puter. Te, Ichoose j , 7= 2 ©.
Furthem ore ket m e assum e that each bit is coupled to the environm ent in exactly the sam e
way sothat J; ) = J (t) . T hen we have the probability that the coherence w illbem aintained
overtine t as

P rob= 2 %t o J )P D, (@6)

nn® i

To evaluate this rst x thenumbern. The number ofnumbersn’ which di erfrom nin 1
bitisL.Thenumberwhih di erin 2bitsisL . 1)=2 and thenumberwhich di erinr

bits is —=* T hus the above becom es

@ o)!°

X X L! X J+1*%
P rob= 2 ** — " J=2% 1+ J)t-=
hn » '@ 1! n 2

@7)

Ifweassume that 1 J isvery anall (which is the only case n which the system has

any hope at all of acting lke a quantum oom puter), this is well approxin ated by
Prab e 20 D 28)

aslongasL (1l J)< 1=0 J).

T he strength of the quantum com puter is that the tin e required to perform the calcu—
lation is a polynom ial In the length L ofthe number. Thistine Iwilldesignate by (L).
Since the quantum calculation ispolynomialin L we can write (L) I ora> 1. We
thus have that the probability of m aintaining coherence over the tin e of the calculation is

of the order of
hProb) OWUL’h( M) OMLhE) (29)
In the quantum regin e whik it is of order

In @ rob) O (L)Lett ? (30)



w ith a sm ooth transition between the two regin es. In order to have a reasonable probability
ofobtaining the correct answ er, one needs the probability of cbtaining the quantum coherent
answer to be oforder 1. T his in plies that onemust have a su ciently sm all 2, the coupling
param eter between the heat bath and the system . A s Iong as one is n the quantum regin e,
the relation between the coupling 2 and them axinum length ofthe num ber one can handle
is essentially Inverse linear, no m atter what the polynom ial dependence of the calculation.
H owever, once one has entered the them al regin e, a decrease In the coupling buys one only
a an all increase In the length of the number L that one can use. Ie., in the presence of a
coupling to the heat bath, the them altin e scale Ti kBLT plays a crucial roke. A s Iong as
the calculation can be com pleted In a tin e less than this, one can im agihe decreasing the
coupling to the heat bath for them em ory cells so as to achieve them axinum L . Ifhowever
the tin e for the calculation is Jonger than the them altin e scale, it becomes very di cult
to decrease the coupling to the bath su ciently to achieve the necessary coherence.

Is it possible to use the com puter even if the quantum state looses coherence? I cannot
answer this in general, but can show that one strategy does not work. O ne could im agine
trying to m ake up for the loss of coherence by increasing the num ber of tim es the program
isrun. (This is In fact a crucial factor in the Shor algorithm for factoring, not because
of decoherence, but because the calculation itself hasa nite probability of not giving the
correct outcom e.) A ftera su  cient num ber of attem pts, one should by chance have a system
which hasm aintained ocoherence. In the factoring problem , one can test ones answer ( does
it give the factors of the num ber), and sim ply keep repeating the experin ent until one gets
the right answer. However, in M trals, the probability ofnever nding a ocoherent outcom e
is 1 P rob e ™ P The number of trials required to m ake this am all (ie., so that
one has a high probability of having had a coherent run) is thus , the required num ber of
attem pts is M 1=Prcb & PERE) i the quantum regin e, which is exponential in the
length. In the them al regin e, this tin e scale is even worse. One will thus have lost all
advantages of the quantum nature of the com puter. W e see that one m ust m ake sure that

coherence ism aintained during the calculation.



In order to m aintain coherence, one must have a snall value for ?. At rst as one
decreases ?, the gain in the maxinum length number one can factor is roughly inversely
proportional to the value of 2. However, once issu ciently sm all that the tin e scale of
com putation forthem aximum Jlength which can m aintain coherence approaches the inverse
them altin e 1=T, one reaches a bottleneck. Further reductions in ? now have little e ect
on the maxinum lngth. The deoocherence due to the rapidly increasing time spent In
com putation cancels out the e ect of the an aller 2. Thus the them altin e scale 1=T sets
an e ective Ilim it to the tin e of the calculation, and thus a weak lim it on the m axin um
length of the num bers one can com pute w ith.

TIfone in agines factoring a 1000 bit num ber, and one assum es that the quantum factoring
tin e can bem ade to be of order L? (orobably the slowest rate in aginabl), we nd that one
must carry out at least 10° calculation in the them altin e scale. Since the them altine
scale or a tem perature of 1K is of the order of 10 ° sec, this would inply that one would

have to use a com puter which ran at optical frequencies.

ITT.OTHER N O ISE

The above coupling to the heat bath is "error free"” In the sense that if one is n a
num ber eigenstate (i, is In a state h > ), the system will rem ain in that state throughout.
The environm ent does not cause spIn  Ips. W hat about the situation in which there is
also som e probability of a state ip— i of the system m aking a transition between the two
eigenstates of ,? One could approxin ate this by assum ing that the coupling to the heat
bat is via say

= cos( ) .+ sin( )«

,with anall
T he above analysis is exactly the sam e for this case, where we replace , everyw here by

. W rting the num ber eigenstates w ith respect to so that

N> =Ty 1> :mihy > (31)



we have

X Y
j‘1>= cos( )l nj misin( )ni mi( l)(ni mi)nijn > (32)

T he probability of rem aining In the state J > under the coupling to the heat bath is then

X X0
P rob= cos( FEO™) Gsn( )L S @;m)) (33)

where S n;m ) is the number of bits n which n and m are the same. Again using the

argum ents above as to the num ber of term s where the S has a given value, we get
P rdb= (cos( ¥+ JIsin( ¥)"
Foranall thisgives
Prab= (1 (@1 J) 2% e®™: (34)

Thus must be kept very snall n order to ensure that the probability of error rem ains
an all. However we note that the probability of error is vastly suppressed w ith respect to
the decoherence probability, which is in accord w ith the ocbservation that the decoherence
e ectsare in generalm uch larger and m ore rapid than are transition e ects.

T hishasassum ed that the process causing spin  jps isthe sam e as the one causing loss of
coherence In a superposition ofthe two spin states. In general, the environm ental degrees of
freedom which cause decoherence are not the sam e asthose causing bit  Jps. Iw ill therefore

look at the altemative situation in which the single bit H am iltonian is of the form

1 2 2 2 2 2 2
2 (1 1h®) )"+ @ )+ (2 2h&) )+ @ 2)°(3  2h&x) )+ @ 3)
35)
Since we want the single bit deccherence and bi I probabilities to be an all ( or else
the quantum com puter isuseless from the start), Iwillassum e that the | areallsu ciently

an all. Furthem ore, for sin plicity Twilltake , = 3, so that the spin I processes are of

equal strength. I cannot solve this problm exactly, but since the probabilities are assum ed
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to be very an all, one can calculate the transition probability to lowest order in the various

epsilons. The Ham iltonian can be w ritten as

X 7 lZ
H =H, i 16) hegdx+ o h (x)?dx (36)

i

where ;= ( ,; x; y).The reduced density vector ~ (t) is given by
~)=Tr ~e"*~(0) Re " 37)

To zeroth order, shce H = Hy is ndependent of ,wehave @) = (0).To rstorder,
one obtamns tem s which are lnear In the sand the s. However in the them al state, all
of these are zero, because the them al state (0fH o) is symm etric in the elds. To seocond
order the results are non—zero. However allofthe crossterm s ; 5 ori6 jw illagain be zero
because the elds are by assum ption Independent and thus the cross correlations between
tem s linear in each ofthe eldswillagain be zero. Thus the only tem s surwiving w illbe
the tem s proportional to f . But each of these temm s are Independent of the other s. Ie.,
each ofthese temm s are the sam e as those obtained by setting the other two epsilons to zero.
T hese are however Just the sam e as the second order term s calculated above In the rstpart.
W e thus get

P lP 2 R 2
©i= 5 51 5 (TR ( (x®  «(0))hdx)?)) (38)

1P R 2y oy
T35 x 1 TrRe ( (k@ x 0)hdx)?) &« ) 50)

Note that since all of the elds are of the same form and at the sam e tem perature, the
R
TrRr ( ;0 ;(0))hdx)?) are the sam e or alli.

T he probability ofbit I then becom es
Proborp (I 5< 03 ©  ©)*P>)* (39)

w hile the probability ofdecoherence fora state which isthe coherent sum overallthe integers

of length L is given by

P robgeccner (1 G (2+ 2)< 03( © 0))*P > (40)



If , >> ,,the decoherence willagain be much m ore rapid that the probability of "error"

duetobit ip.
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Iv.CONCLUSION

Quantum oom putation places the dem and on the system that the coherence ofthe nitial
state be m aintained throughout the com putation. In order to m aintain this coherence in
the presence of a heat bath, the reduction in the coupling to the heat bath buys one a pro-
portional Increase In the size of the com putation only in the com putation can be com pleted
within a them altin e scale. For com putation tin es longer than the them altin e scale, a
decrease In the coupling gives one relatively little change in the size of the possible coherent
com putation. The them altim e scale thus setsa (weak) lin it on the length oftin e that a

quantum calculation can take.
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