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Q uantum com putation w ith unknow n param eters
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W e show how it is possible to realize quantum com putations on a system in which m ost ofthe

param eters are practically unknown. W e illustrate our results with a novelim plem entation ofa

quantum com puter by m eans ofbosonic atom s in an opticallattice. In particular we show how a

universalsetofgatescan be carried outeven ifthe num berofatom spersite isuncertain.

Scalablequantum com putation requirestheim plem en-

tation ofquantum gates with a very high �delity. This

im pliesthatthe param etersdescribing the physicalsys-

tem on which the gates are perform ed have to be con-

trolled with a very high precision,som ething which it

is very hard to achieve in practice. In fact, in sev-

eralsystem s only very few param eterscan be very well

controlled, whereas other posses larger uncertainties.

These uncertainties m ay prevent current experim ents

from reaching the threshold offault tolerant quantum

com putation (i.e. gate �delities ofthe order of0:9999

[2]),thatis,thepossibilityofbuildingascalablequantum

com puter.Forexam ple,in quantum com putersbased on

trapped ions or neutralatom s [3],the relative phase of

the lasersdriving a Ram an transition can be controlled

veryprecisely,whereasthecorrespondingRabifrequency


 has a largeruncertainty �
. Ifwe denote by T the

tim e required to execute a gate (ofthe order of
� 1),

then ahigh gate�delity requiresT�
 � 1(equivalently,

�
=
 � 1),which m ay very hard to achieve,atleastto

reach the abovem entioned threshold.

In thisletterweshow how to achievea very high gate

�delity even when m ostoftheparam etersdescribing the

system cannotbeadjusted toprecisevalues.O urm ethod

isbased on thetechniqueofadiabaticpassage,com bined

with som e ofthe ideas ofquantum controltheory. W e

willillustrate our m ethod with a novelim plem entation

ofquantum com puting using atom s con�ned in optical

lattices [7]. Ifthe num ber ofatom s in each ofthe po-

tentialwellis uncertain,which is one ofthe problem s

with this kind ofexperim ents,m ost ofthe param eters

willhavean uncertainty oftheorderoftheparam eterit-

self(e.g.j�
j� 
),which undernorm alcircum stances

willgiveriseto very poor�delitiesand even im pede the

perform ance ofquantum gates. As we willshow,using

our m ethod not only quantum com putation is possible

buteven very high �delitiescould be achieved.

The use ofadiabaticpassagetechniquesto im plem ent

quantum gates is, ofcourse,not a new idea. In fact,

severalm ethodsto perform certain quantum gatesusing

Berry phases have been put forward recently [8,9,10].

Furtherm ore, adiabatic passage techniques have been

proposed as a way of im plem enting a universalset of

holonom ies [10], i.e. quantum gates which are carried

out by varying certain param eters and whose outcom e

only depends on geom etricalproperties ofthe paths in

param eterspace [8].In allthese proposals,physicalim -

plem entations of standard quantum com putation have

been adapted so thatthe quantum gatesare perform ed

in an adiabatic way giving rise to holonom ies. Despite

itsclearfundam entalinterest,itisnotclearyetifsuch a

novelway ofim plem enting the quantum gatesm ay o�er

realbene�ts with respect to the originalproposals. In

contrast,in ourillustrativeexam pleadiabaticpassageis

required to perform quantum gatesand thereforeitisan

essentialtoolnot only to achieve the desired precision

butalso to build a quantum com puteratall.

The outline ofthe paper is as follows. First we will

show how toproduceauniversalsetofgates(Hadam ard,

phase,and CNO T) starting from two Ham iltonians in

which only one param eteris precisely controlled. Then

we willshow that this m ethod elim inates an im portant

obstacle in a particularphysicalscenario that has been

proposed forquantum com putation [7],nam ely a setof

atom sin opticallatticesinteracting via cold collisions.

Letusconsiderasetofqubitsthatcan bem anipulated

according to the singlequbitHam iltonian

H 1 =
�

2
�z +




2
(�+ e

i’
+ �� e

� i’
); (1)

and the two{qubitHam iltonian

H 2 = ~�j11ih11j+
~


2
I1
 (�+ e

i’
+ �� e

� i’
): (2)

Asm entioned above,wewillassum ethatm ostofthepa-

ram eters appearing in these Ham iltonians are basically

unknown. O n the otherhand,we willnotconsiderany

random ness in these param eters (the corresponding er-

rors could be corrected with standard error correction

m ethods[5],aslong asthey aresm all).In particularwe

willassum ethatonly ’ can be precisely controlled.For

the otherparam eterswe willassum e that: (1)they are

given by an unknown (single valued) function ofsom e

experim entally controllable param eters;(2)they can be

setto zero.Forexam ple,we m ay have
 = f(I),where

I isa param eterthatcan be experim entally controlled,

and weonly know aboutf thatf(0)= 0and thatwecan

reach som evalue
m � f(Im )6= 0forsom eIm [1].Below

we analyze a particular physicalscenario which exactly

correspondstothissituation.However,wewanttostress
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FIG .1: Schem a ofhow the param eters ofHam iltonian (1)

haveto bechanged in orderto perform a phasegate (a),and

Hadam ard gate (b).In Fig.(c)we show a possible evolution

ofthe param eters� and 
 forthe Hadam ard gate.

thatthis situation can be naturally found in m ore gen-

eralscenarios.Forexam ple,foratom icqubitsthe states

j0i and j1i m ay correspond to two degenerate atom ic

(ground state) levels which are driven by two lasers of

the sam e frequency and di�erentpolarization. The cor-

responding Ham iltonian is given by (1),where the pa-

ram eters’;
;� describetherelativephaseofthelasers,

the Rabifrequency and detuning ofthe two-photon Ra-

m an transition,respectively.TheRabifrequency can be

changed by adjusting the intensity ofthe lasers,and the

detuning and the phase di�erence by using appropriate

m odulators. In practice,
 (�) can be setto zero very

precisely by switching o� the lasers(m odulators)and ’

can be very precisely controlled to any num berbetween

0 and 2�.However,�xing 
 or� to a precisevalue (for

exam ple,23:098 kHz)m ay be m uch m orechallenging.

The idea ofobtaining perfectgateswith unknown pa-

ram etersrelieson the com bination ofadiabatic passage

techniques[8]and ideasofquantum control[11].Letus

recallthe basic idea ofadiabatic passage. Suppose we

havea Ham iltonian thatdependsparam etrically on aset

ofparam eters,denoted by p,which arechanged adiabati-

callywith tim ealongagiven trajectoryp(t).Afteratim e

T,theunitary operatorcorrespondingto theevolution is

given by

U (T)=
X

�

e
i(�� +  � )j��[p(T)]ih��[p(0)]j: (3)

Here,j��(p)iarethe eigenstatesofthe Ham iltonian for

which the param eters take on the values p. The phase

�� isa dynam icalphase thatexplicitly dependson how

the param eters p are changed with tim e, whereas the

phase � isa purely geom etricalphaseandsdependson

the trajectory described in the param eter space. O ur

basic idea to perform any given gate is �rst to design

thechangeoftheparam etersin theHam iltonians(1)-(2)

such thattheeigenvectorsevolveaccordingtothedesired

gate,and then to repeattheprocedurechanging the pa-

ram etersappropriately in orderto cancelthe geom etric

and dynam icalphases.

Letus�rstshow how to perform the phase gate U =

ei��z=2. W e set � = 0 for alltim es. The param eters

(
;’)haveto be changed asfollows[seeFig.1(a)]:

(0;0)
(i)
! (
m ;0)

(ii)
! (
m ;�=2)

(iii)
) (
m ;�=2+ �)

(iv)
! (
m ;� + �)

(v)
! (0;� + �) (4)

Steps (i,ii) and (iv,v) are perform ed adiabatically and

require a tim e T. The double arrow ofstep (iii) indi-

catesa sudden change ofparam eters.Note that
(0)=


(2T)= 0,
(t)= 
(2T� t)and ’(t)= �+ �� ’(2T� t),

which doesnotrequire the knowledge ofthe function f

butim pliesaprecisecontrolofthephase.A sim pleanal-

ysisshowsthat(i-v)achieve the desired transform ation

j0i ! ei�=2j0i,j1i ! e� i�=2j1i. Note also that the dy-

nam icaland geom etricalphasesacquired in theadiabatic

processes(i-v)cancelout.

TheHadam ardgatecan beperform ed in asim ilarfash-

ion.In the spaceof[�;
 x = 
cos(’)],the protocolis

(0;
m )
(i)
! (� m ;
m )

(ii)
! (� m ;0)

(iii)
! (� m ;
m )

(iv)
!

(0;
m )
(v)
) (0;� 
m )

(vi)
! (�;� 
 m )

(vii)
! (�;0); (5)

asshown in Fig.1(b-c).In orderto avoid thedynam ical

phases,we have to m ake sure thatsteps(i-v)arerun in

halfthe tim e as (vi-vii). M ore precisely,ift < T,we

m ustensure that�(t)= �(T � t),
 x(t)= 
x(T � t),

�(T + t)= �(t=2)and 
 x(T + t)= 
x(t=2).W ith this

requisite we get 1
p

2
(j0i+ j1i) ! j0i, 1

p

2
(j0i� j1i) !

� j1i.Again,the wholeproceduredoesnotrequireusto

know 
 or�,butratherto controlthe evolution ofthe

experim entalparam eterswhich determ ine them .

The C-NO T gate requires the com bination of two

two-qubit processes using H 2 and one localgate. The

�rstprocessinvolveschanging the param eters[~�; ~
x =
~
cos(’)]ofEq.(2)according to

(~� m ;0)
(i)
! (~� m ;~
m )

(ii)
! (0;~
m )

(iii)
) (0;� ~
m )

(iv)
! (~� m ;� ~
m )

(v)
! (~� m ;0): (6)

Thisproceduregivesriseto the transform ation

U1 = j0ih0j
 I1+ e
i�
j1ih1j
 i�y; (7)

where � =
RT
0
�(t)dt is an unknown dynam icalphase.

Thesecond operationrequired isaNO T on the�rstqubit

U2 = (j0ih1j+ j1ih0j)
 I1. Finally,if~� (1)(t)denotesthe

evolution of ~� in Eq.(6),weneed to follow a path such

that ~� (3)(t) = ~� (1)(t), ~
(3)(t) = 0. If the tim ing is

correct,weachievethe transform ation

U3 = (j0ih0j+ e
i�
j1ih1j)
 I1: (8)
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FIG . 2: Log-log plot of the gate error, E = 1 � F , for

di�erent localand nonlocalgates. (a) Realization based on

Ham iltonians(1)-(2),with �xed param etersand varyingtim e.

W e plot the error for the Hadam ard (solid),phase (dashed)

and CNO T gates(dotted).(b-d)Errorsforourproposalwith

atom ic ensem bles. W e �x the the totaltim e allparam eters

exceptthe interaction constantUbb.In (b-c)we plotrealiza-

tionsforn = 1 (solid)and n = 3;5 (dashed)atom sperlattice

site. In (d)we plotsim ulations with a di�erence ofatom sof

jn � m j= 0;1;2 between both wells (solid,dash and dotted

lines).The vauesofthe param etersare given in the text.

Everything com bined givesusthe CNO T up to a global

unim portant phase Ucnot = j0ih0j
 I1 + j1ih1j
 i�y =

e� i�U2U3U2U1.

In Fig. 2(a) we illustrate the perform ance of our

m ethod,as wellas its sensitivity againstnon{adiabatic

processes. Asa �gure ofm eritwe have chosen the gate

�delity [5]F = jTrfU
y

ideal
Urealgj

2=d2,where d isthe di-

m ensionality ofthe space (2 for localgates,4 for two-

qubit gates), Uideal is the gate that we wish to pro-

duce and Ureal is the actualoperation perform ed. As

expected,for �xed param eters f� m =
m = ~� m =~
m =

1=10;’m = �=4g,theadiabatictheorem applieswhen the

processes are perform ed with a su�ciently slow speed.

Typically a tim e T � 300=
m ;300=~
m is required for

the desired �delity F = 1� 10� 4.

Letusnow considera setofbosonicatom scon�ned in

a periodic opticallattice atsu�ciently low tem perature

(such that only the �rst Bloch band is occupied). The

atom shavetwo relevantinternal(ground)levels,jaiand

jbi,in which the qubit is stored. This set-up has been

considered in Ref.[7]whereithasbeen shown how single

quantum gatescan berealized usinglasersand two{qubit

gatesby displacing theatom sthatarein a particularin-

ternalstate to the next neighbor location. The basic

ingredients ofsuch a proposalhave been recently real-

ized experim entally [12]. However,in thisand allother

schem es so far [13]it is assum ed that there is a single

atom perlattice site sinceotherwiseeven the conceptof

qubitisnolongervalid.In presentexperim ents,in which

theopticallatticeisloaded with a Bose-Einstein conden-

sate [4,6],this is not the case (since zero tem perature

is required and the num ber ofatom s m ust be identical

to the num ber oflattice sites). W e show now a novel

im plem entation in which,with the help ofthe m ethods

presented above,oneovercom esthisproblem .

Forusa qubitwillbe form ed by an aggregate ofatom s

atsom e lattice site. The num berofatom sform ing each

qubit is com pletely unknown. The only requirem ent is

that there is at least one atom per site [14]. W e will

denote by nk the num berofatom sin the k{th welland

identify the statesofthe corresponding qubitas

j0ik =
a
ynk

kp
n!
jvaci; j1ik = b

y

k

a
y(nk � 1)

kp
(nk � 1)!

jvaci; (9)

wherea
y

k
(b
y

k
)arethecreation operatorsforoneatom in

levelsjai and jbi,respectively. The quantum gateswill

berealized using lasers,switching thetunneling between

neighboring sites,and using the atom {atom interaction.

In the absence ofany external�eld,the Ham iltonian

describing oursystem is

H = � J
(b)

k

X

k

(b
y

k+ 1
bk + b

y

k
bk+ 1)+

Ubb

2

X

k

b
y

k
b
y

k
bkbk:

(10)

Here,Ubb and J
(b)

k
describetheinteractionsbetween and

the tunneling ofatom sin state jbi.W e willassum ethat

J
(b)

k
can besetto zero and increased by adjusting thein-

tensitiesofthelaserswhich createtheopticallattice.W e

haveassum ed thattheatom sin statejaido notinteract

atalland do nothop,som ething which m ay beachieved

by tuning the scattering lengthsand the opticallattice.

Both restrictionswillbe relaxed lateron.The Ham ilto-

nian (10)possesses a very im portantproperty when all

J
(b)

k
= 0,nam ely it has no e�ect on the com putational

basis(i.e.H j	i= 0forallstatesj	iin theHilbertspace

generated by thequbits).O therwise,itwould producea

non{trivialevolution thatwould spoilthe com putation.

W eshow now how asinglequbitgateon qubitk can be

realized using lasers. First,during the whole operation

we set J
(b)

k
= 0 in order to avoid hopping. The laser

interaction isdescribed by the Ham iltonian

H
(k)

las
=
� k

2
(a

y

k
ak � b

y

k
bk)+


k

2
(e

i’
a
y

k
bk + e

� i’
b
y

k
ak):

(11)

For Ubb � j� kj;j
kj,we can project the totalHam il-

tonian acting on site k by an e�ective Ham iltonian act-

ing on the qubitwhich resem bles(1),with � = � k and


 = 
 k

p
nk � 1.Thus,usingthem ethodsexposed above
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wecanachievetheHadam ardandphasegateswith ahigh

precision,even though thecoupling between thebosonic

ensem bleand lightdependson the num berofatom s.

For the realization ofthe two-qubit Ham iltonian (2)

weneed to com bineseveralelem ents.Firstofallweneed

theRam an couplingofEq.(11)tooperateon thesecond

well.Second,weneed to tiltthelatticeusing a m agnetic

�eld [4]which couples to states jai and jbi di�erently,

H tilt =
P

k
kg(a

y

k
ak � b

y

k
bk). And �nally we m ustallow

virtualhopping ofatom softhe type jbi(J(b) � jUbb �

gj).Afteradiabaticelim ination we�nd thatthee�ective

Ham iltonian depends on the num ber ofparticles in the

second site,n2,

H
eff

2
=

J2
b

g� Ubb
j11ih11j+

p
n2 � 1~
 I1
 �x: (12)

Theidenti�cation with Eq.(2)isevident,and oncem ore

theuseofadiabaticpassagewillproducegateswhich are

independentofthe num berofparticles.

W e have studied the di�erent sources oferror which

m ay a�ectourproposal:(i)U bb is�niteand (ii)atom sin

statejaim ayhopandinteract.Theselastphenom enaare

described by additionalcontributionsto Eq. (10)which

areoftheform J
(a)

k
(a

y

k
ak+ 1+ a

y

k+ 1
ak),Uaaa

y

k
a
y

k
akak,and

Uaba
y

k
b
y

k
akbk. The consequences of both im perfections

are:(i)m orethan oneatom perwellcan beexcited,(ii)

the occupation num bers m ay change due to hopping of

atom sand (iii)by m eansofvirtualtransitionsthe e�ec-

tiveHam iltonian di�ersfrom (1)and (2).Thee�ects(i)-

(ii)areelim inated if(
=U bb)
2 � 1 and (J

(a)

k
=Ubb)

2 � 1.

O nce these conditions are m et,we m ay analyze the re-

m aining errorswith a perturbative study ofthe Ham il-

tonians(11)and (10)plustheterm s(J(a);Uab;Uaa)that

we did notconsiderbefore. In Eq. (11),the virtualex-

citation oftwo atom sincrem entstheparam eter� by an

unknown am ount,� eff � �+ 2
 2nk=(�+ U ab � Ubb).

IfUab � Ubb and 

2nkT=Ubb � 1,thisshiftm ay be ne-

glected. In the two-qubitgatesthe energy shiftsare in-

stead dueto virtualhopping ofalltypesofatom s.They

areoftheorderofm ax(J(b);J(a))2=g2 � J2=Ubb,and for

J2T=Ubb � 1 they also m ay be neglected.

To quantitatively determ ine the inuence ofthese er-

rorswe have sim ulated the evolution oftwo atom ic en-

sem bles with an e�ective Ham iltonian which results of

applying second orderperturbation theory to Eq. (10),

and which takes into account allim portant processes.

The results are shown in Figs. 2(c-d). For the two-

qubitgatewehaveassum ed Uaa = Uab,J
(a) = J(b) = J,

Jm = 0:05Uab,
m = J2m =10,g = Ubb+ Uab=2 and opera-

tion tim e,T = 200=
m ,whilechangingtheratioUbb=Uab

and the populationsofthe wells. Forthe localgateswe

haveassum ed � m = 1,
m = Ubb=10 and di�erentoccu-

pation num bersnk,and wehavealso changed Ubb=
m .

W eextractseveralconclusions.First,thestrongerthe

interaction between atom s in state jbi,the sm aller the

energy shifts.Typically,a ratio Ubb = 104Uab isrequired

to m ake F = 1� 10� 4. Second,the largerthe num ber

of atom s per well, the poorer the �delity of the local

gates[Figs. 2(b-c)]. And �nally,the �delity ofthe two-

qubitgatepresentsasm alldependenceon thepopulation

im balancebetween wells.

In thiswork we have shown thatitispossible to per-

form quantum com putation even when the constantsin

the governing Ham iltonians are unknown. W e have de-

veloped a schem ebased on perform ing adiabaticpassage

with one-qubit(1)and two-qubit(2)Ham iltonians.W ith

selected paths and appropriate tim ing,it is possible to

perform a universalsetofgates(Hadam ard gate,phase

gate and a CNO T).These procedures cannot only be

used forquantum com puting butalso forquantum sim -

ulation [15]. Finally,based on the preceding ideas,we

have proposed a schem e for quantum com puting with

cold atom sin atunableopticallattice.O urschem eworks

even when thenum berofatom sperlatticesiteisuncer-

tain. Note that,these ideas also apply to som e other

setupslike the m icrotrapsrecently realized in Ref.[16].
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