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Engineering P rogressive D ecoherence w ith Q uantum Jum ps in C harge Q ubit
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For the Jossphson junction charge qubits with m acroscopically quantum natures, we propose a
theoretical schem e to observe the loss of quantum coherence through coupling such qubit system
to an engiheered reservoir, the ham onic oscillator m ode in the LC circuit form ed by the inductor
and the separated capacitors. Sim ilar to the usualcavity QED system in fom , this charge qubit
system w ith engineered couplings show s the quantum jum ps (C P Sun et alFortschr. Phys. 43, 585
(1995) )in a progressive decoherence process. Corresponding to two com ponents of superposition
of two charge states, the inductor evolves sin ultaneously tow ards two distinct quasiclassical states
entangling w ith two states of the charge qubit. Then i induces the quantum decoherence for the
Induced squeezing m acroscopically in the LC m ode.
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Tt is weltknown that the superposition of quantum
states lies at the very heart of m odem quantum theory.
In an ideal situation the quantum ooherence im plied by
this superposition resuls in various dram atic features in
quantum m echanics 'E:]. However, the real system s are
never isolated com pletely from the surrounding environ—
m ent. T he Interaction w ith the environm ent (@ reservoir
) or other extemal system s w ill lead to the entanglem ent
betw een them , and then the random ness or the classical-
ity of environm ent w ill wash out the phases of quantum
sy stem E_Z]. T his consideration explainsw hy the quantum
superposition doesnot seem to appear in them acroscopic
world: there happens the transition from the quantum
world to classicalword [].

T his issue is directly related to quantum m easurem ent
problem where the coupling ofthem easured system w ith
the m easuring apparatus ( detector) will cause the re—
duction of superposition or wave packet collapse EI]. t
should be em phasized that the coupling betw een them ea—
sured system and the detector can be controlled to sat—
isfy one’s need In m easurem ent. This is quite di erent
from the ocoupling wih the environm ent, the detailed
know ledge ofwhich isusually navailabl. A ctually In the
past few years, the cavity QED system E] and the laser
cooled trapped ions [}]were utilized to dem onstrate how
to "engineer" the system —reservoir coupling so that the
progressive decoherence can be cbserved w ith experin en—
tally accessible technologies. In this letter, we shc_Jw that,
In the "qubit way"{a two level approxin ation [g{:_l-g], a
solid system {the Josephson jinction can also In plem ent
the engiheered system -reservoir interaction to iluistrate
the detailed dynam ics of quantum decoherence. In fact,
In the m ost recent experim ents of charge and ux qubit
of Josephson jinction, the much longer tim e R abi oscilk-
lation wih very large qubit quality factor Q = '
25 10 forcharge qubit fliJand 2 10°®r ux qubit
f_l-%'], is the decoherence tine and ! is the "Lam or
precession frequency") is observed. T hese physical real-
izations of qubit o er us the possbility ofm anipulating
the quantum states of the m esoscopic electrical circuit

and engineering the coupling between the qubit and the
arti cialenvironm ent. M ost recently, the relaxation and
dephasing that result from the controland the m easure—
ment setup itself .n experin ents have been discussed for
the Josephson persistent-current qubits [_li_i'] In this let—
terwe w illpay our attention to the charge qubit.

FIG.1l. A charge qubit of tunable coupling is connected
w ith an inductor to L, and gate voltage V4 can be controlled
to adjust the coupling of the C ooper pair w ith its engineered
reservoir.

For in plem enting the engineered reservoir couplings,
one choice is to connect the Josephson junction charge
qubit to a LC-oscillator form ed by adding an inductor
w ith tunable nductance L .(see F ig. 1) . H ere, the charge
qubit of tunable coupling is a com plex C ooper pair box
formed by a dc SQUD wih two symm etric jinction.
C g isthe capacitor oftunnel junction, E 5 the Josephson
coupling energy, C 4 the gate capacitor and Vg the control
gate voltage . The Ham iltonian of the total system can
be w ritten down according to ref. I_l-l_i] as
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where n is the num ber operator of excess C ooperpair
charges on the island, and the phase of the supercon—
ductor order param eter, the ux through the inductor,
x the extermal ux and g the total charge accum ulated
on the gate capacitor. T he others param éeters arede ned

_ CsCyg 0_ 2 C _ e _ CqgVg
asC = c,+c,’ cc,rEc 2C,+Cq) Mg 2e
E;j(x)= 2E§oos(—’;),and 0= %denotesthe ux
quanta.

To form a qubi or a two-level system , one need to
tune the gate voltage V4 so that ng is approxim ately a
half-nteger. In this case the charge eigen-states Pi. and
Ji. are approxin ately degenerate and the other energy
¥vels are fay from these two states. In the case of weak
coupling CC—J h2i 1,onecankeep tothe rstorder
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and "isolate" Pi. al_’ld Ji. to In plem ent a qubit system
w ith H am itonian f_lé_il]

1
H = h!a’a Eh!a .+ i@ d)hg, 3)
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have introduced the tion and annihilation operators,
a¥ = % (h42—LC)1:4 g+ i LE ) and aT he quasi-spin oper—
ators , = Pi0j Jihlj, =  i(@Eih0j Pihl)j and
x = Ji0j+ Pihljare de ned in the rotation represen—
tation w ith thebases Pi= cos; Pic+ sin; i and Ji=
sjngj)ic+ c:osEjLiC fortan = Eg=4E.(1 2ny)]. It
is notidced that Pic (i) physically represents the state
ofno (one) excess cooper pair on the island.

The above m odel is quite sin ilar to a caviy QED
m odelw ithout the rotation-w ave-approxin ation RW A ),
which usually describes the single m ode cavity interac—
tion with an o -resonance two-kvel atom [g]. Tn this
cavity QED m odel, when the detuning between the cav—
ity frequency and the Pi $ i transition frequency is
large enough to avoid any energy transfer between the
atom and the caviy , the atom s in di erent states jli
and Pi willm odify the phase of cavity eld in di erent
ways E_E;,:_ifn] and thus induce the quantum decoherence
of atom ic states superposition. W e can consider these
issues about decoherence in the present charge qubit sys—
tem . The large detuning condition = ﬁ 1is
easily satis ed by taking proper param eters in experi-
m ents [_8;9,:_[4] For exam ple, we can take Cy / 10 '°F;
Cy’ 10'F;L 7’ 5 10°H;E;’ 005K .In thiscase
we estinate !, / 806 10%H z; ' 7 447 10°H z;
g’ 257 10H z:Thenwehave =7 10°% 1,and
w e need not Invoke the rotation wave approxin ation.

W ith the above consideration for the rational param —
eters In the experin ent, we shall adiabatically elin lnate
coherence e ect between Piand Jli. Then we obtain an
e ective H am iltonian H eff = H 1j1ihlj+ H O:DlhojWthl
is diagonalw ith respect to i and Ji, and the e ective
actions on the LC circuit from two qubit states Pi and
1iare
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for k = 0;1 respectively. Here, = ! , !;"=i
( 1<+ . Tiseasy to seethatH ¢ isa typicaldynam ics
Ham iltonian creating entanglem ent of the subsystem s.
In fact, starting from a factorized nitial state j (0)i=
(coPi+ i) BO)i, the total system driven by Hees
w ill evolve Into an entanglem ent state

j ®i= oPi

RO+t afi O ©)

where B )i = exp( Hyt)F0)i k = 0;1) and BO)1i
is the initial state of the LC circuit. T herefore, a charge

state superposition In tem s of Pi and jliw ill cause the
LC circuit state to evolve along the two directions F; (t)i
and g (t)i. The tin e evolution dom inated by the condi-
tional dynam ics Ham iltonian H .r¢ m eans to In plem ent
an ideal prequantum m easurem ent when the overlap—
ping hs; (t) Fo ()i approaches zero [16]. Physically the
pre-m easuram ent in plies a quantum deocoherence of the
subsystem form ed by charge qubit. W e consider the re—
duced density m atrix of the charge qubit at tine t. Tts
o -diagonalelem ents are determ ined by cicyhs; () o ()1
and vanishes com pltely as the overlapping hs; (t) Bg (£)i
is zero. In this sense, the decoherence factor de ned by
D (t) = 1hs; (b) By (b)ijcharacterizesthe extent of decoher-
ence and the tin edependent behavior ofD (t) m eans a
progressive process of decoherence or a progressive de—
coherence. The very sharp peaks In D (t) curves m ay
originate from the reversibility of the Schroedinger equa—
tion for few body system and we called them quantum
jim ps #415]

Tt is very interesting to cbserve that the com ponent
Ham ittonian H ;1 and H ¢ are ofH em itian quadratic form
of creation and annihilation operators. M athem atically,
they are the sam e asthat to produce the degenerate para—
m etric am pli er in nonlinear quantum optics w ith clas—
sical pum p f_l-]‘] This fact tells us that the com ponent
Ham iltonian H g and H ; can create di erent squeezing of
the LC mode. Namely, H; and H; m ay drive the LC os—
cillation m ode from the sam e coherent state j ito evolve
into two di erent squeezed states [18]. W ith thism athe-
m atical consideration, we can evaluate the tin e evolution
of the total system and obtain the squeezing wave func-
tion attine t

|
Py ()i= exp( 13"—2""t1j; k0 x ©da, ©)
of the LC cimut ®r «©O[xO] %(pN_k +
[ i)exp@¢ [ 1 No = § =  14g57 and

= 12 + 492! = Here, the squeezed coherent state
J; x@©; x ©ia, isde ned as in ref. {18] or a new set
ofboson operatorsAy =  (Ha x (©a¥y ork= 0;1).

The above calculation dem onstrates that the o —
resonance interaction between the LC circui oscillator
m ode and the di erent charge qubi will resul in a dy—
nam ic squeezing split ofthe quasiclassicalstate j i ofLC
circuit. The two split com ponents w ith di erent squeez—
Ing are represented by di erent squeezing states. C orre-
soondingly, the decoherence factor characterizing quan—
tum decoherence is

8d sin? t
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D =G {t)exp(

where G (t) = P——— Considering < 1 and
2 248g%sin? t
2 !g 1, we can sin plify the above resul as
8¢ sn® t .
D () = exp(——5——3 F) ®)



T he reversble decoherence phenom enon w ith quantum

Jum ps ilustrated in Fig2 is quite typical. It was found
even theoretically In reference iff,:_l-gi] n 1993, and the pos—
sbility of in plem enting its observation in cavicy QED

experin ent was also pointed out in ref. [I5]. In 1997 it
was also ndependently discussed [B]w ith another caviy
QED setup, whose Ham iltonian is m athem atically sim i~
lar to that in our present investigation. A s understood
usually [_ig], the quantum decoherence re ects a com —
plem entarity e ect since the LC mode plays a rok of
carrying away inform ation about the phase of Jossph-—
son Junction qubit and the phase uncertainty appears
when enough nform ation of qubit is determ ined by the
LC mode in a very classical state. The m ore exact in—
form ation about the qubit phase we obtain the stronger
In uence willthe LC m ode exert on the qubit. This re—
vival of decoherence or quantum jum p substantially re—
sults from the fact that the reservoir is only of a single
m ode, and its profound origin is the reversibility of the
tin e -evolution for the system of few degrees of freedom

is reversible since govemed by Schrodinger equation.

FIG.2. The tin edependence of decoherence factor w ith
di erent j j= 5(dot lne),j j= 10(dash line),J j= 30 (solid
line). The lJarger j jm eansthem ore exact "detection " about
this qubit or the one-m ode reservoir ism ore classical. It leads
to an evident vanishing of coherence.

In com parison w ith the case ofatom ic cavity QED , the
advantage using Josephson charge qubit to test onebit
reservoir induced decoherence is due to the m acroscopi-
cally quantum e ect of superconductive system and the
w ellcontrolled nature of coupling to onebit engheered
reservoir. A direct way to observe the quantum jimp ef-
fect of engineered quantum decoherence is to detect the
current through the probe Jjunction as in the schem atics
of C opper pair box in Fig3. The box electrode is con—
nected to an inductor L via the two junctions ofSQU ID .
W hen the charge qubit is in the high Jvel state jli.,
there are two electrons passing the probe junction. In
fact, under a proper bias condition, the state decays into
Pi. via two shhgleelectron tunnelling through the probe
Junction.

FIG . 3. Schem atic of Cooper pair box wih probe junc-
tion.T he additional voltage biased probe electrode of voltage
Vp is attached to the box through a highly-resistive tunnel
Janction H for the detection of charge qubit state .

A s usual, it is di cult to observe the two electrons
via a sihgle trial, but one can see an average e ect of
this tunnelling process. The current is proportional to
the charging rate of the occupation probability P, (t) =
Tr( jlichl) of Cooper pair n jli.. The corresponding
current I(t) = & ( 2eP.(t) is explicitly expressed for
o =Cc = as

N
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FIG .4. The Rabioscillation ofthe charge current. (@)w ith
coupling to the LC oscillator(j j= 30).()w ithout coupling
to the LC oscillator

w here we have considered the approxin ation !,;! g.
In Fig4, we com pare this result with the case w ithout
coupling to LC circuit. Tt can be seen that the current
oscillates sinusoidally in both cases, but the coupling to
extemal reservoir adds the periodical am plitude m odu—
lation as the direct m anifestation of decoherence. Ex—
perin entally, one can use the ratio of envelop w idth and
the xed period to m easure the extent of decoherence

In principle this quantum decoherence is m acroscop—
ically observable and it is expected to be In plem ented
In the experin ent of Josephson qubit in the near future.
It is crucial for the above argum ents to nitially prepare
the L€ m ode In a coherent state. A s usualthe extemal
sources can add the linear forces / qor . They may
force the L-€ m ode to evolve Into a coherent state from
a vacuum state. In practice, the iniial state m ay easily
be in a them al equilbrium at nite tem perature, but
this state is descrdbbed by a diagonal density m atrix in
the ooherent-state representation ("Q -representation").
T hus, the quantum jum p phenom enon predicted above
can stillbe observed and the higher tem perature can en-
hance the quantum jimp. For the cavity QED casewe
have shown this enhancem ent e ects by straightforw ard
calculations @5] The sam e calculations can be done here
for the charge qubit.

A di culty to realize this setup is to fabricate a
nanom eter-scale inductorw ith tunabl inductance L .An-
other di culty lies n the quantum dissipation of the in—
ductor causing the energy relaxation and the additional
deocoherence sin ultaneously. The m echanian of this dis—
sipation is due to the coupling of the inductor to the
vacuum electrom agnetic eld. For the practicalpurpose,
we shall include this dissipation e ect in our future ar-
gum ent.

W e nally rem ark that the relevant quantum m easure—
m ent problem of Josephson Junction qubit hasbeen con-
sidered theoretically by Averin PQ]. He extends the con—
cept of quantum non-dem olition (Q ND ) m easurem ent to
coherent R abi oscillation of JJ qubit. T he advantage of
such Q ND m easurem ent is that the ocbservation ofoscilla—
tion spectrum , In principle, avoids the detector induced
decoherence. This suggested that a schem e com bining

ux and charge qubitm ay be used In our setup to detect
the engineered quantum decoherencew ithout "additional
quantum decoherence".
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