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Quantum com putation in solid state quantum dots faces two signi cant challenges: D ecoherence
from interactions w ith the environm ent and the di culty of generating localm agnetic elds for the
single qubit rotations. T hispaperpresents a design of com posite qubitsto overcom e both challenges.
Each qubit is encoded in the degenerate ground-state of four (or six) electrons in a system of wve
quantum dots arranged in a two-din ensional pattem. T his decoherence—free subspace is In m une to
both collective and local decoherence, and resists other form s of decoherence, which m ust raise the
energy. T he gate operations for universal com putation are sim ple and physically Intuitive, and are
controlled by m odifying the tunneling barriers between the dots| Controlof localm agnetic eldsis
not required. A controlled-phase gate can be in plem ented in a single pulse.

PACS numbers: 03.67.Lx,03.65Yz, 71.10Fd

A quantum com puterw ith a su cient num ber ofquan-—
tum bits \qubits" (on the order of 1000) would be abl
to solve certain problem sthat are Intractable on classical
com puters. Building such a device is a form idabl task,
and severalradically di ering designshave been proposed
'E:]. O ne prom ising approach is to encode quantum infor-
m ation using the spin of single electronscon ned in sem -
conductor quantum dots Q -3 -4 5] U niversal quantum
com putation [é -7!] in this approach uses a tunabl ki-
netic exchange interaction between the dots (resulting in
a H eisenberg interaction) and onequbit rotations, which
can be obtained by applying localm agnetic elds In at
Jeast two directions.

T he onequbit rotationsarem uch m ore di cul to con-
trolexperin entally than the kinetic exchange interaction.
This spurred a number of proposals of quantum com -
putation schem es using the exchange interaction alone
g,19, 10, i1, 14, 13]. To use this single interaction, the
quantum inform ation m ust be encoded in multiple (@wo
orm ore) spins.

D ecoherence due to interactions w ith the environm ent
pose a much larger problem for qubits than for classical
bits, and there has been a trem endous e ort on develop—
ng ways ofprotecl:ng quantum Inform ation from deco—
herence {13,13,114,115,116,117,118,119, 20, 21, 23, 23, 241.
To shield quantum inform ation from the environm ent,
Zanardi and Rasetti éﬁ] rst proposed encoding quan-—
tum inform ation in In the \noiseless" singlet subspace of
4 (orm ore) 2-kevelsystem s. T his subspace, offen called a
D ecoherence Free Subspace D FS), is Inm une to collec—
tive decoherence, that is, environm ent-induced dephas—
ng that acts equally on each constituent elem ent of the
com poste qubit (14, 13, 26, 21,28, 29, 301.

Bacon, Brown, and W haley BBW ) proposed creating
a supercoherent qubit from the 4-soin DF S by generat—
Ing an energy gap from the singlt subspace to the rest
of the H ibert space [_§]_:] D ecoherence m ust overcom e
this energy gap and is suppressed exponentially for tem -
peratures much am aller than this gap i_3-g] To create

the gap, BBW use equal antiferrom agnetic interactions
between all pairs of bé,lr s = 1=2 spins. The Ham ilto—
nian issimply H = J 381 Sy, and the eigenvalues
E S)= (J=2) (S+ 1) 3) depend only on the totalspin
S. The quantum inform ation is encoded in the doubly
degenerate singlet ground state.

Building four quantum dotsw ith equaltunneling rates
between each pair is challenging. Tunneling rates decay
exponentially w ith the separation between dots. A rrang—
ing the dots on the vertices of a three-din ensional tetra—
hedron would work, but it is far preferable to build two—
din ensional structures. A square arrangem ent w ill have
m uch weaker tunneling across the diagonal of the square
than along the edges of the square.
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FIG.1l: The proposed con guration of 5 quantum dots in a
two-din ensionalplane. T he urtunnelingsbetw een the outer
dots and the m iddle dot are always on. This system wih 4
(or 6) electrons has a doubly degenerate singlet ground state.

W e propose adding an extra dot (and not an extra elec—
tron) in the m iddle ofa square arrangem ent of four dots,
as shown in Fig. ('_]:). W e sgparate the outer our dots
so the direct tunneling between them isnegligble. Since
the ground state wave function of the m iddle dot will
have s-wave character, the e ective interaction between
each pair of the outer four dots w illbe equal if the four
tunnelings between the outer and m iddle dots are m ade
equal (eg. by tuning gates located above or below each
tunneling region).
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FIG .2: Totaloccupancy N = F ;ni ofthe 5dot system asa
function of overall chem icalpotential .Herety; = 1,U;= 8,
and ;= . The ground state is a doubly degenerate singlet
when the system is lled with 4 or 6 electrons.

T his design is Inspired by the superexchange process,
which uses empty (or lked) auxiliary quantum dots to
m ediate interactions between dots that are too widely
separated to interact directly B3, 34, 35]. E lectrons
(or holes) can reach distant quantum dots by hopping
through the auxiliary dots.

W e need to verify that four electrons can be placed in
the vedot system . W e m odel the system wih a Hub-
bard H am iltonian using one orbial per quantum dot:

X X
iy o5 +
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H = Uinivniy inj) 1€)

where tj; is the hopping am plitude between dots i and
j, Ui isthe Coulom b repulsion between two electrons on
dot i, n; = ni» + nj is the totalnum ber of electrons on
dot i, and ; is the onsite potential of dot i r_B]. The
calculationsused tj5 = 1,U ; = 8, and an equaloverall
potential on each dot of ; = . The total occupancy
of the ground state of the system calculated by exact
diagonalization in the grand canonicalensem ble is shown
n Fig. (:_2). T he largest region of stability contains ve
electrons, which is to be expected in the arge U 1m i,
but there are signi cant ranges of the chem icalpotential

for which the ground state has four and six electrons.
In these regions, the ground state is a doubly degenerate
sihglet, and quantum ocom putation in this supercoherent
subsgpace is possible.

The Ham iltonian used to generate F ig. (:_2) has equal
onsite potentials at every dot, and thus has electron-hole
symm etry. Raising the potential of jist the m idddl dot
breaksthis sym m etry and Increases the range of chem ical
potentialsyielding theN = 4 ground state w hile lowering
this potential increases the range of the N = 6 ground
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FIG . 3: G round states of the 5-dot com posite qubit. In each
eigenstate, the m iddle dot is om itted. The lines connecting
dots represent singlet valence bonds when both dots are oc—
cupied. These three states are not orthogonal: two orthog—
onal states m ay . be formed, or example, as Pi = pi and

di= (pi+ Fi)= 3.

state. Q uantum com putation is possible using either the
N = 4 orN = 6 ground states, and the gate operations
for the two cases are identical.

A sinple way of describing eigenstates of the 5-dot
com posite qubit is shown in Fig. 6:3) using valence-bond
representation |§§] T he ground states contain two sep—
arate singlet bonds. There are three ways to construct
these bonds: D ot number 1 isbonded to any of the other
three outer dots, and then the other bond is form ed be-
tween the two outer dots not bonded to dot 1. Valence—
bond states are not orthogonal In general, and two or—
thogonal states m ay be form ed from the three states in
Fig. (r_IJ.) . There are severalways to form two orthogonal
states, and wewilluse Pi= piand Jli= (pi+ Fi)= 3.

T he nform ation encoded in the degenerate totalsoin
singlet subspace of the 5-dot com posite qubit is inm une
to collective decoherence, that is, decoherence a ecting
all spins equally b7, 13, 23,26, 24, 24, 89, 50, 530, 1 s
also Inm une to local decoherence a ecting only a single
dot. To see this, consider a m agnetic eld or an extra
electron coupling only to dot 1 in Fig. 6'_3). T he singlkt
bond connecting to spin 1 willbe m ixed with a triplet
bond. However, this occurs equally to all three eigen—
states In F ig. 6'_3), so the degeneracy betw een these states
is not broken. M ore com plicated m echanisn s a ecting
muliple spins can cause decoherence, but these m echa—
nism smust overcom e the energy gap to the rst excited
state.

W e now dem onstrate the physically Intuiive gate op—
erations on the 5-dot qubit that allow universalquantum
com putation. Notice that Pi = wi in Fig. {_3) is odd
under an exchange of sites 1 and 2, denoted by 1 $ 2,
and this state isalso odd under 3 $ 4. T he other ground
state jli= (pi+ Fi)= 2 is even under both operations.

Increasing the tunneling between the m iddle dot and
dots 1 and 2, denoted by Hi, iIn Fig. zfl), respects the
1$ 2and 3 $ 4 symmetries and does not m ix the
ground states, but H ;, does break the degeneracy of the
ground state. Thus it acts In the pseudospin space of Pi



FIG.4: Singlqubi rotations are perform ed by varying at
Jeast two ofthe tunneling param eters, shown by thicker lines.
In Hiz, for exam ple, the tunnelings between the the central
dot and dots 1 and 2 are increased relative to the tunnelings
between the centraldot and dots 3 and 4. H 1, splitsbut does
not m ix states Pi and Ji, and thus functions asa eld In
the 2 direction in pseudospin space. H1s4 splits and m ixes the
states as described in the text. Com binations ofH i1, and H 14
allow arbitrary SU (2) rotations of the single com posite qubit.

and jli asamagnetic eld in the 2 direction:
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T he tunnelings from them iddle dot to dots 3 and 4 could
have been Increased to in plem ent the sam e gate, so ef-
fectively H 34 = H 1, . Adiabatic variation of the tunnel-
Ing rates is required to avoid m ixing w ith excied states.
A diabaticity is also required in the conventional single-
quantum -dot qubit in plem entation to avoid m ixing w ith
states containing dots occupied by tw o electrons r@,l’_‘l, :_3§‘]
To perform arbirary SU (2) rotations of the singke
com posite qubit, we need to be able to perform rotations
about two directions in pseudospin space. T herefore a
gate In addition to H 1, is required. Varying three tunnel-
ngs in the 5-dot com posite qubit can produce a rotation
about the R axis in pseudospin space, but a sin pler gate
can be form ed by increasing the tunneling between the
m iddle dot and dots 1 and 4, denoted by H 14 In Fig. ('_4) .
This operation breaksthe 1 $ 2 and 3$ 4 symm etries,

and can be shown to be
Hi/ P= ; 3)

which represents a rotation at an angle of 120 degrees
from the 2 axis E_S, :_fg] A gailh, Increasing the tunnel
ngs to dots 2 and 3 would in plem ent the sam e gate, so
Hys=Hq4. W jthlZ andH14,anySU (2) rotation can
be perform ed on the com posite qubit. T he onequbit op—
erations are sin ilar to operations described for the 4-spin
DF S, but in that case the interaction takesplace directly
b_etw_een :che soins and not through an auxiliary fth dot
13,13, 24

To form a twoqubit gate, two tunnelings must be
tumed on between ad-pcent qubjts| A sihgle tunneling
Interaction perform s no operation due to the Inmuniy
of the com posite qubit to local decoherence. An exam —
Pl of a tw o-com positequbit gate is shown in F ig. ('5) n
w hich tunneling betw een pairs of outer dots on ad pcent
qubits hasbeen tumed on. T his operation preserves the
symmetries 1 $ 2 and 7 $ 8. Thus is action In the
basis of £P01i; P11;901; jl1ig has the general form

0 1
A 0 0 O
Bor 00
quubjt=g’ 0 0B O;é& 4)
0 0 0 C

which has been veri ed by exact diagonalization of the
10-dot 8-electron H ubbard m odel for the tw o-dot system .
During both the single- and two-com posite qubi gate
operations, the system stays in the totalsinglet subspace
and ram ains inm une to collective decoherence t_lg']
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FIG .5: A two-gqubit operation can be perform ed by tuming
on tunneling betw een tw o pairs ofdots in neighboring com pos—
ite qubits. Combined with the singlequbit rotations in F ig.
4, this operation allow s any arbitrary unitary transform ation
to be perfomm ed.

Combining H yqupi W ith single qubit rotations on the
Individualdots allow sthe controlled-phasegateCp tobe
In plem ented with a single pulse In which six tunneling



rates are varied:
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Cp = exp - H1pO+ Haquee@®+ Hyg @) dt
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where H 12,H 2qubitr and H 78 all comm ute E!.:, :ia‘, égl].
Finally, it is interesting to note that the 5-dot con-
guration is actually m ore stable than a 4-dot setup to
variations in the hopping param eters. Varying a single
tunneling rate in F ig. ('_]:) does not break the degeneracy
ofthe ground state. Such a changem odi es the e ective
Interactions of a single outer dot w ith each of the other
outerdots, and sin ply shiftsthe ground-state energy pre—
serving the degeneracy. In contrast, varying one of the
six tunneling rates in the 4-dot setup splits the ground
states.

In summary, a vedot composite qubi design was
presented that operates In a decoherence-free subspace.
Universal quantum com putation is easily in plem ented
by varying tunneling rates In a sin ple, physically intu—
itive m anner| G eneration of localm agnetic elds is not
required to perform the gate operations. Each qubit is
encoded in the degenerate singlet ground-state of four (or
six) electrons in a system of ve quantum dots arranged
In a twodim ensional pattem. This supercoherent sub—
space is In m une to both collective and localdecoherence,
and resists other form s of decoherence, which m ust raise
the energy.
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