guant-ph/0305040v1 8 May 2003

arxXiv
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In this paper we apply the canonical decom position of two qubit unitaries to nd pulse schem es
to controlthe proposed K ane quantum com puter. W e explicitly nd pulse sequences fortheCNOT,
swap, square root of swap and controlled Z rotations. W e analyze the speed and delity of these
gates, both of which com pare favorably to existing schem es. T he pulse sequences presented In this
paper are theoretically faster, higher delity, and sin pler. Any two qubit gate m ay be easily found
and in plem ented using sin ilar pulse sequences. N um erical sim ulation is used to verify the accuracy

of each pulse schem e.

I. NTRODUCTION

T he advent of quantum algorithm s l,l] that can out—
perform the best known classical algorithm s has inspired
m any di erent proposals for a practical quantum com —
puter I, I, l, i, i, I, I]. O ne of the m ost prom ising
proposals was presented by K ane I]. In this proposala
solid state quantum com puter based on the nuclear spins
of P atom s was suggested. A though iitially di cult
to fabricate, this schem e has severaladvantages over rival
schem es I,I,l,l,l,l]. T hese include the com paratively
long deccherence tin es of the 3'P nuclear and electron
soins [, 0, 0, I, I, I, I8, (5, the sin dlarity to ex—
isting Sifabrication technology, and the ability to scale.

There have been two main proposals or pulse se—
quences to mplement a CNO T gate on the K ane quan—
tum ocom puter. In the iniial proposal I] an adiabatic
CNOT gate was suggested. Since that tine the de-
tails of this gate have been investigated and optin ized
M, 0, W, ). This adiabatic schem e takes a total
tin e of approxim ately 26 s and has a system atic error
of approxin ately 5 10 ° .]. A sgood as these results
are, non-adiabatic gates have the potential to be faster
w ith higher delity and allow advanced techniques such
as com posite rotations and m odi ed RF pulses .,.].

W ellard et al. ] proposed a non-adizbatic pulse
schem e for the CNOT and swap gates. They present
a CNOT gate that takes a total tin e of approxin ately
80 s with an error (as de ned later in Eq. {l)) of ap—
proxin ately 4 10 *. A lthough this gate isnon-adiabatic
it is slower than its adiabatic counterpart. For the non—
adiabatic swap gate a totaltin e was calculated 0£192 s.

O ne of the m ost usefil tools in considering two qubit
unitary interactions is the canonical decom position .,

.,.]. T his decom position expressesany two qubit gate

as a product of single qubit rotations and a sin ple Inter-
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action content. T he interaction content can be expressed
using just three param eters. In the lim it that sihgle qubit
rotationstake negliglble tin e (in com parison to the speed
of interaction), this decom position can be used to nd
optin al schem es ., .], and of particular inspiration
to this paper is an am ost optin al system atic m ethod to
construct the CNO T gate 1.

Tt is not possble to apply those optim al schemes
.,.] directly to the K ane quantum com puting archi-
tecture. They assum e single qubit gates take negligble
tin e In com parison w ith two qubit interactions, whereas
on the K ane architecture, they do not. Secondly, In the
proposal for the K ane com puter, ad pcent nucleiare cou—
pled via the exchange and hyper ne interactions through
the electrons, rather than directly, and so we have a four
Jubi’ system (two electrons and tw o nuclei) rather than
a two qubit system . A Ithough we cannot apply optim al
schem es directly, in this paper we use the canonical de—
com position to sim plify two qubit gate design.

Apart from being sinple to design and understand,
gates described in this paper have m any desirable fea—
tures. Som e features of these gates Include:

1. They are sinpler, higher delity and faster than
existing proposals.

2.They do not require sophisticated pulse shapes,
such as are envisioned In the adiabatic schem e, to
In plem ent.

3.Any two qubit gate can be im plem ented directly
using sin ilar schem es. Thisallow susto in plem ent
gatesdirectly ratherthan asa seriesofCNO T gates
and single qubit rotations.

This paper is organized as ©llows. Sec. |l gives an
overview of the Kane quantum oom puter architecture
and single qubit rotations. Sec.lll describes the canon-
ical decom position as it applies to the K ane quantum
com puter. Section Il descrbes pulse schem es for Con—
trol Z gates and CNOT gates. Sec. [l gives potential
pulse schem es for swap and square root of swap gates.
F inally, the conclusion, Section B, sunm arizes the nd-
ings of this paper.
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II. THE KANE QUANTUM COMPUTER

A . The K ane A rchitecture

A schem atic diagram of the K ane quantum com puter
architecture is shown in Fig.ll. The short description
given here lows Goan and M ibum BM]. This archi
tecture consists of *'P atom s doped in a purd ed 28Si
(I = 0) host. Each P atom has nuclkar soin of I = %
E lectrodesplaced directly aboveeach P atom are referred
to asA -G ates, and those betw een atom s are referred to as
J-G ates. An oxide barrier separates the electrodes from

the P doped Si.

i L Barrier
A = A |
o o 177 Si
e m i = ! -

Substrate

FIG.1: The Kane Quantum Com puter A rchitecture

Each P atom has ve valnce elctrons. As a rst
approxin ation, four of these electrons form covalent
bonds to neighboring Si atom s, with the fth fom ing
a hydrogen-like S-orbitalaround each P* ion. T his elec—
tron is loosely bound to the P donor and has a Bohr
radius of a, 3nm , allow ng an electron m ediated in—
teraction between neighboring nuclei.

In this paper nuckar soin states w ill be represented
by the states jli and Pi. E lectronic spin states willbe
represented by j"iand j#i. W here electronic states are
om itted, it is assum ed that they are polarized in the J#i
state. X , Y and Z are the Paulim atrices operating on
electron and nuclear soins. That is

X = vid = 5 @)

O perations which m ay be perform ed on any system
are govemed by the H am iltonian of the system . W e now
describe the e ective soin H am iltonian for two adjpcent
qubits of the K ane quantum com puter and give a short
physical m otivation for each term which m akes up the
overallH am iltonian:

XZ
Hp, +Ha, + Hy+ Hyg: @)

i=1

where the summ ation is over each donor atom in the
system , i.

U nder typical operating conditions, a constant m ag—
netic eld B w illbe applied to the entire system , perpen—
dicular to the surface. T his contributes Zeaem an energies
to the Ham iltonian:

Hg = G nBZpn+ pBZe: 3)
A typicalvalue for the K ane quantum com puter ofB =
20T gives Zeam an energy for the electrons of y B
0:116m eV, and for the nuckusg, ,B 741 10°mev.
T he hyper ne Interaction couplesbetween nuclkar and
electronic spin. T he contribution of the hyper ne inter—

action to the H am iltonian is

Ha =A ¢ nr )

w here strength, A , ofthe hyper ne interaction is propor—
tional to the value of the electron wave-fiinction evali—
ated at the nucleus,

8
A=— BGn nJ (O)jz ®)

3

A typicalstrength for the hyper ne Interaction isA =
12 10 *meV . Charged A -G ates placed directly above
each P nuclus distort the shape of the electronic wave—
function thereby reducing the strength of the hyper ne
coupling. The nature ofthise ect is under num erical in—
vestigation .]. For the purposes of this paper we have
assum ed that i will be possbl to vary the hyper ne
coupling by up to approxin ately 50% .

T he exchange interaction couples ad-poent electrons.
Tts contridbution to the H am iltonian is:

Hy=Jd ¢ e 7 ©)

where e; and e, are two adpoent electrons. The m agni-
tude, J, of the exchange interaction depends on the over—
lap of adpoent electronic w ave-functions. J-G atesplaced
betw een nuclei distort both electronic wavefiinctions to
Increase or decrease the m agnitude ofthis interaction. A
typicalvalue for the exchange energy is4J = 0:124m &V,
and for the purposes of this paper we assum e that it will
be possbl to vary the m agniude of the exchange inter—
action from J=0to J 0:043mev .

A rotating m agnetic eld, of strength B ;. rotating at
a frequency of ! ;. can be applied, perpendicular to the
constant m agnetic eld, B . The contrdbution of the ro—
tating m agnetic eld to the H am iltonian is:

Haic = K cos(lact) + Yy sin (! acB)]

Kecos(lact) + Yesin(tact)l; (7)

ql nBaC
+ 8Bac

w here the strength ofthe rotating m agnetic eld isenvi-
sioned tobe B,.  0:0025T .



At an operating tem perature of T = 100m K , the elec—
tronsare alm ost allpolarized by them agnetic eld. That
is:

e 244 107%2: ®)

W eassum e that electronsarepolarized In the j#i state,
and use nuckar spin states as our com putationalbasis.

B . Z Rotations

Single qubit rotations are required to In plem ent the
tw o qubit gates descrlbbed in this paper, as well as being
essential for universality. In fact, as we will see they
contrbute signi cantly to the overalltin e and delity of
each two qubit gate. It is therefore In portant to consider
the tin e required to mplement Z , X and Y rotations.

In this subsection we describe how fast Z rotationsm ay
be perfom ed varying the voltage on the A G ates only.
A Z rotations is descrbed by the equation:

R,()=¢&7%: )

A Z gate (phase Ip),m ay be iIn plem ented as a rotation.
Tt is given up to a globalphase by:

Underthe In uence ofa constantm agnetic eld, B, to
second order in A .], each nuclei w ill undergo Lam or
precession around the Z axis, at frequency of

=2 B + 2A + 2n” : 11)
-1 9n n BB+gn B .

Z rotations m ay be perform ed by variation of the hy-
per ne interaction from A to A, giving a di erence in
rotation frequency of

2@?  p?)

At ———: 12)
BB + Yn nB

~l,=2@

Perturbing the hyper ne interaction for one of the
atom s, and allow ing free evolution w ill rotate this atom
w ith respect to the rotation of the unperturoed atom s.
T he speed of sihgle atom Z rotations depends how m uch
it is possible to vary the strength of the hyper ne inter-
action, A . For num erical sin ulation we use the typical
values shown in Tabkll.

U nder these conditions a Z gatem ay be perform ed on
a single nuclkar spin In approxin ately

& 0:021 s: 13)

D escription T erm Value
Unperturbed Hyper ne . 3
Thteraction A 01211 10 "mev
Hyper ne Interaction 3
A, K
D uring Z R otation 0:0606 10 “mev

TABLE I:TypicalParam eters for a Z Rotation

T hese rotations occur In a rotating fram e, that pre—
cesses around the Z axis wih a frequency equal to the
Lam or frequency. W e may have to allow a smalltine
of free evolution until nuclei that are not a ected by the
Z rotation ordentate them selves to their original phase.
T he tin e required for this operation is less than

t 002 s (14)

C. X and Y R otations

In this section we show how techniques, sin ilarto those
used n NM R .,.,.],may be used to in plem ent X
and Y rotations. X and Y rotations are described by the
equations:

ez*; s)
a7v ; (16)

Ry () =
Ry ()

X and Y rotations are perform ed by application of a
rotatingm agnetic eld, B ;.. T he rotatingm agnetic eld
is resonant w ith the Lam or precession frequency given
in Eq. [, that is:

lac= 1t 17)

In contrast to NM R, in the K ane proposal we have
direct controlover the Lam or frequency ofeach individ—
ualP nuclkus. By reducing the hyper ne coupling for the
atom we wish to target rom A to A wemay apply an
oscillating m agnetic eld that is only resonant w ith the
Lam or frequency of only one of the atom s. This allow s
us to Induce an X orY rotation on an individual atom .
To the rst order, the frequency of this rotation m ay be
approxin ated by:

Ay

~!x= G nBac 1+
9n nB

18)

The speed ofan X rotation is directly proportionalto
the strength of the rotating m agnetic eld, B .. A s the
strength ofthe rotatingm agnetic eld, B ;. Increases, the

delity of the operation decreases. T he reason is that in
frequency space the FullW idth HalfM axinum FW HM )
ofthe transition excited by the rotatingm agnetic eld in—
creases In proportionalto B,.. That is, as B ;. increases



D escription T erm Value
U“pelgluf;;dcgo{lper P A 04211 10°mev
Hé’i;ig“; ?fgggﬁ“ A, |00606 10°mev

Constamszgei?;didc Field B 2:000T

Rotat:'n%?r;?tlelﬁc Field B.. 0:0025T

TABLE II: TypicalParam eters for an X R otation

we begih to excite non—resonant transitions. T he larger
separation, In frequency space, between Lam or frequen—
cies, the sm aller this system atic error. Since the Lam or
precession frequency depends on how much we are able
to vary the hyper ne interaction, A, it determ ines how

strong we are able tom ake B 5.

Forthe purpose of sin ulation, the typicalvalues shown
in Tablk [ fr the unperturbed hyper ne interaction
strength A , the hyper ne interaction strength during the
X rotation A, applied m agnetic eld strength B, and
rotating m agnetic eld strength B .. were used.

U sing these param eters this gives the overall tim e to
perform an X gate on a single qubi In approxin ately:

ty 64 s: (19)

Any single qubit gate m ay be expressed as a product
of X, ¥ and Z rotations. Ideally, X and Y rotations
should be m inim ized because Z rotations m ay be per—
form ed much faster than X orY rotations. For exam ple,
a Hadam ard gate m ay be expressed as a product of Z
and X rotations:

H =R, E Rx E R, E H (20)

T hus, from the above discussion, H adam ard gate takes a
tin e of approxim ately:

t 32 s: (21)

D . Nuclear Spin Interaction

In this section we show the results of second order per—
turbation theory to describe the interaction between two
neighboring P atom s. T his interaction between nuclei is
coupled by electron interactions. W e consider the case
w here the hyper ne couplings, betw een each nucleus and
is electron are equal, that is:

A=A;=2Aj: 22)
W e allow coupling between electrons, that is:

J > 0; (23)

but restrict ourselves to be far from an electronic energy
Jevel crossing,

BB
> ¢

J

@4)

Under these conditions electrons w ill rem ain In the po—
larized J##1 ground state.

In this situation analysishasbeen perform ed using sec—
ond order perturbation theory 1. To second order in
A, the energy levels are:

Ey;; = 2B+ J+ 29, 1B+ 24; @25)
Eii; = 2sB+J L- ©26)
Pt BB + on nB’
E, ; = 2B+ J 2n” ; 27)
Pt 2B+ g, nB 27
Egoi = 28B+J 2g ,B 2A
2A% 2A%
7 (28)

BB+gn nB 2J BB+gn nB

w here the sym m etric B, i and antisym m etric g, i energy
elgenstates are given by:

1

Bl = P (JL0i+ P1i); @9)
1

Bni = 19—E @i Pli): 30)

N otice that the energies are sym m etric around

A2
Eo = 2BB +J
B+ g, B 2J
A2
_—— (31)
BB+gn nB

Sihcewe are free to choose our zero point energy tobe E g
(or equivalently ignore a globalphase of a wavefunction,
j i) wem ay rew rite the second order approxin ation as:

E ppi91: = ~lg; (32)
Ejpis, 1= ~ls; (33)
E 44ip,1= ~ls; (34)
E 41901 = ~lg; (35)

where !z and !s are given by:

2A + 29, B +

4
w
Il

a2 a2
7 (36)
BB + Yn nB BB + Yn nB 2J
a2 a2
~lg = : (37)
BB+gn nB 2J BB+gn nB

T he reason for this representation of the energy w ill be—
com e clear in the next section. T ypical values were used
during num erical sim ulation of the interaction between
nucleiare shown in Tabl M.



D escription T erm Value
Hyper ne Interaction 3
A H 7
during Interaction v 0119 107 mev
E xchange Interaction
during Interaction Ju 0:0423 m ev

TABLE III: TypicalP aram eters during Interaction

III. THE CANONICALDECOM POSITION

In this section we describe the canonical decom posi-
tion, and describe how this decom position m ay be ap—
plied to the K ane quantum com puter.

A . M athem aticalD escription of C anonical
D ecom position

T he canonical decom position .,.] decom poses any
two qubit uniary operator into a product of our single
qubit uniaries and one entangling unitary.

U= V%) Ucan 0 1 W2): (38)
whereVy,,V,, W 1 and W , are single qubit unitaries, and
Ucan is the two qubit interaction. The symbol  repre—
sents the tensor product of two m atrices.

Ucan has a sinpl orm nvolving only three param e—
ters, x, yand ,:

ixX X _iyY Y

Ucan = € € SR

e (39)
This purely non-local tem is known as the interaction
content ofthe gate. It isnot di cul to show thateach of
the temm s in the Interaction content, et =¥ % , gt v¥ ¥
and €' % %, commute w ith each other.

Physically each of the tem s e* *X ¥, et v¥ ¥ and
et 2?2 2 correspond to a type of controlled rotation. For
exam ple, ©low ing Ref. ]

i,2 2z
= oos ,1I I+ isin ,Z Z

= s , (Pi0j+ Jlihl9) I

+isin . (PiROJ Jihl) Z
= Pi0j ¥+ qimj et :”
= I é&:2 Ppi0j I + ding e % w0)

T his show s that up to a single qubit rotation, et =% 2
is equivalent to a controlled Z rotation. T his holds true
for the other two tem s. If we denote the eigenstates of
X by

41)
@4z)

+ K+ 4
X i

X}(+l=

then a sin ilar analysis show s that

I eixx eixx X
= ki I+ kix 3 e <X; @3
and that
I elvY gy Y
= Juiy,J I+ iy J e ¥ (44)

T hese operations are equivalent to controlled rotations in
the X and Y directions respectively. For the rst case,
if the control qubit is in the k i state an X rotation is
applied to the target qubit, and not applied ifthe control
qubit is in the ¥k, i state. Sim flarly forY .

Sihgle qubit rotations, V1;V, ;W 1;W , are possible on
the K ane quantum com puting architecture, the rem ain—
Ing task is to specify the pulse sequence for the purely
entangling unitary U.a, - Fortunately this is always pos—
sble, asany Interaction W ith single qubit rotations) be-
tween the two nucki is su cient [MM]. Tn fact, i is a
relatively sin ple task to use aln ost any interaction be-
tween qubits to generate any desired operation.

B . Calculation of the Interaction C ontent betw een
N uclei

In this subsection wew illsee how it ispossible to apply
the canonical decom position to the K ane quantum com —
puter. T his is in portant as thisnatural interaction ofthe
system will be m anipulated by sihglk qubit unitaries to

nd the pulse schem e of any two qubit gate. T he canon—
ical decom position provides a unique way of looking at
this Interaction.

T he Interaction we w illapply the canonicaldecom posi-
tion to is free evolution of the con guration described in
Sec.lllM, using the results cited there from second order
perturbation theory. A ffer a particular tin e of free evo—
Jution, our system w illhave evolred according to unitary
dynam ics, which we m ay decom pose using the canonical
decom position :

Ugys = V;° VUL, W7 W)); 45)
w here the super-script ¥ indicates a physical operation
present In our system .

W e wish to nd the interaction content UZ,, of this
free evolution. System atic m ethods for doing this are
given in .,.,.]. T his ism ost easily done by noting
any interaction content, U.y, is diagonalin the so-called
m agic basis, otherw ise known as the Bell basis. This

basis is:



1
Jai= ?—E(jmi*' J1i); 46)
j i = p—g@m 119); @7
.. 1 , ,

jai= p—z(ji)ll J104); 48)
i = p—El(j)li+ 3101) : 49)

_ x, yand , are related to the eigenvaluese! *, et 2,
e 3 and e" * ofUcsn . That is:

1= o+ oy vt i (50)
, = xt oyt i (1)
3 = x y 27 (52)
a =+ xt+ 4+ (53)

Tt ispossible to relate these eigenvalues to our system .
A fter a tin e t, each of the eigenstates of the system will
have evolved according the Schrodinger equation, which
wemay view as having perform ed an operation Ugys ()
on the system . Aswe showed 1 Sec. lll:

Ugyedlli = e'te 914; (54)
UgysPOi = e *2° POi; (55)
Ugys Bl = € %2 34 (56)
Usys Bl = e *° a4 G7)
where
s = st (58)
B = !pt: (59)

ApplyingEgs. Il { I toEgs. ) { M), we obtai:

UgysJ 11 = cos(g)]j 11 si(g)] 24s (60)
Usys] 21 = cos(g)Jj 2i+ sin(g)J 145 (61)
Usysd 3i = e *° 3 3% (62)
Usysd 4 = €13 4is (63)

This show s that in the m agic basis, Uy, is given by:

2 3
cos(g) sh(s) O 0 ;
_ sin(g) cos(s) 0 0 .
Usys_g 0 0 eis 0 5 - (64)
0 0 0 ets

Tt ispossbl to nd the elgenvalues 1, ,, 3 and 4.
W e note that the eigenvalues of UT U in the m agic basis
are given by

UTU) = fe?t1;eh 2,62t 5 ;6 g 65)

Calculation of the eigenvalues of U] [Ugys is easy since
U gysU sys is already diagonalin this basis, w ith diagonal
elem ents being £1;1;e 25 ;e?t s g. Care must be exer-
cised at this point, because it is not clear which branch
should be used when taking the argum ent. In our case,
as ong as 0 s 5 .]then

1= 0; (66)
2 = 0; 67)
3 = s (68)
4 = + g5 (69)

UsingEgs. ) { ) wem ay solve for the coe cients
xr y and ., giving:

(70)

X 0
[}
~.

(71)

[}
~.

N 0 o0
E?Nll—‘Nll—‘

(72)

Single qubit rotations, W #;W J;V,°;V,’, Induced are Z
rotations. Z rotations are fast, and m ay be canceled in
com paratively little tin e by single qubi Z rotations In
the opposite direction:

VY ) Usys 07 W) =05, (73)
For notational convenience we w ill now label the inter—
action content of the system by an angle rather than by
istim e. The tin e Por this Interaction m ay be calculated

through Egs. ) { ), Il and Il). TherefPre, we
w rite:

Us ()=eix X+1iY Y, (74)
w here

1
= 5 S - (75)

T his analysis has been based on second order pertur—
bation theory. A swe approach the electronic energy level
crossing, this approach is no longer valid. C lose to this
crossing num erical analysis show s the eigenvalues are no
onger symm etric which inplies § becom es non—zero.
Unfortunately in this regin e, we excite the system into
higher energy electronic con gurations.

G iven any two qubit gate, such as the CNOT gate,
there are m any di erent possble choices of single qubit
rotations and free evolution that w i1l in plem ent a desired
gate. Z rotations are faster single qubit rotations than X
and Y rotations, and therefore it is desirable to m Inim ize
X and Y rotations in order to optin ize the tim e required,
for any given two qubit gate.



Iv. THE CNOT AND CONTROLLED Z GATES
A . Introduction

The CNOT gate is a particularly offen cited exam ple
of a two qubit gate. CNOT and single qubi rotations
are universal for quantum com putation ﬁ]. M any in -
plem entations, ncluding the K ane proposal l], use this
fact to dem onstrate that they can, In principle, perform
any quantum algorithm . Tt is a m em ber of the so-called
fault tolerant ﬁ] set of gates, which are universal for
quantum com puting, and are particularly im portant in
error correction. In this section we nd a pulse scheme
to mplem ent the CNO T gate on theK ane quantum com —
puter.

C ontrolled Z rotations, som etim es know n as controlled
phase gates, are som e of the m ost In portant operations
for In plem enting quantum algorithm s. In particular,
one of the sin plest ways to In plem ent quantum Fourier
transform ations Q FT s) usesm ultiple controlled Z rota—
tions (see for exam ple ]). Single qubit rotations and
the controlled Z gate are, ke the CNO T gate, universal
forquantum com putation. C ontrolled Z rotationsm ay be
used In the construction of controlled X and Y rotations.
In this section we nd a pulse schem e to in plem ent any
controlled Z rotation on the K ane quantum com puter.

Because these two gates have sin ilar interaction con—
tents we consider them together. W e will st show how
to construct a controlled Z gate of any angle, and use
this gate directly to construct a CNO T gate.

A controlled Z rotation of angle  is de ned in the

com putational basis by
2100 03
6010 07
Uz()=4001051 (76)
000 ¢&

T he canonicaldecom position ofthe controlled Z rotation
by an angle hasan interaction content consisting of:

x = 0; (77)
v = 0; (78)
2= 5 (79)

T his interaction content m ay be found by using system —
atic m ethods ., ., .]. The controlled Z gate also
requires a Z rotation as described by Eq. ).

CNOT is de ned In the com putational basis by the
m atrix

210003

01007
UCN0T=400015 (80)

0010

T he canonicaldecom position of CNO T hasan interaction

content w ith angles of

x = 0; 81)
y = 0; ©2)
2= ¢ 83)

SihcetheCNO T and Controlled Z gatesareboth types
of controlled rotation sin ilar to those described In Sec.
I, i is not a surprise that they have a sin ilar in—
teraction content. In fact, Control Z gates (that is, a
controlled Z rotation by an anglke of ) and CNOT gates
have an identical interaction content, and are therefore
equivalent up to single qubit rotations. A CNOT gate
m ay be constructed from a ControlZ gate conjugated by
I H.

B . The Construction

Our rsttask In nding a suiable pulse schem e orthe
controlled Z rotation to nd a pulse schem e which In ple-
m ents the interaction content Eqgs. ) { )] of the
controlled Z rotation. Technigques have direct analogues
nnMr B, M.

The rsttechnique .]jsto conjugateby I X ,I Y,
orI Z to change the sign of two of these param eters.

For exam ple:
X+1iy,Y Y+i,z2 2 @ 7)

i,Y Y+i,z 2.

T z) &%
i4xX X

= e (84)

T his can be usefii], because it allow s us to exactly cancel
every controlled rotation exoept one:

I Z) Uean ( Z) Uean = e =% 2. (85)

In ourcase, however, ftumsoutthat ; = 0. In orderto
reorder the param eters a usefiil technique is to conjugate
by Hadam ards .]. This is one of only severalchoices of
sihgle qubit rotations which reorder the param eters. In
this case the order of the param eters is:

X+iyY

(I'I H)éXX Y+iZZZ(I_I H)

— o X X+iyY Y+iz 2z, 86)
C om bining these two techniques gives the follow ing con—

struction

)¢, ; @ H)@ I

H H)U:an 5 H H):

> @®7)

To nd the nal construction, several one qubit opti-
m izations were m ade by com bining adpcent single qubit
rotations and using the identities:
HZH = X;

HH = TI:

88)
®9)



O perations m ay be perform ed in parallel. For exam —
ple, perform Ing identical X or Y rotations on separate
nuclei is a natural operation ofthe system , because m ag—
netic eldsare applied globally. P erform ing operations in
parallelis faster, and also higher delity than perform ing
them oneatatime.

T he construction of the controlled Z rotation is shown
in Fig.ll. Tn this circuit the single qubit rotations speci-

ed in Eq. ) have been included. T he period of inter—
action between nuclkim ay be increased or decreased to

produce controlled rotationsby any angle, , as speci ed

nEgs. ), ), ) and .

— H A — x| — 5 R: & |—
U s U s

— B A — 5 HR: 37 |—

FIG .2: Circui D jagram for Controlled Z Pulse Sequence

Our task of constructing a CNO T is now com paratively
sin ple. W e note that a CNO T gate has the sam e inter—
action tem as the controlled Z (controlled phase) oper-
ation. These gates are therefore equivalent up to local
operations.

Conjugation by T H willtum a controlled Z oper—
ation into a CNO T gate. Using som e sin ple one qubit
dentities to sin plify the rotations at the beginning and
end ofthe pulse sequencesw e arrive at the decom position
illustrated in the circuit diagram shown in Fig.H.

®|
|

©]

FIG . 3: Circuit diagram for CNO T pulse sequence

C. Tim e and F idelity

T hroughout the paper we de ne delity as

F G 43od)=h Joif; (90)

D escription Tine

X rotations 126 s

Z rotations 02 s

2 qubit interaction| 32 s
Total 160 s

TABLE IV:Tine orCNOT G ate

w ith j ibeing the actual state obtained from evolution,
and j ¢ibeing the state which is desired. W e de ne the
error in term s ofthe delity as

E=mjalx[l F G 14iJodl: 91)
w here the m axim um ization is perform ed over the output
of all the com putationalbasis states, j i.

N um erical sin ulations w ere carried out by num erically
Integrating Schrodinger’s equation forthe H am ittonian of
the system , Eq. ). T he resuls of this num erical sin u—
lation forthe pulse sequence ofthe CNO T gate are shown
in Fig.ll. These graphs show each of the states and the
transitionswhich arem ade. In these gures it ispossbl
to see the evolution of each of the four com putational
basis states. T he control qubit is the second qubit and
the target qubit is the st qubit.

A ccording to the num erical results, a full C ontrolled
Z gate takes a totaltine 0of 163 s and has an error of
approxinately 4 10 °. Similarly we nd the CNOT
gate takes a totaltine 0£16:0 s. T he tim e required for
this gate can be grouped as shown in Tabl .

X and Y rotationsm ake up the m a prity of the time
taken to im plem ent the controlled Z and CNO T gates.
In the CNOT gate, only 32 sis spent in plem enting the
entangling part ofthe gate, whereas 12:6 s is required to
Inplement the X and Y rotations.

W e can see via sim ulation that the system atic error In
the CNOT gate is approxin ately 4 10 °. Som e of this
error w illbe due to errors during sim ulation, and break—
down of the second order approxim ation. A large part
ofthe error, particularly if the hyper ne interaction m ay
not be varied very m uch, is due to X rotationswhere un—
intended non-resonant transitions are excited along w ith
the intended rotation.

V. THE SWAP AND SQUARE ROOT OF SWAP
GATES

A . Introduction

O ne of the m ost in portant gates for the K ane quan—
tum com puter is envisioned to be the swap gate. This
is because, In the K ane proposal, only nearest neighbor
Interactions are allowed. This gate swaps the quantum
state oftwo qubits. By using the swap gate it ispossble
to swap qubits until they are nearest neighbors, interact
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FIG .4: Num erical sin ulation ofthe CNO T gate show iIng di erent initial conditions

them , and then swap them back again. Having an e —
cient m ethod to interact qubits which are not ad-poent
to each other is therefore I portant, and the swap gate,
w ith itshigh levelof inform ation transfer, is one possble
m ethod of achieving this.

T he square root of sw ap gate hasbeen suggested forthe
quantum dot soin based quantum com puter architecture
.], where it is a particularly natural operation. In our
system it is not such a natural operation, but that does
not m ean that we cannot construct it. Like the CNOT
gate, the square root of swap (together w ith single qubit
rotations) is universal for quantum com putation. In this
section we nd a pulse sequence to in plem ent both the
swap and the square root of swap gates on the K ane
quantum com puter architecture.

The swap gate is de ned in the com putational basis

by:
2ZI_OOO3
600107
USwap: 4 010 05 92)
0001

T he canonical decom position of the swap gate has an

Interaction content w ith angles of:

== 7 93)
y = 7 (94)
z = 95)

N
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FIG .5: Circuit D lagram for the Swap gate pulse sequence

|

FIG.6: The Circuit D Jagram for the Square R oot of Swap Pulse Sequence

T he square root of swap gate is de ned in the com pu—
tationalbasis by :

2 3
10 0o 0
01a+d ia 49 o
= 2 2
Uss go 1@ Hia+d) 00 o)
0 0 0o 1

T he canonicaldecom position ofthe square root ofsw ap
gate has an interaction term consisting of:

== gi ©7
v = g (98)
z = E: (99)

Since the square root of swap and swap gates have es-
sentially the sam e Interaction content, their constructions
are very sin ilar, and are therefore considered together
here.

B . The Construction

T he easiest way to construct a swap gate is sin ply to
use free evolution to obtain the angles ; and ¢ which
is natural for our system . The only ram aining tem is
the , tem , which for our system w ill naturally be 0.
W emay obtain this term by applying a pulse sequence
sim ilar to the C ontrolled Z rotation as descrdbed in Sec.
. T he resulting construction swap gate is shown i the
diagram in Fig.H.

T he Interaction content ofthe square root of swap gate
is exactly half that of the swap gate, and it is negative.

W e use exactly the sam e technigue used to obtain the
sw ap gate, only allow ing the nuclkito interact for exactly
half the tin e. To m ake the term s negative we con jigate
by Z I. The construction of the square root of swap
gate obtained using this m ethod is shown in Fig. H.

C . Speed and F idelity

T he swap and square root of sw ap gatesw ere sin ulated
num erically. T he resulting transitions for the swap gate
are shown in Fig. [ll. Sim ilar results were cbtained for
the square root of swap gate, not shown here.

The swap gate takesa totaltine 0f 192 s, and hasa

delity of approxin ately 7 10 °. Them aprity oftin e
in this gate istaken by X and Y rotations, which are also
the m a pr source of error.

T his is substantially faster than an existing suggestion
for the swap gate ]of 192 s. It is also faster than
using three adiabaticCNO T gates, w hich would take ap—
proxin ately 78 s.

A cocording to num erical sin ulation the square root of
swap gate takes16:8 s and hasan error ofapproxin ately
5 10 °. Thisisthe rstexplict proposal forthe K ane
quantum com puter for the square root of swap gate.

The square root of swap gate has been suggested
In the context of quantum ocom putation for quantum
dots .]. It is universal for quantum com putation
and therefore can be used to construct a CNOT gate.
Unfrtunately in this case, a CNOT constructed from
the square root of swap gate presented here would take
approxin ately 40 s which ismuch longer than the pulse
sequence presented in this paper or the CNO T gate.
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FIG.7: Numerical Sin ulation of the Swap G ate

VI. CONCLUSION

W e have shown how the canonical decom position m ay
be applied to the K ane quantum com puter. W e found
the canonicaldecom position ofa naturaloperation ofthe
com puter, that is, free evolution w ith hyper ne interac—
tions equal and the exchange interaction non-zero. W e
then used this interaction to form two qubit gates which
m ay be applied to the K ane quantum com puter. T hese
gates and theirtin esand delities are shown in Tablk .

The m aprity of the tim e required to im plem ent each
ofthese tw o qubit gates isused to in plem ent single qubit
rotations. W ere we able to perform these rotations faster
and m ore accurately then the gates presented here would
also bene t. Another possibl avenue of research is to

G ate Tin e E rror
CNOT 160 sl4 10°

Swap 192 s|7 10°
Square Root of Swap|162 s|5 10 5
C ontrolled Z 161 s|l4 10°

TABLE V :Gate T in es and F idelities

nvestigate the e ect of decoherence on the system .

To our know ledge this is the fastest proposal for swap,
square root of swap, CNOT and controlled Z opera-—
tions on the K ane quantum com puter architecture. W e
have shown how a representative set of two qubit gates
may be inplem ented on the K ane quantum com puter.
T hese m ethods m ay prove particularly powerfilbecause
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they only involre characterization by three param eters
which m ay be detem ined theoretically, as shown here,
or through experin ent. O nce determ ined, these param —

Henry Haselgrove and Tobias O doome for help and ad-
vice. HSG would lke to acknow ledge support from a
Hew lettP ackard Fellow ship.

etersm ay be used to construct any two qubit gate.
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