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In thispaperwe apply the canonicaldecom position oftwo qubitunitariesto �nd pulse schem es

to controltheproposed K anequantum com puter.W eexplicitly �nd pulsesequencesfortheCNO T,

swap,square root ofswap and controlled Z rotations. W e analyze the speed and �delity ofthese

gates,both ofwhich com pare favorably to existing schem es.The pulse sequencespresented in this

paperare theoretically faster,higher�delity,and sim pler.Any two qubitgate m ay be easily found

and im plem ented using sim ilarpulsesequences.Num ericalsim ulation isused to verify theaccuracy

ofeach pulse schem e.

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Theadventofquantum algorithm s[1,2]thatcan out-

perform thebestknown classicalalgorithm shasinspired

m any di�erent proposals for a practicalquantum com -

puter [3,4,5,6,7,8,9]. O ne ofthe m ost prom ising

proposalswaspresented by K ane [9]. In thisproposala

solid statequantum com puterbased on thenuclearspins

of31P atom swassuggested. Although initially di�cult

tofabricate,thisschem ehasseveraladvantagesoverrival

schem es[3,4,5,6,7,8].Theseincludethecom paratively

long decoherence tim es ofthe 31P nuclear and electron

spins[10,11,12,13,14,15,16,17],the sim ilarity to ex-

isting Sifabrication technology,and the ability to scale.

There have been two m ain proposals for pulse se-

quencesto im plem enta CNO T gate on the K ane quan-

tum com puter. In the initialproposal[9]an adiabatic

CNO T gate was suggested. Since that tim e the de-

tails ofthis gate have been investigated and optim ized

[18, 19, 20, 21]. This adiabatic schem e takes a total

tim e ofapproxim ately 26�s and has a system atic error

ofapproxim ately 5� 10� 5 [19].Asgood astheseresults

are,non-adiabatic gates have the potentialto be faster

with higher�delity and allow advanced techniquessuch

ascom positerotationsand m odi�ed RF pulses[22,23].

W ellard et al. [24] proposed a non-adiabatic pulse

schem e for the CNO T and swap gates. They present

a CNO T gate that takes a totaltim e ofapproxim ately

80�s with an error(as de�ned later in Eq.(91)) ofap-

proxim ately4� 10� 4.Although thisgateisnon-adiabatic

itisslowerthan itsadiabatic counterpart.Forthe non-

adiabaticswap gatea totaltim ewascalculated of192�s.

O ne ofthe m ostusefultoolsin considering two qubit

unitary interactions is the canonicaldecom position [25,

26,27].Thisdecom position expressesany twoqubitgate

asa productofsinglequbitrotationsand a sim pleinter-
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action content.Theinteraction contentcan beexpressed

usingjustthreeparam eters.In thelim itthatsinglequbit

rotationstakenegligibletim e(in com parison tothespeed

ofinteraction),this decom position can be used to �nd

optim alschem es [26, 27],and ofparticular inspiration

to thispaperisan alm ostoptim alsystem aticm ethod to

constructthe CNO T gate[28].

It is not possible to apply those optim al schem es

[26,27]directly to the K ane quantum com puting archi-

tecture. They assum e single qubit gatestake negligible

tim ein com parison with two qubitinteractions,whereas

on the K ane architecture,they do not. Secondly,in the

proposalfortheK anecom puter,adjacentnucleiarecou-

pled via theexchangeand hyper�neinteractionsthrough

theelectrons,ratherthan directly,and so wehavea four

‘qubit’system (twoelectronsand twonuclei)ratherthan

a two qubitsystem . Although we cannotapply optim al

schem esdirectly,in thispaperwe use the canonicalde-

com position to sim plify two qubitgatedesign.

Apart from being sim ple to design and understand,

gates described in this paper have m any desirable fea-

tures.Som e featuresofthese gatesinclude:

1.They are sim pler,higher �delity and faster than

existing proposals.

2.They do not require sophisticated pulse shapes,

such asare envisioned in the adiabatic schem e,to

im plem ent.

3.Any two qubit gate can be im plem ented directly

using sim ilarschem es.Thisallowsusto im plem ent

gatesdirectlyratherthan asaseriesofCNO T gates

and singlequbitrotations.

This paper is organized as follows. Sec.II gives an

overview of the K ane quantum com puter architecture

and single qubitrotations.Sec.IIIdescribesthe canon-

icaldecom position as it applies to the K ane quantum

com puter. Section IV describespulse schem es for Con-

trolZ gates and CNO T gates. Sec.V gives potential

pulse schem es for swap and square root ofswap gates.

Finally,theconclusion,Section VI,sum m arizesthe�nd-

ingsofthispaper.
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II. T H E K A N E Q U A N T U M C O M P U T ER

A . T he K ane A rchitecture

A schem atic diagram ofthe K ane quantum com puter

architecture is shown in Fig.1. The short description

given here follows G oan and M ilburn [18]. This archi-

tecture consists of 31P atom s doped in a puri�ed 28Si

(I = 0) host. Each P atom has nuclear spin ofI = 1

2
.

Electrodesplaced directlyaboveeach P atom arereferred

toasA-G ates,and thosebetween atom sarereferredtoas

J-G ates. An oxide barrierseparatesthe electrodesfrom

the P doped Si.

FIG .1:The K ane Q uantum Com puterArchitecture

Each P atom has �ve valence electrons. As a �rst

approxim ation, four of these electrons form covalent

bonds to neighboring Siatom s,with the �fth form ing

a hydrogen-likeS-orbitalaround each P+ ion.Thiselec-

tron is loosely bound to the P donor and has a Bohr

radius ofa�B � 3nm ,allowing an electron m ediated in-

teraction between neighboring nuclei.

In this paper nuclear spin states willbe represented

by the states j1iand j0i. Electronic spin states willbe

represented by j"iand j#i.W here electronicstatesare

om itted,itisassum ed thatthey arepolarized in thej#i

state. X ,Y and Z are the Paulim atricesoperating on

electron and nuclearspins.Thatis

X = �x;Y = �y;Z = �z: (1)

O perations which m ay be perform ed on any system

aregoverned by theHam iltonian ofthesystem .W enow

describe the e�ective spin Ham iltonian fortwo adjacent

qubitsofthe K ane quantum com puterand give a short

physicalm otivation for each term which m akes up the

overallHam iltonian:

H =

2X

i= 1

H B i
+ H A i

+ H J + H aci: (2)

where the sum m ation is over each donor atom in the

system ,i.

Under typicaloperating conditions,a constant m ag-

netic�eld B willbeapplied to theentiresystem ,perpen-

dicularto thesurface.ThiscontributesZeem an energies

to the Ham iltonian:

H B = � gn�nB Zn + �B B Ze: (3)

A typicalvalue forthe K ane quantum com puterofB =

2:0T gives Zeem an energy for the electrons of�B B �

0:116m eV,and forthenucleusgn�nB � 7:1� 10� 5m eV.

Thehyper�neinteraction couplesbetween nuclearand

electronic spin. The contribution ofthe hyper�ne inter-

action to the Ham iltonian is

H A = A�e � �n; (4)

wherestrength,A,ofthehyper�neinteraction ispropor-

tionalto the value ofthe electron wave-function evalu-

ated atthe nucleus,

A =
8�

3
�B gn�nj (0)j

2
: (5)

A typicalstrength forthehyper�neinteraction isA =

1:2� 10� 4m eV.Charged A-G atesplaced directly above

each P nucleusdistortthe shape ofthe electronic wave-

function thereby reducing the strength ofthe hyper�ne

coupling.Thenatureofthise�ectisundernum ericalin-

vestigation [29]. Forthe purposesofthispaperwe have

assum ed that it willbe possible to vary the hyper�ne

coupling by up to approxim ately 50% .

The exchange interaction couples adjacent electrons.

Itscontribution to the Ham iltonian is:

H J = J�e1 � �e2; (6)

where e1 and e2 aretwo adjacentelectrons.The m agni-

tude,J,oftheexchangeinteraction dependson theover-

lap ofadjacentelectronicwave-functions.J-G atesplaced

between nucleidistort both electronic wavefunctions to

increaseordecreasethem agnitudeofthisinteraction.A

typicalvalueforthe exchangeenergy is4J = 0:124m eV,

and forthepurposesofthispaperweassum ethatitwill

bepossibleto vary them agnitudeoftheexchangeinter-

action from J = 0 to J � 0:043m eV.

A rotating m agnetic �eld,ofstrength B ac rotating at

a frequency of!ac can be applied,perpendicularto the

constantm agnetic �eld,B . The contribution ofthe ro-

tating m agnetic�eld to the Ham iltonian is:

H ac = � gn�nB ac [X n cos(!act)+ Yn sin(!act)]

+ �B B ac [X ecos(!act)+ Ye sin(!act)];(7)

wherethestrength oftherotating m agnetic�eld isenvi-

sioned to be B ac � 0:0025T.
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Atan operating tem peratureofT = 100m K,the elec-

tronsarealm ostallpolarized by them agnetic�eld.That

is:

n"e

n
#
e

� 2:14� 10
� 12

: (8)

W eassum ethatelectronsarepolarizedin thej#istate,

and use nuclearspin statesasourcom putationalbasis.

B . Z R otations

Single qubit rotations are required to im plem ent the

two qubitgatesdescribed in thispaper,aswellasbeing

essentialfor universality. In fact, as we willsee they

contributesigni�cantly to theoveralltim eand �delity of

each twoqubitgate.Itisthereforeim portanttoconsider

the tim e required to im plem entZ,X and Y rotations.

In thissubsection wedescribehow fastZ rotationsm ay

be perform ed varying the voltage on the A-G ates only.

A Z rotationsisdescribed by the equation:

R z(�)= e
i�
2
Z
: (9)

A Z gate(phase
ip),m ay beim plem ented asa rotation.

Itisgiven up to a globalphaseby:

Z = � iRz (�): (10)

Underthein
uenceofa constantm agnetic�eld,B ,to

second orderin A [18],each nucleiwillundergo Larm or

precession around the Z axis,atfrequency of

~!l= 2gn�nB + 2A +
2A 2

�B B + gn�nB
: (11)

Z rotations m ay be perform ed by variation ofthe hy-

per�ne interaction from A to A z giving a di�erence in

rotation frequency of

~!z = 2(A � Az)+
2(A 2 � A2z)

�B B + gn�nB
: (12)

Perturbing the hyper�ne interaction for one of the

atom s,and allowing free evolution willrotate thisatom

with respect to the rotation ofthe unperturbed atom s.

Thespeed ofsingleatom Z rotationsdependshow m uch

itispossible to vary the strength ofthe hyper�ne inter-

action,A. For num ericalsim ulation we use the typical

valuesshown in TableI.

Undertheseconditionsa Z gatem ay beperform ed on

a singlenuclearspin in approxim ately

tZ � 0:021�s: (13)

D escription Term V alue

Unperturbed Hyper�ne

Interaction
A 0:1211� 10

�3
m eV

Hyper�neInteraction

D uring Z Rotation
A z 0:0606� 10

�3
m eV

TABLE I:TypicalParam etersfora Z Rotation

These rotations occur in a rotating fram e,that pre-

cesses around the Z axis with a frequency equalto the

Larm or frequency. W e m ay have to allow a sm alltim e

offreeevolution untilnucleithatarenota�ected by the

Z rotation orientate them selves to their originalphase.

Thetim e required forthisoperation islessthan

tF � 0:02�s (14)

C . X and Y R otations

In thissectionweshow how techniques,sim ilartothose

used in NM R [18,30,31],m ay be used to im plem entX

and Y rotations.X and Y rotationsaredescribed by the

equations:

R x(�) = e
i�
2
X
; (15)

R y(�) = e
i�
2
Y
: (16)

X and Y rotations are perform ed by application ofa

rotatingm agnetic�eld,B ac.Therotating m agnetic�eld

is resonantwith the Larm orprecession frequency given

in Eq.(11),thatis:

!ac = !l: (17)

In contrast to NM R,in the K ane proposalwe have

directcontrolovertheLarm orfrequency ofeach individ-

ualP nucleus.By reducingthehyper�necouplingforthe

atom we wish to targetfrom A to A x we m ay apply an

oscillating m agnetic �eld thatisonly resonantwith the

Larm orfrequency ofonly one ofthe atom s.Thisallows

usto induce an X orY rotation on an individualatom .

To the �rstorder,the frequency ofthisrotation m ay be

approxim ated by:

~!x = gn�nB ac

�

1+
A x

gn�nB

�

: (18)

The speed ofan X rotation isdirectly proportionalto

the strength ofthe rotating m agnetic �eld,B ac. Asthe

strength oftherotatingm agnetic�eld,B ac increases,the

�delity ofthe operation decreases.Thereason isthatin

frequency spacetheFullW idth HalfM axim um (FW HM )

ofthetransition excited bytherotatingm agnetic�eld in-

creasesin proportionalto B ac.Thatis,asB ac increases
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D escription Term V alue

Unperturbed Hyper�ne

Interaction
A 0:1211� 10

�3
m eV

Hyper�neInteraction

during X Rotation
A x 0:0606� 10

�3
m eV

ConstantM agnetic Field

Strength
B 2:000T

Rotating M agnetic Field

Strength
B ac 0:0025T

TABLE II:TypicalParam etersforan X Rotation

we begin to excite non-resonanttransitions. The larger

separation,in frequency space,between Larm orfrequen-

cies,thesm allerthissystem aticerror.Since theLarm or

precession frequency depends on how m uch we are able

to vary the hyper�ne interaction,A,it determ ines how

strong we areableto m akeB ac

Forthepurposeofsim ulation,thetypicalvaluesshown

in Table II for the unperturbed hyper�ne interaction

strength A,thehyper�neinteraction strength during the

X rotation A x,applied m agnetic �eld strength B ,and

rotating m agnetic �eld strength B ac wereused.

Using these param etersthis gives the overalltim e to

perform an X gateon a singlequbitin approxim ately:

tX � 6:4�s: (19)

Any single qubitgate m ay be expressed asa product

of X, Y and Z rotations. Ideally, X and Y rotations

should be m inim ized because Z rotations m ay be per-

form ed m uch fasterthan X orY rotations.Forexam ple,

a Hadam ard gate m ay be expressed as a product ofZ

and X rotations:

H = R z

�
�

2

�

R x

�
�

2

�

R z

�
�

2

�

: (20)

Thus,from theabovediscussion,Hadam ard gatetakesa

tim e ofapproxim ately:

tH � 3:2�s: (21)

D . N uclear Spin Interaction

In thissection weshow theresultsofsecond orderper-

turbation theory to describetheinteraction between two

neighboring P atom s.Thisinteraction between nucleiis

coupled by electron interactions. W e consider the case

wherethehyper�necouplings,between each nucleusand

itselectron areequal,thatis:

A = A 1 = A 2: (22)

W e allow coupling between electrons,thatis:

J > 0; (23)

butrestrictourselvesto befarfrom an electronicenergy

levelcrossing,

J �
�B B

2
: (24)

Under these conditions electrons willrem ain in the po-

larized j##iground state.

In thissituation analysishasbeen perform ed usingsec-

ond orderperturbation theory [18]. To second orderin

A,the energy levelsare:

E j11i = � 2�B B + J + 2gn�nB + 2A; (25)

E jsn i = � 2�B B + J �
2A 2

�B B + gn�nB
; (26)

E jan i = � 2�B B + J �
2A 2

�B B + gn�nB � 2J
; (27)

E j00i = � 2�B B + J � 2gn�nB � 2A

�
2A 2

�B B + gn�nB � 2J
�

2A 2

�B B + gn�nB
;(28)

wherethesym m etricjsniand anti-sym m etricjanienergy

eigenstatesaregiven by:

jsni =
1
p
2
(j10i+ j01i); (29)

jani =
1
p
2
(j10i� j01i): (30)

Noticethatthe energiesaresym m etricaround

E 0 = � 2�B B + J �
A 2

�B B + gn�nB � 2J

�
A 2

�B B + gn�nB
: (31)

SincewearefreetochooseourzeropointenergytobeE 0

(orequivalently ignorea globalphaseofa wavefunction,

j i)wem ay rewritethe second orderapproxim ation as:

E j##ij11i = ~!B ; (32)

E j##ijsn i = ~!S; (33)

E j##ijan i = � ~!S; (34)

E j##ij00i = � ~!B ; (35)

where!B and !S aregiven by:

~!B = 2A + 2gn�nB +

A 2

�B B + gn�nB
+

A 2

�B B + gn�nB � 2J
;(36)

~!S =
A 2

�B B + gn�nB � 2J
�

A 2

�B B + gn�nB
:(37)

The reason forthisrepresentation ofthe energy willbe-

com eclearin thenextsection.Typicalvalueswereused

during num ericalsim ulation ofthe interaction between

nucleiareshown in TableIII.
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D escription Term V alue

Hyper�neInteraction

during Interaction
A U 0:1197� 10

�3
m eV

Exchange Interaction

during Interaction
JU 0:0423 m eV

TABLE III:TypicalParam etersduring Interaction

III. T H E C A N O N IC A L D EC O M P O SIT IO N

In this section we describe the canonicaldecom posi-

tion,and describe how this decom position m ay be ap-

plied to the K anequantum com puter.

A . M athem aticalD escription ofC anonical

D ecom position

The canonicaldecom position [25,27]decom posesany

two qubitunitary operatorinto a productoffoursingle

qubitunitariesand oneentangling unitary.

U = (V1 
 V2)Ucan (W 1 
 W2): (38)

whereV1,V2,W 1 and W 2 aresinglequbitunitaries,and

Ucan isthe two qubitinteraction. The sym bol
 repre-

sentsthe tensorproductoftwo m atrices.

Ucan has a sim ple form involving only three param e-

ters,�x,�y and �z:

Ucan = e
i� x X 
 X

e
i� y Y 
 Y

e
i� zZ 
 Z : (39)

This purely non-localterm is known as the interaction

contentofthegate.Itisnotdi�culttoshow thateach of

the term sin the interaction content,ei� x X 
 X ,ei� y Y 
 Y

and ei� zZ 
 Z ,com m ute with each other.

Physically each ofthe term s ei� x X 
 X ,ei� y Y 
 Y ,and

ei� zZ 
 Z correspond to a typeofcontrolled rotation.For

exam ple,following Ref.[28]

e
i� zZ 
 Z

= cos�zI
 I+ isin�zZ 
 Z

= cos�z(j0ih0j+ j1ih1j)
 I

+ isin�z(j0ih0j� j1ih1j)
 Z

= j0ih0j
 e
i� zZ + j1ih1j
 e

� i� zZ

=
�

I
 e
i� zZ

� �

j0ih0j
 I + j1ih1j
 e
� i2� zZ

�

:(40)

Thisshowsthatup to a singlequbitrotation,ei� zZ 
 Z

isequivalentto a controlled Z rotation. Thisholdstrue

forthe othertwo term s. Ifwe denote the eigenstatesof

X by

X jx+ i = + jx+ i; (41)

X jx� i = � jx� i; (42)

then a sim ilaranalysisshowsthat

�

I
 e� i� x X
�

ei� x X 
 X

= jx+ ihx+ j
 I + jx� ihx� j
 e� i2� x X ; (43)

and that

�

I
 e� i� y Y
�

ei� y Y 
 Y

= jy+ ihy+ j
 I + jy� ihy� j
 e� i2� y Y : (44)

Theseoperationsareequivalenttocontrolled rotationsin

the X and Y directions respectively. For the �rstcase,

ifthe controlqubitisin the jx� istate an X rotation is

applied to thetargetqubit,and notapplied ifthecontrol

qubitisin the jx+ istate.Sim ilarly forY.

Single qubit rotations,V1;V2;W 1;W 2 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 Ucan.Fortunately thisisalwayspos-

sible,asany interaction (with singlequbitrotations)be-

tween the two nucleiis su�cient [32]. In fact,it is a

relatively sim ple task to use alm ostany interaction be-

tween qubitsto generateany desired operation.

B . C alculation ofthe Interaction C ontent betw een

N uclei

In thissubsection wewillseehow itispossibletoapply

the canonicaldecom position to the K anequantum com -

puter.Thisisim portantasthisnaturalinteraction ofthe

system willbe m anipulated by single qubit unitariesto

�nd thepulseschem eofany two qubitgate.Thecanon-

icaldecom position provides a unique way oflooking at

thisinteraction.

Theinteraction wewillapplythecanonicaldecom posi-

tion to isfreeevolution ofthecon�guration described in

Sec.IID,using theresultscited therefrom second order

perturbation theory.Aftera particulartim e offree evo-

lution,oursystem willhaveevolved accordingto unitary

dynam ics,which wem ay decom poseusing thecanonical

decom position:

Usys = (V
s
1 
 V

s
2 )U

s
can (W

s
1 
 W

s
2); (45)

where the super-script‘s’indicatesa physicaloperation

presentin oursystem .

W e wish to �nd the interaction content U s
can ofthis

free evolution. System atic m ethods for doing this are

given in [25,26,33]. Thisism osteasily done by noting

any interaction content,Ucan isdiagonalin theso-called

m agic basis, otherwise known as the Bellbasis. This

basisis:
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j�1i =
1
p
2
(j00i+ j11i); (46)

j�2i =
� i
p
2
(j00i� j11i); (47)

j�3i =
1
p
2
(j01i� j10i); (48)

j�4i =
� i
p
2
(j01i+ j10i): (49)

�x,�y and �z arerelated to theeigenvaluese
i�1,ei�2,

ei�3 and ei�4 ofUcan.Thatis:

�1 = + �x � �y + �z; (50)

�2 = � �x + �y + �z; (51)

�3 = � �x � �y � �z; (52)

�4 = + �x + �y + �z: (53)

Itispossibleto relatetheseeigenvaluesto oursystem .

Aftera tim e t,each ofthe eigenstatesofthe system will

have evolved according the Schr�odingerequation,which

we m ay view as having perform ed an operation Usys(t)

on the system .Asweshowed in Sec.IID:

Usysj11i = e
+ i�B j11i; (54)

Usysj00i = e
� i�B j00i; (55)

Usysjsi = e
+ i�S jsi; (56)

Usysjai = e
� i�S jai; (57)

where

�S = !St; (58)

�B = !B t: (59)

Applying Eqs.(54){ (57)to Eqs.(46){ (49),weobtain:

Usysj�1i = cos(�B )j�1i� sin(�B )j�2i; (60)

Usysj�2i = cos(�B )j�2i+ sin(�B )j�1i; (61)

Usysj�3i = e
� i�S j�3i; (62)

Usysj�4i = e
+ i�S j�4i: (63)

Thisshowsthatin the m agicbasis,Usys isgiven by:

Usys =

2

6
6
4

cos(�B ) sin(�B ) 0 0

� sin(�B ) cos(�B ) 0 0

0 0 e� i�S 0

0 0 0 ei�S

3

7
7
5
: (64)

Itispossibleto �nd theeigenvalues�1,�2,�3 and �4.

W e note thatthe eigenvaluesofU T U in the m agicbasis

aregiven by

�(U
T
U )= fe2i�1;e2i�2;e2i�3;e2i�4g: (65)

Calculation ofthe eigenvalues ofU T
sysUsys is easy since

U T
sysUsys isalready diagonalin thisbasis,with diagonal

elem ents being f1;1;e� 2i�S ;e2i�S g. Care m ust be exer-

cised atthispoint,because itisnotclearwhich branch

should be used when taking the argum ent. In ourcase,

aslong as0� �S � �

2
[33]then

�1 = 0; (66)

�2 = 0; (67)

�3 = � �S; (68)

�4 = + �S: (69)

Using Eqs. (50){ (53)we m ay solve forthe coe�cients

�x,�y and �z,giving:

�
s
x =

1

2
�S; (70)

�
s
y =

1

2
�S; (71)

�
s
z = 0: (72)

Single qubitrotations,W s
1;W

s
2;V

s
1 ;V

s
2 ,induced areZ

rotations. Z rotationsare fast,and m ay be canceled in

com paratively little tim e by single qubit Z rotations in

the oppositedirection:

(V
sy

1 
 V
sy

2 )Usys (W
sy

1 
 W
sy

2 )= U
s
can: (73)

For notationalconvenience we willnow labelthe inter-

action contentofthe system by an angle ratherthan by

itstim e.Thetim eforthisinteraction m ay becalculated

through Eqs. (70){ (72),(58)and (37). Therefore,we

write:

U
s
can(�)= e

i�X 
 X + i�Y 
 Y
; (74)

where

� =
1

2
�S: (75)

Thisanalysishasbeen based on second orderpertur-

bation theory.Asweapproach theelectronicenergylevel

crossing,this approach isno longervalid. Close to this

crossing num ericalanalysisshowstheeigenvaluesareno

longer sym m etric which im plies �sz becom es non-zero.

Unfortunately in this regim e,we excite the system into

higherenergy electroniccon�gurations.

G iven any two qubit gate,such as the CNO T gate,

there are m any di�erentpossible choicesofsingle qubit

rotationsand freeevolution thatwillim plem entadesired

gate.Z rotationsarefastersinglequbitrotationsthan X

and Y rotations,and thereforeitisdesirableto m inim ize

X and Y rotationsin ordertooptim izethetim erequired,

forany given two qubitgate.
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IV . T H E C N O T A N D C O N T R O LLED Z G A T ES

A . Introduction

The CNO T gate isa particularly often cited exam ple

ofa two qubit gate. CNO T and single qubit rotations

are universalfor quantum com putation [34]. M any im -

plem entations,including the K ane proposal[9],use this

factto dem onstrate thatthey can,in principle,perform

any quantum algorithm .Itisa m em berofthe so-called

fault tolerant [35]set ofgates,which are universalfor

quantum com puting,and are particularly im portant in

errorcorrection. In this section we �nd a pulse schem e

toim plem enttheCNO T gateon theK anequantum com -

puter.

Controlled Z rotations,som etim esknown ascontrolled

phase gates,are som e ofthe m ostim portantoperations

for im plem enting quantum algorithm s. In particular,

one ofthe sim plestwaysto im plem entquantum Fourier

transform ations(Q FTs)usesm ultiple controlled Z rota-

tions (see for exam ple [36]). Single qubit rotations and

the controlled Z gateare,likethe CNO T gate,universal

forquantum com putation.ControlledZ rotationsm aybe

used in theconstruction ofcontrolled X and Y rotations.

In thissection we �nd a pulse schem e to im plem entany

controlled Z rotation on the K anequantum com puter.

Because these two gateshave sim ilarinteraction con-

tentsweconsiderthem together.W ewill�rstshow how

to construct a controlled Z gate ofany angle,and use

thisgatedirectly to constructa CNO T gate.

A controlled Z rotation of angle � is de�ned in the

com putationalbasisby

U�Z (�)=

2

6
4

1 0 0 0

0 1 0 0

0 0 1 0

0 0 0 ei�

3

7
5 : (76)

Thecanonicaldecom position ofthecontrolled Z rotation

by an angle� hasan interaction contentconsisting of:

�x = 0; (77)

�y = 0; (78)

�z =
�

2
: (79)

Thisinteraction contentm ay be found by using system -

atic m ethods [25, 26, 33]. The controlled Z gate also

requiresa Z rotation asdescribed by Eq.(40).

CNO T is de�ned in the com putationalbasis by the

m atrix

UC N O T =

2

6
4

1 0 0 0

0 1 0 0

0 0 0 1

0 0 1 0

3

7
5 : (80)

Thecanonicaldecom positionofCNO T hasaninteraction

contentwith anglesof

�x = 0; (81)

�y = 0; (82)

�z =
�

4
: (83)

SincetheCNO T and Controlled Z gatesareboth types

ofcontrolled rotation sim ilar to those described in Sec.

IIIA, it is not a surprise that they have a sim ilar in-

teraction content. In fact,ControlZ gates (that is,a

controlled Z rotation by an angleof�)and CNO T gates

have an identicalinteraction content,and are therefore

equivalent up to single qubit rotations. A CNO T gate

m ay beconstructed from a ControlZ gateconjugated by

I
 H .

B . T he C onstruction

O ur�rsttask in �ndingasuitablepulseschem eforthe

controlled Z rotation to �nd a pulseschem ewhich im ple-

m ents the interaction content [Eqs. (77) { (79)]ofthe

controlled Z rotation. Techniqueshave directanalogues

in NM R [30,31].

The�rsttechnique[28]istoconjugateby I
 X ,I
 Y ,

orI
 Z to change the sign oftwo ofthese param eters.

Forexam ple:

(I
 Z) ei� x X 
 X + i� y Y 
 Y + i� zZ 
 Z (I
 Z)

= e� i� x X 
 X � i� y Y 
 Y + i� zZ 
 Z : (84)

Thiscan beuseful,becauseitallowsusto exactly cancel

every controlled rotation exceptone:

(I
 Z)Ucan (I
 Z)Ucan = e
i2� zZ 
 Z : (85)

In ourcase,however,itturnsoutthat�sz = 0.In orderto

reordertheparam etersa usefultechniqueisto conjugate

by Hadam ards[28].Thisisoneofonly severalchoicesof

single qubitrotationswhich reorderthe param eters. In

thiscasethe orderofthe param etersis:

(H 
 H )ei� x X 
 X + i� y Y 
 Y + i� zZ 
 Z (H 
 H )

= ei� zX 
 X + i� y Y 
 Y + i� x Z 
 Z : (86)

Com bining thesetwo techniquesgivesthefollowing con-

struction

e
i�Z 
 Z

= (Z 
 I)(H 
 H )U
s
can

�
�

2

�

(H 
 H )(Z 
 I)

(H 
 H )U
s
can

�
�

2

�

(H 
 H ): (87)

To �nd the �nalconstruction, severalone qubit opti-

m izationswerem adeby com bining adjacentsinglequbit

rotationsand using the identities:

H ZH = X ; (88)

H H = I: (89)
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O perations m ay be perform ed in parallel. For exam -

ple,perform ing identicalX or Y rotations on separate

nucleiisa naturaloperation ofthesystem ,becausem ag-

netic�eldsareapplied globally.Perform ingoperationsin

parallelisfaster,and alsohigher�delity than perform ing

them oneata tim e.

Theconstruction ofthecontrolled Z rotation isshown

in Fig.2.In thiscircuitthesinglequbitrotationsspeci-

�ed in Eq.(40)havebeen included.Theperiod ofinter-

action between nucleim ay be increased ordecreased to

producecontrolled rotationsby any angle,�,asspeci�ed

in Eqs.(87),(74),(58)and (37).

H

H

U

�
�

8

�

X

U

�
�

8

�

H

H

R z

�
�

2

�

R z

�
��

2

�

FIG .2:CircuitD iagram forControlled Z Pulse Sequence

O urtask ofconstructing a CNO T isnow com paratively

sim ple. W e note thata CNO T gate hasthe sam e inter-

action term asthe controlled Z (controlled phase)oper-

ation. These gates are therefore equivalent up to local

operations.

Conjugation by I 
 H willturn a controlled Z oper-

ation into a CNO T gate. Using som e sim ple one qubit

identitiesto sim plify the rotationsatthe beginning and

end ofthepulsesequenceswearriveatthedecom position

illustrated in the circuitdiagram shown in Fig.3.

H

R x

�
�

2

�

U

�
�

8

�

X

U

�
�

8

�

H R z

�
��

2

�

FIG .3:Circuitdiagram forCNO T pulse sequence

C . T im e and Fidelity

Throughoutthe paperwede�ne �delity as

F (j i;j 0i)= jh j 0ij
2
; (90)

D escription T im e

X rotations 12.6 �s

Z rotations 0.2 �s

2 qubitinteraction 3.2 �s

Total 16.0 �s

TABLE IV:Tim e forCNO T G ate

with j ibeing the actualstateobtained from evolution,

and j 0ibeing the state which isdesired.W e de�ne the

errorin term softhe �delity as

E = m ax
j i

[1� F (j i;j 0i)]: (91)

wherethem axim um ization isperform ed overtheoutput

ofallthe com putationalbasisstates,j i.

Num ericalsim ulationswerecarried outby num erically

integratingSchrodinger’sequation fortheHam iltonian of

the system ,Eq.(2).The resultsofthisnum ericalsim u-

lation forthepulsesequenceoftheCNO T gateareshown

in Fig.4.These graphsshow each ofthe statesand the

transitionswhich arem ade.In these�guresitispossible

to see the evolution ofeach ofthe four com putational

basis states. The controlqubit is the second qubit and

the targetqubitisthe �rstqubit.

According to the num ericalresults,a fullControlled

Z gate takes a totaltim e of16:1�s and has an errorof

approxim ately 4 � 10� 5. Sim ilarly we �nd the CNO T

gate takesa totaltim e of16:0�s. The tim e required for

thisgatecan be grouped asshown in TableIV.

X and Y rotationsm ake up the m ajority ofthe tim e

taken to im plem ent the controlled Z and CNO T gates.

In theCNO T gate,only 3:2�sisspentim plem enting the

entanglingpartofthegate,whereas12:6�sisrequired to

im plem entthe X and Y rotations.

W ecan seevia sim ulation thatthesystem aticerrorin

theCNO T gateisapproxim ately 4� 10� 5.Som eofthis

errorwillbedueto errorsduring sim ulation,and break-

down ofthe second order approxim ation. A large part

oftheerror,particularly ifthehyper�neinteraction m ay

notbevaried very m uch,isdueto X rotationswhereun-

intended non-resonanttransitionsareexcited along with

the intended rotation.

V . T H E SW A P A N D SQ U A R E R O O T O F SW A P

G A T ES

A . Introduction

O ne ofthe m ost im portantgates for the K ane quan-

tum com puter is envisioned to be the swap gate. This

isbecause,in the K ane proposal,only nearestneighbor

interactions are allowed. This gate swaps the quantum

stateoftwo qubits.By using theswap gateitispossible

to swap qubitsuntilthey arenearestneighbors,interact
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FIG .4:Num ericalsim ulation ofthe CNO T gate showing di�erentinitialconditions

them ,and then swap them back again. Having an e�-

cient m ethod to interact qubits which are not adjacent

to each otheristhereforeim portant,and the swap gate,

with itshigh levelofinform ation transfer,isonepossible

m ethod ofachieving this.

Thesquarerootofswapgatehasbeen suggestedforthe

quantum dotspin based quantum com puterarchitecture

[37],where itisa particularly naturaloperation.In our

system itisnotsuch a naturaloperation,butthatdoes

notm ean thatwe cannotconstructit. Like the CNO T

gate,thesquarerootofswap (togetherwith singlequbit

rotations)isuniversalforquantum com putation.In this

section we �nd a pulse sequence to im plem entboth the

swap and the square root of swap gates on the K ane

quantum com puterarchitecture.

The swap gate is de�ned in the com putationalbasis

by:

USw ap =

2

6
4

1 0 0 0

0 0 1 0

0 1 0 0

0 0 0 1

3

7
5 (92)

The canonicaldecom position ofthe swap gate hasan

interaction contentwith anglesof:

�x =
�

4
(93)

�y =
�

4
(94)

�z =
�

4
(95)
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FIG .5:CircuitD iagram forthe Swap gate pulse sequence
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U
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FIG .6:The CircuitD iagram forthe Square RootofSwap Pulse Sequence

Thesquarerootofswap gateisde�ned in thecom pu-

tationalbasisby:

USS =

2

6
6
4

1 0 0 0

0 1

2
(1+ i) 1

2
(1� i) 0

0 1

2
(1� i) 1

2
(1+ i) 0

0 0 0 1

3

7
7
5

(96)

Thecanonicaldecom positionofthesquarerootofswap

gatehasan interaction term consisting of:

�x = �
�

8
; (97)

�y = �
�

8
; (98)

�z = �
�

8
: (99)

Sincethesquarerootofswap and swap gateshavees-

sentiallythesam einteractioncontent,theirconstructions

are very sim ilar,and are therefore considered together

here.

B . T he C onstruction

The easiestway to constructa swap gate issim ply to

use free evolution to obtain the angles�x and �y which

is naturalfor our system . The only rem aining term is

the �z term ,which for our system willnaturally be 0.

W e m ay obtain this term by applying a pulse sequence

sim ilarto the Controlled Z rotation asdescribed in Sec.

IV.Theresulting construction swap gateisshown in the

diagram in Fig.5.

Theinteraction contentofthesquarerootofswap gate

isexactly halfthatofthe swap gate,and itisnegative.

W e use exactly the sam e technique used to obtain the

swap gate,only allowingthenucleitointeractforexactly

halfthe tim e.To m akethe term snegativewe conjugate

by Z 
 I. The construction ofthe square rootofswap

gateobtained using thism ethod isshown in Fig.6.

C . Speed and Fidelity

Theswapand squarerootofswap gatesweresim ulated

num erically.The resulting transitionsforthe swap gate

are shown in Fig. 7. Sim ilar results were obtained for

the squarerootofswap gate,notshown here.

The swap gatetakesa totaltim e of19:2�s,and hasa

�delity ofapproxim ately 7� 10� 5.Them ajority oftim e

in thisgateistaken by X and Y rotations,which arealso

the m ajorsourceoferror.

Thisissubstantially fasterthan an existing suggestion

for the swap gate [19]of192�s. It is also faster than

using threeadiabaticCNO T gates,which would takeap-

proxim ately 78�s.

According to num ericalsim ulation the square rootof

swap gatetakes16:8�sand hasan errorofapproxim ately

5� 10� 5.Thisisthe �rstexplicitproposalfortheK ane

quantum com puterforthe squarerootofswap gate.

The square root of swap gate has been suggested

in the context of quantum com putation for quantum

dots [37]. It is universal for quantum com putation

and therefore can be used to construct a CNO T gate.

Unfortunately in this case, a CNO T constructed from

the square rootofswap gate presented here would take

approxim ately 40�swhich ism uch longerthan thepulse

sequencepresented in thispaperforthe CNO T gate.
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FIG .7:Num ericalSim ulation ofthe Swap G ate

V I. C O N C LU SIO N

W ehaveshown how thecanonicaldecom position m ay

be applied to the K ane quantum com puter. W e found

thecanonicaldecom position ofanaturaloperation ofthe

com puter,thatis,free evolution with hyper�ne interac-

tions equaland the exchange interaction non-zero. W e

then used thisinteraction to form two qubitgateswhich

m ay be applied to the K ane quantum com puter. These

gatesand theirtim esand �delitiesareshown in TableV.

The m ajority ofthe tim e required to im plem enteach

ofthesetwoqubitgatesisused toim plem entsinglequbit

rotations.W ereweableto perform theserotationsfaster

and m oreaccurately then thegatespresented herewould

also bene�t. Another possible avenue ofresearch is to

G ate T im e Error

CNO T 16:0�s 4� 10�5

Swap 19:2�s 7� 10�5

Square RootofSwap 16:2�s 5� 10�5

Controlled Z 16:1�s 4� 10�5

TABLE V:G ate Tim esand Fidelities

investigatethe e�ectofdecoherenceon the system .

To ourknowledgethisisthefastestproposalforswap,

square root of swap, CNO T and controlled Z opera-

tionson the K ane quantum com puter architecture. W e

have shown how a representative setoftwo qubitgates

m ay be im plem ented on the K ane quantum com puter.

Thesem ethodsm ay proveparticularly powerfulbecause
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they only involve characterization by three param eters

which m ay be determ ined theoretically,as shown here,

orthrough experim ent. O nce determ ined,these param -

etersm ay be used to constructany two qubitgate.
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