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W e propose a m ethod for quantum com putation which uses control of spin-orbit coupling in
a linear array of singlke electron quantum dots. Quantum gates are carried out by pulsing the
exchange interaction between neighboring electron spins, including the anisotropic corrections due
to spin-orbit coupling. Control over these corrections, even if lim ited, is su cient for universal
quantum com putation over qubits encoded into pairs of electron spins. The num ber of volage
pulses required to carry out either single qubit rotations or controlled-N ot gates scales as the inverse
of a dim ensionless m easure of the degree of control of spin-orbit coupling.

Several quantum com putation schem es are based on
the idea ofusing the gpin-1/2 degrees of freedom of elec-
trons or certain nuclkias qubits [1,12,13]. In the proposal
of Loss and D & incenzo [1], qubits are taken to be spins
of single electrons trapped in quantum dots. Two-qubit
gates are then carried out by swiching on and o the
exchange interaction between neighboring spins 4,1481.

In the ddealized lm it of perfectly isotropic exchange,
these two-qubi gates conserve total spin and so have
too much symm etry to form a universal set | ie., they
cannot be used to carry out an arbitrary unitary trans—
formm ation if qubits are represented by single spins. A
universal set can be realized if it is also possble to per-
form arbitrary single spin rotations [1], but it is gener—
ally believed such rotations will be signi cantly harder
to achieve than two-qubit gates in the LossD iV incenzo
proposal. An attractive altemative is to use an encoding
schem e for which isotropic exchange alone is universal
6], which requires encoding logical qubits into three or
m ore physical spins [1,18].

Spin-orbit coupling leads to anisotropic corrections to
the exchange interaction [9] which, under certain condi-
tions elaborated on below , retains a residual rotational
symm etry about a xed axis In spin space. For m any
purposes these corrections are innocuous. The result—
ing exchange gates still form a universal set when com —
bined wih single-spin rotations [10,[11]. And, through
a com bination of pulse shaping and locally de ned spin
quantization axes, they can bem adee ectively isotropic,
although in general only to second order in spin-orbit
coupling, so that exchange-only encoding schem es can
be used [14,113].

T he partial reduction in symm etry, from isotropic to
axially symm etric exchange, can also sin plify the re—
quirem ents for universal quantum com putation. For ex—
ample, n [14] it was shown that the XY interaction is
universalfor qubisencoded into only two spins, provided
there is a third ancillary soin oreach qubi. And in [13]
it was shown that any axially sym m etric anisotropic cor-
rections, when com bined w ith single spin rotationsabout
an axis perpendicular to the symm etry axis of the ex-—
change, can be used to construct a universal set of gates
for unencoded qubits.

In this Letter we propose a new m ethod for quantum
com putation based on the ability to controlthe spin-orbit
Induced anisotropic corrections to the exchange interac—
tion in a linear array of quantum dots. O ur proposal
requires encoding logicalqubits nto pairs of neighboring
spins, sin ilar to the encoding used in [L6,117,118]. How —
ever, unlike these proposals, which require an Inhom oge—
neousZeam an eld in addition to exchange, our proposal
em ploys only the spin-orbi corrected exchange interac—
tion.

T he k-dependent spin splitting ofelectronic bands due
to soin-orbit coupling is describbed by the Ham iltonian
Hso = () S wherek and S are, respectively, the crys—
talm om entum and spin of the electron. T in ereversal
symm etry requires that (k) = ( k), thus € 0
only in the absence of inversion symm etry. For a [001]
tw o-din ensional electron gas RDEG) In GaA's, or any
other ITIV zincblende sem iconductor, there are tw o con—
trdbutions to . Taking ky and k, to be along the [100]
and [010] crystal axes, regoectively, the (linear) D ressel-
haus contribbution, p = fp ( ky;ky;0), is due to buk
nversion asym m etry, w ith coupling f inversely propor-
tional to the square of the w idth ofthe 2DEG [L9], and
the Rashba contrdbution g = fr ky; ky;0) is due to
the structural Inversion asymm etry of the quantum well
used to form the 2DEG R24].

In the Hund-M ulliken description oftw o quantum dots,
oneW annierorbialiskept perdot. Let t denote the tun-
neling am plitude between these orbitals in the absence
of spin-orbit coupling. The e ect ofHgo is to induce a
an all spin precession during thistunneling. Ifthe dots lie
In the P01] plane and are aligned in the [110] direction,
the precession axisis xed to be along the [1_lO] direction
21]. The precession angle, , then satis es

aplo . .
tan—- = s H=h 1k« + ky)J 21; 1)
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where ; istheW annier state associated w ith dot i, and
fi f
g= 2 R @)

ap ! 0
is a din ensionless m easure of the strength of spin-orbit
coupling. Here ay and ! g are, respectively, the linear size
and level spacing of a single isolated dot.
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If the spin precession axis is xed during gate opera—
tion, and the z axis in spin space is chosen to be parallel
to this axis (the [110] direction in this case), exchange
gates in the presence of spin-orbi coupling w ill have the
om [11]
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Here is the integrated strength of the dom inant

isotropic part ofthe interaction, and the param eters ,
and characterize deviations from perfect isotropy. T he
constant 1=4 n H correspondsto a particular choice for
the overallphase of U which willbe convenient in what
ollows. In [11] it was shown that oramalls, = C s,

= C sand = C s?. The dimensionless coe cients
C and C areboth oforder 1 and depend on the shape
and duration of the voltage pulse used to produce the
gate, though they cannot In generalbe set to 0. For a
generic pulse, C is also of order 1, but can be set to 0
by tin esym m etric pulsing.

We envision two methods for controlling these
anisotropic corrections. One is to control the width
and shape of the potential con ning the electrons to the
2D EG , thus controlling f, and fr , and hence s. For the
soecialcase fp = fr 24], s can even be set to zero. The
other isto controlthe coe cientsC ,C andC by pulse
shaping, as descrbed above (see also [12]). U sing these
m ethods, i should be possbl to achieve a continuous
range of gates of the orm [§), corresponding to small
values of the param eter s. To ensure approxin ate ax—
ialsymm etry, we assum e a linear array of [001] quantum
dots aligned along the [110]direction, asshown m Fig.1.
N ote that correctionsbeyond H und-M ullken (ie., hvolv—
ingm ore than one orbialper dot) will lead to deviations
from perfect axialsym m etry and w illbe a source oferror.
Here we assum e these corrections are an allenough to be
ignored.

D ue to axial sym m etry, the totalS, quantum num ber
of this array w illbe conserved. It follow s that the gates
@) cannot form a universal set if sihgle spins are cho—
sen to represent qubits. W e therefore adopt the two spin
encoding schem e of [L4,117,118]. To describe this encod—
ng, we associate a pseudogoin space w ith every nearest—
neighbor pair of spins i and i+ 1 spanned by the states

1
Pijw1 = P—E G i 11 JH"ad)s 5)
. 1 . - .
Todgie 1 = P—E (G it 11+ JH" D) (6)

where $1ii;4,1 Is pseudospin up and Joisir1 IS pseu-—
dospin down. T he H ibert space orthogonalto this pseu—
dospin space is then spanned by the states Iy ii;41 =

©

T [110], z

FIG .1: Four quantum dots form ing two neighboring logical
qubits, 12 and 34. The dots lie in the P01] plane and are
aligned along the [110] direction. T he spin-orbit induced spin
precession axis is parallel to the [110] direction. Exchange
gates between spins within a logical qubit are used for sin-—
gl qubi rotations. Two-qubit gates are carried out usihg
exchange gates acting on spins 2 and 3.

J"i"w1iand U diie 1 = J#i#ie 11 G ven our phase con—
vention, the gates [3) leave this space invariant,

Ugpirr (7 ) dgaer = 0 dgaeas (7)

and so are entirely determ ined by their action on the
pseudospin space,

(17i+ 1) _p

Ugiv1 (7 @®)
Here = (; ;7 *+ 1) and the components of =

( x; yi z)arePaulim atrices, w ith the superscript (i; i+

1) indicating that they act on the pseudospin space asso—
ciated w ith spinsiand i+ 1. T hese gatesthen correspond
to pseudospin rotations through the angle

2 2\1=2
)

= @+2 + %+ 4 = +0E); 0O

about an axis parallel to

In what follow swe assum e tin e-sym m etric pulsing, so
that = 0 Porallgates. The availabl pseudospin rota—
tion axesw illthen lie In the yz plane. A llow ing nonzero

through tin e-asym m etric pulsing does not apprecia—
bly sim plify any of our constructions. G iven the ability
to control the ram aining anisotropic tetms  and  , et
ther through direct control of s, or through pulse shap—
ing, there w illbe a continuous range of available rotation
axes. Fora given rotation angle, ,these axesw ill sweep
out a wedge shape in the yz planeasshown n Fig.[d. The
degree of controlof spin-orbit coupling is then character—
ized by the angular size of this wedge, which we denote

n - Weexpectthat , willdepend weakly on ,andwill

be on the order of the largest possible valuie of 5j. Note
that the wedge of allow ed rotation axes need not include
the z axis, corresponding to s = 0, although as noted
above it m ay be possble to achieve this through cancel-
lation ofthe D resselhaus and R ashba contrbutions.

For logical qubits encoded into the pseudospin spaces
ofdotsiand i+ 1, wih i odd, and com putational ba—
sis states Ppdi;01 = Bl 1, and Jlp i = FTodiira
(e Fig.1l), we now show how pseudospin rotations can
be used to perform singlequbit rotations and controlled—
NOT (CNOT) gates, thus providing a universal set of
quantum gates R3].



FIG .2: Rotation axes in the pseudospin space of two neigh—
boring spins. The wedge lying in the plane perpendicular to
x and sweeping out the angle n, contains rotation axeswhich
can be achieved using tim e-sym m etric pulses and control of
soin-orbit coupling. Successive rotations about 1; and A,,
wih n; A, = cos , result in a 2 rotation about the x axis.
The e ect of errors in the rotation angles, ;1 and ,, on the
net rotation axis is also shown. Here 2° k i + Ny) and
0= 20 2.

Consider an arbirary rotation about the x axis. This
operation can be perform ed by a sequence of rotations
about availabl axes lying in the wedge. Figure[d show s
two such axes, n; and n;, making an angle m -
A rotation about n; followed by a  rotation about
n, then results in a 2 rotation about the x axis. The
sense of this rotation can be reversed by reversing the
order of the rotations. Since a continuous range of
axesw ithin the wedge are available, a rotation about the
x axisthrough an arbitrary angle can be carried outby
an even number, 2[ =2 , )]+ 2,0f rotations, where K]
denotes the greatest integer function of x. T he standard
E uler construction can then be used to generate arbitrary
sihgle qubit rotations, w ith the num ber ofpulses required
grow ingas 1=, as , goesto zero.

As , is reduced, this construction also becom es in—
creasingly sensitive to errors. To see this, ket the rotation
angles about n; ) be + 1) where ;) are errors. If
we take the z® axisto be parallelto ni + n, and the y° axis
parallelto 2° 2 then the com position ofthese two rota—
tionswillyield an overall2 + O (%= ) rotation about an
axis deviating from the R axisby an angle 1 2 In the
y®direction and (1 + ,)=2 in 2 direction (see Fig.D).
T hus, the larger , is, the m ore robust this construction
is against errors.

Now consider the two logical qubits shown in Fig. 1.
A two-qubit gate between the 12 qubit and the 34 qubi
can be carried out by a sequence of pulses acting on
soins 2 and 3. Because the psesudospin space of spins
2 and 3 does not correspond to a logical qubit, rota-
tions in this space will, in general, m ix In noncom puta—
tional states resulting In leakage errors. To avoid such
errors, the net uniary transform ation m ust be diagonal

in the £"1#,"3#q, "1#2#3"a, #1"2"3#4, #1"2#3"1g basis of

the our spins. The m ost generaluniary operator of the

om [B) orwhich this is the case consists of a rotation

about the x-axis in pseudospin space. It llow s that the
net gate m ust be of the form

Y

Uz ( 7 )=
k

i i (233)
Uzs( ki x)=¢€2e 2 = ; (10)

w here x k isthe net phase and is the rotation
angle about the x-axis produced by the sequence of rota-
tionsf ,g.Notethatboth and arede ned modulo
4 .

The gate [[0) can be expressed in temm s of operators
acting on the logicalqubits as follow s,

(1;2)  (3;4) s 1;2) 5. (3;4)

Uy ( ; )= 77 = et T T T s 1)
By casting this gate in is canonical form [24], it can be
shown to be equivalent to a CNOT gate, up to single
qubit rotations, if and only if
X
= k= @n+ 1) : 12)
k

Below we outline two procedures for sin ultaneously sat—
isfying [[d) and [I2).

Forthe rstprocedure,etR, ( )bea rotation about
the x axis. Using the single qubit rotation schem e de-
scribed above, this rotation can be perform ed through a
sequence of 2n = 2[ =@ , )]+ 2 rotations about avail-
able axes. IfA ( ) isthen a rotation about a particu—
lar available axis lying In the yz plane, the sequence of
rotations A ( )Rx ( )A ( ) will have the om [[0) wih

= (2n+ 1) regardlessofthe value of . A ccording to
[@) the contribbution of Ry ( ) to the totalphase will
then be 2n + where O0(?=,) OI(s). To sat—
isfy [[) we therefore require = =2+ O (s), where the
O (s) adjustm ent must be chosen so that = =2 =2
forA ()andthus = @n+ 1) . Thisprocedure is sim -
ilar to those proposed in the two spin encoding schem es
of [14,116,117,118]. Themain di erence is that In these
constructions the Ry rotation is generated by an inho-—
m ogeneous Zeem an  eld, whereas In ours it is generated
entirely by a sequence of exchange gates corresponding
to rotations In the wedge of availbble axes. As for
sihgle qubit rotations, as ,, goes to zero, the number
of required pulses scales as 1= , and the construction
becom es increasingly sensitive to errors.

T he second procedure requiresm ore pulses in the lim it
of amall  , but is sinpler and less susogptible to er—
ror. The dea is to perform a sequence of2 pseudospin
rotations about any available axis or axes and use the
soin-orbit induced m ism atch between and to accrue
the extra phase required to satisfy [[J). The resulting
gate will then have the orm [[0) with = 2n where
n is the number of 2 rotations. A ccording to [@), for



FIG .3: Proposed CNO T construction. E ach line corresponds
to a logicalqubit. U ( ; ) isde ned nd@) with = @n+
1) . Thevalie of depends onﬁ:lle procedure used to carry
out the CNOT.H = ( x+ )= 2 isa Hadam ard gate and
Rx () is a single qubit rotation about the x axis through an
angle equalmodulb?2 to ( + )=2.

the ith rotation the corresponding phase factor will be
;=2 + j,where ; O (s?). Fora sequence to sat-
%sﬁ/ the constraint [[2) the sum of all phases, and hence

; irmust be an odd muliple of . Given control of
soin-orbit coupling, there w ill be a continuous range of
achievable valuesforeach?2 motation,wih 1< <
where 1; , O (s?). Ifthis range includes 0 then [)
can alwaysbe satis edwih [ =p ax ]+ 1 rotations, where

max = Max(j13F7J2). Ifthis range doesnot nclide 0 it
w ill still alv ays be possible to satisfy [[J) with, at m ost,
[max=(2 1)1+ 2+ [ = n ax ] rotations.

Regardless of which procedure is used, shglke qubit
gates acting on logical qubits 12 and 34 are required to
com plete the CNO T construction. O ne procedure fordo—
Ing this is shown in Fig. 3.

Iniialization can be perform ed by sw itching on the ex—
change Interaction betw een pairs of spins form ing logical
qubits and cooling. If s can be set to 0 for this initializa—
tion, the logical qubits w ill equilbrate to the {; i state.
If s cannot be set to 0, logical qubits w ill still equilbrate
to a particular state which can then be rotated to 0, i by
sihgle qubit rotations. Readout of logical qubits can be
perform ed using a m odi ed version of the m easurem ent
schem e proposed by K ane [Z]. By sw itching on the tun—
neling between dots form ing a logical qubit, and raising
the voltage of one dot so that it w illbecom e doubly oc—
cupied ifand only ifthe nalstate isa singlet, the qubit
m easurem ent can be converted to a charge m easurem ent
which can be perform ed using a single electron transis—
tor. A s for initialization, if the spin-orbit induced spin
precession cannot be tumed o during this process, i
w il not correspond to a m easurem ent in the £ 1,31 ig
basis, but rather a m easurem ent along a pseudospin axis
which is nearly parallelto z. Again this does not cause
any fundam ental problem s.

To summ arize, we propose a method for quantum
com putation which explois the ability to control the
anisotropic corrections to the exchange interaction due
to spin-orbit coupling. The degree of control of these
corrections is characterized by the parameter , . For

two soin encoding of logical qubits, this control can be

used to carry out sihgle logicalqubit rotationsand CNO T

gates, w ith the num ber ofpulses required foreach scaling

as 1= , in the lim it of amn all , . For this schem e to be

usefl], it is clearly desirable to design a system forwhich
n 1is as lJarge as possble.
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