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Q uantum com puters based on electron spins controlled by ultra-fast, o -resonant,
single optical pulses
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W e describe a fast quantum com puter based on optically controlled electron spins In charged
quantum dots that are coupled to m icrocavities. This schem e uses broad-band optical pulses to
rotate electron spins and provide the clock signal to the system . Non-local two-qubit gates are
perform ed by phase shifts induced by electron spins on laser pulses propagating along a shared
waveguide. Num erical sin ulations of this schem e dem onstrate high— delity single-qubi and two-
qubit gates w ith operation tin es com parable to the Inverse Zeem an frequency.

PACS numbers: 03.67Lx,32.80Qk, 3335+ 1, 42.65Re

Quantum com puters potentially allow im provem ent in
com putational speed over existing com puters if an ar-
chitecture is found with a fast clock rate and the abil-
ity to be scaled to many qubis and operations [1].
E lectron spins of charged sem iconductor quantum dots
are prom ising candidates for such an architecture be-
cause of their potential Integration into existing m icro—
technology. M ost proposals for electron spin quantum
com puters [Z,13,14, 5], however, restrict logic operations
to nearest-neighbors, lin iting the com putational clock
rate. Optically m ediated quantum logic [E, 1, 18, 9] for
two—qubit gates and fast single qubit rotations [L0, [11]
m ay in prove the overall clock rate of the system .

Several previous works suggest techniques for fast
singlequbit rotations of electron soins. G round-state
coherence generation via ultrafast pulses in m olecular,
atom ic, and quantum dot spectroscopy 11,112, 113,114,
15,116] indicates the ability to control ground state pop-—
ulations and phases. This control is faster than that
ofm icrow ave pulses or m ultiple, adiabatic narrow band
optical pulses. The application of ultrafast pulses to
U (1) controlof single quantum -dot qubits has been pro—
posed [LA]. H ere we describe com plete optical SU (2) con—
trol of single dots using sin ilar techniques.

T here are also proposals for optically-m ediated entan—
glem ent form ation between two non-local qubits. One
type of proposal uses coherently generated single pho—
tons [9,117], but requires precisely shaped optical pulses.
R ecent m ethods for the entanglem ent of atom ic ensem —
bles via sin ple opticalpulses [1§,119] have led to propos—
als for optically-m ediated tw oqubit gatesbased on an all
phase shifts of Iight via single qubits in cavities [8]. T hese
latter techniquesm ay be easier and faster than the use of
coherently generated single photons. Here, we propose a
unigue way to com bine both fast, SU ) sihglequbit ro—
tations and fast, optically-m ediated two-qubit gateson a
single sam iconductor chip. These elem entsm ay lead to—
ward the fastest potentially-scalable quantum com puting
schem e of which the authors are aw are.

Figure [ shows a key component of such an archi-

FIG. 1l: Sketch of a loop—qubus quantum com puter. The
sw itch introduces, efcts, and provides displacem ent opera—
tion on the coherent state pulse.

tecture. It is a square m illin eter of a sem iconductor
chip pattemed with cavities. Each cavity holds a sin-—
gle charged quantum dot and is connected to other cavi-
ties through a sw itched, circular waveguide. Each quan—
tum dot can be Individually addressed by focused optical
pulses Incident perpendicular to the plane of the chip to
perform single qubit rotations. T hese pulses are part of
a pulse train that serves as the system clock and could
be supplied by a sam iconductor m ode-locked laser [R0].
Pulses In the plane of the chip couple distant qubits,
form ing a \quantum bus" or \qubus," which is the foun—
dation ofa two qubit gate.

W e now exam ine each aspect of this schem e In m ore
detail. T he dotsthem selves are sihgle-charged, argearea
quantum dots (eg. InG aA s). Such dots are strong can—
didates for this architecture because they readily form
the threeJevel system necessary for stin ulated Ram an
transitions Fig.[2a) and they have the large oscillator
strengths 21] necessary for fast spin rotations. The two
low er states ofthis system are the electron Zeem an states
and are split by a m agnetic eld applied along the z—
direction, w hich isperpendicular to the grow th axis. The
excited state consists of two electrons in a soin-singlet
and a holk. The large heavy-hole/light-hole splitting al-
Jow s us to neglect states from the light-hole excitons and
describe the exciton angularm om entum states in the x—
basis: my = 3=2i. Ifwe apply ‘' -polarized light
to the system , the two electron-spin states, denoted Pi
and i, are coupled to each other through the singk
inp = + 3=2i, state, denoted #i Fig.[la and b).
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FIG .2: a) Energy kveldiagram fora charged quantum dot in
an inplaneB - eld. Light with * polarization incident along
the growth direction (x-axis) couples the me= +1=2i, =

1= 2(dne=1=2i + fne= 1=2i)) § dnn= +3=2i tran-
sitions, isolating a three—level system . b) Energy levelpicture
oftw o pairs of frequencies contained w ithin the applied pulse
that w i1l induce transitionsbetw een states Pi and jli. c) Fre—
quency dom ain picture ofthe opticalpulse, show ing two pairs
of frequency com ponents shown in b).

10 ps a) z
Mode-locked
semiconductor &T 1 t a@‘y
laser 1 11 x-pulse X o
1 i b)
Delay 1
y
25ps Line |—
T 1 y-pulse )X z
1 C 7Y
5 Delay H A A A A ‘h
ps Line |— _II t ‘ y
1 -x-pulse X

F IG . 3: Rotations about various axes lnduced by pulse delays,
a) xpulse train b) ypulse train ¢) x-pulse train.

Both singlke qubit and two-qubi gates can be under-
stood from the rotating—fram e H am iltonian

2 J 2

where Py =
+

Thijj is the proection operator for Jji and
;= £ihijjis the raising operator or jji. Referring to
Fig.1l, isthe ground-state splitting and  isthe detun-
Ing ofthe center frequency ofthe light pulse from !, the
frequency ofthe Pi! #itransition. Them eaning ofthe
Rabifrequency () di ersin the analyses of single and
tw oqubit gates. For single qubit gates, the intense light
pulse perpendicular to the cavity is treated as a classical
eld and 5 (t) is the product of the dipole m atrix ele—
m ent and the tin edependent electric eld am plitude of
the the light. For tw o-qubit gates, a weak coherent state
oflight interactsw ith the quantum dot in the single-m ode
cavity and 5 (t) is a tim edependent Jaynes€ umm ings
coupling param eterm uliplied by the caviy-photon anni-
hilation operator a. There are also incoherent dynam ics
to be inclided in the tin e evolution of the system , so
that the total tin e evolution is govemed by the m aster

equation
X +
_= iH; ] E P + Pe 3 3
3= 0;1
1
— P; Pog+ Py P1 : (2)
T,
Here, isthe spontaneous em ission rate of state £i and

T, is the electron spin decoherence rate.

An approxin ation ofthe solutionsofthisequation m ay
be found by the adiabatic elin Ination ofthe excited state,
which is valid when the detuning  ismuch larger than
all other rates In the system . The threelevel system is
then reduced to the twoJlevel oin system with e ective
Ham itonian H, = G Be S;where S isthe soin oper—
ator of the electron, G (t) generates an irrelevant overall
phase, and the e ective eld is approxin ately

z 1 1 0 0 o0
BZ =+ - )

For sim plicity, we consider a symm etric  system wih
0= 1,1 which caseB? = 0. Smalldeviations from
this condition m ay alter the direction ofB . during the
pulse, but they do not adversely a ect the overallschem e.
For single-spin rotations in which short, intense, highly
detuned pulses are used, the e ective eld can bemuch
larger than the applied m agnetic eld; ie. the e ective

Rabifrequency j ¢ J= 4 *J1F=@ *+ ?)*+ 2
j 1¥=2 ismuch fasterthan the Lam or frequency. T he
rotation axis is detem ined by the phase di erence be-
tween frequency com ponents that are separated by the
Zeem an frequency within the pulse spectrum (Fig.[2b
and c) and thus by the delay tin e of the pulse w ith re—
spect to clock intervals occurring w ith period 2 = . To
see this, In agine that the spin precesses at Lam or fre—
quency foratine = ,atwhich pointan intense, broad—
band pulse is applied that rotates it through an angle
about B, , which is approxin ately in the R direction.
T hen, the spin freely precessesagain oratime 2 )=
T his sequence can be w ritten as the uniary operator

expli S;lexp[ i Slexp[i@ )5 ]
S sh )J; ©)

w hich describes a rotation w ith an axis determ ined by
Pulses In a pulse train starting at t = 0 that arrive at
Intervals of exactly one Lam or period cause rotations
around the sam e axis, which we de ne as the x-axis.
Pulses delayed by one fourth or one half of the clock
period will have a phase di erence of =2 or , caus—
Ing rotations about the y-axis or x-axis, respectively
F ig.[d). This sequence of three pulses can occur in less
than the Inverse Zeem an frequency, and thus for a rea—
sonable Zeem an splitting 0£100 G H z, an arbitrary single
qubit gate can be in plem ented in 10 ps.

U

= exp[ i Rcos
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FIG . 4: a) Fidelity of shglequbit rotations for —and =2-
pulses vs. Rabi frequency. b) Fidelity of two-qubit gates vs.
1= o fordi erent values of .= and

To evaluate the In portance of tem s neglected In our
approxin ate analysis, we num erically sokve Eq. [J) as a
three-state system driven by the classical eld ; (t) us—
Ing adaptive RungeX utte techniques. W e use the re-
alistic quantum dot parameters = (200 ps)! R2],
T, = 10 s [, 23], and = 100 GHz. We assume
a Fouriertransform —lim ted G aussian pulse detuned by
10 THz wih 100 5 filkw idth-halfm axim um . U sing the
de nition of delty ¥ = h j j i, where j i is the de-
sired quantum state, we nd it ispossble to in plem ent
both -and =2-pulseswiha delityF > 0:999 (@pplied
pulse energy densitiesof14 J/an? and 5 J/am? respec—
tively, which isw ithin the energy output ofm ode-locked
sam iconductor lasers follow ed by opticalam pli ers). The

delity as a function of Rabi frequency (at the optim al
detuning) is shown forboth —-and =2 pulsesin Fig.[Za.
T he general shape of the curve is Increasing w ith Rabi
frequency, as lJarger R abi frequencies allow for larger de—
tunings and therefore excite less population into the ex—
cited state. T here are also som e oscillations visble in the
curve that are related to R abi oscillations as the system

nds optin um detuning regions. The high delity ofthe
singlepulse Ram an rotation is due to the speed of the
pulse; all relaxation and decoherence processes occur at
a tim e scale m uch slower than the pulse tim e.

For tw o-qubit gates in plem ented via the \qubus" con—
cept, the single m ode cavity is driven by a narrow band
coherent—state pulse. W e assum e F3 F=@ *+

2), where is the coherent state am plitude and g is
the vacuum Rabi splitting of the m icrocaviy system .
W ih this assum ption, the Ham iltonian is nearly diag—
onal and there is negligble population change to the
qubit. According to perturbation theory, the dom i-
nant correction term isthe rst-orderdiagonalcorrection
fund in the rightm ost term of Eq. [3). This term de-
scribesan e ective H am ilttonian ofthe form JSaYa, w ith
J= &=@ %+ 2). This interaction varies the phase
of the coherent state eld depending on the spin-state
of the quantum dot. Quantum Ilogic is in plem ented by
Interspersing these optical phase shifts w ith optical dis—
placam ents achieved by m ixing the coherent state pulse
w ith a reference pulse at the optical switch. A ssum ing
fast, accurate controlofthe sw itching ratio aswell as the
tin ng and phase of the reference pulses, the am plitude

ofthe ocoherent state m ay be taken through a closed path
In phase space. The area of this path, and the result-
Ing geom etric phase, depends on the states of the two
qubits interacting w ith the eld, allow ing a controlled—
phase gate. Such a gate is determm inistic and does not
require detection or feedback. For details, see Ref.|8.

T he m agnitude of the conditional phase shift depends
on the detuning  and the coherent state am plitude
If istoo small com pared to g?= , there is nsu cient
selectivity between the two levels. If  is too large, the
m agniude of J becom es too sn all com pared to deco—
herence processes. Increasing increasesthe phase shift,
but if istoo large then decoherence due to spontaneous
em ission and cavity losses becom es stronger.

To verify the m agnitude and delity of the phase<shift
operation as a function of and , we perform ed simu-
lations of the interaction described by Eq. [2). A though
the filly-connected system em ployed in this paper is
di erent from the asymm etric system considered in
Ref.|24, the e ective Ham iltonian JS%aYa is the sam e,
and thusm any of the qualitative conclusions apply. Un-—
like Ref. 24, however, quantitative calculations for the
present proposal require a fully-quantum -m echanicalde—
scription of the cavity eld, because the previous sem -
classical approach fails when pulses are too fast. For
our sin ulations, we use a basis of displaced Fock states,
D () Hhi,whereD ( )= exp( a¥+ a): Ifa conditional
phase shift # occurs, the quantum dynam icsm ay be sin —
ulated a space of approxim ately j #Jjof these states
( #3= = =2 Hrqubus bogic). W e use m ore states than
needed In the calculation to assure num erical accuracy.
For these calculations, 1 (t) = gS (t)a where S (t) is the
convolution ofthe nput pulse shape w ith the Ier func-
tion ofthe caviy R4]. Spontaneous em ission in the cav—
ity m odem ay leak into both the waveguide, w ith rate .,
and to lossy m odes or absorption, w ith rate <. The
decay rate  isnow taken asthe rate of spontaneousem is-
sion into non-caviy modes, 1, plus em ission into the
cavitymodethatislost,so = 1+ (1 = )F () o
where ¢ is the decay rate of the dot In the absence of
the cavity (taken to be (200 ps) 1y,and F ( ) 1 is
the Purcell factor at high detuning. For our sin ulations,
we assum e am odest cavity Q 0f1000 and a cavity m ode—
volum e ofone cubicw avelength inside the sem iconductor;
typical param eters for sem iconductorm icrocavities R5].

T he sin ulations starf w ith the system in the superpo—
sition state (Pi+ jli)= 2  jii, where § ii is the mital
state of the coherent-state optical pulse. The delity is
then calculated as the overlap ofthe naiod_ensjty m atrix
w ith som e pure state (§1j oi+ jlij 11)= 2,where j ji
aredi erent opticalstates. W e nd that G aussian pulses
w ith root-m ean-square w idth much shorter than 20 ps
cause these optical states to vary signi cantly from the
desired phase-shifted coherent states. H ow ever, for 20 ps
pulses and w ith detuningsof = 4 THz, we are able to

nd valies of Jlarge enough to assure coherent states



shifted by § #9= P . We ndthatthe nakstate
delity depends on the cavity guresofmeri ;= ¢ and

c= ,asshown in Fig.[db. If = o = 0:, a value con—
sistent with existing photonic crystal cavities R3], the

delity may reach 993% . The delity may also be in —
proved by Increasing the pulse length, increasing the Q,
or decreasing the m odevolum e of the cavity. Lastly, the

delity of the nalgate also depends on optical loss In
the waveguide. T he analysis in Ref.|24 Indicates that the
percent reduction of gate delity is about equal to the
percent am ount of loss, and w ill therefore be a critical
param eter to optin ize when designing a fault-tolerant
architecture.

T he tim e required for tw o-qubit gate operations is 1im -
ited by the pulse width and the pulse propagation tin e
between the two qubits. Nonlocal two-qubit gates will
therefore take just a few periods of the 100 G H z system
clock. To allow gates between arbitrary qubits, qubits
must be swiched \on" and \o " wih respect to their
coupling to the probe pulse eld. In the schem atic of
Fig.[d, it is supposad that each cavity is faro -resonant
from the probepulse eld so that the qubitis\o " with
respect to light-m ediated two-qubit gates. To sw itch the
Interaction on for a particular dot, a powerful, focused,
m id-band light source is introduced only at the cavity of
Interest to instantaneously tune it to resonance w ith the
probepulse (ut stilldetuned by  from the dot) via the
opticalK err nonlinearity.

Several features of this schem e favor scalability. The
ability to achieve two qubit gatesbetween arbitrarily dis-
tant qubits is a key advantage, since schem es relying on
nearest-neighbor interactionshavem oredi culty achiev—
ng Aultolerant operation [R€]. Another advantage of
our approach is that the two quantum dots participat—
ing in two—qubit gates need not have the sam e frequency;
severalT H z inhom ogeneity is tolerated, easing the possi-
bility of lJargescale fabrication. M ultiple rings of qubits
could be integrated on a single chip and operated In par-
allel. Fast m easurem ent of the qubits could be accom —
plished by the sam e conditionalphase shifts ofbright co—
herent pulses that arem easured via hom odyne detection
w ith ordinary photodetectors.

O ne technical challenge is presented by the g-factor
Inhom ogeneiy of quantum dots. T his inhom ogeneity ne—
cessitates the use of spin-echo techniques to synchronize
each qubit w ith the m aster clock. T his technicalburden
m ay be relieved by using donorbound excitons instead,
as these In purity transitions form the needed transi-
tion but show In proved g hom ogeneity 27,128].

In summ ary, we have outlined a proposal for perform —
Ing ultra—fast, optically controlled quantum gateson elec—
tron spins In quantum dotsusing stim ulated R am an scat—
tering and qubit-controlled phase shifts with single op—
tical pulses. For the single-qubit rotations, the optical
pulses have a bandw idth Jlarge com pared to the splitting
ofthetwo ower  states; or two-qubit gates the pulses

— must have a narrower bandw idth, but m ay still be as

short as 20 ps. The tin ing of the optical pulses is pre—
cisely controlled to provide the system ’s clock signaland
controlthe qubit rotation axis. T he clock speed ofa sin—
gk qubit gate In this schem e is lim ited only by the lower
state splitting. T hese m ethods provide the basis for an
ulra-fast, scalable, solid-state, electron soin based, all-
optical quantum com puter.
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