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Holonomic gates for quantum computation are commonly ctamed to be robust against certain kinds of
parametric noise, the very motivation of this robustnesagbthe geometric character of the transformation
achieved in the adiabatic limit. On the other hand, the &ffe¢ decoherence are expected to become more
and more relevant when the adiabatic limit is approachedrtiBg from the system described by Flogbal.
[Phys. Rev. A73, 022327 (2006)], here we discuss the behavior of non iddahlbmic gates at finite operational
time, i.e., far before the adiabatic limit is reached. Weeheonsidered several models of parametric noise and
studied the robustness of finite time gates. The obtainedtsesuggest that the finite time gates present some
effects of cancellation of the perturbations introducedh®y noise which mimic the geometrical cancellation
effect of standard holonomic gates. Nevertheless, a daaaflysis of the results leads to the conclusion that
these effects are related talgnamicalinstead of geometrical feature.

PACS numbers: 03.67.Lx, 03.65.Vf, 03.65.Yz

I. INTRODUCTION non-abelian adiabatic phases to quantum computation.

Since the very beginning, holonomic gates were considered
One of the most important challenges for the realizatiorto be intrinsically robust against classical nolse [124rtks to
of quantum information tasks is the implementation of quanthe geometric features of holonomy in Hilbert bundles. As we
tum logic gates that areobust against unwanted perturba- will briefly recall below, three main ingredients are needed
tions [1,[2]. Two kinds of perturbations with qualitatively order to realize such holonomic gates.
different features can be distinguished: the first kind has &he first ingredient is a suitable physical system descrityed
purely quantumnature, and it is induced by the interaction a quantum Hamiltonian depending on some set of parameters,
of the quantum system implementing the logic gate with thehese parameters being associated with the externali(@fss
environment; the second kind has insteaclassicalnature,  driving fields that are assumed to be experimentally control
and it is caused by the presence of instrumental noise in thiable functions of time; the unavoidable instrumentalalgt
‘external parameters’ used to control the system. The unity (stochastic noise) affecting the driving fields is theisme
wanted interaction with the environment is the source of theof the classical noise — we will call iharametric noisgin
phenomenon known as quantaiecoherencfg]. The effects  the following — that has been mentioned above.
of this interaction can be modeled by means of suitable ‘masthe second ingredient consists in selecting a suitable
ter equations’ (i.e. evolution equations) for the densigtnx ~ eigenspace of the given Hamiltonian — an eigenspace de-
of the quantum system implementing the logic gate; at leagbending smoothly on the external parameters, hence actu-
in the Markovian regimé [35], they are negligibly small i&th ally an iso-degenerate family of eigenspaces; let us cathth
operational timeof the logic gate is short enough. The classi-the family of relevant eigenspaces- and in fixing in the
cal perturbations stem from an unavoidable noisy componergarameter space an ‘initial point’ and a loop through this
intrinsic in the external driving fields (e.g. laser beafdp [5 point. To such a loop corresponds an excursion of the
that can be usually regarded as classical fields; hencegstis parameter-dependent Hamiltonian (hence, of its eigeap+oj
sentially due to instrumental instability. The effects loé$se tors) and a certaiideal unitary transformatiorn the encod-
perturbations can be evaluated by studying standard (norrg eigenspacenamely, that particular relevant eigenspace
autonomous) Schrodinger equations where the instruthentéixed by the initial (and final) point of the loop in the param-
noise is taken into account by suitably modeling the noisyeter space. This ideal transformation is determine&&ip’s
components of the classical parameters (e.g. the field ampladiabatic evolutormassociated with the given Hamiltonian and
tude) associated with the external driving fields. with the chosen loop in the parameter space, and it has a sim-
Among the several strategies for realizing quantum logigle geometric interpretation as a holonomy phenomenon (geo
gates discussed in the literature, a prominent positiold h metric phase). The ideal unitary transformation plays areén
by holonomic gates They were first proposed by Zanardi role in Kato’s formulation of the adiabatic theorem|[13] ap-
and Rasetti[[6] (see also Refl [7]), and rely on the theory oplied to our context. Indeed, the external parameters are co
holonomy and of the associated holonomy groups in princitrollable functions of time and in thediabatic limit—i.e., in
pal fiber bundle< [8], a subject which is familiar to theazati  the limit where the loop in the parameter space is covered in a
physicists due to the central role played in gauge thedgies [ operational time tending to infinity — threal evolution over
and in the well-known phenomenon of abelian [10] and nonthe operational imedetermined by the given physical Hamil-
abelian[111] adiabatic phases. Actually, a holonomic gate ¢ tonian, becomesyclicin the encoding eigenspace and, apart
be regarded as a straightforward application of the thebry ofrom an irrelevant overall ‘dynamical phase factmoalesces
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in this subspace with the ideal unitary transformatiowWe  of holonomic gate against parametric noise. A critical gnal
stress that the ideal unitary transformation should beghtu sis of this simple, but somehow subtle, issue is the main aim
in our context, as aideal quantum gatevhose behavior can of the present contribution.

be, in general, only approached byan-ideal quantum gate In conclusion, we think that the impact of parametric noise
corresponding to the real evolution over a suitably large, b on holonomic gates is still an open problem and one is not
finite, operational time. legitimated, in general, to state the robustness of noatide
Accordingly, the third ingredient is the choice of a suibp-  holonomic gates against this kind of perturbations on tlseba
erational time — which will be calledalanced working time  a generic geometric argument. In our present contribution,
in the following — for the real quantum gate. This time spanwe will try to illustrate this assertion by means of quantita
must be short enough to achieve a fast quantum computer atige arguments, focusing on the ion-trap model proposed by
to avoid the ravages of decoherence, but long enough téyjusti Duanet al. [27]. Even if other models have been proposed in
the adiabatic approximation (i.e. to approach the behafior the literaturel[28], the model of Duaat al.is probably the one
the ideal quantum gate) which is at the root of the appearinghost extensively studied also with reference to differdnytsp

of geometric phases [86]. Hence, a balanced working time ifcal systems, as Josephson junctidns [29] and semiconducto
determined by a touchy trade-off between two competing anduantum dots [30], and can be regarded as a reference point
not necessarily compatible demands. for the subject.

The problem of robustness of holonomic gates against para- The paper is organized as follows. In SE¢. Il the model
metric noise has been studied in both the abelian and nofdamiltonian is introduced which will serve as a case study. |
abelian case with different approachles [16,[17, 18]. InghesSec[Tll the behavior of the considered system in presence of
papers, the effects of random perturbations of the contel p several models of parametric noise is discussed. |r@¢ldvt
rameters are considered. It is worth noticing, however, thaobtained results are analyzed and commented. Conclusions
such effects are evaluated with the adiabatic limit alrezety ~and remarks are presented in $ek. V.
ing performed, thus essentially confirming quantitativiblg
standard qualitativggeometric argumentisually adopted to
support the robustness of holonomic gates, argument which
will be recalled later on.

As holonomic gates are generally considered ta peiori As a case study, here we consider the single-qubit non
robust against parametric noise, attention has mainlysedu Abelian gate that was proposediin|[27]. The model under con-
on the study of decoherence effe€ts [19,20[ 211, 22] and on th%dergtmn can be physically realized as, for instance@ed
possibility of partially suppressing thein [23]. These istie 10N W|t_h two degenerate ground (or metastable) s_taneand _
gations show that, for certain physical systems and foagert Ji+ Which play the role of the computational basis. A quasi
models and regimes of the coupling with the environment, onél€generate ancillary stagei and an excited statgi are also
is able to estimate the typical time-scale within which the e Needed (the scheme is drawn in Figj. 1(a)). The low energy
fects of decoherence can be neglected. Hence one can detéfates are supposed to be independently coupled with the ex-
mine, in principle, a balanced working time for these system C|ted_ state, such that the interaction picture Hamiltoimahe
At this point one should actualisheckwhether this balanced rotating frame reads as follows:
working time guarantees a suitable robustness of the goantu Ny . .
gate against garametric noise, namely, whether the eqftﬁécts H @)= H &iyiz) = PIRHOIE yhlt g+ he:: (1)
this kind of noise on the fidelity of the non-ideal quanturmegat The, in general complex, parameters; z are related to three
with respect to the ideal one can be neglected or not. independent Rabi frequencies corresponding to, in gederal

Recently, a new ingredient has been proposed for the imtuned, laser beams with different energies and polarizatio
plementation of a holonomic quantum gatel [24] (see also [25an ideal experiment, however, the laser beams are assumed to
[26]) where the authors have observed — for the model of &€ resonant with the corresponding transitions and thenpara
ion-trap quantum gate proposed by Dugtnal. [27] — the  eters are constrained to take values on a two-sphere. liss th
existence of aptimal working timenamely, of a specific op- convenient to introduce polar coordinates:
erational time for which the non-ideal (i.e. finite-time)tga 8

II. A CASE STUDY

behavesxactlyas the ideal (i.e. adiabatic) gate; they show, <x= sh# C?S:
furthermore, that over the optimal working time the effeafts y = shi Sr : @)
zZ = COSs

the environment are negligible. Thus, such a optimal waykin

time turns out to be also a balanced working time. The spectrum of{1) is threefold: = £0; g, with the null
We stress that, anyway, the fact that the non-ideal gate b“;‘e“lgenvalue which is doubly degenerate. The two degenerate

haves, in correspondence to the Opt'm‘?‘l working time, as thEigenstates with vanishing energy can be chosen as follows:
ideal one cannot be used to rule out the influence of paraenetri

noise on the base of the standard geometric argument. Indeed j oi= cos# (cos’ Pi+ s’ i) sh#py

one should not expect that, pertqrbing th_e I_oop in the param- §.i= sin’ Pi+ cos’ jli: 3)

eter space, the non-ideal gate will still mimic the behawibr

the ideal one. Hence one cannot apply, in principle, the-stan An analysis of the holonomy associated to the Hamiltonian
dard geometric argument to support the robustness of ik ki (@) in correspondence with the doubly degenerate subspace



e> z I11. MODELSOF NOISE
(@ E— (b)
In order to study the robustness of non ideal holonomic
gates, we consider the response of the system under paramet-

X ric noise in the ideal loo{4). In order to quantify the robus
y z X ness of the gate, the noisy finite time evolution of the system
is solved with analytic or numerical methods and the average

gate fidelity is calculated. In the following, several madel
E— y of noise are taken into account: in SECTII A we consider the

la>

response of the system under a monochromatic perturbation
10> 11> of the three Rabi frequencies ol (1); in SEC. Il B we consider
a model of noise expressed by a random step function in the
FIG. 1: Structur.e of the atomic Ievels.and resonant lasersi(ger- angular variabled12) on the sphere; finally, in $ec_1ll C we
turbed loop[(#) in the parameter manifold (b). discuss the response of the system under a random perturba-
tion in the three Rabi frequencies.

shows that a closed path with starting point= 0 corre-
sponds to a non Abelian holonomy = exp [ 1i,!] where

y = 1@@inlj Jlin0j is the Pauli matrix in the computa-
tional space and is the solid angle spanned by the param- , i ) , )
eter# (s) and’ (s). This geometric character of the dynam- In this section we conS|der_ thg behavior of the system in
ics in the adiabatic limit is at the heart of the usual argumenPresence of a small perturbation in the parameters which can
in favor of the robustness of holonomic quantum computaP® vViewed as @robefunction used to test the stability of the
tion. A stochastic noise in the control parameter can modifyJ@te; in particular we concentrate our attention to the oase

the details of the loop but, for a sufficiently great number of@ Menochromatic probe function. A generic noisy path can be

cycles of the noise during the system evolution, the fluctua¥Vrtten as follows:

tions in the swept solid angle are consider to become negligi
ble (seel[16, 17] and references therein).

Here we co_nsiqler the closed path in the parameter manifolghere the vector (t) describes the unperturbed loop and)
that was studied é‘m"']- For2 Dp;1lwe take (see Figl1(b)): s a three component vector including the perturbation ef th

path. We have chosen a monochromatic perturbation at fre-

A. Monochromatic perturbation

n=ro+ ©; t2 0; | (6)

=2 2 0;1= ) . .
#e) = : 3i2 22 [[2235]:3] quency and considered a noisy path obtained frbin (2) and
3 =20 s) s2 p=3;1] @) @: .
<0 s2 0;1=3] < xXa(5 5 5 5 1) = x(©)+ e:l S+‘il
")=_ 3 =2s 3 s2 [1=3;2=3] o Yalsi iz = yE)+ e St (7)
=2 s2 R=3;1] Tza(si ;o i3 = zl)+ e ST
The solid angl_e related to t.he Iodﬂ (4)is= =2, hence wherer, (s) G (8);vn (8);2n (8)), (1; 2; 3) are
the corresponding holonomic gatews = i,. Aswas random phases uniformly distributed @;2 ) and s the

observed in[[24], the remarkable property of this path i$ thastrength of the noise (chosen to be equal for the three compo-
it presents perfect revivals of the gate fidelity at finite ®pe nent). Notice that this model of noise acts on both the ampli-

ational time. The same behavior was predicted for all thaude and the de-tuning of the lasers. Frém (7) it is clear that
loops constructed by moving from the north pole to the equaat finite operational time the perturbation does reduces to

tor through a meridian and back to the north pole through ana geometric perturbation of the loop in the parameters space
other meridian with piecewise constant velocity. In theecas since the perturbed path itself depends on the operatiomel t

of the loop [4) there is a perfect revival of fidelity in corre- |n presence of noise, different values of the operatiomaé i

spondence of the operational times: correspond to different loops in the parameters manifold.
3P For givenvalues of ; ; and , we consider the solution
k=S 16k?  1; k= 1;2;::: (5) of the Schrodinger equation
In the following we are mostly concerned with the first opti- v%s; ; ; )= 1 H G@6)V (5 ; ; ); s2 D;1l:
mal operational time, . (8)

To conclude this section we notice that a geometric phasehere, in presence of noise, the re-scaled Hamiltonian
appears in correspondence to a non adialmtitic dynam-  H (r, (s)) depends on too. Since we are mainly interested
ics [14,[15]. In particular, for our case study, it happerat,th in the transformation emerging at the end of the loop, we set
in correspondence to an optimal operational time, theevoluv ( ; ; ) VvV @; ; ; ).
tion becomes cyclic and the acquired geometric phase id equa Notice that, for all practical purposes, taking the avei@mge
to the adiabatic holonomy. the random phases corresponds to the action of the completel
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FIG. 3: (Color on line.) Average gate fidelity at the first opail

FIG. 2: Average gate fidelity as a function of the adimendiama
in operational time as a function of adimensional noise fraqué¢ = )

erational time  for several noise frequencies for the model

Sec[ITA. Black boxes: = 0; circles: = 04 ; = 01 ;  andamplitude (= ) for the model in Se€TITA.
triangles: = 01 ; = 02 ;squares: = 01 ; = 03 .
The average gate fidelity at the first optimal operational
positive map time | in presence of parametric noise is plotted in Fig. 3
7 as a function of both amplitude and frequency of the noise.

| _ 1 L. LY. This plot suggests that the gate is indeed robust also foerat
D E()= s AV (; i )V(; )9 _ ) . .

@) large noise amplitude ( = 0:4 ). Itis worth to notice that
. N ) this is true unless the perturbation frequency is in a palic
This completely positive map has to be compared with thgange approximatively about * 015 . The presence of a
ideal adiabatic unitary dynamics, to do that, we have evatlia typjcal frequency scale in the pattern of the fidelity is afea

the average gate fidelity ture that will be reencountered in the other models of noise
Z considered below.
F= dhHYEGih W ji; (10) We have also studied, with the same methods, the response

of the system in presence of analogous perturbations which

whered indicates the normalized Fubini-Studi metric on ha\_/ehd|ff(|erer21t syrr|1metr|es.7 we hkave_ ponh§|dered tﬁe case in

pure states. This has been computed by means of the formu;fa‘éh'_c only the real part OU_ )is taken; in t IS case the pertu
ation acts only in the amplitude of the coupling but not i& th

(see Ref.[34]) de-tuning. We have also analyzed the case of a perturbation
1 1 133 which is square wave shaped; in this caggabefunction is
= —+—tr WW YE Py Q) +— tr W W YE( 5) identified by its half period and initial phase. In both cases
3 12 12 = the corresponding patterns of the average gate fidelityare e

(11) actly analogous to the one shown in Hiyj. 3. This leads to the

where ; are the Pauli matrices in the computational subspaceconclusion that the pattern of fidelity is largely indepermids
For several values of ; and , Eqg. [8) is numerically the details of the chosen probe function and a rather general

solved using the relation: behavior as function of the typical frequency is observed.
Y Analogous results are also found for other loops of the same
o , 1 kind, such as the loop with the anglevarying fromoto =4
Vg )= e &P LEEEN s in (@) which is related to the Hadamard gate.
(12)

Where © stands for the path ordered product. The effective
completely positive magd19) is evaluated taking the average
over 50 random choices of the phases Figure[2 shows the
estimated gate fidelity (11) plotted as a function of the adi- In this section we consider a model of noise which pre-
mensional operational time , for several values of the noise serves the spectrum of the unperturbed Hamiltorlian (1), be-
amplitude and frequency. The unperturbed dynamics correzause of its symmetries an analytical solution of the noysy d
sponds to = 0 and can be compared with the analytical namics is available.

results in[24], it exhibits perfect revivals of the averagee In [24] it was shown that the evolution operator can be eval-
fidelity at finite time, in particular the first optimal opei@tal ~ uated without approximation in several situations. Réfegrr
timeis | ’ 1825. The numerical results show that the pat- to the model in Eq[{1), it is possible to evaluate the evoluti
tern of gate fidelity as a function of the operational time canoperator alongnysegment on the parametric sphere as far as
be completely different in presence of noise. one of the parameterg ;' ) is kept constant. In particular, re-

B. Random noiseon the sphere



ferring to the case in Fi@ll 1(b), the loop is composed by three
segments and along each of them the previous conditionis sat
isfied. Thus one can demonstrate! [24] that the total evaiutio
operator can be splitted in the form

U()=Us(3)Uz(2)U1(1); (13)

where is the total time evolution and; i= 1;2;3 are the
times needed for covering each segment (for simplicity we
suppose that the speed of the evolution are constant in each

% BRI
segment); moreover, the intermediatgs can be explicitly :“\\‘\\\g‘\\\\\“f\‘%f
calculated[[24]. Their form is very peculiar and it is possib ‘\\“\\\\\:}*
to see that, in terms of the paramete¥s’ ), one can write Y
Ui) = Up @ @)’ 1); (14)
U, () = Uz @i’ 2)); (15)
_ FIG. 4: (Color on line.) Average gate fidelity at the first opail
Usts) = U t);" 3); 16 ; X : : ot
3 (&) 3 s )i% ) (16) operational time as a function of the re-scaled adimenkiooae
whereo & .and’ 1, #, and’ 5 are the constant values amplitude s = =( =2) and the adimensional parameter step) !

of the parameters during the evolution along the segment for the model in Se€.TTB.

and3 respectively.

We want to use these results for gaining information about L , . . .
the influence of the noise. We will therefore consider the fol 92t€ fidelity at the first optimal opergt|or_1al time by means
lowing model: everyu; is splitted inN evolution operators of Eq. (1) (and averaged oveo realizations of the random

3 ing f i b i h that process). The result is shown in Higj.®;s plotted as a func-
U evolving for a time siep(a sub-segment) such tha tion of the noise amplitude (re-scaled with the maximum

N = = step: 17) value of the parameter for the loop in Fig. 1(b) i.e=2) and
the parameteX sep) ' (characterizing the frequency of the
The evolution in the segmenteads noise); notice that, due to Ed.{17), at fixed value of the op-
erational time , higher values of( gep) * correspond to
¥ a larger number of fluctuations. Also for this model the fi-
Ui(i)= U/ (step): (18)  delity exhibits a breakdown for small frequencies of thesroi
=1 (which is in accordance with previous results). In partcul

1 . . . ..

In each sub-segment one of the sphere parameters is consté?ﬁ ( sep) < 05 f[he fidelity exhibits a minimum for any
and the other evolves (we are moving on meridians or paraempl.'tUd.e qf the noise. Anyway, we no'ucelthat the deep of
lels). We add a random component to the constant paramet € f|del|_ty is pronounced if the noise gmphtude IS one hf"“f
while the other is not affected. In other words, we are inelud - '© maxm(;Jm value ththe. pallramete_rs,_ cleﬁ_rlyg ﬂr:'s 5|ttutat||o
ing a transverse component. We also suppose that the traq grresponds to an unphysica scerlllan%ln which the C(r)]n roro
verse evolution operator is equal to the identity (the “shit € parameters Is very poor. In all other situations the-typi
is infinitely fast). This way we have splitted the evolution cal values of is very high. In the range of intermediate and
on a single meridian (parallel) in a sequence of evqutionsl,arge.fr.equenc.'EE quickly recovers the |qeal behavior.

of shorter meridians (parallels). Using EQ.SI(14)}(18) & c It is interesting to compare the behavior of the gate at the

write first optimal operational time to the case of longer operstio
time in presence of noise, i.e., in the (approximated) atiab
¥ , . regime. It is possible to see |24,]25] that the fidelity oscil-
Ui ()= U@ @) 1+ )i (19)  lations shown in Fig2 in absence of noise are strongly sup-
=1 pressed ik  3in Eq.[8) (we are near the adiabatic regime).
¥ A good approximation of the adiabatic regime can be already
Uz(2)= U2j o + ,j;' 2 (tg)); (20) obtained for the fourth optimal operational time. Therefor
=1 we have computed the average gate fidelity foy * 7521
¥ [( sep = ranges as in Figl4]. The result is shown in Fig. 5
Us(s)= UJ@s@); s+ 2); (21)  and can be directly compared to the plot in Fig. 4. First of all
=1 it is important to stress that the total number of fluctuagion

. . N4 for , 7 7521is larger when compared to the number
where (3 1) step t jsepand ] 2 [ ; Jareran- N, for the first optimal working point ;, 7 1825. From
dom variables uniformly distributed in the chosen intervalEg. (8) and Eq.[(T7) we hawe, ’ 4:12N,. In apparent
(1= 1;2;3). We stress again that each operator in the deeontrast to the intuition related to the usual argument of ro
composition has a (large and not transparent) analytical exbustness of holonomic gates we notice that, in the same range
pression. Using this model we have computed the averagef frequencies of the non adiabatic case (and, therefore, fo
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FIG. 6: Average gate fidelity as a function of the noise typfoa
guency for the noise model in Séc._ Tl C for the first four omim
operational times. Triangles, circles, full triangles agdares corre-
spond respectively to the first, second, third and fourtinogtoper-
ational time. = 01 .

FIG. 5: (Color on line.) Average gate fidelity at the fourthtiopal
operational time as a function of the re-scaled noise aogsits =
=( =2) and the adimensional parameter step) ! for the model

in Sec[B.

larger number of fluctuationsy, reaches lower values. More- 1 (Si stepi ). The result are completely analogous and the in-
over, the adiabatic gate needs higher values of the fregquenéroduction of a noise in the de-tuning does not introduce new
of noise for recovering the ideal behavior. We conclude thaglements in the pattern of fidelity.

the (approximately) adiabatic (purely geometric) NOT &an

formation is more sensitive to parametric noise than the non

adiabatic one. IV. ANALYSISOF THE RESULTS

The aim of this section is to look for a physical explana-
tion of the observed robustness of the considered finite time

. . _ non-adiabatic gate. Due to the fact that all the models afenoi
In this section we consider a model for a random perturbag, ,,ce the same qualitative behavior of the fidelity, in thie f

tion of the loop which is not constrained to preserve the 8phe ,\ing we are going to consider in more details the model pre-
in the parameter space. Taking in consideration the ide@l 10 genteq in SegIIET. It is worth to notice that only for the ffirs
@) here we study the noisy paths of the following kind: model the noise affects both the amplitude and the phase of th

g . (S; C ) control parameters, while the other two models of noise con-

n \O7 stepr s . . o =
Vo (57 stepi ;) (22) Ccem only thelr amphtude._Neverthgless, itis a r_esult af[1
7 (57 stopi 7 ) that the main contrlbuu_on in the noisy dynamics is due to the
component in the amplitude.
where ;(s; sep; ) 2 [ ; lare three real random variables, As already recalled, the relevant parameter for the geomet-
uniformly distributed in the chosen interval, which areqgie  rical cancellation usually related to holonomic gates adtli-
wise constantforj  1)sep s Htep abatic regime is the number of fluctuations of the noise durin
In order to study the behavior of the gate at finite operathe gate operational time (denotgd. This effect is related
tional time, we have evaluated the average gate fidelity for @nly to the swept solid angle and is independent of the chosen
fixed value of the noise amplitude= 0:1 as a function of operational time. If the number of cycles of the noise isdarg
the noise typical frequency «.,) ' in correspondence of enough, the fluctuations in the solid angle spanned by the loo
the first four optimal working times. The results are shown inare expected to become negligible. To be more specific sup-
Fig.[8. The data plotted in this figure lead us to two considerapose that, after a noisy loop, the swept solid angleasid the
tions: first of all we notice again the unexpected resulttiat mean square over the realizations of the noise isi. In
non-adiabatic optimal working times (the first, for instapc Fig.[4 the mean square is plotted as a function of the number
appears to be more robust than longer operational times (th@f cycles of the noise; since, in the adiabatic limit, theegat
forth optimal operational time, for instance); secondlg,ab-  depends only on the swept solid angle, the fluctuations of the
serve the same qualitative behavior of the pattern of figelit gate are expected to have the same behavior as the flucwiation
for all the optimal operational times under study, this glg  in the solid angle.
the presence of a common mechanism which account for the As already explained in the previous section, Elg. 6 shows
cancellation of the effects of the noise. the average gate fidelity as a function of the adimensiompal ty
We have also analyzed the case of a noise which inical noise frequency .,) * for several values of the evo-

clude de-tuning by considering complex random variabledution time which correspond to the first four optimal oper-

C. Random noise

x(s)+ 1(Si stepi )
y©)+ 2(s; stepp ) i
= z(s)+ 3(5i stepi )



0.03 istence of a different mechanism which accounts for the ob-
served cancellation of the noise effects for sufficientlgt fa
0.025 noise which is related to dynamicalinstead of geometrical
002/ ° cancellation. A dynamical effect could not be directly teth
& r to the swept solid ang!e: in_ this case th(_a relevant pararseter
30015 ;:. _expected to b_e the typical t_|me of the noise, a_n(_j a dyr_lam-
v . ical cancellation of the noise should appear if its typical f
0.01 Teal. qguency is sufficiently large compared to the system frequenc
) e namely ( qep) * 1. Of course this condition implies,
0.005 oo . . for fixed operational time , thatN 1 (the usual condition
for geometric cancellation); nevertheless, as Fig. 6 shaws
10 20 30 40 50 60 cancellation of the noise effects appears on a frequendy sca
N ( sep) ' 7 lindependentlpf the chosen value of the op-

erational time, thus suggesting a dynamical mechanisnhéor t

FIG. 7: Fluctuations in the solid angle spanned by a noisp lma  noise cancellation at least for the first four optimal opersl
function of the number of perturbations of the naisefor the noise  times.

model in Sed I[¢. = o1 . The fact that in the non adiabatic regime the robustness has
a dynamical origin can also explain why the minimum value
RN a a of the fidelity tends to decrease for increasing values of
E%WMAAAA ° R o if the geometric cancellation is not present, the noisess le
0.95 b o o © ] effective in disturbing the system when the evolution time i
f% 00 ° 4 short.
A:O QOOO A 4
F 0.9 %%j@&% A A 4 o 1
N a4 © V. CONCLUSIONS
0.85 ‘%%:.‘A“A ‘ J
' A S . . .
o o 4 In thls paper we _hgve considered th_e mfl_uence of paramet-
® o 00 ric noise on the efficiency of a non adiabatic holonomic gate
0.8 RN ‘ ‘ L] which is known to be robust in the ideal case. Three models of
20 40 60 80 100 parametric noise have been discussed in the case of finite op-
N erational time. The average gate fidelities for all the medél

noise considered here present an analogous qualitatiarbeh
FIG. 8: Average gate fidelity as a function of the number oftfiuc  ior. For each of the three models the non ideal gate presents
ations of the noisai for the noise model in SeE_TMC for the first 3 breakdown of the average gate fidelity for small frequencie
four optimal operational timgs. Triangleg, circles, fmlhngles and  ofthe noise (compared to the system Bohr frequency), while a
squares correspond respectively to the first, second, ahidourth gy yalue of the fidelity is reached for noise with higher fre
optimal operational time. = 0 . Compare with Fid.J6 arid 7. quencies. This can lead to say that the presence of a “resonan
frequency” for the breakdown af is a general feature of any
model of parametric noise.
ational times. The plot shows an analogous behavior of the \We want to stress again that the usual argument in favor
fidelity as a function of the typical noise frequerioglepen-  of the robustness of holonomic quantum computation is based
dentlyof the particular value of the operational time; more- on the purely geometric nature of the holonomy group that de-
over, the minimum of the fidelity is reached in correspong@enc scribes the adiabatic transformations. Since the dynamaiss
of ( «ep) ' 7 0:5forall the values of the operational time a completelygeometric charactesnly in the adiabatic limit,
considered. In order to cast some light on the nature of théhe robustness of adiabatic gates is, in this sense, just-a co
cancellation effect, the same data are plotted infig. 8ms-fu  sequence of the adiabatic theorem. Despite these considera
tions of the number of fluctuations of the noise (notice thaltions' our calculations show that, at least in certain sibng,
N = ( step) *). Adirect comparison of figurdd 6 and the first optimal operational time can be preferable to longe
[ suggests that the relevant quantity which accounts for thgperational times with regards to the robustness of theseorr
mechanism of cancellation of the effects of the noise is itsponding gate against parametric noise.
typical frequency(  sp) * andnotonlythe number of fluc- Nevertheless, our results lead to the conclusion that the ob
tuationsN . On the other hand, the fluctuations of the solid served revivals of the f|de||ty for Suﬂ‘icienﬂy fast noises i
angle around the ideal value £2) start to be negligible for mainly due todynamicalinstead of geometrical effects. Our
N > 20; a comparison with the curve for the fourth optimal conclusion is that, in the range of operational times consid
working point (squares in Fig] 8) suggests that the recovergred here, the observed cancellation effects are mainly re-
of the fidelity for long cyclic evolution times is given als§ b |ated to a dynamical average over fast oscillations of tiseno
geometric cancellation. ( «p) ' 1andthere is no relevant connection with the
For non adiabatic evolution times one can imagine the exswept solid angle which plays a crucial role for the usual ar-
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