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R obust optim al quantum gates for Josephson charge qubits
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Quantum optin alcontroltheory allow s to design accurate quantum gates. W e em ploy it to design
high- delity twobit gates for Josesphson charge qubits In the presence of both leakage and noise.
O ur protocol considerably increases the delity of the gate and, m ore In portant, i is quite robust
in the disruptive presence of 1=f noise. T he in provem ent in the gate perform ances discussed In this

work (errors 10 °

O ne ofthe findam ental requirem ents of any proposed
In plem entation ofquantum nformm ation processing isthe
ability to perform reliably sihgle- and two-qubit gates.
In the last decade there has been an Intense experin en—
tal and theoretical activity to realize suitable schem es
for quantum gates In a variety of physical system s as
NM R, don traps, cold atom s, solid state devices, just to
mention a faw [I]. Typically, as com pared to singlebi
gates, two—-qubi gates are much more di cult to real-
ize. T he Interaction between the qubits ism ore delicate
to controlw hile preserving coherence. Furthem ore two—
bit gates are m ore sensitive to in perfections, noise and,
w henever present, leakage to non-com putational states.
Tt is therefore of crucial in portance to nd strategies to
alleviate all these problem s. A powerfiil tool to realize
accurate gates is quantum optin al control ], already
applied for exam ple to quantum com putation w ith cold
atom s in an opticallattice [3]. A in ofthe present work is
to apply optin alcontrolto the realn of solid-state quan—
tum ocom putation, m ore soeci cally to qubits realized
w ith superconducting nanocircuits. Josephson—jinction
qubis [4, 5] are considered am ong the m ost prom ising
candidates for in plem enting quantum protocols in solid
state devices. D ue to their design exibility, several dif-
ferent versions of superconducting (charge, ux, phase)
qubits have been theoretically proposed and experin en—
tally realized in a serdes ofbeautifilexperin ents [€]. Sev—
eral schem es for qubit coupling have also been proposed
(see the review s [4,18]). On the experin ental side, cou—
pld qubits have been realized in the charge %, 8] and
In thephase O] regineswherea CNOT anda iSWAP
gates have been im plem ented respectively. In the experi-
ment of Ste en et al. [9] them easured delity was ofthe
order of 75% increasing up to 87% after accounting for
m easurem ent errors. Further in provem ents in the accu-
racy rely on achieving larger decoherence tin es. In the
experim ent of Yam am oto et al. [E] a direct determ ination
ofthe delity from the data was not possbl, but it has
been estim ated to be 80% . Advances in fabrication
techniques will play a crucial role in achieving accurate
quantum gates, how ever as the thresholds for faul toler-

10 * in realistic cases) allow s to cross the faul tolrance threshold.

ant com putation [LO]are quite dem anding, gate optin iza—
tion is a powerfultool for a considerable in provem ent of
their accuracy. A m apr open question is the resilience
of optin ized operations to in perfections a ecting a real
laboratory in plem entation, including: leakage to states
outside the H ibert subspace em ployed for logical encod—
Ing; inaccurate realization ofthe desired pulse shape; and
classicalnoise in the system .

In this Letter we apply optin al quantum controlto su-—
perconducting charge qubits (that we choose for illistra—
tion purposes). W e analyze in detail the e ect of noise
and leakage, and we show that optin ization keeps yield—
Ing a considerable in provem ent in gate delities even un-—
der such realistic conditions. In the context of supercon—
ducting charge qubits, it hasbeen proposed to couple the
qubits via a capaciance [4,[11], an additional Josephson
Junction (JJ) [12] or an inductance [13,/14]. The two-bit
gate is realized by an appropriate choice ofpulses In the
gate potentials. For the two cases of capaciive and JJ
coupling we construct the optim al pulse shapes thereby
obtaining very high delities. For the case of capaciive
coupling optin al control has been applied to supercon-—
ducting qubits forthe rsttimeby Sporletal [15]. Here,
we extend their results in two in portant aspects: F irst,
we com pare two di erent couplings In order to optin ize
the design. Second, we Include the e ect of 1=f charge
noise, believed to be the m ain source of decoherence in
these system s [1€,|17], and show that the optin al gates
are robust against i. W e further show that gate accu-
racy is m aintained even under partially distorted pulse
shapes.

Coupkd Josephson qubits Josephson charge qubits,
sketched in Fig.[d, are de ned in the regime in which
the Josgphson coupling ismuch an aller than the charg—
Ing energy. T he singlequbi Ham iltonian (hclding also
non-com putational states) is de ned as [4,15]
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FIG.1l: a) A Cooper pair box can im plem ent a charge qubit
when tuned In the regin e In which only two charge states are
relevant. T he box between the qubits represents the coupling
which is speci ed below . b) A n extra Josephson junction (left)
or of a capacitance (right).

where n; is the number of excess C ooper pairs on the
ith (= 1;2) qubit, nd’ = c,vs"=Qe) is the o -
set charge controlled by the gate volage Vg(i) Cq is
the gate capacitance), Ec is the charging energy and
E J(i) is the Josephson coupling. By progcting onto the
Hibert space spanned by the states Pi; 11 © = 2,
D is the dimension of the H ibert space) one recov—
ers the charge qubit Ham iltonian. W e want to include
the e ect of lkakage to the charge states (in this case
D > 2). Since we have Eg=E 1, it is su cient

to add few other charge states. W e included the charge
statesfrom j 2ito Pi),ie.D = 6. Howeverin the range
Esj=Ec 5 10 10? [I]weveri ed that retaining the
charge states j 1i; Pi; Jli; Riissu cient.

The coupling between the qubits (see Figlll) can be
either via a capacitor or a Jossphson jinction. In the
case of capacitive coupling, F igllb (right), the interaction
Ham iltonian reads

X
H §C= Ecc n1

nimz
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where E.. is the chargihg energy associated to the
Coulomb interaction between the qubits. If instead the
coupling is via a Jospehson junction, Figlb (keft), the
coupling H am iltonian is given by

X
HY =

(hi1ihy + 1in; + 1jmyj+ he) ()
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where E'55 is the Josephson energy of the coupling junc—
tion [LE].

Two—qubit gates The goalisto in plem ent the univer—
saltwo—qubit gatesG ;7 and G . orthe JJ and capacitive

couplings respectively. T hey read

0 1 0 1
0 0 01 0100
Bo 10 & B10 0 0%
=B . =B
GJJ @O 0 lCA ’ Gcc @O 01 OA ’ (3)
1 0 0O 0001
where we used the basis f3++1i;3#% 1i;3 +1i;3J ig for

G g7 and thebasis £J11i;70i; P1i; POig PrG (G i=
(Pi Ji)= 2). Even under ideal operating condi-
tions these gates cannot be in plem ented exactly [E,[12].
As discussed in [L2], G55 can be approxin ately real-
ized by tuning both qubits to degeneracy, xing all the
Josephson ocouplings to be equal in m agnitude and tum-
Ing on the interaction for a tine 57 7 097 2 =FE;;7.
For G, we choose the same param eters of the ex—
€,=E." 7 00777E,=E2 ¢ 00610,
Ec=E. 0:1653). The tin e needed for the gate is
« ' 18 =EJ(1). De ning U ( = JJ;cc) as the
tin e evolution operator associated to the full H am iltto—
nian H; + H + H;, a gure of merit to quantify the
accuracy of a quantum gate is the error de ned as

perin ent [8]
W -,

"=1 TrG'U ) 4)

T he U is the tin e evolution operator pro gcted onto the
com putationalstates (the delity ofthe operation should
be tested only on the com putational basis (f;;nzi =
P0i;Pli;0i;41i). The delity isde ned asF 1 "
In the llow ing we determm ine optin ized delities, up to
a globalphase orthe gates in Eq. [3) when in plem ented
w ith charge qubis. In order to be as close as possble to
the experin ental situation, we search for optin alpulses
w ith the constraint that after the gates the two qubits
are in their idle points.

Optim ized quantum gates Quantum ocontrol tech-
nigques described In [Z, 3] allow to m Inin ize the error
" de ned in Eq. {4). O ne assum es that the Ham iltonian
is controlled by a set of extemal param eters which can
be varied In tine. The goal is to nd the tim e depen-
dence of the param eterswhich m inin izes . To ilustrate
it in a little m ore detail, ket us In agine a system gov-—
emed by the tin e dependent H am iltonian H [g(t) ], where
g(t) is the control param eter. The goal of a quantum
optin al controlalgorithm in generalisto reach, n a cer-
tain tine , a desired target state jr iwith high delity.
The algorithm em ployed here, due to K rotov [2], works
as ollow s: (i) an initialguess gy () is chosen for the con-
trol param eter; (i) the nitial state j ¢i is evolved iIn
tin e according to the dynam ics dictated by H [g (£) ] un—
tiltine : jg( )i= U @)J oi; (i) an auxiliary state
Jg( )i Jrih ¢Jjg ( )iisde ned, which can be inter-
preted as the part of j 4 ( )i that has reached the target
J r i; the auxiliary state isevolved backwards in tin e un-—
tilt= 0; () jg®iand j 4 ()i are propagated again
forward In tim e, while the control param eter is updated
with thermuleg®t) ! g+ Im h s ©RH J 5 O1il= ©.
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FIG. 2: (color online) Exror "y in as a function of leakage
for two-qubit gates: a) for Jossphson—junction coupling (in—
cluding a residual capacitive coupling w ith E .=E’ ;5 = 0:05),
with and without optin ization (lower and upper curve re—
spectively); b) for capacitive coupling, w ith optim ization, as
a function ofthe ratio E ;1)
two charging energies In the experin ent Ec(i) are di erent).

The experin ental value E \/=E .. = 0:47 Ref. [8] ism arked.

=FE . (Which we use here since the

The weight fiinction (t) constrains the nitial and -
nal values of the control param eter; (v) steps (dil) and
(I7) are repeated until the desired value of the deliy
is obtained. The sam e procedure can be Pllowed also
when the Ham iltonian contains m ore than one param e-
ter. A ftera su cient num ber of terations, the algorithm
converges and reaches asym ptotically a m nimum "y i, -
In the present case, we consider E ;i) ing;i;E  as control
param eters (Josephson couplings can be tuned by m eans
of an applied m agnetic ux), and we look for optim al
pulse shapes to Inprove the deliy F A Ythough in
principle one m ay consider all the di erent couplings in—
dependently, this is in practical for an experin entalpoint
of view . In the case of JJ coupling we keep the gate
volage xed and consider the sam e tin e dependence for
all the Jossphson couplings. This type of control can
be achieved by applying a uniform tin e-dependent m ag—
netic eld. In the case of capacitive coupling we allow for
tin edependent gates but keep the Jossphson couplings

xed. Relaxing these constrains w ill certainly lead to a
further optin ization ofthe delity at the cost, however,
ofam ore com plex extemaloontrol. T he in portant point
is that already at the leveldiscussed In thiswork the in —
provem ent in the gate perfom ances allow s for crossing
the faul tolerance threshold [10].

T he presence of leakage m ay be disruptive for two-bit
gates In Josephson charge qubits [L9]. O ptin ization how —
ever fully com pensates for leakage n both ofthe schem es
depicted n Fig.[D. T the case of JJ coupling, Fig.[2
(left panel), we have only one control param eter, the
Josephson coupling energy CEJ(l) t) = Ef) t)= Es5 ©).
T he non-optin ized gate (Wwhite circles) is realized as de—
scribbed In [L2] while the optim ized curve, for the qubits
ofRef. B] Es=Ec 3 10%), gives an error of the or-
derof10 *. Thiserror is not appreciably in uenced by
the choice of the initial pulse, but rather it is physically
determm ined by the constraints im posed on the pulse itself

FIG . 3: O ptin ized gate error ", in under noise having power
spectrum Sn, (! ) = A=! asa function ofnoise strength A : a)
for Josephson couplingw ith E y=E ¢ = 0:05, w ith and w ithout
optin ization (lower and upper curves resoectively); b) for ca—
pacitive coupling w ith E ;1)=E ce = 0:47. Typicalexperin ental
value are around A 10 °.

{ for instance, requiring it to start and end at an optim al
working point away from degeneracy, as we do here. In
both cases we include leakage and the analle ect of a

nite charging energy E .. In the case of capacitive cou—
pling, we build on the results obtained in [L5] and use
their pulse sequence as the nial guess. Thus we present
here only the optin ized gate. O ur resuks are shown in
Fig.[J (right panel). In this setup, which coincides w ith
that of the experim ent of Ref. [@] the coupling E .. can—

not be changed. T he values of the param eters E ;i) =K C(i) ,
E=E. (i= 1;2) and .. should be chosen properly in
order to realize the gate G ... Consistently, if E J(i) =E ¢
is changed by a given factor, .. should be divided by
the sam e factor. For the experin entalvalue of E J(i) =E ¢,
the error is ", 1 ’ 10 3. Note that increasing EJ(i)=E e
results In a faster gate, thus reducing the e ect of deco—
herence. Here, in the best case, we can reduce the gate
tin e to 30ps, while keeping the delity constant.
An in portant question to be addressed is to what extent
our optin Ized gates are robust against noise. For this
reason we check how stable the delity (optin ized in the
absence of noise) is, when the environm ent is taken into
acoount R0]. Them ost in portant source of decoherence
In chargequbits is 1=f chargenoise 21]. A though itsun-
derstanding is far from com plete, 1=f noise isbelieved to
originate from twoJlevel uctuators present in the sub-
strate and/or in the insulating barrier. Several theo—
retical works have recently studied the relation between
1=f noise and decoherence in charge qubits (see [L6,117]
and references therein). Here we follow the approach of
Ref. [17] and m odel the environm ent as a superposition
ofbistable classical uctuators resulting in an additional
random contribution nq(,i) (t) to the gate charge. A dis-
tribution of switch rates behavingasP () / 1= in
arange [nmin : max] results In a noise power spectrum
Se,(M)=hn’® n’ @i ! . Folowing 1] we
chose the sw itching rates such that the typical frequency
ofthe gates is centered in betw een the two orders ofm ag—
niude overw hich the 1=f noise extends (W e checked the
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FIG . 4: Gate error "n in as a function of the pulse spectral
cuto ! for Josephson coupling wih Es=Ec = 1=20 (left)
and for capacitive coupling w ith E J(1)=E cc = 047 (dght). In—
sets: C orresponding optin alpulses.

stability of our resultsw ith the choice of iy and  axs
datanot shown). W e considered up to one thousand inde-
pendent uctuators coupled weakly to the qubitsand we
assum ed that the charge noise on the tw o separate qubits
is uncorrelated. T he resuls of our analysis are reported
in Fig.[3: regardless of the coupling schem e, the delity
tums out to be quite robust against noise. M oreover, the
error rates rem ain orders ofm agniude better than w ith—
out application of the quantum control algorithm , even
under signi cant noise strengths, up toA 10 ¢ 10 3.
W e checked these results also w ith di erent kinds ofnoise
(W hite noise, hom ogeneous frequency broadening in the
control pulses) and we found sin ilar conclusions (see
also [L3]). W e nally investigated the dependence of the
gate error on the experin entally unavoidable naccura—
cies of the pulse shapes. To this end we applied a lter
to suppress the contribution of ham onics above a cuto
! . in the shape ofthe optim alpulses. In F ig.[4 we show
the dependence of the error on the num ber of frequen—
cies that com pose the optin ized pulses. In both cases
the m ost in portant corrections are those at lower fre—
quencies, as already pointed out in [L5]. This explains
the robustness ofboth optin ized gates against noise pro—
cesses: the delity is just m arginally In uenced by new
frequencies introduced by the noise. A ough the realiza-
tion of (nearly) optin alpulses isdem anding, it de nitely
Jeads to accurate gate operation. O ne can then im agine
to realize the twobi gates In a longer tine, In which
case the shape of the pulse should be easier to realize.
On the other hand. if the gate is too slow decoherence
becom es relevant. It isthen in portantto nd an optin al
gate tin e forwhich these two com peting e ectsarem ini-
m Ized. W ebelieve that thism ay be an avenue to realizing
high- delity com putations w ith Josephson nanocircuits.
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