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R obust optim alquantum gates for Josephson charge qubits
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Q uantum optim alcontroltheory allowsto design accuratequantum gates.W eem ploy ittodesign

high-�delity two-bit gates for Josephson charge qubits in the presence ofboth leakage and noise.

O urprotocolconsiderably increasesthe �delity ofthe gate and,m ore im portant,itisquite robust

in thedisruptivepresenceof1=f noise.Theim provem entin thegateperform ancesdiscussed in this

work (errors� 10� 3 � 10� 4 in realistic cases)allowsto crossthe faulttolerance threshold.

O neofthe fundam entalrequirem entsofany proposed

im plem entation ofquantum inform ation processingisthe

ability to perform reliably single-and two-qubit gates.

In the lastdecade there hasbeen an intense experim en-

taland theoreticalactivity to realize suitable schem es

for quantum gates in a variety of physicalsystem s as

NM R,ion traps,cold atom s,solid state devices,justto

m ention a few [1]. Typically,as com pared to single-bit

gates,two-qubit gates are m uch m ore di�cult to real-

ize.The interaction between the qubitsism ore delicate

to controlwhilepreserving coherence.Furtherm oretwo-

bitgatesare m ore sensitive to im perfections,noise and,

whenever present,leakage to non-com putationalstates.

Itistherefore ofcrucialim portance to �nd strategiesto

alleviate allthese problem s. A powerfultoolto realize

accurate gates is quantum optim alcontrol[2],already

applied forexam ple to quantum com putation with cold

atom sin an opticallattice[3].Aim ofthepresentwork is

to apply optim alcontrolto therealm ofsolid-statequan-

tum com putation, m ore speci�cally to qubits realized

with superconducting nanocircuits. Josephson-junction

qubits [4,5]are considered am ong the m ost prom ising

candidatesforim plem enting quantum protocolsin solid

state devices.Due to theirdesign 
exibility,severaldif-

ferent versions ofsuperconducting (charge,
ux,phase)

qubitshave been theoretically proposed and experim en-

tally realized in aseriesofbeautifulexperim ents[6].Sev-

eralschem esforqubitcoupling have also been proposed

(see the reviews[4,5]). O n the experim entalside,cou-

pled qubits have been realized in the charge [7,8]and

in the phase [9]regim eswhere a CNO T and a
p
iSW AP

gateshavebeen im plem ented respectively.In theexperi-

m entofSte�en etal.[9]them easured �delity wasofthe

order of75% increasing up to 87% after accounting for

m easurem enterrors.Furtherim provem entsin the accu-

racy rely on achieving largerdecoherence tim es. In the

experim entofYam am otoetal.[8]adirectdeterm ination

ofthe �delity from the data wasnotpossible,butithas

been estim ated to be � 80% . Advances in fabrication

techniques willplay a crucialrole in achieving accurate

quantum gates,howeverasthethresholdsforfaulttoler-

antcom putation[10]arequitedem anding,gateoptim iza-

tion isa powerfultoolfora considerableim provem entof

their accuracy. A m ajor open question is the resilience

ofoptim ized operationsto im perfectionsa�ecting a real

laboratory im plem entation,including: leakage to states

outsidetheHilbertsubspaceem ployed forlogicalencod-

ing;inaccuraterealization ofthedesired pulseshape;and

classicalnoisein the system .

In this Letterwe apply optim alquantum controlto su-

perconducting chargequbits(thatwechooseforillustra-

tion purposes). W e analyze in detailthe e�ect ofnoise

and leakage,and weshow thatoptim ization keepsyield-

ingaconsiderableim provem entin gate�delitieseven un-

dersuch realisticconditions.In thecontextofsupercon-

ductingchargequbits,ithasbeen proposed tocouplethe

qubitsvia a capacitance[7,11],an additionalJosephson

Junction (JJ)[12]oran inductance[13,14].Thetwo-bit

gateisrealized by an appropriatechoiceofpulsesin the

gate potentials. For the two cases ofcapacitive and JJ

coupling we constructthe optim alpulse shapesthereby

obtaining very high �delities. Forthe case ofcapacitive

coupling optim alcontrolhas been applied to supercon-

ductingqubitsforthe�rsttim eby Sp�orletal.[15].Here,

we extend theirresultsin two im portantaspects:First,

we com pare two di�erentcouplingsin orderto optim ize

the design. Second,we include the e�ectof1=f charge

noise,believed to be the m ain source ofdecoherence in

these system s[16,17],and show thatthe optim algates

are robust against it. W e further show that gate accu-

racy is m aintained even under partially distorted pulse

shapes.

Coupled Josephson qubits Josephson charge qubits,

sketched in Fig.1,are de�ned in the regim e in which

the Josephson coupling ism uch sm allerthan the charg-

ing energy.Thesingle-qubitHam iltonian (including also

non-com putationalstates)isde�ned as[4,5]

H i =
X

ni

[E C (ni� n
(i)
g )2 jniihnij�

E
(i)

J

2
(jniihni+ 1j+ h.c.)]
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FIG .1:a)A Cooperpairbox can im plem enta charge qubit

when tuned in theregim ein which only two chargestatesare

relevant.Thebox between thequbitsrepresentsthecoupling

which isspeci�ed below.b)An extraJosephson junction (left)

orofa capacitance (right).

where ni is the num ber ofexcess Cooper pairs on the

i-th (i = 1;2) qubit, n
(i)
g = CgV

(i)
g =(2e) is the o�-

set charge controlled by the gate voltage V
(i)
g (Cg is

the gate capacitance), E C is the charging energy and

E
(i)

J
is the Josephson coupling. By projecting onto the

Hilbert space spanned by the states j0i;j1i (D = 2,

D is the dim ension of the Hilbert space) one recov-

ers the charge qubit Ham iltonian. W e want to include

the e�ect of leakage to the charge states (in this case

D > 2). Since we have E J=E C � 1, it is su�cient

to add few othercharge states. W e included the charge

statesfrom j� 2itoj3i),i.e.D = 6.Howeverin therange

E J=E C � 5� 10� 10� 2 [7]weveri�ed thatretaining the

chargestatesj� 1i;j0i;j1i;j2iissu�cient.

The coupling between the qubits (see Fig.1b) can be

either via a capacitor or a Josephson junction. In the

caseofcapacitivecoupling,Fig.1b (right),theinteraction

Ham iltonian reads

H cc
I = E cc

X

n1;n2

(n1 � ng;1)(n2 � ng;2)jn1;n2ihn1;n2j(1)

where E cc is the charging energy associated to the

Coulom b interaction between the qubits. Ifinstead the

coupling is via a Jospehson junction,Fig.1b (left),the

coupling Ham iltonian isgiven by

H JJ
I =

~E JJ

2

X

n1;n2

(jn1ijn2 + 1ihn1 + 1jhn2j+ h:c:) (2)

where ~E JJ istheJosephson energy ofthecoupling junc-

tion [18].

Two-qubitgates Thegoalisto im plem enttheuniver-

saltwo-qubitgatesG JJ and G cc fortheJJand capacitive

couplingsrespectively.They read

G JJ =

0

B
B
@

0 0 0 1

0 � i 0 0

0 0 � i 0

1 0 0 0

1

C
C
A
; G cc =

0

B
B
@

0 1 0 0

1 0 0 0

0 0 1 0

0 0 0 1

1

C
C
A

; (3)

where we used the basis fj+ + i;j+ � i;j� + i;j� � ig for

G JJ and the basisfj11i;j10i;j01i;j00ig forG cc (j� i=

(j0i � j1i)=
p
2). Even under ideal operating condi-

tionsthese gatescannotbe im plem ented exactly [8,12].

As discussed in [12], G JJ can be approxim ately real-

ized by tuning both qubits to degeneracy,�xing allthe

Josephson couplingsto beequalin m agnitudeand turn-

ing on the interaction for a tim e �JJ ’ 0:97 2�=~E JJ.

For G cc we choose the sam e param eters of the ex-

perim ent [8] (E J=E
(1)

C
’ 0:0777,E J=E

(2)

C
’ 0:0610,

E cc=E
(1)

C
’ 0:1653). The tim e needed for the gate is

�cc ’ 1:18 �=E
(1)

J
. De�ning U �

� (� = JJ;cc) as the

tim e evolution operator associated to the fullHam ilto-

nian H 1 + H 2 + H �
I,a �gure ofm erit to quantify the

accuracy ofa quantum gateisthe errorde�ned as

"= 1� Tr(Gy�
~U �
� ) (4)

The ~U isthe tim e evolution operatorprojected onto the

com putationalstates(the�delity oftheoperation should

be tested only on the com putationalbasis (jn1;n2i =

j00i;j01i;j10i;j11i).The�delity isde�ned asF � 1� ".

In the following we determ ine optim ized �delities,up to

aglobalphaseforthegatesin Eq.(3)when im plem ented

with chargequbits.In orderto beascloseaspossibleto

the experim entalsituation,we search foroptim alpulses

with the constraint that after the gates the two qubits

arein theiridle points.

Optim ized quantum gates Q uantum control tech-

niques described in [2, 3]allow to m inim ize the error

" de�ned in Eq.(4).O ne assum esthatthe Ham iltonian

is controlled by a set ofexternalparam eterswhich can

be varied in tim e. The goalis to �nd the tim e depen-

denceoftheparam eterswhich m inim izes".To illustrate

it in a little m ore detail,let us im agine a system gov-

erned by thetim edependentHam iltonian H [g(t)],where

g(t) is the controlparam eter. The goalofa quantum

optim alcontrolalgorithm in generalisto reach,in a cer-

tain tim e�,a desired targetstatej T iwith high �delity.

The algorithm em ployed here,due to K rotov [2],works

asfollows:(i)an initialguessg0(t)ischosen forthecon-

trolparam eter; (ii) the initialstate j 0i is evolved in

tim e according to the dynam icsdictated by H [g(t)]un-

tiltim e �: j g(�)i = U�(g)j 0i;(iii) an auxiliary state

j�g(�)i� j T ih T j E (�)iisde�ned,which can beinter-

preted asthepartofj g(�)ithathasreached thetarget

j T i;theauxiliarystateisevolved backwardsin tim eun-

tilt = 0;(iv) j�g(t)i and j g(t)i are propagated again

forward in tim e,while the controlparam eterisupdated

with the rule g(t)! g(t)+ Im [h�g(t)j@gH j g(t)i]=�(t).



3

10
-1

EJ/EC

10
-4

10
-3

10
-2

10
-1

10
0

εmin

10
-1

10
0

EJ
(1)

/Ecc

10
-4

10
-3

10
-2

10
-1

εmin

FIG .2: (color online) Error "m in as a function of leakage

for two-qubit gates: a) for Josephson-junction coupling (in-

cluding a residualcapacitive coupling with E cc=
~E J J = 0:05),

with and without optim ization (lower and upper curve re-

spectively);b)for capacitive coupling,with optim ization,as

a function ofthe ratio E
(1)

J
=E cc (which we use here since the

two charging energies in the experim ent E
(i)

C
are di�erent).

The experim entalvalue E
(1)

J
=E cc = 0:47 Ref.[8]ism arked.

The weight function �(t) constrains the initialand �-

nalvalues ofthe controlparam eter;(v) steps (iii) and

(iv) are repeated untilthe desired value ofthe �delity

is obtained. The sam e procedure can be followed also

when the Ham iltonian containsm ore than one param e-

ter.Afterasu�cientnum berofiterations,thealgorithm

convergesand reachesasym ptotically a m inim um "m in.

In the presentcase,we considerE
(i)

J
;ng;i;E � ascontrol

param eters(Josephson couplingscan betuned by m eans

ofan applied m agnetic 
ux), and we look for optim al

pulse shapes to im prove the �delity F �. Although in

principleonem ay considerallthe di�erentcouplingsin-

dependently,thisisim practicalforan experim entalpoint

of view. In the case of JJ coupling we keep the gate

voltage�xed and considerthesam etim edependencefor

allthe Josephson couplings. This type of controlcan

beachieved by applying a uniform tim e-dependentm ag-

netic�eld.In thecaseofcapacitivecouplingweallow for

tim e-dependentgatesbutkeep the Josephson couplings

�xed. Relaxing these constrainswillcertainly lead to a

furtheroptim ization ofthe �delity atthe cost,however,

ofam orecom plex externalcontrol.Theim portantpoint

isthatalready attheleveldiscussed in thiswork theim -

provem ent in the gate perform ances allows for crossing

the faulttolerancethreshold [10].

The presenceofleakagem ay be disruptive fortwo-bit

gatesin Josephson chargequbits[19].O ptim ization how-

everfully com pensatesforleakagein both oftheschem es

depicted in Fig.1. In the case ofJJ coupling,Fig.2

(left panel), we have only one controlparam eter, the

Josephson coupling energy (E
(1)

J
(t)= E

(2)

J
(t)= ~E JJ(t)).

The non-optim ized gate(white circles)isrealized asde-

scribed in [12]while the optim ized curve,forthe qubits

ofRef.[8](E J=E C � 3� 10� 2),givesan errorofthe or-

derof10� 4. Thiserrorisnotappreciably in
uenced by

the choice ofthe initialpulse,butratheritisphysically

determ ined by theconstraintsim posed on thepulseitself
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FIG .3:O ptim ized gate error"m in undernoise having power

spectrum Sn g (!)= A=! asa function ofnoisestrength A:a)

forJosephson couplingwith E J=E C = 0:05,with and without

optim ization (lowerand uppercurvesrespectively);b)forca-

pacitivecouplingwith E
(1)

J
=E cc = 0:47.Typicalexperim ental

value are around A � 10
� 5
.

{forinstance,requiringitto startand end atan optim al

working pointaway from degeneracy,aswe do here. In

both cases we include leakage and the sm alle�ect ofa

�nitecharging energy E cc.In thecaseofcapacitivecou-

pling,we build on the results obtained in [15]and use

theirpulse sequence asthe inialguess.Thuswe present

here only the optim ized gate. O urresults are shown in

Fig.2 (rightpanel). In thissetup,which coincideswith

thatofthe experim entofRef.[8]the coupling E cc can-

notbechanged.Thevaluesoftheparam etersE
(i)

J
=E

(i)

C
,

E
(i)

J
=E cc (i= 1;2)and �cc should be chosen properly in

order to realize the gate G cc. Consistently,ifE
(i)

J
=E cc

is changed by a given factor,�cc should be divided by

thesam efactor.Fortheexperim entalvalueofE
(i)

J
=E cc,

the erroris"m in ’ 10� 3. Note thatincreasing E
(i)

J
=E cc

resultsin a fastergate,thusreducing the e�ectofdeco-

herence. Here,in the bestcase,we can reduce the gate

tim e to � � 30ps,while keeping the �delity constant.

An im portantquestion to beaddressed isto whatextent

our optim ized gates are robust against noise. For this

reason wecheck how stablethe�delity (optim ized in the

absence ofnoise)is,when the environm entistaken into

account[20].Them ostim portantsourceofdecoherence

in chargequbitsis1=f chargenoise[21].Although itsun-

derstandingisfarfrom com plete,1=f noiseisbelieved to

originate from two-level
uctuators present in the sub-

strate and/or in the insulating barrier. Severaltheo-

reticalworkshave recently studied the relation between

1=f noise and decoherence in charge qubits(see [16,17]

and referencestherein). Here we follow the approach of

Ref.[17]and m odelthe environm entasa superposition

ofbistableclassical
uctuatorsresulting in an additional

random contribution �n
(i)
g (t)to the gate charge. A dis-

tribution ofswitch rates 
 behaving as P (
) / 1=
 in

a range [
m in :
m ax]resultsin a noise powerspectrum

Sng
(!) = h�n

(i)
g (t)�n

(i)
g (0)i! � !� 1. Following [17]we

chosetheswitching ratessuch thatthetypicalfrequency

ofthegatesiscentered in between thetwoordersofm ag-

nitudeoverwhichthe1=f noiseextends (W echeckedthe
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FIG .4: G ate error "m in as a function ofthe pulse spectral

cuto� ! c for Josephson coupling with E J=E C = 1=20 (left)

and forcapacitive coupling with E
(1)

J
=E cc = 0:47 (right).In-

sets:Corresponding optim alpulses.

stability ofourresultswith thechoiceof
m in and 
m ax,

datanotshown).W econsideredup toonethousandinde-

pendent
uctuatorscoupled weakly to thequbitsand we

assum ed thatthechargenoiseon thetwoseparatequbits

isuncorrelated.The resultsofouranalysisare reported

in Fig.3:regardlessofthe coupling schem e,the �delity

turnsoutto bequiterobustagainstnoise.M oreover,the

errorratesrem ain ordersofm agnitudebetterthan with-

outapplication ofthe quantum controlalgorithm ,even

undersigni�cantnoisestrengths,up to A � 10� 4� 10� 3.

W echecked theseresultsalsowith di�erentkindsofnoise

(white noise,hom ogeneousfrequency broadening in the

controlpulses) and we found sim ilar conclusions (see

also [15]).W e �nally investigated the dependence ofthe

gate error on the experim entally unavoidable inaccura-

ciesofthe pulse shapes. To this end we applied a �lter

to suppressthecontribution ofharm onicsabovea cuto�

!c in theshapeofthe optim alpulses.In Fig.4 weshow

the dependence ofthe error on the num ber offrequen-

cies that com pose the optim ized pulses. In both cases

the m ost im portant corrections are those at lower fre-

quencies,as already pointed out in [15]. This explains

therobustnessofboth optim ized gatesagainstnoisepro-

cesses: the �delity is just m arginally in
uenced by new

frequenciesintroduced by thenoise.Altough therealiza-

tion of(nearly)optim alpulsesisdem anding,itde�nitely

leadsto accurate gate operation. O ne can then im agine

to realize the two-bit gates in a longer tim e,in which

case the shape ofthe pulse should be easier to realize.

O n the other hand. ifthe gate is too slow decoherence

becom esrelevant.Itisthen im portantto�nd an optim al

gatetim eforwhich thesetwocom peting e�ectsarem ini-

m ized.W ebelievethatthism aybean avenuetorealizing

high-�delity com putationswith Josephson nanocircuits.
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