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A bstract

W e Investigate the tine T a quantum com puter requires to factorize a given
num ber dependent on the number ofbis L required to represent this number. W e
stress the fact that in m ost cases one hasto take into account that the execution tin e
of a single quantum gate is related to the decoherence tin e of the qubits that are
Involved In the com putation. A lthough exhibited here only for special systam s, this
Interdependence of decoherence and com putation tin e seem s to be a restriction
In m any current m odels for quantum com puters and lads to the resul that the
com putation tine T scalesmuch stronger w ith L than previously expected.
PACS:4250Lc

I. Introduction

Since Shor'sdiscovery ], ] ofan algorithm that allow s thefactorization ofa large num ber
by a quantum com puter In polynom ialtinm e Instead of an exponential tin e as In classical
com puting, interest in the practical realization of a quantum ocom puter has been much
enhanced. R ecent advances in the preparation and m anjulation of singl ionsaswellas
the engiheering of pre—selected cavity light elds have m ade quantum optics that eld of
physics which prom isesthe st experin ental realization ofa quantum com puter. Several
proposals for possble experin ental In plem entations have been m ade relying on nuclear
soins, quantum dots [], cavity QED @] and on ions in linear traps [{].

One can estin ate the tine T needed for a singl run of Shor's algorithm to be equal
to the tine o required to execute an elem entary logical operation multiplied by the
required num ber of elem entary operations, which isofthe form L°+ O (L%) []. &t should
be noted that in general a single run of Shor’s algorithm w ill not be su cient because it
is a stochastic algorithm . In the follow ing we w ill discuss the tin e required to perfom
one run of Shor’s algorithm and if not stated explicitly the calculation tin e is jast the
tin e required for this.

T he calculation tin e has to be com pared to the deccherence tine 4. 0fthe quantum
com puter (eg the tin e in which on average one photon w ill be em itted by the quantum
com puter). A s goontaneous em issions destroy the coherence in the quantum ocom puter,
we need to m ake sure that practically no spontaneous em ission occurs during the whole
com putation. To ensure this, the Inequality

gee T = oL’ @)

has to be satis ed which then gives rise to an upper lim it for the num bers we are ablk to
factorize on the quantum oom puter. For a given value of .; that m eans that the total
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com putation tin e scales like L°. To factorize a number representable by L qubits, one
requires 5L + 2 qubis (n what follow s we neglect the "2" here) as work space for the
necessary calculations [4]. If we assum e that each qubit couples to a di erent bath the
decoherence tin e of 5L, qubits is given by [], {1

_
5L @

where 4 the decoherence tim e ofa single qubit. T he case of qubits coupling to the sam e
bath leads to an aller decoherence tin €S gec ]. Combining eqg. ﬁ]) and &g. E) we cbtan

dec

w»  abl’: 3)

Usually . isnotassum ed to be related to the decoherence tin e ofthe quantum com puter.
A s we will see Jater this is not true In general. W e will show that the dependence of
the elem entary tine step 1 on the decocherence tine g gives rise to a much stronger
dependence of the calculation tin e on the bit size L . This results in a severe lim itation of
the m axinum size of the num bers to be factorized. In our investigation we focus on the
m odel put rward by C irac and Zoller [f]but also show brie y that sim ilar restrictions
apply or cavity QED im plem entations. W e stress that the results apply to a wide class
of possible m odels asm ost of them rly on atom —light interaction sim ilar to that of the
m odels discussed here. O f course the actual form of T (L) m ay vary slightly from m odel
to m odel.

In Section IT we investigate the m odel of a quantum com puter proposed by C irac
and Zoller for ssveral possble m ethods to store the qubits as well as a cavity QED
In plam entation. In Section ITI we summ arize our results and discuss their in plications
to the realizability of quantum com puters.

IT. Quantum C om putation in a linear ion trap

In the Introduction we gave a sin pk estim ate ofthetine T a quantum com puter requires
to perform Shor's algorithm . From this it is possbl to cbtain an upper lim it for the
num bers that we are able to factorize. H owever in this estin ate it isusually assum ed that
the execution tin e for an elem entary logical gate does not depend on the decoherence
tin e of the quantum bits on which the operations are perform ed. This however is not
generally true. To see this note that all the proposals for the practical in plem entation of
quantum com putersm entioned in the Introduction share a comm on feature. T hey rely on

the Interaction of light w ith atom s where either the atom s are used as a m em ory to store
the qubits which are m anjpulated by light elds or the light eld isused as the m em ory

which ism anipulated by the Interaction with atom s. T herefore In all these schem es the
atom —light Interaction represents the essentialbuilding block of all the proposalsm ade so
far. In each of these interactions a tem porary excitation of the atom s is nevitabl (even

In adiabatic excitation, given a nite excitation tine) which can lead to spontaneous
decay. O bviously the interaction strength, proportionalto the R abifrequency , and the

soontaneous am ission rate, proportional to the E instein coe cient of the excited level of

the transition in question, are related such that

= 7 @

where is half the Einstein coe cient of the transition and is a constant of propor-
tionality. Certainly for a given transition frequency cannot be m ade arbitrarily large.



Tt is 1im ited due to the fact that at high intensities the two level approxin ation breaks
dow n, that the rotating wave approxin ation becom es invalid and that for a su ciently
high laser intensity the atom ionizes practically in m ediately. For optical transitions the
latter e ect gives rise to an upper lim it of the order of

max = 1070877 : 5)

In practize the lin it willbe much lower as both detuning and pulse duration have to be
controllable quantities and we have not included the other lin itations m entioned above
ineq. {§).Astheexecution tine .; ofa quantum gate depends inversely on the R abi fre—
quency while the decoherence tim e ofa qubit g depends inversely on  we inm ediately
cbserve via eq. {4) that both quantities are related to each other.

In the Pllow ng we w ill investigate how this relationship a ects the estin ate for the
factorization tin e of a num berwhich can be represented by L qubits. F irst we discuss the
schem e proposaed by C irac and Zoller because it seam s to be them ost prom ising proposal.
Later we show that for cavity QED im plem entations sin ilar problem s arise. In sim ilar
ways onem ay achieve estin ates for other proposed schem es as they m ostly rely on atom —
light interaction. The exact form of T (L) m ght be di erent but onew illalways nd that
the scaling w ith I ismuch stronger than expected from eq. ().

A .Linear trap w ith two level atom s as qubits

W e now discuss the m odel proposed by Cirac and Zoller [{]. Several ions of m ass M
are stored In a linear trap (see Fig. 1) and it is assum ed that all translational degrees
of freedom of the ions are cooled to their resgpective ground state and that especially
the centerofmass (COM ) motion with frequency is In its ground state. This in plies
that the Lam b-D icke regim e is reached. To In plem ent quantum gates one then applies a
sequence of laser pulses of wavelength  to the ions such that both the intemal degrees
of freedom as well as the degree of excitation of the COM m ode m ay be changed. As
the COM mode is a collective m otion of all ions, is excitation can be used to yield
entanglem ent between di erent ions. A s an approxin ation it is asanled that only the
COM m ode isexcited because the closest Iyingm ode hasa frequency 3 and istherefore
well ssparated from the COM m ode frequency. In the m odel it is assum ed that the lJaser
isdetuned such that = , S0 that the predom inant contribution com es from processes
w here w ith the excitation ofthe ion the COM m ode is deexcited. P rocesses w here the ion
and the m ode are excited sin ultaneously include rapidly oscillating phasefactors and are
neglkcted In the follow Ing (rotating wave approxin ation). O ne then obtains the follow ing
H am ilton operator for an ion at the node of a standing light eld [{]

h i
=P Fhoht piken’ ©)
q
where = 2= Q=2M ) 1 is the Lamb-D icke param eter. The a and a¥ are the

anniilation and creation operators of the COM mode. The Ham iltonian eq. (§) is
correct or (=2 )2 ? 1. This system allow s the in plem entation of elem entary logical
gates such as the controlled-NO T gate [l which requires in this schem e the equivalent of
four -pulses w ith the Ham iltonian eq. (). W e use the tin e required for this as a ower
bound for the elem entary tine step o and nd

P—
4 5L
er= — (7



Now using the fact that Shor's algorithm requires L° elam entary steps we nd for the
total com putation tim e

4 5L _,
T=————9L": (8)
Aswewant tom inin ize T, we lsert them axinum value or according to eq. () and
obtain s

4 5L7
T=— —:

©)

In this expression not all the param eters are independent, as we have to m ake sure that
T is Jkessthan the decoherence tin e 4o 0fthe quantum com puter. T he decoherence tim e
of the quantum com puter is the decoherence tin e of a single quantum bi 4 divided by
the num ber of quantum bits contained in the quantum com puter because In the course of
the calculation m ost of the qubits w ill be partially excited. W e nd

1
ab
dec 5L 5L ( )
and obtain the nequality s
4 5L7 1
11)
5L

W e observe that due to eg. {@) the decay constant ofa single qubit appears on both sides

ofthe equation and we nd
1 21

22000 2 Lo

which is farm ore restrictive than the estin ate eq. {3) obtained when we assum e that an

elem entary tin e step o1 is ndependent of 4. To be abl to perform Shor's algorithm

w tthout having spontaneous em issions eq. {[J) hasto be satis ed. U sing this to elin inate
in eq. @) then gives a lower bound for the calculation tin e which is

12)

T 400 2 — 1.%: (13)

To obtain explicit values or T weassume = 0:1 and = 10’s 2. Thevalue of isof
the order o£1000 [§] so that we cbtain

L Tmin m ax

2 1s 10 st
4| 259s| 1910 *s *

One observes that even with the rather large valie of the factorization of a 4 bit
number (g. 15 which is the snallest com posite number for which Shor’s algorithm

applies B]) seam s to be practically in possible when we take Into acoount that for exam ple
the m etastable transition in Barium has a lifetin e of 45s and therefore = 0:044s ‘.
N ote that we have not taken into account the in uence of all other possbl sources of
error such as counterrotating term s In the H am ilton operator, excitations ofm odes other
than the COM mode, errors In the pulse lngths and in the Rabi frequencies of the
pulses. O ne should also realize that although a heroic experin entale ortm ight m ake the



factorization of a 4 bit num ber possibl, the factorization of any num ber of relevant size
seam s com pletely out of question as the execution tim e of Shor's algorithm for a 40 bit
num ber is 10® tin es larger. For a 400 bit num ber, w hich represents the upper lin it which
classical com puters can factorize, Shor's algorithm requires 10'° tim es longer than for a
4 bit num ber.

Themain problem In the m odel seam s to be that a m etastable transition cannot be
driven very strongly which in tum severely lim its the execution tin e of an elem entary
gate. As a possbl way to inprove the above m odel, i was proposed to consider a
j= 1=2$ Jj= 1=2 transition where the qubit is represented by the two lower levels of
the transition ]. However in the follow ng we w ill show that this schem e su ers from
sin ilar draw backs as the previously investigated system .

B.The 1/2$ F 1/2 transition

The kevel schan e we now Investigate is depicted in Fig. 2. A qubit is represented by
the levels 1 and 2 which are assum ed to be stablk. The transition to the two upper
levels, however, m ay be strong to allow for rapid transitions. A s the in plem entation
of quantum gates requires the excitation of one phonon in the COM mode, we need
to transfer population between the two lower kevels wih a sinultaneous excitation (or
deexcitation) ofthe COM m ode. To be abl to perform this population transfer w ithout
appreciable population of the upper kvels which would lead to spontaneous eam issions,
one has to use the m ethod of adiabatic population transfer [[Q]. T he energy Jevels shown
In Fig. 3 are them ost relevant. T he vertical axis gives the energy of the bare states Ji;ni
where i1 isan atom ic leveland n isthe num ber ofphononsin the COM m ode. A ssum e that
Initially the population is in Jevel ;01 and we want to transfer it to level jl;1i. D uring
the (quasi)-adiabatic population transfer one rst appliessa -polarized laser pulse w ith
a detuning = ; we assum e that the jon rests at the node of the light eld. The
duration of this pulse isa xed fraction of the total length T,y of the process whilke the
length T.4 ofthe processm ay be varied. Later but still overlapping w ith the -polarized
laser pulse, a pulse of -polarized light is applied to the sam e jon and it is assum ed that
the ion is situated at the antinode of this eld. This pulss, In leading order, preserves
the excitation number of the COM mode. Agaln is length is a certain fraction of the
total tine T.q and we assum e that the -polarized laser pulse termm nates earlier than
the -polarized pulse. Ifthe tine T,y In which this process is perform ed is su ciently
long then the population in the upper kevel B;0iw illbe an all and therefore spontaneous
an issions rare. Thism ethod certainly has the advantage that the exact pulse shape of
the laser is not as im portant as in the previously discussed scheme. At rst glance it also
appears to be possbl that the population transfer can be m ade extrem ely fast as the
R abi frequency is not related to the lifetin e of the lower Jevels. However there isa 1im it
to the Rabi frequency. To see this we have to realize that an adiabatic process requires
In nite tin e. However ifwe want to be abl to perform the factorization in nitetinewe
have to take Into acoount am alldeviations from the adiabatic behaviour. Tn thiscase som e
population willend up in the excited levels which m ay subsequently lead to spontaneous
em issions. W e nd for the probability po, that at least one spontaneous am ission takes
place during the (quasi)-adiabatic process

5L 1
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where the constant depends on the peak value of the Rabi frequency of the -
polarized laser, the pulse shapes and the delay between the pulses. is the peak value

of the Rabi frequency of the -polarized laser. If is Jarger than and (which
we Inplicitly assume in eq. {4)) we nd for sin*-pulse shapes 100. Analytically as
well asnum erically one ndsthat exhibitsa very slow increase w ith increasing .We

have assum ed that the (quasi)-adiabatic process is su ciently slow so that the 1=T law
applies. This is the case when the right hand side of eq. {I4) is sm all com pared to one.
Aswe do not want to nd any soontaneous em ission during the whole com putation the
nequality
5L*
2 2 T_,

needs to be satis ed. This gives an estin ate for the length ofan elem entary tine step o1
which is

=P L° 1 as)

o0 Ta ——55L%: (16)

T herefore we obtain for the total calculation tin e the estin ate

7 .
T 5 5—L : ()
A gain this estin ate scales m uch stronger w ith the bitsize I of the Input than expected.
To see the orders of m agnitude, we give explicit values for T. Assuming = 0d; =
100; = 1000 and = 10’s '™ we obtain

L || Tuin
2 05s
4| 65s

w hich indicates that even the factorization ofa 4 bit num ber w illbe extrem ely di cult to
achieve, although the estin ate seem s to be a little m ore prom ising than in the previous
schem e. A gain we have neglected all other sources of error, such as higher order contriou—
tions in the Lam b-D icke param eter to the Ham ilton operator as well as counterrotating
contributions neglected In the rotating wave approxin ation. Because the expression eg.
{[7) containsthe ratio = 2, again we have sin ilar problm s asbefore as this ratio cannot
be m ade arbitrarily an all.

C.Cavity QED im plem entation

Now wewould like to show brie y that in cavity QED realizations of quantum com puting
expressions sin iar to eq. {[3) and eg. {I]) can be cbtained. In cavity QED inplem en—
tations of quantum gates the atom —light Interaction does not involve a classical laser eld
but a quantized m ode of a cavity. Before and after the cavity we m ay use Ram sy zones
to rotate the B Joch vector of the atom s passing the cavity f]. To perform quantum com —
putations such as Shor's algorithm , m any cavities are required and this cbviously poses
Inm ense experim entaldi culties. In the llow Ing we neglect the restrictions arising from

these problem s as well as alldi culties that arise in the realization of exactly one atom

passing w ith a well de ned velocity through the cavity. W e willbrie y show that again
the Jower bound for the com putation tin e scales m uch stronger than L> w ith the bit size



L of the num ber to be factorized. N eglecting decay of the cavity m ode, we can estim ate
that the m Inin al com putation tim e is of the order of

Tonm=— 18)

where is the Rabi frequency iIn the caviy-atom Interaction. W hilke travellng in the
R am sey zones and between cavities the atom sm ay decay. N o decay should occur during
the quantum com putationcalwhich leads to the condition

1 19)

where dependson the ratio between the tin e the ion spends inside the cavity Wherewe
neglct spontaneous decay) to the tin e it soends outside the cavity Where it m ay decay).
U sing eq. {4) we then obtain

2L6

T 2

20)

A Ythough this estin ate seem smuch m ore prom ising than eq. {{3) and eg. {L7), i should
be noted that it is certainly an unrealistically low lin i because we have negelcted m a pr
sources of experin ental uncertainty m entioned above. W e only intend to illustrate that
again an expression sin ilar to eq. {[3) and eq. {[) is und although we have discussed
a com plktely di erent realization.

These exam ples show that it seem s to be a general feature that the control of pop—
ulation always leads to the appearance of a factor of the ©m = 2 which, for a given
transition frequency, has an upper lin . There seam s to be only one way out of this
dilemm a. Instead of em ploying optical transitions to represent qubits one could use low
frequency transitions (eg. m icrow ave transitions) as it wasdone in the cavity QED Inpl—
m entation of Sleator and W einfiirter E] because this can considerably decrease the ratio

= 2 = 1= 2 due to the ! dependence of . However as in their proposal one would
need a trem endous num ber of cavities it does not seem very prom ising. To overcom e
this problem one m ight use the cavity eld in the m anner in plem entation by C irac and
zoller [{]. Instead of using the COM m ode to entangk di erent ions this task could be
perform ed by the cavity m ode. This could be done using a linear trap to store the ions
Inside a m icrowave caviy. This schem e then resambles that of Sleator and W einfurter
but di ers aswe only require one cavity and we do not need atom ic beam s w ith all their
associated problem s. The COM m ode w illnot be excited during the calculation as forthe
Iong wavelength of the radiation the Lam b-D icke param eter is extrem ely an all. H owever
an aller frequencies of the Incident eldsm ean lJarger wavelengths which w illm ake it m ore
di cukt to address singlke ions w ith the m icrowave radiation. T he problem of addressing
a singl ion, given m any are w ithin a wavelength ofthe incident radiation, m ay be solved
by applying localm agnetic or electric elds (or a suitable eld gradient) that drive all
but one ion out of resonance. H owever due to the an all spatial ssparation ofthe jons this
m Ight be di cul to realize experin entally. If  would be possble to in plem ent this idea
then the lowest lin it for the com putation tin e could become as low aseqg. @Q) with a
value of that can be mudh larger than that for an optical transition. H owever this idea
should serve rather as a basis for discussions than a serious proposal as we still expect



the experin ental di culties to be enom ous. W e are therefore not very optin istic that
factorization of nontrivial num bers w ill be possible in the near future.

ITI. Sum m ary

In this paper we have investigated how the com putation tin e which a quantum com puter
needs to factorize an L bit num ber depends on several physical param eters. It was shown
that T will scale much stronger w ith I than previously expected. Instead of an L° de—
pendence we nd an L® or L7 behaviour in the proposal of C irac and Zoller and L° for
cavity QED realizations in which however this lin it ism ore of theoretical nature than of
practical m portance due to other experim ental problem s. In the m odels that we have
Investigated explicitly, it also tums out that the com putation tim e is always dependent
ontheratio = 2 where and are the decay constant and the R abi frequency of one

of the transitions that are required to transfer population. A lthough found for special
con gurations, this seem s to be a general resul which 1im its the length ofthe elem entary
tin e step because the ratio = 2 cannot be m ade arbitrarily sn all or an optical tran—
sition. A s a possbl way to circum vent these problam s, we brie v discussed the use of
m icrow ave transitions to store qubits as in this case the ratio = 2 becom es extrem ely
an all. H owever practical problem s occur which seem to m ake the experin ental realiza-
tion of this idea di cul, although it m ight lead at least to the possbility to factorize

num bers which are sesveralbits long, a task which seem sto be im possible w ith the present
proposals.
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FIGURE CAPTIONS

Schem atic picture of the excitation of several ions in a linear ion trap. T he trans-
lationaldegrees of freedom ofthe lonsare assum ed to be cooled to their respective
ground states. To in plem ent quantum gates, standing wave elds interact with
the ions and thereby changing the inner state of the ions as well as the state of
the centerofm assm ode which leads to entanglem ent.

A j= 1=2$ j= 1=2 transition. T he qubit is represented by the two lower levels
1 and 2. Population transfer requires two di erent lasers. A diabatic population
transfer m Inin izes unw anted population in the upper level.

The j= 1=2$ Jj= 1=2 transition including the quantized center-ofm assm o-
tion. ji;ni denotes an atom ic level i and n phonon in the center-ofm ass m ode.
For the in plem entation of a controlled-NO T gate we need to be ablk to transfer
population from state P;0ito state Jl;1iand vice versa. Tom inin ize population
in the excited levels population transfer is perform ed using adiabatic population
transfer w ith counterintuitive pulse sequence.
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Standing wave laser elds
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Fig. 2
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