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A bstract

An introductory review of the linear ion trap is given, w ith particular regard to its
use for quantum Inform ation processing. The discussion ain s to bring together ideas
from inform ation theory and experin ental ion trapping, to provide a resource to workers
unfam iliar w ith one or the other of these sub fcts. It is shown that nformm ation theory
providesvaluable conospts forthe experin entaluse of ion traps, especially error correction,
and conversely the ion trap provides a valuabl link between infom ation theory and
physics, w ith attendant physical insights. E xam ple param eters are given for the case of
calcium ions. Passive stabilisation w illallow about 200 com puting operations on 10 ions;
w ith error correction this can be greatly extended.

1 Introduction

T his paper is a contribution to the rapidly developing eld of quantum inform ation theory and
experin ent. Q uantum informm ation is an interdisciplinary sub fct, in which com puter scientists
and other experts in the theory of classical inform ation and com puting are not necessarily fa—
m iliar w th quantum m echanics, w hile physicists and other experts in quantum theory are not
necessarily fam iliar w ith inform ation theory. Furthem ore, whereas the eld hasenpyed a rich
theoretical treatm ent, there is a Jack of an experin ental basis to underpin the ideas. This is
egoecially signi cant to the issue of error correction, or m ore generally any stabilisation of a
quantum com puter, which isam ong them ost in portant unresolved issues in this eld. The ain

ofthispaper isto o eran aid to people from di erent sides of the sub ct to understand issues
In the other. T hat isto say, the ideas ofquantum Informm ation and com puting w illbe introduced
to experin ental physicists, and a particular physical system which m ight In plam ent quantum

com puting w ill be describbed In detail for the bene t of theoreticians. I hope to give su cient
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Inform ation to form m ore or kss a blueprint’ for the type of quantum nform ation processor
which is currently achievable in the lab, highlighting the various experim ental problem s in—
volred. The discussion is ke a review in that it brings together the work of other authors
rather than provides m uch originalm aterial. H owever, an exhaustive review of the w ide range
of sub cts involved is not intended, and as a result it w ill not be possibl to do justice to the
e orts of the m any people who brought the experin ental and theoretical program m es to their
present state of acoom plishm ent.

T he plan ofthe article isas ollow s. In section [ the conospts of quantum nform ation processing
are introduced, especially the Universal set of quantum logic gates. In section f§ the linear ion
trap is considered as a realisable system In which these ideas can be applied. A physical process
by whith quantum logic gatesm ay be applied In an ion trap is described in detail. Lin itations
on the size of the processor (hum ber of quantum bits) and speed of operation (sw itching rate’)
are discussed. In sections ] and ff the m ain experin ental techniques required to realise the
Jon trap processor in the lab are discussed; these are Jaser cooling of the ions, and low-noise
generation of the correct dc and radio frequency (rf) volages for the trap electrodes, as well
as a good choice of electrode design. In section |[d we begin to establish de nite values for the
experin ental param eters, by considering soeci ¢ candidate ions to which the m ethods can be
applied. Exam plk values are given for the shgly-charged calcium on. In section [] experim ental
lin itations such asunwanted heating ofthe ion m otion are discussed. This keadsto an estin ate
for the m axin um num ber of unitary operations (quantum gates) which could be carried out in
the processor before the coherence of the system is destroyed. It is found that for an exam ple
case of around 10 ions, a f&w hundred operations represents a severe experim ental challenge.
The use of quantum error correction to enhance the perform ance is then discussed. T his should
allow great increases in the number of operations, while pressrving coherent evolution. The
conclusion outlines the m ost in portant avenues for fiiture investigation.

2 Requirem ents for Q uantum Inform ation P rocessing

Quantum inform ation theory is concemed w ith understanding the properties of quantum m e—
chanics from an mnfom ation theoretic point of view . This tums out to be a very fruitfiil
approach, and lads naturally to the idea of Informm ation processing or com puting, so that one
poses the question \w hat are the possibilities for, and the lim itations of, inform ation processing
In a physical system govemed by the Jaw s of quantum m echanics?" A great deal of theoretical
Insight into this question has been gained. For instance, it is possibl to dentify a sn all sst
of buiding blocks’ which if they could be realised and m any of them combined, a Universal
quantum com puter’ could be constructed. T he com puter is Universal’ In the sense that i could
sim ulate, by its com putations, the action of any other com puter, and so ism ore or less equalto
orbetter than any other com puter fl]. The phrase h ore or less equal’ has a technicalde nition
w hich w illbe elaborated in section . A speci c st ofsuch buiding blodks isa set oftw o-state
system s (think ofa line of oIns), and a sin pk uniary interaction which can be applied at will



to any chosen sn all set of these two-state system s ,[3]. In this context it is usefiil to describe
the Interaction in tem s of its propagator U = exp (iH t=h) rather than its Ham iltonian H .

Here t issome nie interval of tine (one tlodk period’ in com puting tem inology) at the

end of which the propagator has had just the e ect desired on the com puter. A fter thistime
the Interaction H falls to zero (is tumed o ). Such a propagator is referred to as a yate’, by
analogy w ith a logic gate in a classical com puter.

To do quantum Informm ation processing, these requirem ents m ay be summ ed up as that you
need a system (Yuantum computer’ or QC) with a Hibert space of su cient number D of
din ensions, over which you have com plte experin ental control. That is, you can tell your
system to go from any of is states to any other, w ithout uncontrollable error processes such as
relaxation and decoherence.

Tt is usualto consider a H ibert space whose num ber of din ensions is a power of 2, D = 2X,
In which case we say we have a system of K quantum bits or Qubits’'. E xam ples of qubits are
the spin state of an electron (2 orthogonal states and so a singlke qubit) the polarization state
ofa photon (a shgl qubit), the intemal state of an atom having two energy levels oftotal soin
1 and 2 (8 states and so 3 qubits). W hereas these are all equivalent from the point of view of
the properties of H ibert space, they are very di erent from the point of view of experin ental
In plem entation. The use of the word Yubit’ rather than Ywo-state system ’ em phasizes this
equivalence between otherw ise very di erence quantum system s. In fact, the idea ofa qubit has
further signi cance, since it can be shown [, f] that the essential properties of any quantum
state of any system can trangposed (oy Interactions allowed by the law s of physics) into the
properties ofa nite set of qubits and back again [§]. T he in portant point is that the average
num ber of qubits required to do this is equal to the von Neum ann entropy of the initial state
(\quantum noiseless coding theorem ", also referred to as \quantum data com pression" [1]).
T herefore the qubit gives a m easure of Inform ation content in quantum system s, and is thus
the correct quantum equivalent of the classicalbit.

H aving acoepted the nvention ofa new word forthe quantum tw o-state system , there is jasti ed
resistance to the adoption of the tem s tom puter’ and Ytom puting’ to describe the larger
quantum system sw ith which we are concemed. This isbecause it is an open question whether
a true quantum tom puter’ could ever finction, since once the physical system has su cient
degrees of freedom to bem eaningfilly called a tom puter’, the large-scale interference necessary
forparmllelquantum com puting m ay alwaysbe destroyed in practice, ow Ing to the sensitivity of
such interference to decoherence. Forthis reason, them orem odest term ‘inform ation processor’
isused here asm uch aspossiblk. The brocessing’ m ight consist of quite sim ple m anjpulations,
such as allow ing one qubit to interact w ith another, followed by a m easuram ent of the state
of the second qubit. Even such a sin ple operation has a practical use, since it can be used
for error detection at the receiving end of a quantum oomm unication channel, leading to the
possbility of secure quantum key distrbution for cryptography g, 8, L41-

D ecoherence and dissjpation in quantum m echanics is a sub fct In is own right, and has been
discussed since the birth of quantum theory. Recent review s and references m ay be found in



11,13, [3]. s inpact on quantum com puters in particular has been considered [[4, I3, [4],
and w ill be taken into account in section [].

It can be shown [[7] that to produce arbitrary unitary transfom ations of the state of a set of
qubits, which iswhat one wants for inform ation processing, it issu cient to be abl to produce
arbirary rotations in H ibert space of any individual qubit, e the propagator
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and to be abk to carry out the tontrolled-rotation’ operation crot = P0ih00j+ P1ih01j+
J0ihl0j J1ihlljbetween any pair ofqubits. T he notation used here is standard, the kets Pi
and i refer to two orthogonal states of a qubit. T hisbasis is referred to as the tom putational
basis’, since this aids In designing usefiil algorithm s forthe Q C . From a physical point ofview,
it is usefill to take the com putational basis to be the ground and excited eigenstates of the
Ham iltonian of the relevent two—Jlevel system , though this is by no m eans required and any
basis w ill serve. States such as P1i are product states Pi= Pi  Jli where the st written
ket refers to one qubit, and the ssocond another. For our purposes the qubits w ill always be
distinguishable so we do not need to worry about the sym etry of the states (W ith respect to
exchange of particles) and any related quantum statistics.

A sm entioned previously, an operation lke crot is a propagator acting on the state of a pair
of qubits. In m atrix form it is w ritten

Ucrot =
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In the basis P0i; P1i;J0i;i1i, where m atrix elem ents which are zero have not been w ritten.
T he appellation btontrolled rotation’ com es from the fact that ifthe st qubit is In the state
Pi, crot hasno e ect, whereas ifthe st qubit is in the state jli, crot rotates the state of
the second by the Pauli , operator.

T he two operators just described form a universal set, which m eans that any possibblk uniary
transfomm ation can be carried out on a set of qubits by repeated use of these operators or
juantum gates’, applied to di erent qubits [[7}]. A nother comm only considered quantum gate
is the vontrolled not’ or exclusive or’ (xor) gate
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Uxor = 01
10
see also equation {I§). This gate hasno e ect ifthe rst qubit is in the state i, but applies
a not operation ( y Pauli spin operator) to the second qubit ifthe rst is In the state jli. In



the com putationalbasis, thism eans that the state of the second qubit becom es the xor ofthe
two Input qubit values. W e have introduced crot before xor in this discussion, going against
standard practice, because we shall see later that crot is easier to In plem ent In an ion trap.

Tt should be em phasised that thism odel in tem s of quantum gates operating on quantum bits
is by no m eans the only way to think about quantum com putation, but is the way which is
m ost well understood at present, and is certainly very powerfil. O ther m odels include those
based on cellilar autom ata, and sin ulated annealing.

A farther simpli cation of the physical construction of a quantum com puter is as follow s.
Instead of seeking a m eans to carry out crot between any pair of qubits directly, it issu cient

to have one special qubi which can undergo crot with any of the others. This special qubit
acts as a onebi bus’ to carry quantum inform ation around the com puter, m aking repeated
use of the swap operation P0ih00j+ j10ih01j+ P1ihl0j+ jl1lihllj To carry out crot
between any pair of qubits x and y, one m akes use of the busbi B as follows: crot x;y) =
swap B ;x) crot@®;y) swap@® ;x).Theoperation swap can bebuilt out ofthree xor’swith
the order of the bits altemating: swap B ;x) = xor B ;x) Xor xX;B) xor B ;x), however in
practice this construction is unnecessarily com plicated, since sw ap can be applied m ore or less
directly In m ost physical in plem entations.

The use of a bus bit m akes the physical construction of a quantum nhform ation processor
much sin pler, and indeed m ost current proposals use this concept. H owever, it has the m a pr
disadvantage that m ore than one gate (acting on di erent sets of qubits) cannot be carried
out sim ultaneously (e In paralkl), except single qubit rotations. A cogpting this lim iation, the
m Ininum requirem ent for our processor is arbitrary rotations of any single qubit, plus crot
and sw ap between the bus qubit and any ofthe others. This isthem Ininum set of tom puting
operations’, n the sense that arbitrary transfom ations can be carried out by m eans of this
an all sst. H owever, this establishes neither that arbitrary transfom ations can be carried out
e clently, nor that they can be carried out without uncorrectabke errors, both of which are
In portant additional considerations for a computer. W e will retum to these issues in the
sections B3 and [7.

A further ingredient for quantum informm ation processing is that the result ofthe prooess| here
the nal state of the quantum system | m ust be ablk to be m easured w ithout errors. A basis
is chosen (ypically the eigenbasis of the system Ham iltonian) and a m easurem ent of all the
qubits is carried out in this basis.

Tom ake am odest processor @ faw qubits) the easiest approach is probably to use singlk parti-
clesw ith several intemaldegrees of freedom . Examplesarea spin J = 28 1 1=2 ;n am agnetic
ed (say J = 7=2 giving 2J + 1 = 8 dim ensions and therefore K = 3 qubits); a m olecule or
con ned particke with 25X accessbl vibrational states (Bccessble’ in this context m eans the
experin enter can cause com puting operations am ong the states at w ill) . T his approach w illbe
Interesting In the short temm . However it isdi cul to im aghhe it being extended in the longer
tem to enable the realisation of a really Interesting processor w ith hundreds of qubits. A Iso,



it is not clear how to apply arbitrary operations to a singlk particke (son, m okculk) wih an
evenly spaced ladder of energy levels, ow ing to level degeneracies in the Interaction picture.

There are now several proposed physical system s which m ight one day m ake a quantum com —
puter [[§,[9,R0,R7,R3]. W ew illconcentrate on the system ofa line ofions in an ion trap, since
it appears to be the m ost prom ising at present. H owever, developm ents in solid state physics
m ay overtake us, and one should bear this in m ind. It is not easy to coupl the quantum
Inform ation out of an ion trap system (i in the form of qubits, not classical m easurem ents),
which is in portant for quantum com m unication. In this regard the approach based on strong
coupling between an atom and a cavity m ode appearsm ore usefiil, since there a bit of quantum
Inform ation could In principle be transferred into the polarisation state ofa photon which then
leaves the system in a chosen direction (@ ‘ying qubit’) B3]. However, such ideas could be
applied to trapped ions, m aking a form ofhybrid processor, so the ion trap system rem ains an
Interesting candidate even for quantum com m unication purposes.

3 Ton Trap M ethod

For review s and references on ion trapping, sse for exampk P4, 23, 29, 271, B§]. The ion trap
system which Interests ususes a line of N trapped ions. Each ion hastwo stable orm etastable
states, for exam pk two hyper ne com ponents of the elctronic ground state which usually
requires an odd isotope), or two Zeam an sublevels of the ground state, ssparated by applying a
m agnetic eld. T he ground state and a m etastable electronic exited state (egaD state for ions
ofalkaline earth elem ents) m ight also be used, but this is a poor choice since the laser linew idth
and frequency, as well as m ost of the m irrors etc on the optical bench, will have to be very
precisely controlled for such an approach to work. T here have been optim istic estin ates of the
com putational abilities of an ion trap processor, based on the use of such optical transitions,
but one should beware of the lack of realisn in such estim ates. This will be discussed m ore
fully once we have seen exactly how the system is intended to operate.

There are N laser beam pairs, each Interacting w ith one of the ions, (or a singl beam which
can be directed at will to any chosen ion), see gure 1. Each ion provides one qubit, the
two-din ensional H ibert space being spanned by two of the ion’s Intemal energy eigenstates.
A further N + 1th qubit acts as a bus’ enabling the crucial crot operations. This qubi
is the vilbbrational m otion of the whole ion string in the trap potential. This m otion must be
quantised, in other words the ion cloud tem perature m ust be reduced wellbelow the Yuantum
lin i’ de ned by the axial vibrational frequency in the ion trap:

ke T h!, 4)

The rstm aprexperimental challenge (@fterm aking a trap and catching your ions) is to cool
the lons down to this quantum regin e. Note that the quantum regim e for the trapped m otion
of the ion is not related to the \Lam b-D icke" regin e which w illbe considered below . In brief,



it willbe shown that one wants to operate well Into the quantum regin e, but on the border of
the Lam b-D icke regin e.

So far the quantum regin e has only been achieved for a single ion of either M ercury in two
dim ensions 9] or Beryllum in three din ensions [3Q]. B oth experin ents used optical sideband
cooling in the resolved sideband (tight trapping) lin . This and other possible cooling tech—
niques w illbe discussed. Traps forneutralatom s have also attained the m otionalground state,
m ost spectacularly in the case of Bose E instein condensation [1], but also in optical lattices
@]. T hese system sdo not (at present) provide full controlof ndividualatom s and interactions
betw een pairs, so we w illnot discuss them . H ow ever, they lend further weight to the in pression
that it is in atom ic physics and quantum optics, rather than solid state devices, that quantum
Inform ation processing w illbe m ost fruitfiil n the inm ediate future.

To get to the quantum regin e, it appears to be necoessary to use a Paul rather than Penning
trap, sihce rf technology allow s tighter con nem ent than does high m agnetic eld technology.
T herefore only the Paultrap (rftrap) w illbe considered from now on, although wem ay pem i
oursslves to add a magnetic eld if we wish, for som e other reason such as to enhance the
stability or solit the Zeam an kevels. In any case, tighter con nem ent enabls a faster sw tching—
tin ¢’ for quantum gates such as crot, so the tightest possible trap is the best option.

N ote that once m ore than a singl ion is in a three-din ensional rf trap of standard geom etry

(w ith the rfvoltage between end caps and a ring) m atters are com plicated since no m ore than
one ion can be at the centre of the trap potential. Away from the centre, ions undergo rf
m icrom otion and this causes heating if there ism ore than one ion, due to collisions (Coulomb
repulsion) which foroe the m icrom otion out of quadrature w ith the rf eld. To avoid this, one
must use a linear or ring geom etry. The con nem ent along the axis is then either due to a
static eld from end cap elctrodes (linear case), or to repulsion between ions combined with
their con nem ent to a ring shape. In this case, only radialm icrom otion is present, but this
vanishes for all the ions if they lie along the axis at the centre of the radial potential, so rf
heating is avoided. T he ring case m ust In ply a sm allm icrom otion tangential to the ring, shoe
the tangential and radial con nem ent can’t be com pletely decoupled, but as faras I know this
has not yet been found to be a problam .

3.1 A verage m otion

W ewillm odela row ofN Jionsin a trap asa system ofN point charges in a ham onic potential
wellof tight radialcon nement, e !,; !, !,, e gure 2. The oscillation frequencies ! 4; !y
and !, are param eters which will be obtained from the electrode geom etry and potentials in
section [§. The totalH am iltonian is
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For !, ;! !, and at low tem peratures, the ions all lie along the z-axis, so we can take
jfi f{\jj ! jZAi fjjand the radial and axialm otion can be ssparated. The axialm otion
Interests us, so the problem is one-din ensional. A length scal is given by
&2 | 1=3

Zs = m ()
which is of the order of the separation between the ions (typically 10 to 100 m ). Solving
the classical equations of m otion (e the operators ZA; PAZ becom e classical variablks z; p,)
one obtains the equilbriuim positions shown in gure 3. W ih m ore than two trapped ions,
the outer ions tend to push the inner ones closer togther, so the ion positions depend on
N (see equation {J)). Rem arkably, however, the frequencies of the rst two nom alm odes
of oscillation about these equilbrium positions are independent of N (for an all oscillations)
B1], and those of hjghlg:r_m odes are nearly Independent of N . The frequencies of the st
’UNOIIDH odgs are !, and 3!,, and thoss of higher m odes are given approxin ately by the list
f1; 5; 29=5; 3:051; 3:671; 4272; 4864; 5443; 6:013; 6576g, which gives the frequency of
the highest m ode, n unitsof !,, orN = 1 to 10. The near independence of N of the m ode
frequencies is illustrated by gure 4.

The lowest m ode of oscillation corresponds to ham onic m otion of the centre of m ass of the
jon string. In this m ode, all the ions move to and fro together. It is inm portant that the
frequency of thism ode is signi cantly di erent from that of any otherm ode, since thism eans
that experim entally one can excite the centre ofm assm ode w ithout exciting any of the others.

W e can now prooceed directly to a quantum m echanical treatm ent, simply by treating the
centre of m ass coordinate z,, as a ham onic oscillator. The classical result that the centre
ofm ass nom alm ode has frequency !, rem ains valid even though the ion wavefiinctions m ay
now overlap, since all the Intemal interactions am ong the ions cancel when one calculates the
centre of m assm otion. Since we have an oscillator ofmassN M and frequency ! ,, the energy
eigenfiinctions are

=g
NM ! e — 2
_ z | NM ! ,zZ =2h
n (2o ) o o )2 Hy zm NM![,=h e ()
The spatial extent of the G aussian ground state probability distrdboution is indicated by its
standard deviation

q -
Zam = h=2NM !,: @8)

Sihce we wish a di erent lJaser beam to be abl to address each of the ions, we require z 4,
to be an all com pared to the ssparation between ions. T he closest ions are those at the centre
of the line. A num erical solution of {§) yilds the ollow ing formula for the separation of the
central ions:

Zom ! 202N 277 )



This form ula isplotted forN 10 In gure 3. An approxin ate analytical treatm ent forN 1
does not predict a powerJaw dependence of z i, on N ,but rather z .4 / zs (log M )=N 2)1=3
@]. H ow ever, @) ism ore accurate forN < 10 and rem ains accurate for the range ofN which
Interests us (up to, say, N = 1000). Setting z o Z o YiEdS

Yo
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where u isthe atom icm assunit 1:66057 102’ kg. T his condition is easily fill lled in practice,
wih !, no greater than a GHz, and M between 9 and 200 u. Therefore it is legitin ate to
picture the ions as strung out in a line, each sitting in a an all wavepadket centred at is
classical equilbbriim position, not overlapping the others. Note that {1J) does not guarantee
that the lons are su ciently ssparated to be addressed by di erent Jaser beam s, only that their

w avefunctions do not overlap.

In the above i was assum ed that the radial con nem ent was su cient to cause the ions to
lie along the z-axis, rather than form a zigzag or helix about i. The onsst of such zigzag
m odes has been studied num erically B3] and analytically B4]. They occur when the ions
approach su ciently closely that the local potential m ininum at the position of an ion on
the z axis becom es a saddle point. For a string of ions uniform Iy spaced by 2z Which is
not the case in our ham onic trap), the transition from a line to a zigzag occurs when B3]
127 42072 (z= z) °!Z,wherewehave taken thecase !, = !, !,.Settihhg z= 2z ,u,this

Jeads to the condition

|
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for the prevention of zigzig m odes. For N 1, an approxin ate analytic treatm ent yields the
condition [B4]

! N
s 0T771p—: 12
!, logN 42)

T hese num erical and approxin ate analytic form ulae are within 10% agreement for 3 < N <
2000.

32 Principle of operation

T he principle of operation of an ion trap “nfom ation processor’ was described by C irac and
zoller P1]], and them ost in portant elem ents of such a system were rst realised in the laboratory
by M onroe etal B4]. W hereas the transition operators given by C irac and Zollerw ere calculated
for standing-wave excitation of allowed single-photon transitions, experin entally M onroe et al
em ployed travelling-w ave excitation of two-photon Ram an transitions (cf gures1 and 8). The
basic form ofthe operators is ndependent of the type of excitation used, however. Them ethod



m ay be understood by reference to gure 5, which show s the relevant energy levels for one ofthe
jons In the trap. W e consider three of the jon’s intemal energy eigenstates ;M 1i; F,;M -1
and F.ux ;M auxl, and various excitations ofthe centre ofm assm otion. T he ion’s intemal energy
levels are separated in frequency by !¢ and ! ..« as Indicated on gure 5. Note that all these
levels are Iow -lying, ssparated from the ground state only by hyper ne and Zeam an interactions
(s=e gqure 8), so their natural lifetin e against soontaneous em ission of rf photons is essentially
In nie. Figure 5 shows the lowestlying excitations of the sscond, third and fourth nom al
m odes aswell as the rst, to act as a ram inder of the location of the closest extraneous levels
whose excitation we wish to avoid. The energy eigenstates of the vibrational m otion m ay be
w ritten hq;n,;n3; :: 4 where the n; are the excitations of the various nom alm odes. O nly the
ground state 9;0;0; ::d and rst excited state ofthe centre ofm ass j1;0;0; : : i w illbe Involved
In the operationswe w ish to Invoke. T his centre ofm ass vibrational degree of freedom  is often
referred to som ewhat loosely asa bhonon’. The tom putationalbasis’ consists of the states

;01 Fi;M i 0;0;0;::4d
P;li Fi;M i J5;0;05:04d
J;01 ;M1 ;0;0;::4
Jili Fo;M i 3;0;0;::4 13)

Tk willnow be shown how to carry out crot between any singlk ion’s intemal state and the
bus (phonon) bit, then how to carry out arbitrary rotations ofthe intemal state of an ion, then
how to carry out swap between any ion and the bus bit. R ecalling the discussion in section [,
these three operations form a universal set and so allow arbitrary transform ations of the stored
qubits in the processor.

The auxillary states pux;ii FouxiM auxl J50;05::d4 A= 0;1) are avaikkblk as a kind of
helf’ by m eans of which usefiil state-selective transform ations can be carried out am ong the
com putationalbasis states. If one applies radiation at the frequency ! .ux + !, then ingoection
of gure 5 will revealthat only transitionsbetween ;11 and pux;0i w ill take place (@ssum ing
that unwanted levels such as J1;21 are unoccupied)f] . Ifone appliesa 2 pulse at this frequency
then the state jl;1i is rotated through 2 radians, and therefore sin ply changes sign. In the
com putationalbasis, the e ect isequalto that of the crot operator described in section B, see

equation {2) .

A 2 pulsatfrequency 'y laux ! also produces a controlled rotation, only now them inus

sign appears on the seocond elem ent dow n the diagnonal of the uniary m atrix, rather than the

fourth, causing a sign change ofthe com ponent ;1i ratherthan jl;1i. This case w illbe called

c.rot, the negation symbol : referring to the fact that here the second qubit is rotated ifthe
rst is In the state i rather than jli.

1C rac and Zoller originally proposed to produce the selective e ect of this crot operation by m eans of
a chosen laser polarisation rather than frequency. However, experin entally frequencies can be discrin nated
m ore precisely than polarisations, which explains why M onroe et. al. chose to use a frequency— rather than
polarisation-selective m ethod.

10



To rotate an ion’s intemal state without a ecting the centre of m ass m otion, one applies
radiation of frequency !y. If such radiation hasphase with respect to som e de ned originh of
phase, and duration su cienttomakeap pulss, then the e ect iIn the com putationalbasis is

s =2) it shp =2) 10
i¢ sh =2) cosfp =2) 01

jon an

VF() 14)
where we have follow ed the notation of @], but used p nstead ofk to avoid confusion w ith the
wave vector. Note that to apply such rotations sucoesfully, it is necessary to have the phase
of the radiation under experin ental control. T hat m eans under control at the position of the
Jon, not just In som e stabl reference cavity. T his constitutes a severe experim ental constraint
which m akes com putational basis states ssparated by radio frequencies highly advantageous
com pared to states ssparated by optical frequencies. O n the other hand, In order to have the
right phase experin entally, note that one need not worry about the continuous precession at
frequency !y caused by the intemal Ham iltanian of each ion. The laser eld keeps step with
this precession, as becom es obvious when one uses the Interaction picture, which we have done
inplicitly in writing equation {I4). P roblem s arise when di erent jons have di erent intermal
energies, due to residual electric and m agnetic elds in the apparatus, but such problem s are
sum ountable.

T he centre ofm assm otion actsasthe bus’ qubit described in section E . Tocarry outxor B ;x),
between the bus’ and the intemal state of a singke trapped ion, M onroe et. al. applied rsta

=2 pulse at frequency !y,

! !

1 10
1 . 01 =
on an
Pllowed by crot as described in the paragraph after equation {13), Dllowed by a second =2
pulse at ! with phase displaced by with respect to the rst, &V 72 ( =2)f. A straightforward
calculation show s that this sequence produces exactly

0

Xor (am ; on) = ae)

@it
SO O O
= O O O
oSO O O
S O - O
DO

By symm etry, to cbtain xor (fon, an ), one m ght in agihe using a sin ilar sequence, but w ith
the =2 pulses applied at frequency !, so0 as to a ect the vibrational state w ithout a ecting
the intemal state. H ow ever, the vibbrational degree of freedom is not really a two-level system ,
o this will not work (indeed, i will cause unwanted muliple excitations of the vibrational
motion). To perform crot, we m ade use of a transition at frequency !, + !,. Note that
this relied on the fact that there was no population In the state aux;1i Wwhich would have

°In fact M onroe et. al. state that they used V172 ( =2) for the 1rst pulse, and V172 ( =2) for the third,
producing xor wih an addiionala rotation ofthe an state.
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becom e coupled to ;21 which is outside the com putationalH ibert space) . T his ilustrates the
generalm ethod by which the vibrational state is In uenced: one uses radiation at a frequency
o st from an intemal resonance of the ion by ! ,, thus coupling levels of vibrational quantum

number di ering by 1. To avoid coupling higher-lying vibrational states, one of the possible
Initial states m ust be unoccupied when such a transition is invoked.

T he transition at frequency ! !, is indicated on gure 5. A m om ent’s re ection allow s one
to convince oneself that as long as there is no population In the jl;11 state (hor In extraneous
states such as P;21), application ofthis radiation w illonly cause transitionsbetween ;01 and
;11i, and hence a sw ap operation is available between the bus qubit and any other. A pplying
ap pulseatphass and frequency ! !,, we cbtain the operation

0 1 0 0 .
B s i : ¢}
o B O cosfp =2) et sinf =2) ol
UV B0 i shp =2) s =2) & )
0 0 0

where the nal column of crosses indicates that an mnitial state jl;1i is carrded out of the
com putationalbasisby UP( ). Thecasep= 1, that isa pulse, produces a swap operation
with an additional i phase factor, which we willwrite U' (0) = swap( 3 . Applying U' (Q)
to on x, ollowed by c.rot to on y (e usihg the frequency ! ux !,), ollowed by
U!(0) once again to ion x, has the e ect of a crot operation between x and y. That is,
crot x;y) = swap(j B;x) ot ®B;y) swap) B ;x),aslongasthe nitialstate ofx and
the bus isnot jl;1i. To apply the m ethod, one uses the bus asa Work bit’ which is arranged
always to retum to state Pi before operations such as UP ( ) are applied, so the quantum
inform ation processing can go forward w ithout problen [

So far we have described operations on the ion trap by means ofp pulses. A com plin entary
technique is that of adiabatic passage, In which a quantum system is guided from one state to
anotherby a strongly perturbing H am iltonian applied slow Iy. For exam ple, instead of sw apping
one ion’s Intemal state w ith the bus qubit, and then swapping the bus w ith another ion, one
could swap the intemal state of two ions Via’ the bus but without ever exciting the rst
vibrational kvel. The details are descrdbed for a related system in PJ]. This m ethod has
experin ental advantageous in being nsensitive to features such as the tin ing and interaction
strength. Both p pulses and adiabatic passage w ill probably have theiruses in a practicalQC .

T he Jaser pulses describbed provide the universal set of Yuantum logic gates’ for the linear ion
trap. To ocom plete the operation of our processor or QC, we require that the nal state of
the quantum inform ation processor can be m easured w ith high accuracy. This is possbl for
trapped ionsby m eans ofthe ®lectron shelring’ or Yuantum -um ps’ technique B4,P4,29]. That
is, onem ay m easure whether a given ion is in state ¥1;M ;i or ¥,;M ,1i by illum inating it w ith

3Indeed, the busm ay even be m easured at those tin es when it should be in the ground state Pi, producing
a slight stabilisation or error detection, see section E In the ion trap, however, one can only thusm easure the
vibrational state by rst swapping it w ith the intemal state of a prepared ion.
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radiation resonant wih a transition from F:;M ;i to som e high-lying level, whose linew idth
is am all enough so that transitions from F,;M ,1i are not excited. If uorescence is produced
(which m ay be detected w ith high e ciency), the ion state has collapsed to ¥ 1;M ;1i, ifnone is
produced, the ion state has collapsed to F,;M ,1.

3.3 E cient gate sequences

It was shown in the previous section that crot can be applied to any pair of qubits, and
arbitrary rotations of single qubits can be carried out. Hence, as explained in section @, any
arbitrary ssquence of unitary transform ations of the quantum processor can be brought about.
However, the m ost e cient m ethods w ill not blindly adopt a sin ple repetition of crot’s and

rotations to solve any problem . There m ay be much m ore e cient m ethods, by using other

possible pulse sequences. Cirac and Zoller em phasize this by dem onstrating how to apply a
c"rot operation, in which the , operator is applied to one ion’s Intemal state only ifn other
jons are n the state jli, usihg a numberofpulsesequalto2(n 2)+ 3. Thisise cient in that
the num ber rises only lnearly w ith n, and the m ultiplying factor is an all (e 2 rather than 48
asin 7).

E ciency In com puter science hasa rigorousde nition. W ithout going into details, the essential
point is that if the num ber of elem entary com putational steps (here, quantum gates) required
to com plete an algorithm rises exponentially w ith the size of the input to the algorithm , then
the algorithm is ne cient. The de nitions can bem ade rigorous, w hich we w illnot attem pt to

do, but essentially each algorithm addresses not one instance ofa problem , such asto \ nd the
square of 2357", but a whole class of problem s, such as, \given an integer x, nd is square".
The Xize of the Input’ to the algorithm ism easured by the am ount of inform ation required to
specify x, which isthe number ofdigits In the binary expression ofx, ¥ log, (k). A com putation
is .ne cient if the num ber of steps is exponential in log (x), i is proportionalto x. Sin ilarly, a

quantum gate involring n qubits is ne cient if the num ber of physical operations, such as laser
pulses, required to im plem ent it is exponential n n (eg ncreases as 2"). The strict de nition
of the universal com puter m entioned In section [J also involves this e ciency aspect: when a

universal com puter sim ulates the action of another, the num ber of operations in the sim ulation
algorithm m ust not rse exponentially w ith the am ount of Informm ation required to de ne the
sim ulated com puter.

A though we em phasised in section Y that a am all set of gates is Universal’ in that alluniary
transformm ations can be com posed by them , this does not necessarily im ply that they can be
used to build the particular transform ationswem ay want In an e cient way. In this senss, the
word Universal’ ism iskading.

So far, networks of quantum gates have been designed for the m ost part w ithout regard to
the exact physical process which m ight underlie them . However, in such an approach i is
not obvious which gates to call ¥lem entary’, sihce a physical system like the ion trap m ay be
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particularly am enable to som e transfom ations. W e have already seen an exam ple In the swap

gate In the jon trap, which can be carried out w ithout recourse to a sequence of xor gates.
T his In plies that a thorough understanding of a particular system like the ion trap m ay lead to
progressin ndihge cient networks. T he In portant Insight in C irac and Zoller’s construction of

the c"rot gate isthat them ethod m akesuss of pulsesat frequency !.uxt+ !, . In otherwords,
during the im plem entation ofthisgate the ions are delberately carried out ofthe com putational
H ibert space. A ltematively, one could regard the helf’ level ¥ .04 iM auxli  J;0;0;::daswithin
the com putational H ibert space, n which case we have m ore than one qubit available per ion.
Later, in section , we w ill consider using vibrationalm odes In addition to the lowest one in
order to have m ore than one bus’ qubit.

34 Switching R ate

T he previous section showed how the ion trap Informm ation processor worked, by invoking ra—
diation of prescribed frequency and duration in the om ofp pulses. The Ssv itching rate’ of
the processor is lim ited by the duration of these pulses.

Let Dbe the Rabi frequency for resonant excitation of the Intemal transition at frequency
!y Por a free ion. This will be detem Ined by the lnestrength of the transition and the laser
power available. For a two-Jlevel atom one has 2 = 6 I=hck® where is the lnew idth of
the transition, I is the Intensity of the travelling wave exciting the transition, and k is the
wavevector. W hen considering excitations of the intemal state alone of an ion in a trap, i
n = 0 wheren isthe vibrational quantum num ber, this Yree ion’ R abi frequency still applies.
H owever, when changes in the vibbrational state are Involved, ie transitions at frequency ! 1,
producing n = 1, an additional scaling factor z 4 k, appears, where 2z 4, is the extent
of the ground state vibrational wave fiinction given in equation ), and k, = kcos( ) is the
wavevector com ponent along the z direction. Using @), we have

'

. hk?cod () 7 18)
z 2= =

o 2NM !, N

where istheLamb-D icke param eter fora single trapped ion. In the case ofxf)eg( excitation, the
e ective R abi frequency for the vibrationalstate-changing transitions is 5 ~ N ,aresultwhich
can be Interpreted as arising from conservation ofm om entum . The factor N appearsbecause
the whol jon string m oves en m asse and therefore has an e ective mass NM (M ossbauer
e ect). The Lam b-D icke param eter can also be w ritten in tem s of the recoil energy (energy of

recoilof an ion after em ission of a single photon)

(hk)?
Eg o 19

giving cos( ) ®=h!,)"7.
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W e can now obtain a m easure ofthe sw tching rate R by taking it as the inverse ofthe tin e to
bring about a 2 pulse on a vbrationalstate-changing transition, i
P
R’ —p— ( N) (20)
2 N
P

Outside the Lamb-D icke Iim it (e for > Nﬁ)gle jon—+adiation interaction is m ore or less
equivalent to that ofa free on, so the factor = N is replaced by 1.

Tt was ram arked in the previous section that to m aintain phase controlbetween (and during)
com puting operations, there is a strong advantage in having the transition frequencies ! o; ! aux
in the rf to m icrowave rather than optical region of the electrom agnetic spectrum . H owever,
if the relevant transitions are driven directly by m icrow ave radiation, w ith a frequency of the
order of the vibrational frequency !,, then the Lamb-D icke param eter is extrem ely an all (of
order h!,=2M &)'*?, so vibrationalkstate-changing transitions are aln ost in possble to drive.
Oneway to avoid thiswould be tom ake the trap extram ely weak, but this has the disadvantage
ofm aking the system sensitive to purturoations and lowering the sw itching rate. Instead, it
is better to drive the m icrow ave transitions by Ram an scattering at optical frequencies. This
com bines the advantage of a large photon m om entum and hence strong driving of vibrationalt
state-changing transitions, w ith the possibility of accurate phase control since only the phase
di erence between the pair of laser beam s driving a Ram an transition need be accurately
controlled. The Ram an technique was adopted for these reasons by M onroe et. al @]. The
sam e reasoning leads to the advantage of Ram an scattering for precise laserm anipulation of
free atom s Bg, B9]. A clar theoretical analysis is provided by [Q].

Themaxinum switching rate is dictated by the three frequencies ;! , and Egx=h in a subtle
way. Ifonly low laserpower is available, ! ,,then t’rigiablﬁ:equency Iin its the sw itching
rate and the best choice for !, is that which m akes N, i

, o ()Egr

5 N (21)

T herefore the recoil energy, given by the choice of ion and transition, dictates the choice of
trap strength, for a given number of ions. Typical recoil energies for an ion are in the region

Exr 2 h (10{200) kH z, and traps w ith this degree of con nem ent are now standard. In
this situation, increasing the num ber of ions doesnot a ect the sw itching rate, but reduces the

required trap con nem ent, m aking the system m ore sensitive to perturbations.

If higher R abi frequencies are available, one’s intuition suggests that !, becom es the Ilim it on
the sw itching rate, since must be lss than ! , or the power broadening w ill no longer allow

the di erent vibrational evels to be discrin inated. H owever, at high ! , one has 1 Lamb-
D icke regine) so the switchingrateon n= 1 transitionscannotreach !, if < ! ,.Placing
thead hoclimi < ! ,=10 in equation RQ), one obtains

R < —
20 hN

1 Eg!, ¥
R : ©2)
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T he sw tching rate is thus lin ied by the geom etric average of ! , and E =h, and the processor
slow s down when m ore ions are involved. For exam ple, to achieve a switching at the recoil
frequency, ¥R = Ex=2 h,wih N = 10 ions, ) Inplies !, = 1000Eg=h and = 100E z=h.
To keep the jons In a straight line, equation ) requires !, > 5300E; =h which is very hard
to achieve experim entally.

T here isanotherprocblem w ith Increasing !, in orderto ncreaseR . W hen !, is large, N,
o the transitions which do not change the vlbbrational state ( n = 0) are much m ore strongly
driven by the laser than thoss thatdo (n = 1, equation (@)) . This increases the unw anted
o —resonant driving of n = 0 transtionswhen n = 1 transitions are nvoked to perfom
quantum gates between an ion and the phonon bus’. In principl it should be possbl to
run an ion trap processor at rates of order !, by relaxing the condition < !, and allow ing
o —resonant transitions, but the sin pl analysis given in section is then no longer valid.
O ne can no longer use a two-levelm odel for each transition of the ion/centre-ofm ass system .
The ac. Stark e ect (light shift) w illbe allim portant, and di erent com putationalbasis states
w ill becom e m ixed by the ion{light interaction. The optical B loch equations ram aln solvable
(hum erically if not analytically), and a detailed analysis should still enable useful elem entary
com puting operations to be identi ed. Such an analysis is a possble avenue for future work.

4 Cooling

Tom ake the quantum inform ation processor described in the previous sections, them ain initial
requirem ents of an experim ental system are cooling to the quantum regim e, equation {4), and
con nem ent to the border ofthe Lam b-D icke regin e, equation @I]). T he ionsm ust be separated
by at least severaltim es the laser wavelength (equation (3)), but this is autom atically the case,
for an all num bers of trapped ions, since w ith current technology the ions are always ssparated
by m any tin es the w idth oftheir vibrationalground state wavefunction (nequality {Q)), which
is itself approxin ately equal to the laser wavelength given that the Lamb-D icke param eter is
oforder 1.

Surveys of cooling m ethods in ion traps are given in 7, B§]. To coolto the quantum regin e,
there are tw o possibl approaches. E ither one m ay coolto the ground state in the Lamb-D icke
regin e 1, then adiabatically open the trap to 1, oronem ay apply cooling to a trap
already at 1. The advantage of the form er approach is that one does not require cooling
below the recoil Im it kg T = Egr . The advantage of the latter is that strong con nem ent is
not necessary, but to attain the quantum regin e w ith 1 requires sub-recoil cooling.

Cooling to the quantum regin e has so far been dem onstrated for trapped ions by m eans of

sideband cooling in the Lamb-D icke lim i P9, BJ]l. This is described in section [J below .
However, it m ay be interesting to pursue other approaches, as discussed in sectionsfg g and B 3.
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T he physics of sideband cooling is very closely related to that mvolved In inform ation processing
In the ion trap. This isno concidence, and a sin ilar link w ill probably be found In allphysical
In plem entations of quantum nform ation processing. T he relationship is su ciently close that
onem ay say that once the goalof Jaser cooling to the m otional ground state is achieved in any
given experin ental ion trap, a prim itive form of quantum nform ation processing can proceed
Inm ediately, since all the required experim ental com ponents w ill be in place. Conversly,
quantum error correction (see section [7.]) is a special type of tooling’.

4.1 Sideband Cooling

Sideband cooling is just anothernam e orthe sim plest type of laser cooling, i radiation pressure
orD oppler cooling. The nam e com es from how the process looks in the Lam b-D icke Iin it 1.

There are several signi cant frequencies or energies. First, we have the vibrational frequency
In the ion trap potential, !, . Next, we have the radiative w idth ofthe transition used to do the
cooling, . Either a singlk photon transition is used, In which case is its naturalwidth (or
possbly its broadened w idth if another laser is used to broaden a very narrow lkevelas in RJ)),
or a stinulated Ram an transition is used, in which case is som e com bination of the nverse
of the duration ofthe R am an pulses, and the tin e for optical pum ping out of one of the states
linked by the Ram an transition. Basically, the physics in the Ram an case and sihgle-photon
case is very sin ilar. The Ram an m ethod is a way of providing a very narrow transition when
one isnot already available. Tt also com bines the advantages of precise frequency control (in the
rf regin e) w ith large photon recoil (optical regin €), which pem its fast cooling, for the sam e
reason that the switching rate for inform ation processing is faster (section B4). One could
Instead use an rf orm icrow ave transition, but then the cooling would be a ot slower and m ay
not com pete well enough w ith heating processes.

Laser cooling of atom s is often done quite happily using strong, resonant transitions. Indeed,
such transitions are eagerly sought out. W hy the tak of narrow transitions in the previous
paragraph? Tt isbecause sin ple D oppler cooling leads to the wellknown D oppler cooling lim it
kg Tp ’ h =2, assum Ing the recoil energy is an all compared to h  (this applies n a trap as
well as to free atom s). However, we want to get to the quantum lim it (equation E)), O wWe
require

[ : 23)

This equation is a further constraint on the perfomm ance of the trap. It says the ocooling
transition m ust be narrow enough, orthe trap con nem ent tight enough, to resolve them otional
sidebands in the Lam b-D icke spectrum .

In the resolved sideband lim i, radiation pressure cooling is called sideband cooling. A nice way
of understanding it is to consider it as a form of optical pum ping towards the state of lowest
vibrational quantum number P7], sse gure 6. N ote that the recoil after spontaneous em ission
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produces heating. The average change in the vibrational energy per spontaneous am ission is
equal to the recoil energy h!, hni = E y (@ particularly clkar derivation of this fact m ay
be ound in f1]). For a sihgle trapped ion illum inated by low -intensity light, the cooling is
govemned by the ollow iIng equation B3, E11:

d I X X

. 2
—MH i= P, E: E, +Eg) h,3e"%3jei g, € E,)=h) 24)
dt hiy | .

where T is the Intensity of the incident radiation (a sihgl travellng wave), , is the resonant
photon scattering cross section ( = 2 2= (2 )’=k? Pratwolevelatom ), h!; = hck isthe
laser photon energy, P, is the occupation probability ofthe n'th energy level of the vibrational
motion, of energy E, = h!, (h + 1=2) and wavefunction , (equation (])), and g(!) is the
lineshape function. For a two-Jlevel atom ,

2=4
¢ 1)+ 2=

g(l)= 25)

T he quantity dH i=dt is the rate of change of the m ean total energy of the ion, averaged over
an absorption/spontanecus am ission cycle. Since the ion’s intemal energy is left unchanged,
this is the rate of change of the m ean kinetic energy. Equation £4) has a sim ple physical
Interpretation as a sum of energy changes associated w ith radiative transitions up and down
the ladder of vibrational energy levels. At the lowest attaihable tem perature, dHH i=dt = 0
and one possbl solution of equation {4) is the them aldistribution

P,= @1 s (26)

where s isthe Bolzm ann factors= exp( h!,=ks T ), and the probability distribution hasbeen
properly nom alised.

Atsu ciently low tem peratures, a]lbut‘%le Jow est energy Jevels can be ignored in equation (£4].
Usihgk R = Y& &) wheredj,i= n7j, i, and expanding in powers of the Lamb-D icke
param eter, it is a sin ple m atter to obtain

d ) E )
—MWi’ I ,—— mib(y ) g+ 1)1+ glu)+ gy )] @7)
dt h!
P
where ni = nP, is the ion’s mean vbrational quantum number. Now assume [
(inequality £3)) and ket the incident radiation be tuned to the rst sideband below resonance,
', = 1) 1., then the cooling lm it dHH i=dt = 0 leads to a mean vibrational quantum
um ber @3, E3].
5 2
4 .
i 161 5 : (28)
N ote that since hni is proportional to ( =! ,)?, the experin ental constraint £3) will ensure

achievem ent ofthe quantum lin ithni 1. Thisalso jisti es our ignoring higher energy levels
in deducing @3§).
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The above assum ed a single direction of propagation for the cooling laser, which will only
result in cooling along one direction, so our calculation hasbeen onedin ensional. Taking into
acoount the fact that spontaneous photons are em itted Into alldirections, they do not heat any
given din ension quite asmuch aswe assum ed, and the factor 5 in equation @§) is replaced by
(l+ 4 )where ’ 2=5depends on the dipok radiation em ission pattem [{4]]. H owever, this
corresoonds to an experin ent In which them otion In the other dim ensions is heated, which we
w ish to avoid. To coolall three din ensions, one can either ntroduce three Jasesrbeam s, oruse a
single beam propagating at an oblique anglk to allthe principl axes of the trapping potential,
and tune it ssparately to resonance w ith the three sideband frequencies !y, iz - For this
one must have all three frequencies distinct, & !, 6 !, .

It is comm only im agined that sideband cooling is not possible if the recoil energy is greater
than the phonon energy h!,, sinhce then the cooling which results from photon absorption is
undone by the recoil from photon em ission, and dhH i=dt > 0. However, one can always tune
to the next Iower sideband, ', = !y 2!,, and good cooling is regained, as a thorough analysis
of @4) willshow . T herefore i is not necessary to be well into the Lam b-D icke regin e in order
to attain the quantum Iin it by sideband cooling.

Note also, that both equations £7) and €§) are signi cant in order to nd the m ninum
tam perature one w illobtain in the Jab. T his isbecause there w illalwaysbe heating m echanisn s
present, such as a coupling between the stored ions and them alvoltages in the electrodes (see
section []), so it is the cooling rate, equation @7), not just them ininum possble tem perature,
which is im portant.

42 Sisyphus cooling

The constraint £3) m eans that sideband cooling w ill efther be slow and therefore not com pete
wellw ith heating processes, or w ill require the use ofR am an transitions. W e can avoid ',
and nevertheless use Jaser cooling to get close to the quantum regin e, by the use of Sisyphus’
cooling (5, [44]. Thism akes use of optical pum ping and opticaldipole forces (orces associated
w ith a position-dependent a.c. Stark shift ofthe atom ic energy kevels) In a laser standing w ave,
on an atom with at least three Intemal states. W hen the dipolk force is caused by a position—
dependent polarisation ofthe standing wave, the cooling is referred to as polarisation gradient
cooling’. Theoretical analyses [45, f§, 7] have so far concluded that the lowest tem peratures
attainable by thism ethod correspond to a m ean vibrational quantum numbermi’ 1, i just
on the border of the regin e we require. H owever, the cooling rate is In portant as well as the
theoretical m inim um tem perature, and for this reason Sisyphus cooling m ay be attractive for
cooling a whole string of ions [§], as required for the Inform ation processor, since it is relatively
fast. A nal stage of sideband cooling or som ething sim ilar would then be required to get well
Into the quantum regin e.
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4.3 Statisticalm echanical cooling m ethods

So far, all the cooling techniques described have been based on laser cooling. However, for
trapped neutral atom s the technigque of forced evaporative cooling has been shown to be ex-—
trem ely pow erfil], enabling the tem perature n a weakly interacting atom ic vapourto bebrought
well into the quantum regin e of a trap, which for a cloud of Bosons kads to Bose E instein
condensation 81].

In forced evaporative cooling, one starts w ith a lJarge num ber of trapped particles in them al
equilbbriuim . Those of higher energy are foroed to leave the trap, and those ram aining rether-
m alise towards a Iower equilbriim tem perature. T he technique relies on an ability to rem ove
selectively particles of higher than average energy. O ne way to do this is to reduce the depth
of the trap, allow ing the faster particles to y out. Clearly this approach will only work if
the themm al energy is located m ore In som e particles than in others, which is true for a gas of
weakly Interacting particlkes, but not for a crystalised system such as a cold string of trapped
jons. However, evaporation m ay be useful In an ion trap as a rst stage of cooling, to bring
about crystalisation. A Iso, it is conceivable that a B ose condensate of neutral atom sm ay one
day be su ciently easy to produce in the vicinity of an ion trap that it m ay be used as a cold
reservoir to cool the ions through collisions. T he use of one species to cool another is referred
to as sym pathetic cooling’.

5 rf requirem ents

W e now tum to the design of the ion trap itself. T he electrode structure of the trap consists
of a two-din ensional rf quadrupol plus an axial static potential. Concentrating on the two—
din ensional quadrupole, consider rst the m ost sin pk case, in which the point in the centre
of the electrode structure ram ains at zero potential, and we om it any axial con nement. The
potential on one pair of diagonally opposed electrodes is (U V oos y t)=2, and that on the
other pair has equal m agnitude and opposite sign to this. Here  is the frequency of the
applied voltage, the subscript is necessary to distinguish it from the R abi frequency of a driven
atom ic transition introduced in previous sections. The potential as a function of position in
thexyplneis &;y;t)= U V cos yt)&®* ¥)=2r; where r; is a m easure of the electrode
separation? For the case of cylindrical electrodes, 1, is the distance from the axis to the surface
of the electrodes [49]. T he trapping e ect in the radial direction is stabk as ong as y isnot
too an all, and is strong as Iong as vy isnot too Jarge. Thism ay be param etrised in tem s of
the standard param eters
4eU

2=y 29)

“In practice it is advantageous to avoid exact cylindrical sym etry In order to have all three vibrational
frequencies distinct, but this w ill unnecessarily com plicate the present discussion.
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where e is the charge on a trapped ion. For present purposes, a zero dc potential di erence
U = Omay beused, so a= 0. The radial con nem ent is then stablk as long as g is kss than
about 029 R4, Bg]. The radialm icrom otion has a velocity am plitude of g v =2 for an ion at
average distance from the z-axis. T he averagem otion on a tin e scale slow compared to 1=,
the so—called secularm otion, can be m odelled in temm s ofthe pseudopotentjal%M 12 x%+ y¥)=e
w ith radial vibrational frequency

q
q v

.= a2+ =2 — = po @= 0): 31)
T2 = P

30)
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Choosing g = 1= 2 s0 as to be com fortably in the zone of stability of the trap, we obtain
1, = y=4.From thisthe Lamb-D icke param eter for the radial con nemt is cbtained as

o [
2 2ExKZ2

e 32)

ev

where k is the wavevector and Ey the recoil energy as de ned in equation {9), and we have
negkcted the cos( ) tem for sinplicity. The signi cance of equation [33) is that, for a given
Jon and wavevector, the Lam b-D icke param eter of the radial con nem ent is dictated prim arily
by the choice of electrode size (ry) and rf volage am plitude V . The requu:e% rf frequency v
is dictated by V=r7 through equation (3() and the stability condition g’ 1= 2.

N ote that for Infom ation processing, we w ish the Lam b-D icke param eter for the axialm otion
to be around 1, assum Ing there is only a sn allnumber of jons in the trap. W e also wish the
Jons to adopt the shape of a lnear string, so the radial con nem ent m ust be tighter than the
axial con nement (equation ([JJ/17)). Taken together these two considerations in ply that the
Lam b-D icke param eter for the radialm otion should be much less than 1.

Let us now add to the lnear trap an axial dc potential, so that the ions are con ned in all
three dim ensions, and w ith no axialm icrom otion. T he m ost cbvious way to do this is to add
positively charged electrodes to either end of the linear trap, but this introduces a di culty in

correctly balancing the rfpotential so that there isno residual axial rf com ponent. An ingenious
way around this is to solit the linear electrodes of the radial quadrupolke eld and Inpose a
potentialdi erence between their two ends, as described in @], e gure l. In either cass, the
dc potential near the centre of the trap w ill take the form ofa ham onic saddle point potential

e = Eh 21 2 2 T
dc ®;yiz) = 72 Z 5 X +y (33)
0
where U, is the potential on each electrode, and z; is a param eter which is m easure of the
electrode separation (its exact value depending on the geom etry). From this equation we

obtain the vibrational frequency for the axial ham onicm otion of a trapped ion:

Lo 2€U, 34)
'Z M z
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T his is also the frequency ofthe Iowest m ode of vibration ofa string of trapped ions (centre of
m assm ode), as discussed in section BJ]. The Lamb-D icke param eter of the axial con nem ent
is
Do
ERkZZg =

= — : 35
4€U, G3)

O w ing to E amshaw ’s theoram , it is In possible to apply an axialdcpotentialw ithout In uencing
the radial con nem ent. The dc potential 4. (X;y;2z) has the e ect of expelling the jons in the
radial direction. In the presence ofboth static axialand uctuating radial electric potentials,
the secular (i slow ) radialm otion is still ham onic, but the vibrational frequency is no longer
! but

2
o= 17 3'; 36)

However, as long as !, !., which is the case we are interested in, then !S r 1. so the
previous discussion of the radial con nem ent rem ains approxin ately valid, and In particular
the stability condition g< 09 is not greatly changed.

The depth of the trap (@and hence the ease of catching ions) is given approxin ately by the
an aller ofeU, and eVv=11.

6 Candidate Ions

Tablk 1 gives a list of jons which are suiabl for infom ation processing. T he list consists of
Jons whose electronic structure is su ciently sin ple to allow Jaser cooling w ithout the need for

too m any di erent laser frequencies. The list is not intended to be exhaustire, but contains
m ost jons which have been Jaser cooked in the lJaboratory.

For Infom ation processing, a Jarge recoilenergy is attractive from the point ofview ofallow ing
a faster switching rate (equation 7)), but m akes the Lamb-D icke regin e harder to achieve
(equations {37), 39)). T he choice of rf ratherthan optical transitions for infom ation processing
appears so advantageous as to be foroed upon us. Since we require at least three Jong—lived low —
Iying Intemal states of the ion (the states Pi; Jjliand ruxi), this In plies that the existence of
hyper ne structure (i a non-zero nuclear soin isotope), while com plicating the cooling process,
m ay be advantageous. Indeed, for akalilike ions, (such as singly charged ions from group 2
of the periodic tablk) a non-zero nuclkar soin is required, since for zero nuckar soin the total
angular m om entum of the ground state is only 1=2, yielding only two long-lived states (the
Zeamn an com ponents ;M 1 = j=2; 1=2i) which is not su cient. M ost even isotopes have
zero nuclear spin.
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T he otherm a pr consideration is the di culty in generating the light required for cooling and
Inform ation processing.

Exam ining gure 7 and table 1 it is seen that °Be is an attractive choice, in that it allows
the fastest switching rate, requires only one laser wavelength for cooling, and the hyper ne
solitting frequency of 125 G H z is accesb e to electroptic m odulators. H ow ever, the w avelength
0f 313 nm requires the use of a dye laser (frequency doubled) which is disadvantageous. The
nextm ost prom ising candidate appearsto be **C a. T requires tw o Jaserwavelengths for cooling,
397 (0r393) nm and 866 (or 850) nm ( gure 8), but both can be produced by diode lasers (one
frequency doubled) which m akes this jon very attractive (strontiuim has sim ilar advantages).
D jode lasers can be m ade very stable in both frequency and power. If m ore lJaser power is
needed than is possible w ith diode Jasers, then a titanium -sapphire Jaser can be used, which is
also advantageous com pared w ith dye Jasers. T he hyper ne splitting 0of326 G H z isaccessible to
electrooptic m odulators, though less easily than the am aller splitting in beryllium . T he obvious
di culty in working with “3Ca is that i is a rare isotope, having a natural abundance of only
014% or 1 part in 700, m aking an isotopically enriched sam pl that m uch m ore expensive.
H owever, one could carry out prelin inary experin ents using the 97% abundant *°C a, in order
to bring the trapping and cooling techniques up to perform ance, and the sw ap operation could
be tested since it does not m ake use of the auxilliary state ¥ .uxiM auxi-

For a group 2 ion, the intemal states required for infom ation processing, discussed in section
BJ and illustrated n  gure 5, w illbe taken from the ground state hyper nem anifold. For **C a,
forexam ple, onem ighttake ¥, = 4;M ;= 4i; ¥F,= 3;M, = 3iand Faux = 4;M aux = 2i. This
choice ishighlighted In gure 8. T he degeneracy between the st and auxilliary levels is lifted
by an mmposed m agnetic eld oforder 01 mT.

6.1 Example: the *Ca’ ion

To estin ate laser power requiram ents, we w ill calculate the Intensity required to saturate the
4S,,{4P 4, transition n Ca® (for laser cooling purposes) and that required for R am an transi-
tions in the ground state via a quasiresonance w ith this transition (for informm ation processing
purposes). Using a two—Zlevel m odel for the allowed electric dipolk transition, the saturation
Intensity (q?_ned as the Intensity giving a Rabi frequency equal to the FW HM lhnew idth

divided by~ 2) isIg = 4 *hc =6 3= 48mW /am? (ushg = 2 23MHz, = 397nm).To
Initiate Jaser cooling, this intensity m ust be availabl In a laser beam w ide enough to intersect
a signi cant proportion of a hot’ ion’s tractory In the trap. Taking a beam diam eter of 1
mm , the required lJaser power isoforder 05 mW , which is a Jarge overestin ate in practice.

Ram an transitions from Pito Jlivia a nearresonance w ith an excited state £i can bem odelled
as transitions In an e ective two—Jevel system , In which the e ective Rabi frequency of the
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Ram an transition is

e = ; 37)

where and ; aretheR abifrequencies ofthe singlephoton transitions from levels Piand ji
to #i, and 0; 1 isthe detuning from resonance ofboth of these transitions. A ssum ing
Tevel #i only decays to kevels i and jli, the single photon R abi frequencies can be obtained
from the laser intensity I and the linew idth ofthe excited state, ladingto . ' I ?=8Ig

D uring a Ram an transition, the average population of the excited state i is t=4 2, and
to produce, forexam ple, a 2 pulss, the pulse duration is2 = . . T herefre the probability of
an unw anted spontaneous em m ision process duration such an operation is

Pem = — ¢ (38)

An Interesting possbility, which has not yet been tried In an ion trap, is to use the A rgon
jon laser line at 488 nm to drive Ram an transitions. In this case, we have ' 6 10° ,
OPm ' 5 107, allowing a m illion com puting operations before spontaneous em ission is a
problam . The laser intensity required to cbtaln h . = Ey isthen

Er

I= 8IS—h— r 29 10w /m?: (39)

To address a singlk ion, the laser is focussed to a tight spot of diam eter of order 10 m , so the
required power ism odest, oforder 03 W .

Finall, to con ne Ca to the Lamb-D icke regin e of the 393 nm radiation, we require !, =
Ex=h' 2 29 kH z. This is a reasonabl choice for nfom ation processing, bearing in m ind
the rem arks m ade in section about o —resonant transitions. Choosing an axial electrode
Separation of 4 mm , the voltage required on the axial electrodes is U, 042 vols. This
surprisingly low value arises from the fact that we have assum ed the ions can be cooled to the
ground state of the axialm otion, which here corresponds to a tam perature am all com pared to
therecoillimit Egx=kg ’ 14 K .Ik shows that contact potentials will certainly be a problem ,
and one m ust be abl to com pensate them by seperately controlling the voltage on each elec—
trode. Tom ake the radialoon nam ent 10 tin es stronger than thisaxialocon neam ent we require
an alemating volage on the radial quadrupole electrodes of frequency v ' 2 12MHz
equation @1)) and amplitude V.’ 9 vols (equation (80)), assum ing a distance of 1 mm
from the axis to the radial electrode surfaces.

7 Perform ance lim itations

H aving begun in section 3 J w ith an idealised treatm ent, n which we assum ed operations could
be carried out In an ion trap with arbitrary precision, the discussion has becom e In section
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m ore realistic. It now ram ains to discuss the lim itations on the perform ance of the ion trap
system for mform ation processing purposes.

Two Inportant gures ofm erit Or a quantum Inform ation processor are the num ber of stored
qubits, which so far in this paper has been the num ber of trapped ionsN , and the number Q

of elem entary operations which can be carried out before dissipation or decoherence causes a
signi cant loss of quantum Infom ation. To rst approxin ation, we m ay quantify dissipation

or decoherence by a sinpk rate 4, n which case Q = R= 4, where the switching rate R is
given in section B4. If we m odel decoherence as if each ion were ndependently coupled to a
them al reservoir, leading to a phase decoherence rate  for any individual ion, then we must
take 4= N sihce the quantum ocom putation is lkely to produce entangled states in which
the o -diagonal elam ents of the density m atrix decay at this enhanced rate {3, 2, [5, L4]-
H ow ever, decoherence of a m any—ion state In an ion trap isnot yet su ciently well understood

to tellw hether such am odelapplies [5]]. Two possible them alreservoirs a ecting the ion trap
are electrical resistance in the electrodes, and therm al radiation.

Themapr problem s In an ion trap are spontaneous transitions in the vibrationalm otion, ie
heating (@ random walk up and down the Jadder of vibrationalenergy lkevels), them alradiation
([driving intemal rf transitions in the ions), and experin ental instabilities such as in the laser
beam power, rf voltages and m echanical vibrations, and uctuating extemal m agnetic elds
B4]. The instabilities contribute to the heating, and also in ply that a Jaser pulse is never of
exactly the right frequency and duration to produce the intended quantum gate. A Yeooherence
rate’ gure ofa faw kH z was quoted by M onroe et. al. 4], consistent w ith the heating rate of
1000 vibrational quanta per second quoted in their earlier work BQ]. W ith the sw itching rate
oforder 20 kH z, they cbtained Q  10with N = 1. A heating rate of 6 quanta per second was
reported by D iedrich et. al. R3l.

A usefuil m odel of the motion of a trapped ion is a seres LC circuit which is shunted by
the capacitance of the trap electrodes [3, [51]]. The inductance in the m odel is given by 1’
M zZ=N & where 7, is of the order of the axial electrode sparation. A resistance r is due to
losses in the electrodes and other conductors in the circuit. This resistance both dam ps and
heats the ionic m otion w ith tin e constant l=r, lrading to a heating rate in vibrational quanta
per sscond @]:

rkeT , N &k T
lh!, M zéh!,

heat (40)
Forexam pl, substituting the param eters from section , and usingr= 01 ohm,T = 300K,
weobtain pest = 5 s?! . It should bebom i m ind that one can only consider equation @) to
apply once other sources of electrical noise, such as rf pickup, have been reduced su ciently,

S0 one cannot hope to in prove the perfom ance m erely by increasing the electrode ssparation
7o and volkage U, .

It is a sinple m atter to combine equations €Q), B4), 1) and #J) in order to cbtain Q =
R= peat @sa function ofthe experin entalparam eters. H ow ever, thisdoesnot bringm uch Insight
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and it is better to think In tem s of the sw tching rate and decoherence rate. Taking N = 10

onswih !, = Egxg=h = 2 29 kH z, as suggested In the previous section, the sw itching rate
isabout 1 kHz, and Q 200 using the value just quoted or pear. These param eters ndicate

what w ill probably be achievabl in the next few years.

Tt is not hard to show that the In uence of spontaneous em ission of photons by the ions
In the trap is mudh less in portant than the severe experin ental problem s jist m entioned.
Spontaneous em ission takes place during the application ofa lJaserpulse, due to the unavoidable
weak excitation of an excited state of the relevant ion, as noted in the previous section. (&t
was already ram arked that spontaneous am ission between laser pulses is negligbl, ow Ing to
the adoption of the ground state hyper ne m anifold for com puting). Taking the probability
Pen from equation (8§), the number of operations that can be carried out before spontaneocus
emm ission plays a signi cant role isQ ’/ 1=ps, which can be of the order of 10°, as rem arked
after equation (39).

T he conclusion is that for the m om ent the lin itations of the ion trap are associated w ith the
vibrational degrees of freedom , and w ith experin ental nstabilities. Tt is here that experin ental
and theoretical work must concentrate if progress is to be made. Tt rem ains m islkeading at
present to tak of quantum btom putations’ taking place in the =b.

7.1 Error correction

A Ythough it is in portant to build an infom ation processor with as much precision and sta—
bility as possbl, in the lIonger temm the ain of signi cant com putations is aln ost certainly
unrealisable w ithout som ething which goesbeyond such Yassive’ stabilisation. It was nitially
thought that anything lke active stabilisation of a quantum oom puter would be in possble,
since it would rely on a m eans of m onitoring the quantum state of the com puter, which would
Irreversibly destroy the com putation. H owever, the union of inform ation theory w ith quantum
m echanics has lead to another pow erfil concept, that of quantum error correction B3, B4, B31-
The essential dea isthat K qubits of quantum informm ation in the quantum com puter can be
stored (Bncoded’) in a carefully chosen way among N > K two-state system s. T he com puta—
tion is carried out in this specially chosen 2¥ -dim ensional subspace of the total H ibert space
@" din ensions) of the enlarged com puter. T he in portant feature is that the encoding is cho—
sen so that the m ost lkely errors, for exam ple caused by heating of the vibbrational degrees of
freedom of the jon trap, cause the com puter’s state to go out of the spoecial subspace. Such
departures can be detected by well-chosen m easuram ents on the com puter, w thout upsstting
the evolution of the quantum ocom putation. Furthem ore, a good encoding enables the m ost
likely errors to be corrected, once they are detected, by the application of one or m ore extra
quantum gates or dissipative m easurem ents.

Quantum error correction ism ore powerfiil than the m ore sin ple Watchdog e ect’ idea which
preceded it [5§]. The Watchdog’ or fuantum Zeno e ect’ relies on rapid repeated m easurem ents
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of the state ofa system in order to prevent unwanted changes caused by the n uence of some
vrror’ Ham iltonian H .. Tt is successfill if m any m easurem ents can be applied wihin a tine t
su ciently snallthatl $ jexp( iHt=h) J J'.j2 / . Inh them idst ofa com putation one does
not necessarily know what quantum state j i any part ofa QC should be in, so the watchdog
m ethod cannot be applied directly, and a m ore subtle approach is required []. However, it
m ay not be possibl to m ake m easurem ents rapidly enough, and it is not clar whether the
m ethod can be applied during the application ofa quantum gate, in which the quantum system

is required to go through a prescribed evolution.

By contrast with the Zeno e ect, quantum error correction allows a nie error temm In the
system ’s density m atrix to accum ulate, and corrects it afterwards. T his is particularly in por-
tant to the operation of quantum gates. For exam ple, a gate between two qubits nvolves a
fourdin ensional logical H ibert space. To allow error correction, we m ust ensure that at no
point is the whole action of this gate concentrated into a urdim ensional physical H ibert
goace. This can be done as follow s. Suppose each qubit In the Q C is encoded into two physical
two-state system s. A gate U (a;b) between two such encoded qubits a;b can then be applied
In PurstepsU @;b) = ul@z;b) ufgk) uigly) ufgh), where the operators u are gates
between a pair of two-state system s, and fa;;a,g;fl ;g are the sets of two-state system s
storing qubits a and b. T he in portant point is that error correction can be applied between the
four u operations. At no stage is any quantum infom ation stored in a physical H ibert space
only just Jarge enough to hold it, neither is any gate U carried out In a single step. T he proper
com bination ofthese features so asto allow stabilisation hasbeen dubbed ‘aul tolrance’ [B4].

Quantum error correction was Initially discussed w ith a generalm odel of error processes In the
quantum ocom puter, in orderto show that aln ost any in agihabl errorprocessm ight in principle
be corrected by such techniques 54, 53,53, p4]1. Subsequently, a technique speci cally adapted
to the vibrationalnoise in an ion trap was proposed [61l]. In this proposal, the H ibert space is
enlarged by m aking use of our intemal states In each ion to store each qubit in the quantum

com putation. This enables a two-qubit gate to be carried out in four steps as outlined above.
N ext, we require a m ethod of detecting and correcting the m ost lkely errors in the vibrational
state. This isdone by using the rst b = 0) and fourth (h = 3) vbrational states, ;0;0;::4
and B;0;0;::4, instead of the st two, to store the bus’ qubit. The vibrational quantum

num ber n ism easured whenever it should be 0, by swapping the phonon state w ith the state
of additional ions Introduced for the purpose, and probing them . Ifn is found to be 1, then
corrective m easures are applied based on the assum ption that a sihgle jum p upwards from n = 0
occured, the details are given In [@]. Ifn is found to be 2 or 4, then corrective m easures are
applied based on the assum ption that a singlke jimp down or up from n = 3 occured. Ifn is
found to be 0 as it should be, a corrective m easure is still required to allow for the di erence
between such conditional evolution and the unitary evolution w ithout jum ps. T his procedure
enables single jum ps up or down the ladder of vibrational Jevels to be corrected. Since these
w il be the m ost lkely errors (@t a su cient degree of isolation from the environm ent), the

e ect overall is to stabilise the Q C . In thiscase the gure ofmerit Q is roughly squared Where
Q oounts the possible num ber of logical gates U, not subgates u), a rem arkable enhancem ent.
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T he above procedure m akes allowance for the fact that errors cause the vibrational state to
explore a H ibert space ofm ore than two din ensions, so In the language ofquantum nform ation,
the bus size is lJarger than a singlke qubit, though the bus is stillonly used to store a single logical
qubit. Thebusoould bem ade Jarger stillby using higher excitations ofthe fundam entalnom al
m ode, orby using higherordernom alm odes. T his should allow m ore pow erfiilerror correction,
and hence further ncreases n Q . T he basic theory of error correction gives hope that such
increases in Q can be dram atic (3, B4, EQ].

E rmror correction should not be regarded as a device m erely of Interest to quantum com puters.
Rather, i is a powerful m ethod of enforcing coherent evolution on a quantum system which
would otherw ise be disspative. Such a capability m ay be usefil for quite general situations
iIn which stability is im portant, for exam ple In low -noise electronic circuits, and frequency and
m ass standards. This may prove to be an area in whith quantum nhform ation theory has
provided a usefiil tool or other branches of physics.

8 Conclusion

In conclusion, ket us sum m arise them ain avenues for future work involving the jon trap quantum
Inform ation processor.

O ne of the basic ain s of quantum nform ation theory is to link abstract ideas on the nature
Inform ation w ith the law s of physics. T he ion trap provides a m eans of establishing this link
In a com plete and concrete way. T his w ill set the theory on amore m basis.

An in portant task In the theory ofquantum com putation isthat ofidentifyinge cientmultiple-
qubit quantum gates. So far, it hasbeen assum ed that the e cient gates are those that can be
divided into a set of su ciently few two-qubit gates. However, a system lke the ion trap m ay
allow particular unitary transfom tions to be carried out e ciently w ithout dividing them into
m any two-qubit operations. An Investigation of this should be fruitfiil.

T he principle of operation of the ion trap which we have described m ade use of various approx—
In ationswhose in uence on long quantum ocom putations has yet to be analysed. For exam ple,
any given laser pulse on an ion will nvolve o —resonant stin ulation of transitions other than
the speci ¢ transition the pulse is designed to drive. Such e ectsm ay be unwanted, but their
In uence is unitary and accurately predictable. &t would be interesting to Investigate w hether
these e ects can be taken Into account in designing the sequence of laser pulses, so that they
do not need to be corrected, or whether we are foroed to regard them as errors.

Quantum com putation w ill certainly require error correction if it is ever to be usefiil for com pu-
tationalpurposes. T he ion trap provides a guide to the speci ¢ type of error correction which
is lkely to be required In the future. The basic tools of error correction are now fairly well
understood, but there is m uch work to be done In bringing them to bear on the ion trap. In
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additition, these ideasm ay o er signi cant advantages for other uses of the ion trap, such as
frequency and m ass standards; this should be explored.

E rmror correction only works once the level of noise In the trap is brought su ciently low by
carefiil construction and isolation. Experin ental ion trap system s must be m ade m uch m ore
stable than they are at present before they can take advantage of error correction ofm ultiple
errors am ong m any qubis. This is not just a question of technology, but also of a better
understanding ofthe noise processes, epecially the In uence ofelectrical noise in the electrodes
providing axialoon nem ent. Them ost Inm ediate experin ental challenge is to coola m any-ion
crystal to the m otional ground state.

Iwould like to acknow ledge helpfiil conversations with R . Thom pson, D . Segal, D . Stacey and
egoecially J. B rochard. T he author is supported by the Royal Society.
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Figure 1: Experin ental arrtangem ent. A line of three ions sits between cylindrical electrodes,
here seen sidewayson. Pairs of laserbeam s excite R am an transitions, which in partm om entum

changes to the ions along the axial direction of the trap. The doublended arrow Indicates
the direction of the resulting oscillations, it can be regarded as a pictorial representation ofthe
fourth Jubi’ in the system (see text, section 34) . T he electrodes are split in order to allow a
constant voltage to be applied between their ends, so that an axialpotentialm ininum occurs
In the region where the long electrode segm ents overlap. Radial con nem ent is provided by
alremating voltages, see text (section E) .

Figure 2: Schem atic illustration show iIng an anisotropic ham onic potential w ith the positions
of three trapped ions ndicated.

Figure 3: Equillbrium positions fora line ofpoint charges In a quadratic potential, asa function
of the num ber of charges N . The positions are in units of z, (equation {§)). The curve is
equation (9).

Figure 4: Nom alm ode frequencies for a line of point charges in a quadratic potential, as a
function of the number of charges N . T he frequencies are in unitsof !, .

Figure 5: Energy lkevels and transitions in a single ion signi cant for inform ation processing
w ith a line of trapped ions. The labels F;M indicate di erent intemal states of the ion. Each
intemal state has an associated set of vibrational evels for each ofthe vibbrationalm odes. Here,
Just the I;s_t few Jevels ofthe Iowest m ode (spacing ! ,), the rstpair of levels of the next m ode
(spacing 3!,) and the lowest levels oftwo fiirtherm odes are shown. The full arrow s iIndicate
transitions at frequencies ! I, and !4« + !, whith are used In the swap (3 and crot
operations described in the text. N ote that radiation at a given frequency couples not only the
Jevels at the two ends of the relevant arrow on the diagram , but also other pairs of levels w ith
the sam e di erence of vibrational quantum number. The gure shows ! ,,x to be ofthe same
orderas ! g, because this iswhat typically occurs when alkali-lke ions are used. T he vibrational
frequency isamalker, !y 7 100!,.

Figure 6: Sideband cooling. A laser excites transitions in which the vibrational quantum
number of a con ned ion &llsby 1 (or a higher Integer). Spontaneous transitions bring the
Jon’s intemal state badk to the ground state, w ith the vibbrational quantum num ber changing by
1 or 0. On average the vbrational quantum num ber is reduced, until the vibrational ground
state is reached. T he Intemal ground and excited states are gi and #i, and the gure shows
the di erent vibrational levels soread out horizontally for clarity. W hen both i and #i are
Iong-lived (for exam ple they m ay be the com putational basis states, cf gures 5 and 8), the
P;ni ! #;n  1i transition is driven by a -pulse, (U (0) operator), and the spontaneous
transition is a Ram an transition via an unstabl excited state (optical pum ping). Note that
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such experim ental techniques are identical to those required for nfom ation processing and
error correction. To coola crystal of several ions, it is su cient for the laser to interact w ith

only one ion since the Coulomb coupling between ions causes rapid them alisation of their
m otional state. However, the coupling between di erent nom al m odes is weaker, so these
m ay need to be cooled ssparately by tuning the laser to the various nom al m ode sideband

frequencies.

Figure 7: The recoil energies and m ain (typically S{P) transition wavelengths for ions which
may be am enable to quantum infomm ation processing (cf table 1). A high recoil energy is
advantageous for a high sw itching rate, but tends to be associated w ith a short wavelength. A
rough rule is that the shorter the wavelength, the m ore com plicated and therefore less stable
is the Jaser system . The starred symbols are singly—ionised ions from group 1, in which a
m etastable m anifold is used for com puting, m aking them unattractive In the long tem .

Figure 8: Low -lying energy levels of the **Ca’ ion, of electronic structure 15725’ 2p°3s*3p°nl.
T he hyper ne structure is shown (uclkar spin I = 7=2), and the Zeamn an sublvels and tran—
sition wavelengths. The levels are Iabelled by the value of the total angular m om entum F,
and a possible choice of com putational and auxilliary levels is shown by the thickened Zeam an
sublevels in the ground statem anifold. An exam plk R am an transition is shown, foruse both in
sideband cooling and for the operation of quantum gates. T he dashed transitions are forbidden
by the electric dipolk radiation selection rules in LS coupling, and so are weak. The 3dD lev—
els are an unwanted com plication; they m ust be depopulated by optical pum ping during laser
cooling. T he level separations and lifetin es are taken from references [(Q].

Tabl 1: List of candidate ions for Inform ation processing. O nly sihgly-charged ions are consid—
ered, although som e jons of higher charge m ay also be interesting. For each elem ent, only the
m ost abundant isotope, and those having non-zero nuclkar soin are shown. Unstable isotopes
are not shown, although m ost elem ents in the list @llbutM g, In and Li) have further isotopes
of halflife longer than one week. The hyper ne splittings are for the ground state n allbut
the nert-gaslike ions (Li, Na); they are taken from G .W erth in @]. The S{D wavelength
isonly shown when the D Ilevel liessbelow the P level. The recoil energy is based on the S{P

wavelength. ForLi, Na the S,P,D labels do not apply; the transitions are from the m etastabl
triplet state.
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E Jem ent, Natural Nuckar Hyper ne Recoil
isotopes | abundance soin Solitting S{P S{D enemwy
&) t) GHz) (m) (@m) kHz)
Be 9 100 3/2 125001767 313 226
M g 24 79 0 280 106
25 10 5/2 1.7887631
Ca 40 97 0 397 730 30
43 014 7/2 325560829
87 7 9/2 5.00236835
Sr 88 83 0 422 674 127
135 6.6 3/2 7.18334024
137 11 3/2 8.03774167
Ba 138 2 0 493 1760 594
199 17 1/2 40507348
201 13 3/2 ?
H g 202 30 0 194 282 26.6
113 4 9/2 ?
In 115 96 9/2 ? 231 236 325
203 30 1/2 ?
T 1205 70 1/2 ? 191 202 268
171 14 1/2 12.6428121
173 16 5/2 104917202
Yb 174 32 0 369 411 842
6 75 1
Li 7 925 3/2 539 94.7
Na 23 100 3/2 249 140
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