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A bstract

Decoherence in quantum com puterm em ory dueto the inevitable cou-

pling to the externalenvironm ent is exam ined. W e take the assum ption

thatallquantum bits(qubits)interactwith the sam e environm entrather

than the assum ption ofseparate environm ents for di�erent qubits. It is

found thatthequbitsaredecohered collectively.Forsom ekindsofentan-

gled inputstates,no decoherence occursatallin the m em ory even ifthe

qubitsare interacting with the environm ent. Based on thisphenom enon,

a schem e is proposed for reducing the collective decoherence. W e also

discusspossibleim plicationsofthisdecoherence m odelforquantum m ea-

surem ents.
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Quantum com putershave recently raised a lotofinterest[1,2]. In quantum

com puters,the contents ofthe m em ory cells are in a superposition ofdi�erent

statesand the com puterperform sdeterm inistic unitary transform ationson the

quantum statesofthese m em ory cells[3]. A two-state m em ory cell,which m ay

bea spin-1
2
electron ora two-levelatom ,iscalled a quantum bit,orqubit[4].It

hasbeen argued thatquantum com puterscan solvecertain problem sm uch m ore

e�ciently than theclassicalcom puters[5-8].An im pressive exam ple is,Shor[8]

hasshown a quantum com putercould solve the problem of�nding factorsofa

largenum berN in atim ewhich isapolynom ialfunction ofthelength L (num ber

ofbits)ofthenum ber.However,itisnotyetclearwhetherquantum com puters

are feasible to build. Decoherence is one of the m ajor obstacles to realizing

quantum com putation.Ithasbeen found thatdecoherencein quantum com puter

m em ory can notbeneglected ifthequbitsinteractwith theexternalenvironm ent

[9,10]. To reduce thisdecoherence,som e strategies,such asthe quantum error-

correction [11-17]and the puri�cation ofnoisy entanglem ent [18,19],have been

proposed.

In the previousanalysisofdecoherence [9,10],an im portantassum ption has

been taken.Thisisthatthequbitsareassum ed tocoupleindependently tosepa-

rateenvironm ents.Independentdecoherenceisanidealcase.Ashasbeenpointed

outby Ekertand Lloyd [9],thereisanotherpracticalcircum stance,in which the

qubitsinteractwith thesam eenvironm ent.Theinteraction with thesam eenvi-

ronm entwillresultin cooperative decoherence forthe qubits. Plam a etal.[20]

provided the�rststep in studying thecooperativedecoherence.They started by

consideringasystem oftwoqubitsand extended theresulttoincludearegisterof

L qubits.In thispaper,weproposean alternativesim ple approach forstudying

thecollectivedecoherenceand correctan errorin thecalculation ofRef.[20].W e
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considera system ofL qubitsinteracting with thesam eenvironm ent.Itisfound

thatthe qubitsare decohered collectively. This iscom pared with the indepen-

dentdecoherence ofthe qubitswhen they interactwith separate environm ents.

Because ofthe collective decoherence,forsom e kindsofinputstates(called the

coherence-preserving states),no decoherence occursatalleven ifthe qubitsare

interacting with the environm ent. Based on thisphenom enon,a sim ple schem e

is proposed for reducing the collective decoherence. The coherence-preserving

statesare intim ately related to the conceptofthe pointbasisintroduced in the

theory ofquantum m easurem ents [21]. W e also discusspossible im plicationsof

thisdecoherence m odelforquantum m easurem ents.

Now we consider the decoherence m odel| L qubits in the m em ory jointly

coupled to thesam eenvironm ent.Thelqubitcan bedescribed by thePauliop-

erator�!�l.Theenvironm entism odelled by abath ofoscillators.W econsiderthe

decoherence resulting from the dephasing process. The Ham iltonian describing

thephasedam ping hastheform [22]

H = �h

( Z

d!

"
LX

l= 1

�(!)
�

a! + a
+

!

�

�
z
l + !a

+

! a!

#)

; (1)

whereL indicatesnum berofthequbits.W ehavesupposed thatthecouplingcon-

stants�(!)totheenvironm entarethesam eforallthequbits.IntheHam iltonian

(1),�zl (l= 1;2;� � � ;L) are conservative operators,so the dynam icalequations

for the operators can be easily solved. The Heisenberg equation for the bath

operatoris

i
:
a!= !a!+

LX

l= 1

�(!)�zl: (2)

Ithasthesolution

a! (t)= a! (0)e
� i!t+

LX

l= 1

�(!)�zl
e� i!t� 1

!
: (3)
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To determ ine the m agnitude ofdecoherence,we need know the evolution of

the reduced density ofthe qubits. This problem can be solved by using the

operator representation ofthe density operator [23]. Let �� 1;� 1 = 1

2
(I+ �z);

�1;1 =
1

2
(I� �z);�� 1;1 = �+ ;�1;� 1 = �� ,and

�fil;jlg = �i1;j1 
 �i2;j2 
 � � � 
 �iL ;jL ; (4)

where I is the unit operator,and possible values for il and jl (l= 1;2;� � � ;L)

are 1 or �1. Allthe operators de�ned by Eq. (4) are expressed by Pauli’s

operators. Obviously,they m ake a com plete set. The initialdensity operator

ofthe qubits can be expanded into the set ofoperators �fil;jlg. Suppose the

environm entisinitially in therm alequilibrium .The totaldensity operator�(0)

isthen expressed as

�(0)= �s(0)
 �env (0)

=
P

fil;jlg

cfil;jlg�fil;jlg(0)

Q

!

R
d2�!

1

�hN ! i
exp

�

�
j�! j

2

hN ! i

�

(j�!ih�!j)0;
(5)

wherethesubscriptssand env denotethesystem (qubits)and theenvironm ent,

respectively.hN !iisthem ean photon num berofthebath m ode!

hN !i=
1

e�h!=kB T � 1
: (6)

In theSchr�odingerpicture,thedensity operatorobeysVon Neum ann’sequa-

tion which di�ersfrom Heisenberg’sequation by an overallsign. Therefore,the

density operator(in theSchr�odingerpicture)m ay betreated asan ordinary op-

erator(in theHeisenberg picture)evolving backwardsin tim e.W ethushave

�(t)=
X

fil;jlg

cfil;jlg�fil;jlg(�t)

Y

!

Z

d
2
�!

1

� hN !i
exp

 

�
j�!j

2

hN !i

!

(j�!ih�!j)� t;

(7)
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where �fil;jlg and j�!ih�!jare treated asordinary operators. From Eq. (3),we

know

(j�!ih�!j)� t=

�
�
�
�
�
�!e

� i!t+
LX

l= 1

�(!)�zl
e� i!t� 1

!

+ *

�!e
� i!t+

LX

l= 1

�(!)�zl
e� i!t� 1

!

�
�
�
�
�
0

:

(8)

So thereduced density operatorofthequbitsattim etcan beexpressed as

�s(t)= Trenv(�(t))=
X

fil;jlg

cfil;jlg


Z

hf�!gj�fil;jlg(�t)jf�!gi
Y

!

h

P!(�!;t)d
2
�!

i

;

(9)

where jf�!gi =
Q

!

 j�!i indicates the co-eigenstates ofallthe bath operators

a! (0)and

P!(�!;t)=
1

� hN !i
exp

2

4�
1

hN !i

�
�
�
�
�
�!e

i!t+
LX

l= 1

�(!)�zl
ei!t� 1

!

�
�
�
�
�

2
3

5 : (10)

Now weneedtoobtainthediagonalm atrixelem entsoftheoperator�fil;jlg(�t)

in the bath coherentrepresentation. From the Ham iltonian (1),the Heisenberg

equation fortheoperator�fil;jlg is

i
:
�
fil;jlg

=

"
LP

l= 1

(il� jl)

#

[
R
d!�(!)(a! + a+! )]�fil;jlg

=

"
LP

l= 1

(il� jl)

#
hR
d!�(!)

�

�fil;jlga! (0)e
� i!t+ a+! (0)e

i!t�fil;jlg

�i

�
R
d!�2(!)

8
<

:

cos(!t)� 1

!

2

4

 
LP

l= 1

il

! 2

�

 
LP

l= 1

jl

! 2
3

5 + i
sin(!t)

!

"
LP

l= 1

(il� jl)

#2
9
=

;
�fil;jlg:

(11)

In thederivation,thefollowing relationsareused:

�fil;jlg�
z
l = �jl�fil;jlg; (12)

�
z
l�fil;jlg = �il�fil;jlg: (13)
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Thesolution ofEq.(11)is

�fil;jlg(t)= exp

8
<

:
i
R
d!�2(!)

8
<

:

sin(!t)� !t

!2

2

4

 
LP

l= 1

il

! 2

�

 
LP

l= 1

jl

! 2
3

5

+i1� cos(!t)
!2

"
LP

l= 1

(il� jl)

#2
9
=

;

9
=

;

� exp

(

�

"
LP

l= 1

(il� jl)

#
R
d!�(!)e

i! t� 1

!
a+! (0)

)

�fil;jlg(0)

� exp

( "
LP

l= 1

(il� jl)

#
R
d!�(!)e

� i! t� 1

!
a! (0)

)

:

(14)

The operator�fil;jlg(t),so �fil;jlg(�t),hasbeen expressed by �fil;jlg(0)and

a! (0).Therefore,hf�!gj�fil;jlg(�t)jf�!giisobtained asa function of�fil;jlg(0)

and �!.Substituting thisresultinto Eq.(9),wethushave

�s(t)=
P

fil;jlg

cfil;jlgexp

8
<

:
�� (t)

"
LP

l= 1

(il� jl)

#2
9
=

;

� exp

8
<

:
i��(t)

2

4

 
LP

l= 1

il

! 2

�

 
LP

l= 1

jl

! 2
3

5

9
=

;
� �fil;jlg(0);

(15)

wheretheLam b phaseshiftfactor��(t)isde�ned as

��(t)=
Z

d!�
2(!)

"
!t� sin(!t)

!2

#

(16)

and thephasedam ping factor� (t)is

� (t)=
Z

d!�
2(!)

4sin2
�
!t

2

�

!2

�

hN !i+
1

2

�

: (17)

Both the Lam b phase shift and the phase dam ping have contributions to de-

coherence ofthe qubits. The Lam b phase shift was m issed in Ref. [20]. By

exam ining the calculation there,we �nd there isa m istake. In Eq. (13)ofRef.

[20],the tim e evolution operatorU(t)in the interaction picture isexpressed as
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U (t) = exp
h

� i

�h

Rt
0
H I

�

t
0
�

dt
0
i

. But this expression is not correct since there
h

H I(t);H I

�

t
0
�i

6= 0.Becauseofthiserror,aphasefactorwasm issed in theevo-

lution operatorU(t). Thisphase factor�nally resultsin the Lam b phase shift.

From Eq. (15),we see,in the case ofcollective decoherence,the Lam b phase

shiftdoesnotreduceto zero.Eq.(17)showsthatthephasedam ping isdirectly

proportionaltothem ean photon num ber.Athigh tem perature,i.e.,kB T >> �h!,

decoherence ism ainly induced by the phase dam ping. Butatlow tem perature,

the Lam b phase shift isofthe sam e orderofm agnitude asthe phase dam ping

and itcan notbeneglected.

Thestate�delity hasbeen introduced to describestability ofquantum infor-

m ation [24].Fora pureinputstatej	(0)i,the�delity isde�ned as

F = h	(0)j� s(t)j	(0)i= tr[� s(0)�s(t)]; (18)

where �s(0) = j	(0)ih	(0)jand � s(t) indicates the output density operator

ofthe system . Here we use the �delity to describe decoherence ofthe qubits.

Supposetheinitialstateofthequbitsisexpressed asj	(0)i=
P

filg

cfilgjili,where

jiliwith il= �1 m ay representthestates
�
�
��1

2

E

ofa spin-1
2
electron,orthestates

jeiand jgiofa two-levelatom .From Eq.(15),wegetthe�delity

F =
P

fil;jlg

�
�
�cfilg

�
�
�
2
�
�
�cfjlg

�
�
�
2

exp

8
<

:
�� (t)

"
LP

l= 1

(il� jl)

#2
9
=

;

� exp

8
<

:
i��(t)

2

4

 
LP

l= 1

il

! 2

�

 
LP

l= 1

jl

! 2
3

5

9
=

;

(19)

In thederivation,thefollowing relationsareused.

tr(�1;� 1�� 1;1)= tr
�

�
2

� 1;� 1

�

= tr
�

�
2

1;1

�

= 1; (20)

tr(�1;1�1;� 1)= tr(�1;1�� 1;1)= tr(�� 1;� 1�1;� 1)

= tr(�� 1;� 1�� 1;1)= tr(�1;1�� 1;� 1)= 0:
(21)
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Eqs. (15)and (19)suggest,the qubitsare decohered collectively. Thisisan

interesting phenom enon. The phase shift and the phase dam ping are directly

proportionalto the factor
LP

l= 1

(il� jl). Ifthe input density operator satis�es

LP

l= 1

(il� jl)= 0,atany tim e the �delity F =

"
P

filg

�
�
�cfilg

�
�
�
2

#2

= 1 and the reduced

density operatorofthe qubits�s(t)=
P

fil;jlg

cfil;jlg�fil;jlg(0)= �s(0).So no deco-

herenceoccursatalleven ifthequbitsareinteractingwith theenvironm ent.The

statessatisfyingthecondition
LP

l= 1

(il� jl)= 0arecalled thecoherence-preserving

states.Considerthefollowing states

j	 m (0)i=
X

filg2A m

cfilgjfilgi; (22)

wherem isade�nitenum berand A m denotestheset

(

il

�
�
�
�
�

LP

l= 1

il= m

)

.Obviously,

the relation
LP

l= 1

(il� jl)= 0 issatis�ed forthiskind ofstates. So allthe states

(22)arethecoherence-preserving states.In thesestates,thequbitsareentangled

with each other.

Itisinteresting to com pare the collective decoherence with the independent

decoherence.Ifthequbitscoupleindependentlytoseparateenvironm ents,sim ilar

tothederivation ofEq.(15),itisnotdi�culttoobtain thatattim etthereduced

density �
0

s(t)ofthequbitsisexpressed as

�
0

s(t)=
P

fil;jlg

cfil;jlgexp

"

�� (t)
LP

l= 1

(il� jl)
2

#

� exp

"

i��(t)
LP

l= 1

(i2l � j2l)

#

� �fil;jlg(0)

=
P

fil;jlg

cfil;jlgexp

"

�� (t)
LP

l= 1

(il� jl)
2

#

� �fil;jlg(0):

(23)

The Lam b phaseshiftreducesto zero fortheindependentdecoherence since for

il = �1 we always have i2l � j2l = 0. Eq. (23)shows that the phase dam ping

increaseswith L (num berofthequbits)m onotonically.In general,�
0

s(t)rapidly
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deviatesfrom �
0

s(0)ifL islarge.Thiscan beclearly seen from thestate�delity

(indicated by F
0

)

F
0

=
X

fil;jlg

�
�
�cfilg

�
�
�
2
�
�
�cfjlg

�
�
�
2

exp

"

�� (t)
LX

l= 1

(il� jl)
2

#

(24)

ThetypicalbehaviorofF
0

in theform ofEq.(24),ashasbeen discussed in Ref.

[9],is F
0

/ e� �(t)L,i.e.,the �delity decays with L exponentially. Its dam ping

isinsensitive to the type ofthe initialstates. Thisism uch di�erentfrom deco-

herenceofthequbitscoupling to thesam eenvironm ent.In thelattercase,with

som e inputstatesdecoherence ofthe qubitsm ay increase with L m ore rapidly.

Butwith som eotherstates,i.e.,thecoherence-preserving states,no decoherence

occursatall.Sensitivity tothetypeoftheinputstatesin an im portantproperty

ofthecollective decoherence.

Toreducetheindependentdecoherence,m anyquantum errorcorrectionschem es

have been proposed [11-17]. The schem esin Ref. [11-16]are devised to correct

singlequbiterrors.In practice,oneneed repeatedly usetheseschem esto correct

errors. Forthe independentdecoherence,itcan be shown easily thatifN error

correctionsareperform ed within atim einterval[0;T),thereisa rem aining error

probability oforderO
�

(T=N )2
�

aftereach errorcorrection event[11].Thusthe

accum ulated errorattim e T isoforderO
�

N (T=N )2
�

.Thiserrorcan bem ade

arbitrarily sm allby choosingasu�cientlargeN .However,thisanalysisdoesnot

hold forthe collective decoherence,since in the lattercase occurrence oferrors

for di�erent qubits is correlated. In fact,the error correction schem es are not

very e�cientforreducing thecollectivedecoherence,sincethey do nottakeinto

accountthe speci�c interaction properties between the qubits and the environ-

m ent.Fortunately,forreducing thecollectivedecoherence,thereisa sim pleand

m oree�cientschem e.Thisschem e essentially exploitsthecoherence-preserving
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states.Beforestoring a stateinto them em ory,wetransform itinto a coherence-

preserving state in the form ofEq. (22). The transform ed state undergoes no

decoherencein thenoisy m em ory and afterwards,itcan betransform ed back into

theoriginalstate.In thisschem eweshould �nd aone-to-onem ap from arbitrary

inputstatesonto thecoherence-preserving statesin a largerHilbertspace.Sup-

posethereare2L qubits.TheHilbertspacespanned by thecoherence-preserving

states(22)with filg 2 A 0 isindicated by S0. The dim ension ofS0 is

 

2L
L

!

.

Ifallthe states in the space S0 are e�ciently used in the transform ation,the

e�ciency � m ofthisschem eattains

�m =
1

2L
log2

 

2L
L

!

� 1�
1

4L
log2(�L): (25)

The approxim ation is taken under the condition L >> 1. So the m axim um

e�ciency isnearto 1 ifL islarge.Ofcourse,to m akeuseofallthestatesin S 0,

itrequiresan involved encoding. A sim ple encoding ,though itisnotthe m ost

e�cient,istousetwo qubitstoencodeonequbit.Ashasbeen m entioned in Ref.

[20],theencoding is

j+1i�! j+1;�1i;
j�1i�! j�1;+1i:

(26)

This encoding m akes use ofa subset ofthe coherence-preserving states in S0.

The encoding (26)can be easily ful�lled by using the quantum controlled-NOT

gates[25].

In thispaper,thecoherence-preserving statesareobtained with theassum p-

tion thatthe qubitsin the m em ory undergo no am plitude dam ping. Ifthe am -

plitude dam ping in not negligible,the states (22) willnot rem ain unchanged.

However,in Ref. [25],we developed a generalm ethod to setup the coherence-

preserving states. By a strategy called the free Ham iltonian elim ination,the

coherence-preserving statesarefound toexistboth forthephasedam pingand for

10



theam plitudedam ping,though they arenotofthesam eform .Furtherm ore,we

shown therethatthecoherence-preservingstatescould beoperated on with quan-

tum gates.Theseresultssuggest,thetransform ation tothecoherence-preserving

statesisa usefuland e�cientschem eforreducing thecollective decoherence.

The Ham iltonian (1)also describesdecoherence ofa spin-1
2
chain. The spin

chain can be adopted as a m odelofapparatus in som e case. Therefore, the

decoherence m odelin thispaperm ay also have som e im plicationsforquantum

m easurem ents.In fact,thecoherence-preserving statesdiscussed aboveareinti-

m ately related to theconceptofthepointbasisintroduced by Zurek som eyears

ago [21].Ithasbeen recognized thatdecoherenceplaysan essentialrolein quan-

tum m easurem ents [26]. Decoherence is induced by the inevitable interaction

between the apparatus and the environm ent. This decoherence causes the o�-

diagonalterm softhedensityoperatortodecayin thepointbasisoftheapparatus

and leadsto the wave-packetcollapse. The pointbasisconsistsofthe eigenvec-

torsoftheoperatorwhich com m utewith theapparatus-environm entinteraction

Ham iltonian. The coherence-preserving states just have this property,so they

m akeapointbasis.Itisnicetoseehow fasttheo�-diagonalterm softhedensity

decay in the pointbasis. To show this,we need to analyze the tim e behaviors

of� (t)and ��(t).Athigh tem perature,� (t)ism uch m oreim portant.Forthe

one-dim ensionalspin chain,�2(!) has the form of�2(!) = "2!=�h,where " is

approxim ately a constant[9].In thehigh tem peraturelim it,Eq.(17)gives

� (t)�
�"2kB T

�h2
t: (27)

The decoherence tim e isthus �h2

�"2kB T
. Com paring itwith the decoherence tim e

forharm onicoscillators,wesee,forthespin chain,thedecoherence tim efollows

a sim ilardependence on variousparam eters(such asthe coupling constantand

11



tem peratureoftheenvironm ent)asisthecaseforharm onicoscillators.
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