arXiv:1211.5186v2 [quant-ph] 26 Nov 2012

Spectral Analysis and Identification of Noises in Quantum Systems

R. B. Wu^{1,2,3}, T. F. Li^{3,5,6}, A. G. Kofman^{2,7}, J. Zhang^{1,2,3}, Yu-xi Liu^{2,3,5}, Yu. A. Pashkin^{4,6}, J.-S. Tsai^6, and Franco Nori^{2,7} 1Department of Automation, Tsinghua University, Beijing, 100084, China 2Advanced Science Institute, RIKEN, Saitama, 351-0198, Japan 3Center for Quantum Information Science and Technology, TNlist, Beijing, 100084, China 4Physics Department, Lancaster University, Lancaster LA1 4YB, United Kingdom 5Institute of Micro-Nano Electronics, Tsinghua University, Beijing, 100084, China 6NEC Smart Energy Research Laboratories, Tsukuba, Ibaraki 305-8501, Japan and 7Physics Department, The University of Michigan, Ann Arbor, Michigan 48109-1120, USA

In quantum information processing, knowledge of the noise in the system is crucial for highprecision manipulation and tomography of coherent quantum operations. Existing strategies for identifying this noise require the use of additional quantum devices or control pulses. We present a noise-identification method directly based on the system’s non-Markovian response of an ensemble measurement to the noise. The noise spectrum is identified by reversing the response relationship in the frequency domain. For illustration, the method is applied to superconducting charge qubits, but it is equally applicable to any type of qubits. We find that the identification strategy recovers the well-known Fermi’s golden rule under the lowest-order perturbation approximation, which corresponds to the Markovian limit when the measurement time is much longer than the noise correlation time. Beyond such approximation, it is possible to further improve the precision at the so-called optimal point by incorporating the transient response data in the non-Markovian regime. This method is verified with experimental data from coherent oscillations in a superconducting charge qubit.

PACS numbers: 03.67.-a, 42.50.Lc, 85.25.Dq

I. INTRODUCTION

Artificial atoms fabricated with solid-state devices (e.g., superconducting qubits, quantum dots, and NV centers) are promising for future quantum information processors (e.g., [1–5] and references therein). To construct more stable and robust quantum circuits, much effort is required to overcome complex decoherence brought by their “dirty” environment. Higher performance can only be achieved by taking control actions (e.g., the dynamical decoupling [6–9] or environment modulation [10– 13]) to fight against decoherence. To characterize and control quantum systems, it is crucial to obtain a dynamical model of the quantum system according to the measurement result of the system. For closed systems, this calls for the identification of the Hamiltonian [14–16]. Otherwise, when the system is open, the dissipation effect also needs to be specified corresponding to the noises coupled to the system. Hence, the information acquisition of the noises is critical for modeling open quantum system dynamics. The knowledge of noise is also useful for improving the fidelity of state and process tomography from a series of designed quantum measurements [17–21]. Since the number of required measurements for process tomography increases quickly with the system dimensionality, a good model for the dynamics of the measured system will help reduce the measurement cost based on the prediction of the actual process matrix.

Physically, a stationary noise in a quantum system is mainly characterized by its correlation spectrum [22]. In many solid-state systems, the spectrum has nontriv-

FIG. 1: (color online) Schematics for a general identification procedure. The quantum dynamics is properly excited so that the noise n can have a simple relation with the measurement data m, which is then reversed to numerically identify the noise properties.

ial structures (e.g., Lorentzian shape, Ohmnic, 1/f noise [23]), which corresponds to colored noise. Figure 1 shows the general procedure for identifying an unknown noise “n” acting on a quantum system. The expectation value m of some observable is measured. If one knows how the noise n affects m via a functional mapping m = S (n) [e.g., Eq. (18) in Sec.III], then this mapping can be reversed (if reversible) to identify the noise from the measurement data, i.e., n = S^{−1}(m) [e.g., Eq. (19) in Sec.III]. Hence, the identification precision largely depends on how well the model m = S (n) describes the real noise-drive quantum dynamics.

Generally, the noise causes a random frequency shift and dissipation effects in the system dynamics, which can be described by a generalized master equation [3, 12, 22] or a spectral overlap function with the noise correlation spectrum [12, 24]. Such models were used to derive [25, 26] the widely used identification strategy based on Fermi’s golden rule, which claims that the state transition rate of a two-level system is proportional to the intensity of the noise spectrum at the resonating frequency. This makes it possible to experimentally analyze the noise by using a frequency-tunable qubit [3, 25–28]. Moreover, in Refs.[29, 30], the dephasing noise spectrum is identified from the direct measurement of the asymptotic decay of the nuclear spin qubit in NMR experiments. The strategy requires designed π-pulse sequences to cancel the dominant influence of the lower-frequency component of the noise spectrum [31, 32]

The above identification schemes essentially exploit only the system’s long-time (compared to the noise correlation time) response to the noise [25], while the non- Markovian transient dynamics is not considered. In this paper, we introduce a new identification method that incorporates the non-Markovian noise-driven dynamics. The model adopted for identification is based on the Born approximation, which has been used to compute non- Markovian dynamics driven by known colored noises [33– 36]. Under the Laplace transform, the model appears in a purely algebraic form that will simplify the analysis for the purpose of noise identification.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section II, a frequency-domain model is derived for analyzing the response of any ensemble measurement to the noise in a quantum system. In Section III, the model is applied to a qubit system and is shown to be consistent with Fermi’s golden rule. Then, from the model we propose a new identification strategy at the optimal point and demonstrate it with experimental data. Finally, Section IV presents our conclusions.

II. FREQUENCY-DOMAIN MODELING OF OPEN QUANTUM SYSTEMS

In this section, we will introduce the generalized master equation based on the Born approximation, and Laplace transform the equation to the frequency-domain for the following identification analysis. Although such model has been obtained in different ways in the literature [34–36], we will express it in a new compact form to highlight the influences of the noise on the qubit dynamics. This will facilitate the following study on identifying the noise spectrum from the measurement data of a physical observable.

Consider an N-level quantum system that is coupled to some unknown environment. Suppose that the total Hamiltonian is

H_{tot} = H_0 + H_1 ⊗ C(t),

where H_0 is the internal Hamiltonian of the system. The environment operator C(t) coupled to the system’s observable H_1 is responsible for the noise. For convenience, it has been rotated to the interaction picture. Assume that the environment is initially at an equilibrium state ρ^0_B and the coupling strength between the system and the environment is so weak that the joint evolution with the system hardly alters the state of the environment. This qualifies the Born approximation [34], under which the net system evolution (after averaging out the environment) can be described by the following generalized master equation (with ℏ = 1) [11, 12, 34–37]: ρ̇(t) = −i [H_0, ρ(t)] − ∫_t 0 dt^′ { Φ(t, t^′) [ H_1, e^{−i(t−t′)H0} × H_1ρ(t^′)e^{i(t−t′ )H0} ] + H.c. } , (1)

where ρ(t) is the density matrix of the system.

The integral term in the above equation captures the noise-driven quantum dynamics, where the environmental noise enters through the temporal noise correlation function

Φ(t, t^′) = Tr [ C(t)C(t^′)ρ^0_B ] = Γ(t, t^′) + iΩ(t, t^′), (2)

where Γ(t, t^′) and Ω(t, t^′) are the real and imaginary parts of Φ(t, t^′), respectively. Because the environment is initially prepared at an equilibrium state ρ^0_B , the correlation function only depends on the time difference, t−t^′. Thus, in the following, Φ(·) [as well as Γ(·) and Ω(·)] will be always taken as a single-variable function of τ = t − t^′. The system behaves in a non-Markovian manner when the time is comparable with the noise correlation time.

Here, Γ(t, t^′) and Ω(t, t^′) in the correlation function Φ(t, t^′) correspond to the commutative and noncommutative parts of C(t), respectively, as follows [3]:

Γ(τ) = 1 2 Tr { [C(τ)C(0) + C(0)C(τ)] ρ^0_B } , Ω(τ) = 1 2i Tr { [C(τ)C(0) − C(0)C(τ)] ρ^0_B } . In particular, when the environment is at zero temperature, Γ(t) corresponds to the average dissipation rate, while Ω(t) corresponds to the Lamb shift.

To facilitate the following analysis, we first transform Eq. (1) for the density matrix ρ(t) into a vector form. Choose {M_0 = N^{−1}I_N , M_1, · · · , M_N 2_{−1}} as an orthonormal basis of the space of N × N Hermitian matrices, where each M_i is Hermitian and Tr(M_iM_j ) = δ_{ij} for any 0 ≤ i ≤ j ≤ N^2 − 1. Then, the density matrix ρ(t) can be spanned as

ρ(t) = v_0(t)M_0 + · · · + v_N 2_{−1}(t)M_N 2_{−1},

where v_i(t) = Tr [ρ(t)M_i]. The real vector v(t) = [v_0(t), · · · , v_N 2_{−1}(t)]^T is called the augmented Bloch representation of ρ(t) (see Section III for the example of twolevel systems). In this way, Eq. (1) can be translated into the following form:

v̇(t) = L_0v(t) + L_1 ∫_t 0 dt^′ { Γ(t − t^′)e^{(t−t′ )L0} L_1 +Ω(t − t^′)e^{(t−t′ )L0} L^+_1 } v(t^′), (3) where L_k and L^+_k , k = 0, 1, are the matrix representations of the commutator operation [−iH_k, ·] and the anti-commutator operation {H_k, ·}, respectively.

Eq. (3) can be naturally Laplace transformed to the frequency domain as only a linear term and a convolution term of v(t) are involved on the right hand side. This gives

sv(s) − v^0 = L_0v(s) + L_1K(s)v(s), (4)

where v^0 is the Bloch vector corresponding to the initial density matrix. The matrix s-function K(s) = L [ Γ(τ)e^{τ L0} ] L_1 + L [ Ω(τ)e^{τ L0} ] L^+_1

= Γ(sI− L_0)L_1 + Ω(sI− L_0)L^+_1 (5)

characterizes the action of the noise on the system evolution, where L [·] denotes the Laplace transform and I is the identity operator on the space of Bloch vectors. Here the property L [c(t)e^{s0 t}] = c(s − s_0) of the Laplace transform of a scalar function c(t) has been extended to matrix-valued functions of Γ(sI−L_0) and Ω(sI−L_0) (see Appendix A for details).

Let us now denote by the matrix s-function R(s) = (sI − L_0)^{−1} the resolvent operator for the unperturbed system evolution. One can immediately derive from Eq. (4) the following frequency domain model: v(s) = [ R^{−1}(s) − L_1K(s) ]_{−1} v^0, (6)

as well as that of the time derivative γ(t) = v̇(t) (for calculating the transition rates) of the state vector: γ(s) = sv(s) − v^0 = [L_0 + L_1K(s)] · [ R^{−1}(s) − L_1K(s) ]_{−1} v^0. (7)

The noise affects the system evolution through the operator K(s) as a perturbation to the coherent evolution R(s). Moreover, the fact that K(s) is a function of sI−L_0 shows that the noise-driven dynamics is mainly determined by the properties of the noise near the system’s frequencies.

With application to actual experiments, Eqs. (6) and (7) link the noise spectrum and the measurement data of some observable of the system, whose expectation value is always a linear function of v(t) or γ(t). The expression of such functional dependence is generally very complicated. However, as will be seen in the next section, it can be simplified under proper selection of the parameters and the system’s initial state, so that useful identification formulas can be derived.

III. NOISE IDENTIFICATION IN A SUPERCONDUCTING CHARGE QUBIT

This section will apply the above model to the identification of the noise spectrum in an open quantum system. As a physical example, we study two-level systems implemented by a superconducting charge qubit [38–42]. The method developed here can be easily extended to other physical implementations.

As shown in Fig. 2, the superconducting charge qubit is encoded by the charge states |0⟩ and |1⟩ differing by one Cooper pair in the box [38, 42–45]. The box is biased by the control gate voltage U via the capacitor C. Let E_J be the tunneling energy of the Josephson junction, E_C be the Column energy of the island; and E_{el} = E_C (1 − 2n_g) be the electrostatic energy that is linear in the dimensionless gate voltage n_g (proportional to U in Fig. 2). Then under the charge state basis {|0⟩, |1⟩}, the qubit’s internal Hamiltonian reads

H_{tot} = E_J σ_x + E_{el}σ_z + σ_z ⊗ C(t),

where the bath operator C(t) is responsible for the charge noise (assumed to be dominant in experiments). It is commonly recognized that the noise is mainly induced by fluctuating background charges in the substrate or on the surface [46–48], but in the model it can consist of any sources as we are only concerned with the overall correlation properties. The average charge number, which corresponds to the expectation value of σ_z operator, is read out by electrostatically coupling the qubit to a radio-frequency single-electron transistor (SET).

The density matrix under the Pauli matrix basis

ρ(t) = v_0(t)

I_2 2 + v_1(t) σ_x 2 + v_2(t) σ_y 2 + v_3(t) σ_z 2 is vectorized as a four-dimensional augmented Bloch vector v(t) = [v_0(t), v_1(t), v_2(t), v_3(t)]^T with v_0(t) ≡ 1. Moreover, let Δ = √ E^2_J + E^2_{el} be the energy gap and θ = arctan(E_J /E_{el}) be the bias angle, we can rewrite the total Hamiltonian as

H_{tot} = Δ σ_θ + σ_z ⊗ C(t), (8)

where σ_θ = σ_z cos θ + σ_x sin θ. Next, we assume that the noise correlation time is much shorter than the decay time of the excited state, which validates the Born approximation [12, 37]. The spectral relationship will be studied between the measurement result and the noise spectrum show under different bias angles and initial states, from which noise identification strategies can be designed.

A. Fermi’s Golden Rule

The Fermi’s golden rule has been broadly applied in spectroscopy techniques. In the application to superconducting charge qubit systems [40], the qubit is initially prepared at the ground state (or the excited state) under some bias voltage, which can be expressed as:

|+⟩ = cos θ 2 |0⟩ + sin θ 2 |1⟩, |−⟩ = − sin θ 2 |0⟩ + cos θ 2 |1⟩. The probability for the qubit to stay in the ground state (or the excited state) is measured at sampled time instances, from which the excitation (or decay) rate γ_↑(t)

FIG. 2: Schematic diagram for the circuit of a superconducting charge qubit. The qubit is encoded by the number of Cooper pairs in the box inside the dashed rectangle (with Josephson energy EJ ) that is biased by the gate voltage U (proportional to a dimensionless number ng of charges) through the capacitor (with capacitance C).

[or γ_↓(t)] is measured by interpolating the time-variant curves.

To model this process, it is convenient to express the total Hamiltonian (8) in the eigenbasis {|+⟩, |−⟩}, which becomes:

H_{tot} = Δσ_z + σ_θ ⊗ C(t), (9)

Both γ_↑(s) or γ_↓(s) can be calculated from the zcomponent

γ_3(s) = 1 2 [ sv_3(s) − v^0_3 ]

of γ(s), where v^0_3 = 1 for γ_↑(s) and v^0_3 = −1 for γ_↓(s), respectively. Their expressions under any bias angle are given by (B2) in Appendix B. Because the noise operator C(t) is weak under the Born approximation, it is reasonable to approximate Eq. (B2) by keeping only the lowest-order terms of Γ(s) and Ω(s). This gives

γ_↑(s) ≈ sin^2 θ s [Γ_+(s) + Ω_−(s)] , (10) γ_↓(s) ≈ sin^2 θ s [Γ_+(s) − Ω_−(s)] , (11)

where Γ_+(s) = L [Γ(t) cos Δt] and Ω_−(s) = L [Ω(t) sin Δt] are the Laplace transforms of the modulated noise correlation functions with a carrier wave whose frequency is Δ. Such approximation holds when the noise correlation time is much shorter than the decay time of the excited state. One can immediately see that the transition rates from |+⟩ and |−⟩ are differentiated by the noise term Ω_−(s). When the time is sufficiently long (far greater than the noise correlation), the transition rate from |−⟩ to |+⟩ approaches a stationary value, which can be calculated by taking the limit t → ∞ in Eqs. (10) and (11). In the the frequency domain, these become

γ̄_↑ = lim_{s→0} s γ_↑(s)

≈ sin^2θ [Γ_+(0) + Ω_−(0)] = Φ_{FT}(−Δ) sin^2θ, (12) γ̄_↓ = lim_{s→0} s γ_↓(s)

≈ sin^2θ [Γ_+(0) − Ω_−(0)] = Φ_{FT}(Δ) sin^2θ, (13)

where Φ_{FT}(Δ) is the Fourier transform of the correlation function Φ(t) [49]. This exactly recovers the formulas adopted in [26, 40] according to the Fermi’s golden rule, which holds when the measurement time t is much smaller than the inverse of the stationary decay rate, and far greater than the autocorrelation time of the noise.

The Fermi’s golden rule shows that the spectral density of a noise at some frequency Δ is proportional to the transition rate of a resonating two-level system. Thus, a transition-frequency tunable qubit can be used as a spectrum analyzer. In the charge qubit system, the transition frequency Δ = E_J sin^{−1} θ is tuned by the bias angle θ. The identification scheme based on the Fermi’s golden rule is operationally convenient, but the precision may be limited due to the use of perturbation and asymptotic approximations, which equivalently requires that the system behaves approximately Markovian at the time of measurement (i.e., the environment has no memory effects on the system’s evolution).

B. Noise identification at the optimal point

The identification formula based on the Fermi’s golden rule is obtained by measuring the decay rate under various bias angles θ. Actually, it is possible to find better identification schemes from the full measurement data under a fixed bias angle. For example, the identification formula Eq. (B2) can be greatly simplified at θ = π/2 (i.e., the so-called optimal point in superconducting qubit systems) as below

γ_↑(s) =

Γ_+(s) + Ω_−(s) Γ_+(s) + s

, γ_↓(s) =

Γ_+(s) − Ω_−(s) Γ_+(s) + s

. (14)

The transition rates differ only by Ω_−(s) in the numerators, which has its physical origin from the non-uniform thermal distribution of populations on the qubit levels. Eq. (14) can be easily reversed to obtain an identification formula:

Γ_+(s) = s [γ_↑(s) + γ_↓(s)] 2 − [γ_↑(s) + γ_↓(s)]

, (15)

Ω_−(s) = s [γ_↑(s) − γ_↓(s)] 2 − [γ_↑(s) − γ_↓(s)]

, (16)

for Γ_+(s) and Ω_−(s), respectively, corresponding to the modulated signals Γ(t) cos Δt and Ω(t) sin Δt, respectively. Because no asymptotic approximation is taken here, the identification is expected to be more precise and more economic because only measurement data at the optimal point are required.

The above formula can be used to identify the modulated signals Γ(t) cos Δt [or Ω(t) sin Δt]. However, from them one cannot obtain the full correlation function because the values of Γ(t) [or Ω(t)] at the time instances t = ( k +^1_2 )_π Δ (or t =^{kπ}_Δ ), where k is an arbitrary nonnegative integer, cannot be determined. Also, the presence of high-frequency measurement noise may cause large error in the calculation of γ_↑(t) or γ_↓(t). Nevertheless, this idea can be extended to the following different experimental setup [38], with which at least the spectrum of Γ(t) can be identified at the optimal point.

As shown in Fig. 3(a), the qubit is prepared at the zero-charge state |0⟩ and released for free evolution under some bias angle θ. The average charge number is then measured at sampled time instants [see Fig.3(b)], from which coherent oscillations can be observed [38]. The presence of charge noise C(t) will damp the oscillation via.

Because the average charge number is measured, it is more convenient to use the original total Hamiltonian (9) in the charge states basis {|0⟩, |1⟩}. Correspondingly, the average charge number Q_θ(t) is calculated from the z-component of the Bloch vector:

Q_θ(t) = 1 2 [1 − v_3(t)] → Q_θ(s) = 1 2 [ 1 s − v_3(s) ] . (17)

In Appendix C, the functional dependence of Q_θ(t) on the noise spectrum is derived [see Eq. (C2)]. At the optimal point θ =^π_2 (corresponding to E_{el} = 0), the formula becomes

Q_{π/2}(s) =

Δ^2 2s [s^2 + sΓ(s) + Δ^2]

, (18)

where only Γ(s) is present but Ω(s) disappears. This can be used to separate the identification of Γ(t) and Ω(t). By reversing Eq. (18) at s = iω, we obtain an identification formula for Γ(t) Γ(iω) = − Δ^2 2ω^2Q_{π/2}(iω) − i ( ω − ω^2_0 ω ) , (19)

where ω_0 = E_J /ℏ; and Q_{π/2}(iω) is obtained by Laplace transforming the measured coherent oscillation curve in the time domain. From (19), the Fourier transform of the noise spectrum, which is more often used in practice, can be obtained as

Γ_{FT}(ω) = 2 ReΓ(iω) = −ω^2_0 Re [ 1 ω^2Q_{π/2}(iω) ] , (20)

where the symmetry property Γ(−t) = Γ(t) of the noise Γ(t) was utilized [see (A1) in Appendix A].

Since there is an ω^2 term in the denominator of Eq. (20), which may cause significant numerical error in the low-frequency regime, we can expressing the noise spectrum as a function of the AC component Q^{AC}_{π/2}(t) =

FIG. 3: (color online) Schematic diagram for identifying the noise Γ(t). (a) The energy gap versus the bias angle, where both quantities are defined below Eq. (9). The charge qubit is initially prepared in the zero-charge state, corresponding to the ground state far from the optimal point. Then, a gate pulse is applied to induce coherent oscillations at some bias angle θ (e.g., the optimal point θ =^π_2 ), which is determined by the height of the pulse. The pulse persists for a time t, after which the average charge number is measured. (b) The coherent oscillation curve (with data collected from NEC and RIKEN) of the average charge number Q_{π/2}(t) versus the time t, which is measured at the optimal point θ = π/2.

Q_{π/2}(t) − 0.5 of the measurement data Q_{π/2}(t), which leads to the following identification formula

Γ_{FT}(ω) = −ω^2_0 Re [ 2Q^{AC}_{π/2}(iω) 0.5 + iωQ^{AC}_{π/2}(iω) ] (21)

from Eq. (18).

The above formulas suggest that an identification scheme can be devised as shown in Fig.4. For illustration, the formula (19) is used to identify the noise Γ(t) from the experimental data collected in NEC and RIKEN [see Fig. 3(b)] for testing coherent oscillations at the optimal point. The average charge number was measured with a time delay sweeping over a time period of T = 2900 ps with sampling time δt = 9 ps. From the Laplace transform (at s = iω) of the oscillation curve, the characteristic frequency is read as Δ ≈ 6.0 GHz from the peak

FIG. 4: Schematic diagram for noise identification in a superconducting charge qubit. The average charge number Q(t) is measured and transformed into the frequency domain, and then used to calculate the noise spectrum via identification formulas (20) or (21) at the optimal point.

in Fig. 5(a). Then the spectrum of Γ(t) was calculated Eq. (21) as shown in Fig. 5(b).

This example illustrates how the identification strategy works with a simple experiment design without using additional control pulses or devices. The identification only uses the measurement data at the optimal point, but the samples should cover a sufficiently broad time interval. The identification error could come from many possible factors, including the measurement noise (not the noise coupled to the qubit) from the SET device. Moreover, the data collected from the experiment has a finite number of data points and finite sampling time period, which restricts the precision and frequency regime of the identification results. To improve the identification over a wider range, the data should be more densely sampled over a sufficiently long time period until the oscillation decays to approximately zero.

Moreover, the linewidth of the coherent oscillation spectrum shown in Fig. 4(a) is comparable to the width of Γ_{FT}(ω) in Fig. 4(b), which seems to imply that the noise correlation time is comparable to the decay time. This could be due to the strong noise coupling (where the Born approximation, as well as the above derived identification formulas, are not valid), but it could also be from measurement errors (including the measurement noise and the finite number of data points). These factors should be further analyzed.

IV. CONCLUSION

We have presented a noise-identification approach that can improve the precision based on a frequency-domain model for the system’s non-Markovian dynamics with less amount of measurement data. With applications to qubit systems, the Fermi’s golden rule can be naturally derived

FIG. 5: (color online) (a) The absolute value of the Laplace transform of Q^{AC}_{π/2}(t) = Q_{π/2}(t)−0.5, where Q_{π/2}(t) is the average charge number at the optimal point. (b) The identified noise spectrum ΓFT(ω) at the optimal point.

under proper approximations from this model. The advantage of this model is that a simple identification strategy can be obtained without aid of additional control pulses or devices. The obtained identification formula at the optimal point is illustrated with applications to superconducting qubits, which requires only measurements at the optimal point.

It was also seen that the quality of the identification is limited due to the finite data points and possibly severe measurement noises in the experiment. Moreover, the efficient identification of the noise term Ω(t), which is nonnegligible under ultra-low temperatures, is to be studied. In principle, the full expression (C2) derived in this paper can be used to extract the noise spectrum of Ω(t) with data obtained under biased configurations. However, sophisticated numerical algorithms are to be designed due to the complexity of the formulas. It is also possible to design other measurement schemes with which the identification formulation can be simplified. These problems are to be explored in the future.

Acknowledgments

RBW, TFL, JZ and YXL are supported by the Tsinghua National Laboratory for Information Science and Technology (TNList) Cross-discipline Foundation and NSFC under Grant Nos. 60904034, 61106121, 61174084, 61134008, 10975080, 61025022 and 60836001. Yu.A.P. acknowledges partial support by the Royal Society and Wolfson Foundation. FN is partially supported by the ARO, JSPS-RFBR contract No. 12-02-92100, Grant-in- Aid for Scientific Research (S), MEXT Kakenhi on Quantum Cybernetics, and the JSPS via its FIRST program.

Appendix A: Properties of the noise correlation function

According to the definition (2) of the noise correlation function, it is easy to examine the following symmetry properties:

Γ(−τ) = Γ(τ), Ω(−τ) = −Ω(τ), Φ(−τ) = Φ^∗(τ). (A1) Owing to these symmetry properties, the Fourier transform of the symmetric function Γ(τ) is a purely realnumber valued function, while the Fourier transform of the antisymmetric function Ω(τ) is purely imaginary.

In this paper, both the Laplace and Fourier transforms are involved to describe the noise spectrum. The major difference between them is that the Fourier transform is a two-sided integral in the time domain from τ = −∞ to τ = ∞, while the Laplace transform is one-sided (i.e., from τ = 0^− to τ = ∞). Because Φ(τ) is evaluated for both negative and positive times, the noise spectrum is generally defined as the Fourier transform of the correlation function Φ(τ) [3, 25]. However, in the frequencydomain model (7) derived from the generalized master equation (1), the Laplace transform has to be adopted because only the positive time-correlation function is involved. Another reason for using the Laplace transform is that the system is always prepared at some initial state in any realistic measurement, regarding to which the Fourier transform is physically not applicable. Nevertheless, owing to the symmetry properties, it is sufficient to use the positive-time branch, from which we can recover full noise correlation function.

Therefore, the Laplace transform will be adopted corresponding to the positive time-correlation function. To avoid confusion, the Fourier transform of a time-variant function, say Φ(t), will be denoted by Φ_{FT}(ω) with a subscript. Φ_{FT}(ω) is generally different from the Laplace transform Φ(iω) evaluated at s = iω, but the symmetry property of the correlation functions guarantees the following relations:

Γ_{FT}(ω) = 2ReΓ(iω), Ω_{FT}(ω) = 2ImΩ(iω), (A2)

which will be used to extract the temporal correlation function from the noise spectrum obtained via the inverse Fourier transform.

Appendix B: Frequency domain Derivations in Sec. IIIA

Firstly, suppose that the eigenvalues of L_0 are x_1, · · · , x_n, and that L_0 is diagonalized by P , then the matrix s-function Γ(sI−L_0) can be calculated as follows:

Γ(sI− L_0) = P^{−1}diag{Γ(s − x_1), · · · , Γ(s − x_n)}P,

and in a similar way Ω(sI− L_0) can be evaluated.

With respect to the Hamiltonian (9), the system is initially prepared at the excited state corresponding to the Bloch vector v^0 = [1, 0, 0, −1]^T . Correspondingly, the matrix representation L_0 of Δσ_z is diagonalized as L_0 = P^{−1}diag{0, 0, iΔ, −iΔ}P, where

P = 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 −i i 0 0 0 0 1 . (B1)

and hence Γ(sI −L_0) = P^{−1}diag{Γ(s), Γ(s), Γ(s−iΔ), Γ(s+iΔ)}P. When the qubit is released from the excited state, from Eq. (6), the corresponding transition rate under the bias angle θ can be expressed as

γ_↓(s) = sin^2 θ ·

N_0(s) cot^2 θ + N_1(s) D_0(s) cot^2 θ + D_1(s)

, (B2)

where, by dropping the argument “s” for simplicity, we have

N_0(s) = (s^2 + Δ^2)Γ_+ + s(Γ^2_+ + Γ^2_−)

(Ω − Ω_+)(ΔΓ_+ − sΓ_−) − Ω_−(s^2 + sΓ_+ + Δ^2) N_1(s) = (s^2 + sΓ + Δ^2)(Γ_+ − Ω_−) D_0(s) = s [ (s + Γ_+)^2 + (Γ_− + Δ)^2 ] D_1(s) = (s + Γ_+)(s^2 + sΓ + Δ^2).

Here, we use the following notations:

Γ_+(s) =

Γ(s + iΔ) + Γ(s − iΔ) 2 = L [ξ(t) cos Δt] , (B3)

Γ_−(s) =

Γ(s + iΔ) − Γ(s − iΔ) 2i = L [γ(t) sin Δt] , (B4)

and in the same way are Ω_±(s) defined. These represent signals modulated by sinusoidal waves with the carrier frequency Δ. Such noise spectral functions shifted by the oscillation frequency ±Δ exhibit the interplay between the qubit and its environments.

When the qubit is prepared in the ground state, the expression of γ_↑(s) is similar to Eq. (B2) except that the signs of all terms of Ω(s) and Ω_±(s) are flipped. This shows that the presence of Ω(t) in the noise correlation function causes the difference between the static average charge number and the corresponding transition rates.

Appendix C: Frequency domain Derivations in Sec. IIIB

The extended Bloch vector corresponding to the initial zero-charge state with Bloch vector being v^0 = [1, 0, 0, 1]^T . We first diagonalize L_0 = Δσ_θ as

L_0 = P^{−1}_θ diag{0, 0, iΔ, −iΔ}P_θ,

where

P_θ =

1 0 0 0 0 tan θ − cot θ − cot θ 0 0 i csc θ −i csc θ 0 1 1 1 . (C1)

Consequently, we have

Γ(sI−L_0) = P^{−1}_θ diag{Γ(s), Γ(s), Γ(s−iΔ), Γ(s+iΔ)}P_θ, and from Eq. (6), the average charge Q_θ(t) for the bias angle θ can be expressed as

Q_θ(s) = Δ 2s · N_0(s) cos θ + N_1(s) D_0(s) cot^2 θ + D_1(s)

, (C2)

where

N_0(s) = (s + Γ_+) [Ω_+ − Ω(s)] + (Δ + Γ_−)Ω_−, N_1(s) = Δ(s + Γ_+), D_0(s) = s [ (s + Γ_+)^2 + (Δ + Γ_−)^2 ] , D_1(s) = (s + Γ_+) ( s^2 + sΓ + Δ^2 ) .

[1] J. Q. You and F. Nori, Physics Today 58, 42 (2005). [2] I. Buluta and F. Nori, Science 326, 108 (2009). [3] A. A. Clerk, M. H. Devoret, S. M. Girvin, F. Marquardt, and R. J. Schoelkopf, Rev. Mod. Phys. 82, 1155 (2010).

[4] I. Buluta, S. Ashhab, and F. Nori, Reports on Progress in Physics 74, 104401 (2011).

[5] Y. Makhlin, G. Schön, and A. Shnirman, Rev. Mod.

Phys. 73, 357 (2001).

[6] L. Viola and S. Lloyd, Phys. Rev. A 58, 2733 (1998). [7] G. S. Uhrig, Phys. Rev. Lett. 98, 100504 (2007). [8] J. Du, X. Rong, N. Zhao, Y. Wang, J. Yang, and R. B.

Liu, Nature 461, 1265 (2009).

[9] K. Khodjasteh, D. A. Lidar, and L. Viola, Phys. Rev.

Lett. 104, 090501 (2010).

[10] A. G. Kofman and G. Kurizki, Phys. Rev. Lett. 87, 270405 (2001).

[11] G. Gordon, N. Erez, and G. Kurizki, J. Phys. B 40, S75 (2007).

[12] A. G. Kofman and G. Kurizki, Phys. Rev. Lett. 93, 130406 (2004).

[13] G. Gordon, J. Phys. B 42, 223001 (2009). [14] S. Bonnabel, M. Mirrahimi, and P. Rouchon, Automatica 45, 1144 (2009).

[15] R. Rey-de Castro and H. Rabitz, Phys. Rev. A 81, 063422 (2010).

[16] J. M. Geremia and H. Rabitz, Phys. Rev. Lett. 89, 263902 (2002).

[17] I. L. Chuang and M. A. Nielsen, Journal of Modern Optics 44, 2455 (1997).

[18] Y. X. Liu, L. F. Wei, and F. Nori, Phys. Rev. B 72, 014547 (2005).

[19] A. M. Childs, I. L. Chuang, and D. W. Leung, Phys. Rev.

A 64, 012314 (2001).

[20] M. Riebe, K. Kim, P. Schindler, T. Monz, P. O. Schmidt, T. K. Koerber, W. Haensel, H. Haeffner, C. F. Roos, and R. Blatt, Phys. Rev. Lett. 97, 220407 (2006).

[21] M. Neeley, M. Ansmann, R. C. Bialczak, M. Hofheinz, N. Katz, E. Lucero, A. O’Connell, H. Wang, A. N. Cleland, and J. M. Martinis, Nature Physics 4, 523 (2008).

[22] R. Kubo, M. Toda, and N.Hashitsume, Statistical physics

II: nonequilibrium statistical mechanics, Springer Series in Solid-state Sciences (Springer-Verlag, 1978).

[23] H. P. Breuer and F. Petruccione, The Theory of Open Quantum Systems (Oxford University Press, Oxford, 2002).

[24] A. G. Kofman and G. Kurizki, Nature 405, 546 (2000). [25] R. J. Schoelkopf, A. A. Clerk, S. M. Girvin, K. W. Lehnert, and M. H. Devoret, in Quantum noise in mesoscopic physics, edited by Y. V. Nazarov (Kluwer, 2003), pp. 175–203.

[26] I. Almog, Y. Sagi, G. Gordon, G. Bensky, G. Kurizki, and N. Davidson, J. Phys. B 44, 154006 (2011).

[27] U. Gavish, Y. Levinson, and Y. Imry, Phys. Rev. B 62, R10637 (2000).

[28] R. Aguado and L. P. Kouwenhoven, Phys. Rev. Lett. 84, 1986 (2000).

[29] T. Yuge, S. Sasaki, and Y. Hirayama, Phys. Rev. Lett.

107 (2011).

[30] G. A. Álvarez and D. Suter, Phys. Rev. Lett. 107, 230501 (2011).

[31] S. Savelev, A. Zagoskin, A. Omelyanchouk, and F. Nori, Chemical Physics 375, 180 (2010).

[32] A. M. Satanin, M. V. Denisenko, S. Ashhab, and F. Nori, Phys. Rev. B 85, 184524 (2012).

[33] Y. X. Liu, C. P. Sun, and S. X. Yu, Phys. Rev. A 63, 033816 (2001).

[34] D. P. DiVincenzo and D. Loss, Phys. Rev. B 71, 035318 (2005).

[35] G. Burkard, Phys. Rev. B 79, 125317 (2009). [36] D. Marcos, C. Emary, T. Brandes, and R. Aguado, Phys.

Rev. B 83, 125426 (2011).

[37] A. Kofman, G. Kurizki, and B. Sherman, Journal of Modern Optics 41, 353 (1994).

[38] Y. Nakamura, Y. Pashkin, and J. Tsai, Physica B 280, 405 (2000).

[39] T. Duty, D. Gunnarsson, K. Bladh, and P. Delsing, Phys.

Rev. B 69, 140503 (2004).

[40] O. Astafiev, Y. A. Pashkin, Y. Nakamura, T. Yamamoto, and J. S. Tsai, Phys. Rev. Lett. 93, 267007 (2004).

[41] K. Bladh, T. Duty, D. Gunnarsson, and P. Delsing, New

Journal of Physics 7, 180 (2005).

[42] J. Q. You and F. Nori, Nature 474, 589 (2011). [43] J. M. Martinis, S. Nam, J. Aumentado, and C. Urbina, Phys. Rev. Lett. 89, 117901 (2002).

[44] D. Vion, A. Aassime, A. Cottet, P. Joyez, H. Pothier, C. Urbina, D. Esteve, and M. H. Devoret, Science 296, 886 (2002).

[45] Y. A. Pashkin, T. Yamamoto, O. Astafiev, Y. Nakamura, D. V. Averin, and J. S. Tsai, Nature 421, 823 (2003).

[46] J. Bergli, Y. M. Galperin, and B. L. Altshuler, Phys. Rev.

B 74, 024509 (2006).

[47] I. V. Yurkevich, J. Baldwin, I. V. Lerner, and B. L. Altshuler, Phys. Rev. B 81, 121305 (2010).

[48] R. McDermott, IEEE Transactions on Applied Superconductivity 19, 2 (2009).

[49] Note that the Fourier transform is a two-sided integral over R, while the Laplace transform is one-sided. It is not difficult to prove that ΦFT(±Δ) = Γ+(0) ∓ Ω−(0), i.e., the two-sided Fourier transformed function ΦFT(±Δ) is decomposed into two one-sided integrals.