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Estimating the fidelity of state preparation in multi-quiystems is generally a time-consuming task. Never-
theless, this complexity can be reduced if the desired staiée characterized by certain symmetries measur-
able with the corresponding experimental setup. In thigpae give simple expressions to estimate the fidelity
of multi-qubit state preparation for rotational-invariastabilizer, and generalized coherent states. We specifi-
cally discuss the cat, W-type, and generalized coheretgsstand obtain efficiently measurable lower bounds
for the fidelity. We use these techniques to estimate theitfidafla quantum simulation of an Ising-like inter-
acting model using two trapped ions. These results arethiirapplicable to experiments using fidelity-based
entanglement witnesses, such as quantum simulations amtiuga computation.

PACS numbers: 03.65.Wj, 03.67.-a, 03.65.Ta, 42.50.Xa

I. INTRODUCTION states.
It is important then to investigate efficient methods to es-

Highly entangled states can provide resources required fdfmate the rellab!llty of experimental quantum state prapa
guantum information processing (QIP), a developing fielgion- !—|ere we po_lntout_thatmany us_eful entan.gleql states hav
with applications both to the fundamental understanding o ertain symmetries which aIIowfl_d(_allty determination me. .
quantum systems and to novel technology. For exampl ull QST. For these states, an _eff|C|ent nur_nber (polynomial i
entangled states are used to encode qubits for fauIt—mIeraN) O_f measurements Is suf_ﬂment to obtain lower bounds f_or
quantum computatioh[1]. Entangled states are also reahuirethe fidelity. A similar t_ech.nlque has been gsed to determine
for quantum communication over long distances and telepor"21 Im&ver bc,)kl)md Og the fldell_|ty of ser\]/eral-r;])a(;tmle cat Stﬂﬁ' [
tation protocols([6]. Finally, highly entangled states ee@- we ﬁSCI‘I € an f_é;el_nera 1€ suc meft rga' S T:bsee this, we
tral to many-body quantum simulations, whose power lies i/S€ t equanturi:l '1 € |ts3as a_fmeﬁ‘suf oft stancf_dzltz\{/veen
their ability to coherently manipulate such states fomatel- ~ duantum statesJ[1]. Specifically, the quantum fidelftyoe-
ysis D,Ek,ﬁll:li]. Entangled-state preparation in any QIR Sys.tween the aqtual state pr2epared in the Iabore_mryvhmh is
tem, and its verification, is thus of paramountimportance. N 9éneral mixed (i.e.Jr(p7) < 1), and the desired pure state

A promising architecture for QIP is the trapped-ion system,'w> to be prepared is defined by
in which qubits are encoded in the internal electronic stafe Flot, po) =V @lpi[0) = [Tr(pipy)]H2. (1)
ions, and laser fields can control the collective interndlex: ) i )
ternal states of the ions. Recenly[[7, 8], multi-qubit ege- ~ Equation 1) can be evaluated by measuring the expectation
ment has been experimentally demonstrated in these deviceglue of the density operater, = [¢)(¢| over the statgy.
In Ref. [8], quantum state tomography (QST)[[d, 10] was emFor example, ifl1) is a product state, them, has only one
ployed to verify that W-type states for up t§ = 8 ions  NON-zero matrlx.ele_ment (in the right ba_5|s) that is alosg it
(qubits) were produced. Since the dimension of the Hilbergiagonal. The fidelity”(p;, p,,) can be simply obtained by
spaceH associated with a quantum system increases exponeffpeatedly preparing and then measuring the population of
tially with the system size (as does the dimension of the denthe statel¢)).
sity matrix), performing full QST is, in general, extreméty ~ More generally, the density matrix of aN-qubit system
efficient for large systems. For example, realizing QST on ars @ linear combination of operators belonging to tife")
ion-trap device requires on the order®@f3" ) measurements, algebra:

whereN is the number of qubits involved that are measured B o 1 N 5
inthez, y, andz-bases. In]8] the full QST process faf = 8 P= Z Con o (Tay ® 1 @ 0y ), @
ions required56, 100 measurements over ten hours. This ex- AN

tremely large data set reduced errors due to quantum projewhere the subscripts; = 0, 1,2, 3 correspond to the Pauli
tion noise, until other sources of error (such as imperfget o operatordl, 0., o, ando, respectively. (The symbab rep-
tical pumping, ion addressing errors, non-resonant éimita.  resents the matrix tensor product.) These opterators eee gi
and optical decoherence) could dominate. Such examples iby

lustrate a potential roadblock to practical implementatd

large-scale QIP: it is impossible to exploit the speedups-as 1 = (1 O) , Oy = (O 1> , (3)
ciated with QIP if an exponentially-large amount of process 0 1 10
ing must be performed to verify the viability of the created (0 —i (1 0

o= (00 =G 2)

In particularg, =1'®-- oV '®d), e V.. .o1",
“somma@lanl.gdv with the Pauli matrixo,; being located at thgth position in
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the decomposition. From now on, we remove the symibol in terms of these operators only. Thus, the fidelity of having

from the products of Pauli operators. preparedy)) [Eq. {@)] can be estimated by measuring observ-
The real coefficientsl, .a, ...y are given by ables, over the actual prepared sgateghat solely involve cor-
relations between th@,.’s. In other words, measurements in
08_,...70 =27V, (4)  bases not related with the symmetry operators are not ejuir
o — 9" NTrlp(c) --.oN ) (otherwise) becausg thgy do not provide any information when e_valuat-
an,aN [p(oa, an )] ( ) ing the fidelity of state preparation. The purpose of this sec
Then, tion is then to give lower bounds for estimating the fidelity
of state preparation for three classes of highly-symmeXric
F2(py, py) = Z O CRY s (5)  qubit quantum states, and show that these can be efficiently

obtained.

ai,,oN

and full QST is generally needed to estimate the coefficients

bl ...y Tequired to evaluate EQC](5). However, if the state A. Rotational-invariant states
|)) can be uniquely characterized by certain symmetries,
some of the coefficients;; ... ., will vanish and the cor- For a system ofV qubits, the rotational-invariant states are

responding=?, ... o, Need not be measured. Full QST over completely specified by the equations
p1 is then no longer required, and the complexity of evaluat-
ing Eq. [B) or of setting a lower bound oF?(p;, p,;) can be T2y = 3G+ 2)14,4=), (6)
greatly reduced. T ) = 4.5, 42), (7)

A straightforward example of using symmetry to sim-
plify fidelity estimation can be seen in previous work whereJ? = J2 + Jj + JZ is the (squared) total angular mo-
with N-qubit cat state§GHZ)y = %(|0102-~-0N> +  mentum operatot/, = o} + 02 + - + ol (v = z,y,2),
[1112---1x)) in trapped ion systems__[11l_112].  The ando—i is the corresponding Pauli operator acting on ftie
|GHZ) v state is uniquely defined by the symmetry opera-qubit. The quantum numbegsand j. satisfy the following
tors{clo2---oN olo2,0203 ..., cN~1olV} thatleave the properties: j™a* = jmax — N |Aj| > 2, |Aj| > 2,
state unchanged after their action. As we will show, the fi-and - N < j, < N (the symbolA indicates the differ-
delity of having prepareflGHZ) 5 can be estimated by mea- ence between the corresponding eigenvalues). In panticula
suring the expectation values of the symmetry operatonin if —N 42 < j. < N — 2 the statdj, j.) is entangled and for
ion-trap setup, for example, repeated simultaneous measurj = N, j. = N — 2, then|N, N — 2) = |Wx), with
ments of the projections of all of the the ion spins along the

x axis, and of all of the ion spins along theaxis, gives the W) = b 1{09---0n) + [0719---0n) +
fidelity of having prepared thgHZ) y state [1B]. [Ww) \/NH 1027+ 0n) & [0ulz---Ow)
In Sec.[Dl we expand this idea to study certain cases in coo 4 0102 - 1N)]- (8)

which the desired state can be characterized by differgesty
of symmetries. First, we focus on the class of rotational-Although the|IWy) states are not maximally entangled for
invariant states (i.e., eigenstates of the total angular moN > 2, their properties (e.g., robustness of entanglement un-
mentum operator) since some interesting entangled states fder particle loss) are relevant for various quantum infdroma
quantum information tasks are in this clasd [14]. Second, wéasks that make them a special class (€.g}, [18]).
study the family of stabilizer states (SSs) which provide th ~ The density operatop; ;. of a rotational-invariant state
foundation of the stabilizer formalism used in differenaqu ~ With quantum numberg and j., in terms of the symmetry
tum error-correcting procedurés[15]. Third, we study tagec  Operators/ andJ., is
of generalized coherent states (GCSs) which provide a natu- . .
ral framework to study certain quantum simulations of many- =R T it s 9
body problemslﬂdﬂ);]. In Se&llll we discuss the estimatign P H’jgj;ﬁ Hogj'SN T ©
of the fidelity of state preparation due to the statisticsrfra . . 0 -
finite numbe)z/r of expeFr)imgnts. Finally, in S&&11V we apply wherer;. j; = (/. A_j;)[ﬂ —J'(j"+2)]. The symbol de-

. . . L notes that the term; ;. has been excluded from the product.
the obtained results to estimate (numerically) the fidedity The normalization (J:g?lstamis given b
evolving the internal states of two trapped ions with angsin y
like Hamiltonian, using the methods described in Réf. [BH a -

in Sec[Y we present the conclusions. k= H,jgj/ < HOSJ-/SN(jZ =il +2)=5'G" +2)].
(10)
To evaluate the fidelity of EqQLX1), that & (p;,p;,5.) =

Il QUANTUM F'DE'-'TE?A’?'T[I)ES'GH'—Y SYMMETRIC [Tr(pipj,;.)]"/2, it suffices to obtain the expectations of the

correlations between the operatof$ and .J, appearing in

Eq. (@) only. Although this procedure is still inefficientdan
The density operator of a pure state, uniquely character-  an exponentially large (with respect6) amount of observ-

ized by its symmetry operatof®);, - - -, O}, can be written  ables (i.e., products of Pauli operators) must be measured,
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it certainly is more resource-efficient than performingl ful for the Bell state|Bell) = %HOllg) — [1102)] is de-
QST to obtainF(p;,pj,;.). For example, if one is inter- fined by the generator§'s = (—olo2? —clo?). For

eisted in preparing the Bell stafBell) = [j = 2,j. =0) =  the set of maximally entanglef-qubit states|GHZ)y =
WH1102> + |0112)] on an ion-trap device, the fidelity of %[|0102"'0N> + |1115---1y)], the generators of the
faithful preparation could be obtained by performingmeasu  corresponding  stabilizer group are given hys

ments over three different bases only, corresponding tesxthe (0lo?--oN glo? o263, oN-1oN), as pointed out in
pectationgo,02),,, <U;U§>pz’ (02 pis (02)pr, and(alo?),,, Semcﬁ. A : :
respectively. Here, we have adopted the conver(tjfbnl = The eigenstates of the stabilizer operators form a complete
Tr[piA]. set of the2”¥ dimensional Hilbert spac@/. Therefore, the
To obtain a possible lower bound on the fidelity in this case density operatop,, can be written within this formalism as
we first define the operato&;, = —%(JZ —j.)?andS . = =1'w- --o1V):
1 2 S 2 i
51(J% = j(j +2))°. These satisfy po = lgt =1, gr = o{gr =1, gp = 1|
[Ss. + S5l 52) = ey jli’sd2), (11) | L
with e ;< —1for (j',51) # (j,j.) ande; ;. = 0. There- 2L il;[l(gz +1), (16)
fore, for a general pure state) = >, ., ¢j ;. |5, %), we
obtain o and the fidelity [Eq.[{L)] can be estimated by measuring, over
the actual state;, the expectations of operators appearing in
(@1Ss. +Sp +11g) =Y (ejrgn + DI 5| < lej .l Eq. (18).
3'3% A lower bound on the fidelity can be obtained in this case

(12) by defining the operataSs. = L[(S°F . §:) — (L — 2)11.
where|c; ;. |? is the probability of projectingp) onto the state T)r/1en, g P &s = 2l 89) = ( M

|7, 4=) (i.e., the squared fidelity between the states). Since the
actual prepared staje is in general a convex combination of  Saglg1, -+, 9L) = €gy, g l91,- -, 90), (gi = £1), (A7)

ure states, EqC{1L2) yields to ] ) ]
P )Y with e;...1 = 1 andeg, ... 4, < 0 otherwise. Following the

F2(p1,pjj.) > (Ss. +Sy2)p + 1. (13) same procedure used for rotational-invariant states, visear

: i . . to the inequality
This lower bound can be efficiently estimated by measuring

only the observabled., J2, J%, andJ* a large number of F2(p1, py) > (Scs)ps (18)
times over the statg;. This corresponds to the measurement - _ )
of N*/4— N3+ 11N2/4 — N expectations of different prod- Which can be efficiently estimated by measuring the expecta-

ucts of Pauli operators; that is, polynomialin tions (gi),, Vi € [1, L].

B. Stabilizer states C. Generalized coherent states

Another interesting family of states are the SS$ [15] which The last class of states we consider are the generalized

are defined by coherent states (GCS4) [20]. For a semi-simple, compact,
. M-dimensional Lie algebr§ = {Q1,Q2, -+, Qn}, with
Osly) = +1) ;s € [1,5] . (14) @, = (Q,)' the N-qubit operators acting on tH&" dimen-

The stabilizer operators (observabléx) € u(2") are prod- sional Hilbert spacet, the GCSs are defined via

ucts of Pauli operatorﬂlLQ] and havel as possible eigen- |GCS) = eih|hw>_ (19)
values. (Note tha; = 1 is the trivial stabilzer.) There- _ ) ) )

fore, we assume they can be measured on our device. A!ﬁere,elh denotes a unitary group operation (displacement)
immediate consequence of EEI(14) is that the operadors induced byh: e = exp[i(30; \;@;)], A; € R. The
commute with each other[Os,OS«] = 0. [Here, we fo- state|hw) is the highest-weight state §f To define it, one
cus on the case when the state is uniquely defined by needs to assume a Cartan-Weyl (CW) decompostios

Eq. (I3); that is, the dimension of the stabilized space i9p @ b @ b~ [21,[22]. The setp = {hy, -, h,} is the
one]. The setig = {017 . @S} forms the so called sta- Cartan subalgebra §f(CSA) constructed from the largest set
bilizer group for|:). For practical purposes, we defigg; of commutmg operato_rs (observables)inThe We|ght states

Gs = (g1, -+, L), satisfying D
gil) = +1[¢) ;i € [1,L]. (15) huolds) = ulle), k€ [L,r], i € 0,2V —1] . (20)
Without loss of generalization we can writay) =  Thesetsh™ = {ef ,--- &l }andh™ = {é;,---. ¢, } are

lgp =1,---,91 =1). For example, the stabilizer group built from raising and lowering operatorg[( = é;]T), and
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either map weight states into orthogonal weight states or ansee below). Iful < vy Vi € [1,2" — 1] one can consider

nihilate them. (The subscripts; € R” are therootsof and 5, () = [—&(3, A () — ve1)] + 1, instead. Then,
are considered to be positive.) Thény) is defined by

}Alk|hw> — wplhw), k € [1,7], 1) Spp (t)|0i(t)) = wilgi (1)), (27)
éflhw) =0, je[1,1], (22)  where|¢;(t)) = e~ *Ht|¢;) are the weight states in the rotated
CW basis (e.g.lhw(t)) = |¢o(¢))), w; € R, andwy = 1.
with vy = uj (i.e., we have assumehbw) = |¢o)). Inmany  Thus,e is chosen such that; = [—<(3>", ul — v;,)? + 1], or
cases|hw) = 0103 - - - On). (Note thath/ = r 4 21.) w; = [—£(3, ui, — vi) + 1] in the second case, satisfies
As shown in Refs.[[16,_17,P3], when the dimensiorfof
satisfiesM < poly(N), the corresponding GCSs play a de- w; < 0Vi# 0. (28)

cisive role in the theory of entanglement and quantum and
classical simulations of many-body systems. An example i$or a particular value of, Eq. [Z8) yields
given by the GCSs defined via
T oty = (St () - (29)

[1(t)) = e 110102 -~ O ), (23)
where H; is the Hamiltonian corresponding to the exactly- Th|s lower bound can be obtained experimentally by measur-

solvable one-dimensional anisotropic Ising model in agran NG the expectation values of the operatbigt)hy (t) and
verse magnetic field: (or) hi(t), which are directly induced from the expectations
(Qj)p, and(Q;Qjr)p, Vi, j" € [1, M] (assumed to be mea-

al surable with our quantum device). M = poly(N) (e.g., an

— J ~J+1 j ~J+1 j X ; 2 i
Hr= Z[%a;a; +yoyoyt +Ball. (24)  eyolution due to the Ising HamiltoniaH ), Eq. [29) can be
=1 efficiently estimated witt©[poly(N')] measurements.
(We assumed periodic boundary conditions.)H; €
s0(2N) = {ol,0,Kijol,0,K;jo),0,Kij0}, 0, Kijol}, The lower bounds obtained through this section give rele-
with4,j € [1, N], K;; = Hj>k>i(_af)’ andM = N(2N —  vant information if the prepared stape is not very far from

1) = poly(N). (This property guarantees the exact solvabilitythe desired statg)). Many of the states described in this sec-

of H: it takes polynomial time to diagonalize it on a classical tion containV-particle entanglement and can be used as are-

computer[[1i7].) source for different quantum information processes. hént
Any GCS is uniquely determined (up to a global phase)extremely important for the experimenter to check for the ex

by the expectation values of the operatorshin The state istence of entanglement in;; the fidelity is not a measure
lhw(t)) = e~t|hw), with H € b, is the highest-weight state that characterizes entanglement in these systems. Neverth

of  in a rotated CW basis, and satisfies less, different proposals to build fidelity-based entamget
. witnesses exist in the literature (e.g., Refl [24]). Theiideto
hi(t)|hw(t)) = vi|hw(t)), k € [1,7], (25)  build an entanglement witness operator of the form
wherehy(t) = e”"thye™ = hy +ilhy, H] + -+ € b. Wy = qp ® 11— py, (30)
Thus,
_ - i where the real coefficient, is given b
prw(t) = (D) hw(t)] = 571 TT (i) = wi 1), (26) % 15 oven By

k,i#£0

Qy ($1]®---@(dN|py|d1)®- - -®|dN). (31)

" end@lon)
o , $1)®--©|én
wherer = [[ ;.o(vx — uj) is @ constant for normaliza-

tion purposes. For a particular value of the operators tpap <Ww> = qp — F2pr.py) < 0onlyif p is an
1 [ I

- > . _ .
hi(t) = >2;21 A;(t)Q; can be obtained on a classical com- entangled state, and the bounds obtained in Egs. (2), (18),
puter [i.e., the coefficients;(¢)] in time polynomial inM  and [Z®)could be used to experimentally check the sign of
(see Theorem 1 in Ref_[17]). To see this, note first thatyiz,) ,, [25].

Aj(t) o< Trihx()Q;]. Such a trace can be efficiently eval- = ag an example, consider the case where one is interested in
uated by working in th¢ x M)-dimensional matrix repre- preparing the statéV'y ). A possible entanglement witness in

sentation (or any other faithful representation)@ather than : P E _ N-1
S : ) o this case is given by the operatdfy, = X=1 — py., [2€].
N Ny_ _ . N N N
working in the (2¥ x 2%V)-dimensional original representa From Eq. [IP) we obtain

tion. Therefore, the fidelity of having preparddv(¢)) can

be obtained by measuring the expectations of the observable R N1

appearing in EqL{26), over the actual prepared state (Wwy) <
In analogy to the previously discussed cases, a lower bound

for the fidelity can be obtained by defining the operatorfor j, = N — 2 andj = N. This upper bound can be ef-

Sh, (1) = [—e(X, hi(t) — v 1)?] + 1, with ¢ > 0 a con- ficiently estimated with the experimental device if the eerr

stant determined by the spacing between the eigenvalfiies sponding expectations can be measured.

—[Sr. +S8p)p +1],  (32)



Ill.  FINITE NUMBER OF MEASUREMENTS AND THE of confidence, and
BINOMIAL DISTRIBUTION

R R
. . fQZao—i—Zam(Em)plZao—i—ZamiZ;—R/\/Y,
In an actual experiment, expectation values can never be ex- oo el
actly obtained due to the nature of the quantum world. Thus, (36)
they must be estimated after a (typically large) sequence ofith the same confidence. Of course, HGl (36) provides rel-
projective measurements performed on identically prepareevant information ifij,}j > 1/v/X. For example, if one
copies of the system. Commonly, maximum-likelihood meth-is interested in preparing the stdteHZy), thenR = N
ods (MLMs) [27[2B] are used to estimate the most probabland =7 ~ +1. ChoosingX = 10*N?, a good estimation
density matrixp; from these measurements. Similarly to per- (with error 0.01) for the lower bound of the fidelity is ob-
forming full QST, these methods are usually inefficient, andtained. The method is then efficient: lower bounds on fidelity
they require input data concerning every correlationirsifee ~ of state preparation can be obtained, with certain confielenc
tem. For example, if a MLM is used to estimate the densityin poly(/N) identical preparations ¢f;.
operatorp; of an N-qubit system, the estimation,, of the
expectation of a particular operatBr= ¢} ---ol will re-
quire O[(4N — 1)X] identically prepared copies f, where V. QUANTUM SIMULATION OF TWO TRAPPED IONS
X is the number of copies used to measure a particular cor-
relation (product of Pauli operator§) [29]. Such a compilexi  In this section we use some of the results obtained in[@ec. Il
would then be translated to the estimation of the lower beundto estimate the fidelity of evolving two trapped ions (qupits
of Eqgs. [I2),[[IB), and(29). In this section we argue that towith the Ising-like interaction
estimate these lower bounds with certain (fixed) level of-con 1 9 L o
fidence, the exponential complexity can be avoided. Hy = Jo,0; + Blo, +07), (37)

To prove thiS, we use results regarding the binomial diSWhereJ is the Spin-spin Coup"ng anB is a transverse mag-

tribution [30]. Observe first that the operatdy as defined netic field. In other words, we want to estimate the reliapili
above, hast1 as possible eigenvalues. Then, if we performof having prepared the state(t)) = [hw(t)) = e~*H1%(0,05)

projective measurements df over X' identical copies ofi,  (for fixed t) with an ion-trap device, where two trapped ions
we obtain interact with resonant and non-resonant laser fields as de-
B scribed in Ref.[[5].
(X), =2, £, (33) In this case, the actual interaction Hamiltonian for thesion
in the trap is given by
wherey,, = X+ —X- js the estimated expectation (i.& .

are the number of times we measued= +1, respectively), Hirap = Hphonon + Hi—ion1 + Hi—ion2 + Hm , (38)
and/ is the corresponding standard deviation. The latter iSHphonon = wcmalmacm + Wbralrabr )

given by Hi_ion1 = —[NemWem (aim + aem) + nb’wbr(alr + abr)]ai )
Hy_ion2 = _[ncmwcm (aim + acm) - nbrwbr(alr + abr)]ai
H, = B(ol+d?).

)

_ pP+P-
0=2 X (34)

wherep.. are the (not known) probabilities of measuriig- ~ Here, the operators, (acy,) andaf, (a,) create (annihilate)
+1, respectively. Theni < \/1/—X an excitacion in the center of mass and breathing modes, re-

spectively. The coupling interactio§_;,n1 and H,_jon2 are
due to the action of state-dependent dipole forces, whieh ar
generated by the interaction of non-resonant laser beaths wi
the electronic levels of the ions (see RéF. [5P., is due to
the action of an effective magnetic field that can be external
or generated by resonant laser beafighonon IS the energy

of the normal modes with frequenay., /2= for the center of
mass mode, andy, /27 for the breathing mode. In the case
of a single well potential in one dimensiony, = v/3wem.
The couplings (displacementsg),, andn,, are assumed to be
small: ; <« 1. They depend on the intensities of the laser
beams and are given by

For sufficiently largeX, the binomial distribution can be
well approximated by the normal distribution. In this codte
Eqg. (33) guarantees that,, differs by at most,/1/X from
the actual expectation with (at leag% of confidencel[31].
For example, if¥ is estimated from ten thousand identical
copies ofp;, then(X),, = %, & .01 with (at least)68% of
confidence.

With no loss of generality, the bounds of Eds(1£L] (18),
and [29), can be rewritten as

R
s > ag + Z am<2m>pzv ag, am € R, (35)
m=1 F h

= 7=\ 5>
where each>™ involves a particular product of Pauli oper- V2hw V' 2mu
ators [R = poly(N)]. If each(X™),, is estimated fromX'  with i = [cm, br], F' the dipole force acting on each ion, and
identical copies op;, then(¥™),, = ¥4 /1/X with 68%  m the mass of the ion.

(39)



Therefore, for a fixed value df the actual two-qubit state
prepared in the ion-trap device is

pi(t) = Trphonon [67iH“aptp(ion—phonon)eiHmpt]7 (40) :
where we have traced out the vibrational modes. Here, th 09
initial state isp(ion—phonon) = [0102)(0102] @ pPphonon, and
H, onon . . ey
Pphonon X e~ 7" is the density operator for the initial state 08
of the phonons, with the ion motion in a thermal distribution
being at temperatur€ (K is the Boltzmann constant). The 07
fidelity of having prepared the stafiew(¢)) is then given by ’
F2(ou(t), prw(t)) = Trlpu(t) pn (1)), (41) 06
_ o _ | wem = 100k H 2 —J =540Hz |
where the trace is over the spin (i.e., two-qubit) degrees o Tem ~ 0.063 F=2510"%N
N 1 L 1 L 1 1 1 L

freedom. o 0% 00002 00004 00006 00008 0001

Following the results of SeElll, a bound for the fidelity of t[s]

Eg. (41) can be obtained by noticing that the time depender
symmetry operators

~joN o —iHt _j iHit (i _

gi(t) = e "ale™ (5 =1,2), (42)  F1G. 1: Numerical simulation of the quantum evolution of two
trapped ions interacting with laser fields. The black linethie

uniquely define the stajéw({)) through the equations squared fidelity (probability) of having prepared the state(t)) =

52 (t)[hw(t)) = +1|hw(t)). (43) e~ "1t|0,0,), if the dynamics of the trapped ions is dominated by
the trap HamiltonianH:.., [Eq. (38)]. The normal modes were as-
Choosinge = 1/2 (see Sedl) and considering that =  sumed to be initially af" = 0. The red line is a lower bound to the
vs = 1, we obtainSy , () = 1[51(¢) + 2(t)], which satisfies ~ squared fidelity and has been obtained by computéig, (1)), 1)
[Eq. 3)] as glven_by Eql(44). _The green e_md _blue lines are the expattaif
the Pauli operatos?, if the evolution is governed b¥f; and Hyap,
fg(pl(t),phw(t)) > (S (1)) pu (1) (44) respectively. The parameters used (indicated in the ficane)ex-

_ pected to be attained experimentally.
Theds!(t) are linear combinations of operators belonging to
the Lie algebraso(4) = {0},02,0,02,0L07,0,02,0,07}.

To obtain the coefficients involved in these combinations on V. CONCLUSIONS
needs to find the trace between the corresponding operators.

For example, to obtain the coefficiex, (¢) thataccompanies  we have studied the fidelity of state preparation for three
the operator ! in the decomposition ol (¢), one needs to different classes of states: the rotational-invariartestaSSs,
computel Tr[o152(¢)]. Remarkably, such a trace can be effi- and GCSs. Many interesting multi-partite entangled states
ciently computed by working in thN x 2N )-dimensional like cat or W-type states, belong to these classes. In partic
fundamental matrix representation €f(2NV) rather than in  ular, GCSs are natural in the framework of quantum simula-
the (2 x 2V)-dimensional original representation (see Ref.tions. Our results provide a possible efficient method tb est
[] for details). mate, with certain confidence, lower bounds on the fidelity of
In brief, only six correlations (i.e., the elementssof4))  state preparation based on symmetries. These bounds become
need to be measured to evaluate the inequality of [Eq. (44)elevant when the actual prepared state is not too far frem th
The complexity of estimating the fidelity is then reducedatsin desired one. Commonly, time-consuming MLMs are used to
a naive approach to fidelity estimation would involve the mea estimate such a fidelity. Nevertheless, here we argue that in
surement of fifteen correlations (i.e., the elements of the a stead of measuring every possible quantum correlationiof ou
gebrasu(4)). Of course, the complexity of the problem is system a certain (large) number of times, one should focus
slightly reduced in this case but the difference is much wide on having good estimations of certain relevant expectation
for larger systems. related to the symmetries of the desired state to be prepared
In Fig. O we plotF2(pi(t), pnw(t)) [Eq. @3)] as a func- We have discussed the quantum simulation of the two-qubit
tion of time and for certain values df, w;, andB that could  Ising model using an ion-trap device. In this case we observe
be attained experimentally. We observe that, for these pahat a lower bound of the fidelity of the simulation can be sim-
rameters, the fidelity remains close to one, implying that th ply obtained, and can be considered to estimate the retiabil
ion-trap device can be used to perform a quantum simulationf the experiment. Such a bound can also be efficiently esti-
governed by the Ising-like Hamiltonian of E§.137). We alsomated for other multiple qubit systems having Ising-like in
plot (S, (1)) 5, (+) and we observe that this lower bound of the teractions. Similar approaches can be considered to stedy t
(squared) fidelity already describes much of the religbdit ~ fidelity of state preparation in general qudit or fermionyss
the simulation. For the sake of comparison, we also plot théems.
expectationso?),, ) and(ol),, . If quantum computation with low-error gates is allowed,



one can imagine a spin-echo-like experiment to obtain the fi
delity. In other words, suppose that) = U[0102---0n),
whereU can be efficiently implemented with low error. After
preparing+), one perturbs it to obtain,. Such a perturbation

- We have not considered any source of error other than the
one given by the statistics of projective measurementsén th
guantum world. Otherwise, the results obtained in the previ
ous section must be modified according to the specific sources

could be implemented by interacting with the system througlof error or decoherence that can affect the state preparatio
external fields or by simply letting the system decohere for

a period of timer. The inverse evolutio®/T is then imple-
mented (with low error) and the probability of being in the
state|0,02 - - - O ) (i.e., the squared fidelity) is then estimated
from repeated identical experiments.

Another quantum algorithnl[8] 4] to obtain the fidelity in
this case is depicted in Fifl 2. Here, an extra qubit (ancilla
prepared in the statet,) = [|0.) + [1.)]/V/2 is required,
andU = 1 — 2|¢)(¢| is a unitary operator assumed to be
efficiently implementable with low error. After performing
U conditioned in the statél,), the fidelity can be obtained
from the measurement of the polarization of the ancillat tha
is F2(p1, py) = 3[1 — (02)]. The advantage of this algorithm
is that only one qubit has to be measured, regardles§, ¢
estimate the fidelity.

(03) = (U)
+-a) ? pPL
/P (e R ) E—
FIG. 2: Quantum algorithm to evaluatd/),, = Tr[p;(1 —

2|9)(1|)]. First, an ancilla qubity) is prepared in the stafe-.)
% [10s)411a)]. Second, the ancilla interacts with the system through

a controlled (in the statd,)) unitary evolutionU. Finally, the po-
larization of the ancilla qubit is measured, obtainieg) = (U),, .
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