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In a large-scale quantum computer, the cost of communitatiall dominate the performance and
resource requirements, place many severe demands on limel@gy, and constrain the architecture.
Unfortunately, fault-tolerant computers based entirefy pliotons with probabilistic gates, though
equipped with “built-in” communication, have very largesoeirce overheads; likewise, computers
with reliable probabilistic gates between photons or quaninemories may lack sufficient commu-
nication resources in the presence of realistic opticaldssHere, we consider a compromise archi-
tecture, in which semiconductor spin qubits are coupledrighblaser pulses through nanophotonic
waveguides and cavities using a combination of frequertighitistic and sparse determinstic entan-
glement mechanisms. The large photonic resource requitsnirecurred by the use of probabilistic
gates for quantum communication are mitigated in part byptitential high-speed operation of the
semiconductor nanophotonic hardware. The system empd@gdagical cluster-state quantum error
correction for achieving fault-tolerance. Our resultsgeg] that such an architecture/technology com-
bination has the potential to scale to a system capableaafatiy classically intractable computational
problems.
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1. Introduction

Small quantum computers are not easy to build, but are ogrtpossible. For these, it

is sufficient to consider the five basic Divincenco critdta ability to add qubits, high-

fidelity initialization and measurement, low decohererare] a universal set of quantum
gates. However, these criteria are insufficient for a laagge quantum computer. DiVin-
cenzo’s added two communications criteria — the ability donert between stationary
and mobile qubit representations, and to faithfully tramsghe mobile ones from one lo-
cation to another and convert back to the stationary reptaien — are also critical, but

so is gate speed (“clock rate”), the parallel execution dégiathe necessity for feasible
large-scale classical control systems and feed-forwanttalp and the overriding issues of
manufacturing, including the reproducibility of struasrthat affect key tuning parame-
ters34. |n light of these considerations, the prospects for lagge quantum computing
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are less certain.

Advances in understanding what constitutes an attractighnology for a quantum
computer are married to advances in quantum error correciioese improvements in-
clude the theoretical thresholds below which the applicatf quantum error correction
actuallyimprovesthe error rate of the syste@l increases in the applicability of known
classical techni ué@lﬂlﬂ@l’ understanding of feasible implementation of error cdrrec
ing codem&‘ﬁm, design of error suppression techniques suited to partic-
ular technologies or error modm@mz‘ﬂﬂ, advances in purification tech-
nique@@ﬁ@@@@, and experimental advances toward implementw

Among the most important, and radical, new ideas in quantuan eorrection istopolog-
ical quantum error correctiofftQEC), for examplesurface code 3435363738 These
codes are attracting attention due to their high error tiolets and their minimal demands
on interconnect geometries, but work has just begun on stateting the impact of tQEC
on quantum computer architecture, including determiniregttardware resources neces-
sary and the performance to be expe@g@g‘ﬁllgz

The effective fault tolerance threshold in tQEC dependgatly on the microarchitec-
ture of a system, principally the set of qubits which can lyarded as direct neighbors of
each qubit. As connectivity between qubits increases, thattoperations required to ex-
ecute error correction and the opportunities for “cro&stas sensitive qubits are directly
exchanged decline, allowing the system to more closelyagmbrtheoretical limits.

Here, we argue that even for tQEC schemes that require oaleseneighbor quan-
tum gates in a two-dimensional lattice geometry, commuinnaesources will continue
to be critical. We present an architecture sketch in whidicieht quantum communica-
tion is used to compensate for architecture inhomogengiesh as physical qubits which
must be separated by large effective distances due to heeawastraints, but also due to
qubits missing from the lattice due to manufacturing defedssuming a homogeneous
architecture may be acceptable for small-scale systerh) brder to create a system that
will grow to solve practical, real-world problems, distuiied computation and a focus on
the necessary communications is required. Further, ougrexplicitly recognizes that
not all communications channels are identical; they varthanfidelity of created entan-
glement and physical and temporal resources required.pftiissophy borrows heavily
from established principles in classical computer architee=<. Classically, satisfying
the demands of data communication is one of the key acBvifesystem architec@
Our design process incorporates this philosophy.

No computing system can be designed without first considdtintargetworkload
andperformance goa . The level of imperfection we allow for quantum operations
depends heavily on the application workload of the compu@err goal is the detailed
design (and ultimately implementation) of a large-scalgtesy: more than ten thousand
logical qubits capable of running0!! Toffoli gates within a reasonable time (days or
at most a few months). For example, such a system could fa@@00-bit number using
Shor’s algorithn@. This choice of scale affects the amount of error in quantparations
that we can tolerate. Steane analyzes the strength of @sitience in a system in terms
of K@, the product of the number of logical qubits in an applicat{®) and the depth
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(execution time, measured in Toffoli gate times) of the agpion (K) 10 our goal is to
tune the error management system of our c%puter to achigical error per Toffoli
gate executed qgf, < 1/KQ, with KQ ~ 10 =0,

Under most realistic technological assumptions, the nessurequired to reach ade-
quateK ) values are huge. Nearly all proposed matter qubits are sit thei@rons in size,
when control hardware is included. For chip-based systansgnple counting argument
demonstrates that more qubits are required than will fit imgls die, or even a single
wafer. This argument forces the implementation to adopstiduted architecture, and so
we require that a useful technology have the ability to egitaqubits between chi

As an example architecture supporting rich communicatiwesare designing a device
based on semiconductor nanophotonics, using the spin ofipained electron in a semi-
conductor quantum dot as our qubit, with two-qubit inteicatd mediated via cavity QED.
We plan to use tQEC to manage run-time, soft faults, and tmddke architecture to be
inherently tolerant of fabricated and grown defects in ntoshponents.

Our overall architecture is guantum multicomputera distributed-memory system
with a large number of nodes that communicate through a #awiél interconnect. The
distributed nature will allow the system to scale, circumtirgg a number of issues that
would otherwise place severe constraints on the maximuenasizl speed of the system,
hence limiting problems for which the system will be suitabl

Within this idiom, many designs will be possible. The work present here represents
a solid step toward a complete design, giving a frameworknfoving from the overall
multicomputer architecture toward detailed node designcéh now begin to estimate the
actual hardware resources required, as well as establah (guch as the necessary gate
fidelity and memory lifetimes) for the development of the ariging technology.

Sectio 2 presents background on the techniques for hanafierrors in a quantum
computer that we propose to use. Secfibn 3 qualitativelggmes our hardware building
blocks: semiconductor quantum dots, nanophotonic cavétrel waveguides, and the op-
tical schemes for executing gates. Secfibn 4 presents #ajival description of the re-
sources employed in the complete system. In particulagstdbes how some quantum
dots, used for communication, are arranged for deterngrgstantum logic mediated by
coupled cavity modes, while other quantum dots are indirecupled via straight, cavity-
coupled waveguides for purification-enhanced entanglém@ation. Long columns of
these basic building blocks span the surface of a chip, amy etzps are coupled together
to create the complete multicomputer. Preliminary quatié resource counts appear in
sectiorb.

2. Multi-level Error Management

A computer system is subject to batbft faultsandhard faults in the quantum computing
literature, “fault tolerance” refers to soft faults. A sédult is an error in the operation of a
normally reliable component. Soft faults can be furtheid#d into errors on the quantum
state (managed through dynamically-executed quantunn eoroection or purification),

and the loss of qubit carrier (e.g., loss of a photon, ion erdlectron in a quantum dot,
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depending on the qubit technology). Qubit loss may be addreby using erasure codes,
or, in the case of tQEC, through special techniques for éimgj the lattice stat49. In
this section, we introduce our approach to managing thesggphauevels of errors, which
will be further developed in the following sections.

2.1. Defect Tolerance and Quantum Communication

Hard faults are either manufactured or “grown” defects {clev that stop working dur-
ing the operational lifetime of the system). With adequatadivare connectivity, flexible
software-based assignment of roles to qubits will add hauit tolerance, allowing the
system to deal with both manufactured and grown defects.

The percentage of devices that work properly is calledyibkl. In our system, most
of the components are expected to have high yields, but thetgm dots themselves will
likely have low yields, at least in initial fabrication ruasid possibly in ultimate devices.
These faults occur in part due to the difficulty of growingioally active quantum dots
in prescribed locations, but more due to the difficulty ofuaissy each dot is appropriately
charged and tuned near the optical wavelength of the sudingmanophotonic hardware,
to be further discussed in S€c.13.3.

The presence of hard faults means that the connectivityeaftlantum computer begins
in a random configuration, which we can determine by deviséng. As a result, the
architecture will have an inhomogeneous combination offitfigelity connections where
pairs of neighboring qubits are good and low-fidelity coriters between more distant
qubits. To compensate for the low-fidelity connections, wease to usentanglement
purificationto bring long-distance entangled-states up to the fidel@yesire for building
our complete tQEC lattice. This choice means that the systdimaturally use many of
the techniques developed for quantum repe@g@@, and portions of the system will
require similar computation and communication resourgssd in a continuous fashion.
Details of these procedures are presented in[Sec. 4.

2.2. Topological Fault Tolerance

On tog of purified states, we employopological error correction (tQEC),

, in particular the two-dimensional scheme introduced bydRandorf and
Harringtou@@‘fﬂ. In this scheme, the action of the quantum computer is thaeseq
tial generation and detection of a cluster state, and emwection proceeds by checking
against expected quantum correlations for that state.dabgubits are defined by deliber-
ately altering these correlations at a pair of boundariesieffectively three-dimensional
lattice of physical qubits. These boundaries may be theemities of the lattice or hoIEs
of various shapes “cut” into the lattice by choosing not ttaegle some qubits. The qubits

aThese holes are commonly called “defects” in the topoldgicanputing literature, as they are similar to de-
fects in a crystal; in this paper, we reserve the term “déffecta qubit that does not function properly, i.e. a
manufacturing defect.
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in the interior of the lattice have their state tightly caasted, whereas pairs of boundaries
are associated with a degree of freedom that is used as ticallggbit.

The simplicity of the gate sequences used to constrain thiésgn the lattice interior
and the independence of these gate sequences on the sieespétbm are directly respon-
sible for tQEC’s high threshold error rate of approximat@l8% for preparation, gate,
storage and measurement ertlga;&, the highest threshold found to date for a system
with only nearest neighbor interactions.

In 2-D, we choose to make holes that are squares of side leihdgtbgical operators
take the form of rings and chains of single-qubit operatorghkains connect pairs of
holes, rings encircle one of the holes. If we assochtewith chains andZ; with rings
(or vice versa), it can be seen that these operators willyswaersect an odd number of
times ensuring anticommutation. Braiding holes aroundsom@her can implement logical
CNOT, as shown in Figuid 1.

a.) b.) c.)

X

XL ZL

Fig. 1. Logical qubits in topologically error-correctedsggms are represented by unentangled “holes” in a high-
entangled cluster state on a lattice. The lattice itselfoissiown; the squares represent the holes. a.) A single
logical qubit is associated with two holes. Logical operstare rings and chains of single qubit operators. b.)
Moving holes around one another by changing the error cioorecircuits on the boundary of holes results in the
deformation and ultimately braiding of logical operatard.Equivalent form of the braided logical operators after
pinching together sections, and thus cancelling thes@sscto form disjoint rings and chains. The mapping of
logical operators represents logical CNOT with the lefidagqubit as control.

tQEC offers important architectural advantages over ogher-suppression schemes,
such as concatenated codes. Most importantly, unlike t@i@y concatenated codes lose
much of their effectiveness when long-distance gates aaymted by the underlying tech-
nology. In addition, the amount of error correction applietQEC can be controlled more
finely than with concatenated codes, which have a propeatyetvery time an additional
level of error correction is used, the number of physicalitgudprows by at least an order
of magnitude. tQEC'’s error-protection strength, in cositranproves incrementally with
each additional row and column added to the lattice.

Logical errors are exponentially suppressed by increasiagircumference and sepa-
ration of holes. This can be inferred directly from Figlire ithe number of physical qubit
errors required to form an unwanted logical operation grbmearly with circumference
and separation. The threshold error rateis defined to be the error rate at which increas-
ing the resources devoted to error correction neither asae nor decreases the logical
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error — the error rate at which the errors corrected are balduby the errors introduced
by the error correction circuitry. Assuming a hole circunefece and separation &, for
physical error ratep < pp, error suppression of ordé?((p/p:)*¢) will be observed.
The factora depends on the details of the error correction circuitsuAsag the error cor-
rection circuits do not copy single errors to multiple laeas, o ~ 2 as a circumference
of 4d implies that a chain of approximately errors can occur before our error correction

system will mis-correct the state and give a Iogical error.
Related tQEC schemes exist in 3-D and . The 3-D scheme makes use

of a 3-D cluster state and the measurement-based approashfmuting — all qubits are
measured in various bases, and measurement results @atesketermine both the bases
of future measurements and the final result of the computafibis approach is well-
suited to a technology with short-lived qubits (e.g., pimstavhich are easily lost) or slow
measurement. The 2-D scheme requires a 2-D square lattipebdt that are not easily
lost plus fast measurement. Given these two propertieththshold is slightly higher than
the 3-D case and certain operations, such as logical measuatecan be performed more
quickly. Barring these minor caveats, the 2-D scheme is alsition of the 3-D scheme,
in which one dimension of the 3-D lattice becomes time.

2.3. Logical Gatesin Topological Error-Corrected Systems

When making use of topological error correction, only a $mamber of single logical
qubit gates are possible — namelYy;,, Z;, and logical initialization and measurement in
these bases. Logical initialization and measurement inXipeand Z;, bases can be im-
plemented using initialization and measurement of regajrssngle qubits encompassing
the defects in theX and Z bases. The only possible multiple logical qubit gate, lagic
CNOT, can be implemented by braiding the correct type ofasfia a prescribed manner
as shown in Figurg] 1. This set of gates is not universal.

To achieve universality, rotations by/2 andr /4 around theX; andZ;, axes can be
added to the logical gate set. These gates, however, refeingse of specially-prepared
S states whereS) = |0) + €¥|1), & = 7/2, w/4. Fault-tolerant creation of thé states
involves use of the concatenated decoding circuits for thahit Steane code and 15-qubit
Reed-Muller code respectively to distill a set of low-fidiglp' states into a single higher-
fidelity one. Convergence is rapid — if the input states haegage probability of errgp,
the output states will have error probabilitiesief and35p3 respectively>=.

This implies that for most input error rates, two levels ohcatenation will be more
than sufficient. Nevertheless, this still represents alaignber of logical qubits, implying
the need foiS factories throughout the computer and the dedication oft imiithe qubits
in the computer to generate the necessasjates at a sufficient rate. This will impact the
resource counting for our target application, as we disituSectiorib.

When using arf state, the actual gate applied will be a random rotation theei+6¢
or —0. Error corrected logical measurement must be used to detenwhich gate was
applied and hence whether a correctidegate also needs to be applied2#f = /2, the
correction must be applied before further gates are appldwducing a temporal gate
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ordering. This time ordering prevents arbitrary quantunasuits involving non-Clifford
group gates being implemented in constant time.

3. Hardware Elements

In considering the harware in which to implement this amsttiire, by far the most im-
portant pending question is the choice of quantum dot typéchwvill also determine the
semiconductor substrate and operational wavelengths.

3.1. Quantum Dots

The best type of quantum dot to employ remains an open que§tiarged, self-assembled
InGaAs quantum dots in GaAs are appealing due to their higillater strength and
near-IR wavelength. These dots have been engineered wit@san the strong coupling
regime|15—zll and recent experiments have demonstrated complete sttrgfiéical control
of a single electron spin qubit trapped in thel 6. However, it is challenging to make
high-yield CQED devices from these dots due to their higlombgeneous broadening and
the challenges of site selectivity, although progressinaes in designing tunable quan-
tum dot in prescribed locatio®¥. Sufficient homogeneity for a scalable system,
however, may require a more homogeneous kind of quantunsdct, as those defined by
a single donor impurity and its associated donor-boundt@xstate. Donor-bound exci-
tons in high quality silicon and GaAs are remarkably homaegers, both in their optical
transitions and in the Larmor frequencies of the bound spriding the qubit. However,
the isolation of single donors in these systems has beefenhalg. Donor impurities in
silicon would seem almost ideal, since isotopic purificatan give long spin coherence
time$9 and extremely homogeneous optical transimbut optical control in this sys-
tem is hindered by silicon’s indirect band-gap. A II-VI semnductor such as ZnSe may
provide a nearly ideal compromise — single fluorine impesitin ZnSe have been iso-
lated, shown to have a comparable oscillator strength tatguadots, and incorporated
into microcavitie§2. Recently, sufficient homogeneity has been available tervednter-
ference from photons from independent devitedHowever, this system comes with its
own challenges, such as the less convenient blue emissizglemgth. Nitrogen-Vacancy
centers in diamorRA6566 have also attracted heavy attention recently, but the diamo
substrate remains a challenging one for implementing thepizotonic hardware that sup-
ports the quantum computer.

Regardless of the type of quantum dot, there are several oonphysical features
which are to be employed for quantum information processiig dot has a two-level
ground state, provided by the spin of trapped electrons ilolaadapplied magnetic field.
This spin provides the physical qubit. The dot also has stegtical excited states formed
from the addition of an exciton to the dot. One of these erdtates forms an optical-
system with the two ground states, allowing not only singlbitjcontrol via stimulated
Raman transitio@, but also selective optical phase shifts of dispersivel@:gt(to be
discussed in SeE._3.3) or state-selective scat@%@m. These enable several possible
means to achieve entanglement mediated by photons.
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3.2. Nanophotonics

The quantum dots will be incorporated in small cavities tharce their interaction with
weak optical fields. Cavities may be made from a variety dim@togies, including pho-
tonic crystal defects and microdisks. Here, we will focusaspended microdisk cavities.

The small microdisks are in turn coupled to larger waveguateanged as disks, rings,
or straight ridges, which carry qubit-to-qubit communiecatsignals. These waveguides
can be ridges topographically raised above the chip surfackne-defects in photonic
crystals. Our present focus is on ridge-type waveguidesegiades are well-advanced
and relatively low-loss, although it is best to make the vganges as straight as possible,
and to avoid crossing two waveguides in the floor plan. Siliabtelecom wavelengths, for
example, makes a good waveguide for our purposes, as it ssamansparent td.5 xm
light, with a loss of about 0.1dB/cm. The coherent proceagsirsingle photons in on-chip
waveguides has recently been well demonstrated for rigigedilica waveguid€<.

The “no crossing waveguides” restriction is one of the twg lssues driving device
layout. The other is the need to route signals to more thanpossible destination, for
which high-speed, low-loss optical switching is requir€mod optical switches are dif-
ficult to build: many designs have poor transmission of th&rdd signals and poor ex-
tinction of the undesired ones, and tend to be large and &howur architecture, we focus
on microdisk-type or microring-type add/drop filters. Irspanded silica systems, these
switches have been shown to have insertion losses as low@k @B for the “bus” when
the microdisk is off-resonant; optical loss from the bust@drop port can be as low as 0.3
dB when the system is reson&#it On-chip switches in semiconductor platforms do not
typically feature such nearly ideal behavior but continuérprove. For examplel0 ym
by 12 pm multi-ring add-drop switches with a loss of a few dB wereergty demonstrated
in a silicon platform&=.

We need to individually control the resonance of every @bticicrodisk in the circuit;
these microdisks provide the add/drop switches and qudsitig cavities. Ultimately, it is
the ability to rapidly move these microdisk resonators antd out of near-resonance with
the waveguided control light that provides the quantum pdtimg capability. A candi-
date method for this is to employ the optical nonlinearityhef semiconductor substrate.
A strong, below-gap laser beam focused from above onto otieeafavities will shift its
index of refraction through a combination of heating, @rdreation, and intrinsic opti-
cal nonlinearitie$Z. The laser pulses for this may be carried through free space &
micromirror array.

To complete the architecture, we will also need mode-lodksdrs for single-qubit
control, modulated CW-lasers for quantum non-demolit@ND) measurements as well
as deterministic and heralded entanglement gates, andgibdes to measure the intensity
of the control light. Lasers and photodiodes are expensiymth space and manufactur-
ing cost, so an ideal system will be carefully engineereditanrize the number required.
Mode-locked lasers with repetition frequency tuned to taenhor frequency of spin qubits
will be used for fast single-qubit rotatio®s”. These lasers may be directed by the same
micromirror used for switching. More slowly modulated diexfrequency lasers will be
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used for qubit initialization, measurement, and entanglgmoperations. These lasers may
be incorporated into the chip, or injected via a variety afing technologies. The pho-
todiodes are intended to measure intensity of pulses wathstinds to millions of photons,
rather than single-photon counting, which allows the gulsi of fast, on-chip, cavity-
enhanced photodiodes; however, off-chip detectors may dre practical depending on
the semiconductor employed.

These resources are crucial, as they are needed for evepg-sjnbit measurement
and heralded entangling operation. These operations @denihe operation of a cluster-
state-based quantum computer. However, these same tegiesare evolving rapidly for
classical optoelectronic interconnects, and are expéotedntinue to improve in coming
years.

3.3. Executing Physical Gates

Four types of physical gates are employed in this architectu

The first type of gate is arbitrary single qubit rotationsjethmay be performed effi-
ciently using picosecond pulses from a semiconductor mocked laser with pulse repeti-
tion frequency tuned to the qubit’s Larmor freque@@. A cavity is not needed for this
operation, and the pulses used are sufficiently far detuoedthe qubit and the cavity res-
onance that the cavity plays little role. The phase and asfgdach rotation is determined
via switching pulses through fixed delay routes, as destiib®ef.[67. The performance
of this gate is limited by spurious excitations created m\ftinity of the quantum dot by
the puIs@ and not by optical loss or other architectural considenatio

The next type of gate is the quantum-non-demolition QND messent of a single
qubit. This gate is critical, since the initialization aneéasurement of every qubit is very
frequent in our tQEC architecture, and the QND gate allovth.bd QND measurement
makes use of the optical microcavity containing the dot, @metrates with the cavity well
detuned from the dot’s optical transitions. In such a cométgan, an optical transition to
one qubit ground state may present a different effectivexnaf refraction for a cavity
mode than the optical transition to the other qubit groumdestThis results in a qubit-
dependent optical phase shift of a slow optical pulse calipleand out of the waveguide.
This optical pulse may then be mixed with an unshifted pulsenfthe same laser to ac-
complish a homodyne measurement of the phase shift. In orsioa of this scheme, this
phase is detected as a change in the polarization directiariioearly polarized optical
probe beam; this has been demonstrated for quantum dotsii and WithoJ& a
microcavity; larger phase shifts have also been observedurtral dots in improved pho-
tonic crystal cavitie52. Simulations indicate that pulses with a timescale of al®0tps
may be used for this g

These first two gate types are single-qubit gates. For géngentanglement between
distant qubits, two further gates are employed: a detestidninearest-neighbor gate, and
a non-deterministic gate for heralded entanglement géoar@r distant qubits.

The deterministic, nearest-neighbor gate will be medidtgd common microdisk
mode connecting the cavities joining nearby qubits. Thesplua amplitude of this cavity
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mode may be altered by the state of the qubits with whichétraxtts, which in turn changes
the phase or population of those qubits. The gate is achigyediving the coupled cavity
mode with one or more appropriately modulated optical mulsam a CW laser. The light
is allowed to leak out of the cavity and may then be discardéd.amplitude version of
such a gate was proposed in 1999 by Imamoglu @ahnd may be viewed as a pair of
stimulated Raman transitions for two qubits driven by two @akrs and their common
cavity mode. This gate is known to require higheavities. The phase version of this
gate, described in Ref, B1, is an adaptation of the “qubutsgaroposed by Spiller et al.
in 200@; more detailed design and simulation of this gate in thegmesontext is in
progreé@g.

If such deterministic gates are available, one may naguesk whether a fully two-
dimensional architecture of coupled qubits is more viabsntthe communication-based
architecture we present here. Indeed, if truly reliableitga@ED systems can be devel-
oped in the large-scale, deterministic photonic-bas tmay enable highly promis-
ing single-photon-based architectures for t@CHowever, the devices that will enable
deterministic CQED gates in solid-state systems are uglikebe fully reliable.

In particular, high-fidelity deterministic gates requirdremely low optical loss be-
tween qubits, and therefore cannot easily survive couptngtraight waveguides or to
other elements in the photonic circuit such as switches dosildi For generating entan-
glement through these elements, stochastic but heraldadgleament schemes are used,
similar to gates in linear optics except with physical quammemory. Combined with lo-
cal single-qubit rotations, QND measurements, and detéstid nearest-neighbor gates,
this heralded entanglement allows quantum teleportatitamalded entanglement is the
bottleneck resource in quantum wiring. Heralded entangtgrgates come in several fla-
vors, but fortunately each type requires the same basi¢ gndicavity resource; they vary
in the strength of the optical field used and the method ofaptletection. Which type to
employ depends on the amount of loss between the qubits totaegied.

For qubits with relatively low loss between them, such as¢hooupled to a common
waveguide without traversing to the drop port of a switchcatled “hybrid” schemes are
attractivi668, |n these schemes, the QND measurement discussed aboverisied to
two qubits, distinguishing odd-parity qubit subspacesnfreven-parity states. For some
detection schemes, such afhomodyne detection, this parity gate may be deterministic
up to single-qubit operations which depend on measurenesnitt . If such parity
gates are available, “repeat-until-success” schemesu@ntgm computation are very at-
tractive@, and have been proposed for use in multicomputer-likeidiged system@ﬁ.
However, if weak CQED nonlinearities are employed with yoasveguides, these detec-
tion schemes fa . In this casep-homodyne detection may still show strong perfor-
mance, but the parity gate is incomplete. The heralded measnt of an odd-parity state
may project qubits into an entangled state with probabilitys0%, but when this fails
no entanglement is present. As in schemes using linearsplits allows probabilistic
quantum logic. With the addition of an extra ancilla quHiistpartial parity-gate may be
combined into a probabilistic CNOT gate for entanglemenmifization.

This scheme is attractive due to its use of relatively brigker light and near ideal
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probability of successful heralding. However, it is striyngubject to loss, as has been
discussed previous@. More complex measurement schemes may improve the fidelity
of such gates at the expense of their probability of herglditsucces‘gﬁl. For very lossy
connections, the number of photons in the optical pulse trighreduced to an average
of less than one photon, in which case single-photon strwgtecheme@m would
be employed. These schemes succeed much more infreqasrthgy rely on the click of
a single photon detector projecting the combined qubitihsystem into one where no
photons were lost, a possibility whose probability decesasith loss. Here, we consider
only many-photon qubus gates using homodyne detectiorsesstied in Ref. 68; we com-
pensate for different connections with different loss sataly by changing the intensity
of the optical pulses employed, whose optimum varies wiffs.|d0’he detection scheme
remains constant across the architecture.

Although proposals for nonlocal, deterministic gatestettieir performance is always
hindered by optical loss. This is an inevitability: if pha®are mediating information
between qubits, the loss of those photons into the envirobhmevitably reveals some in-
formation about the quantum states of the qubits, causioghd®ence. A well-designed
photon-mediated architecture should use a hierarchy dabphmediation schemes to pro-
vide high-success-probability gates at low distances agtdyhloss-tolerant gates at higher
distances, and the qubus mechanisms allow some degreerafdhieal tuning without
adding extra physical resources.

In the present discussion, we discuss performance entimeigrms of optical loss.
Photons may be lost in waveguides, from cavities, from thétycavaveguide interfaces,
and from spontaneous emission. An approximation of the atnafidecoherence-causing
loss at a quantum-dot-loaded cavity and cavity/waveguiderface, when running hy-
brid CQED-based gates optimally, is the inverse of the cratjpty factor C' 68 This
factor arises from the ratio of spontaneous emission intavitycmode (assumed to be
overcoupled to the waveguide) to spontaneous emissioroth&r modes. It scales as the
quality factor of the cavity divided by its mode volume, se ttavities containing qubits
are designed small to maximize this factor. When we discus#-tp-qubit optical loss,
this loss should be considered as the linear loss in the wéegonnecting the qubits
plus about” . Cooperativity factors between self-assembled quantusiatal the whis-
pering gallery modes of suspended microdisks have beenrstmapproach 10@@,
corresponding to a cavity-induced loss limit of 0.04 dB.

4. Architecture: Layout and Operational Basics

In this section, we qualitatively describe our architeetand its operation. Many of the
design decisions described here will be justified numédyidalSectior{ 5.

4.1. Architecture Axes

The basic structural element of our system is one-dimeasiarwaveguide with a tangent
series of microdisks, each connected to one or more smalteodisks containing quan-
tum dots, as in Fid.]2. The shared bus nature of a single walegidfers the advantage
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that the qubit at one end can communicate quickly and easily thve qubit at the other
end; this long-distance interaction has the potential telerate some algorithms and aids
in defect tolerance, as we will show below. However, tharetianature makes the bus
itself a performancéottleneckin the system, as contention for access to the bus and the
measurement device forces some actions to be post%ed

This limitation on concurrent operation makes it naturattmsider using multiple
columns. Columns are connected by teleportation, aidedebbgldied entanglement and
purification. The resulting structure, developed in FiguBetd®, is a set of many columns,
defined by long, vertical waveguides, interspersed withllemaircular and oval waveg-
uides, and qubits in cavities tangential to the waveguidlke.vertical waveguides are of
two types:logic waveguides, which are used to execute operations betwdxts guithin
one column, andeleportationwaveguides, which are used to create and purify connec-
tions between columns within a single chip or between chipg small, colored circles
represent the smallest microcavities containing quardoirgubits. The different colors
represent different roles for particular qubits, which vescribe in Section 4.2. The tele-
portation columns do not use the smaller, higecircular waveguides to couple qubits
deterministically. Instead, as in Figufds 3 &hd 4, they asgef racetrack-shaped waveg-
uides that can support a larger number of qubits which arg stokchastically entangled,
called transceiver qubits. The qubits along one racetrackbe used to purify ancilla
qubits, allowing us to connect qubits in potentially distparts of the chip, or to connect
to off-chip resources.

The architecture in Fi@l5 is designed to minimize both thegtk of waveguides and the
number of switches traversed by pulses carrying quantuarrmdtion. Note that signals
introduced onto the waveguide snaking through the chip mall be perfectly switched
into the detectors, implying some accumulated noise; hewéhvis effect can be mitigated
with appropriate detector time binning and sufficientlygmicrodiskQ-factors in the
switches.

A single node has two axes of growth. The length of a logicalegaide column and
the number of columns provide the basic rectangular layahith will have some flexibil-
ity but is ultimately limited by the size of chip that can bagtically fabricated, packaged
and used. To give a concrete example, if we set the vertiealisg of the red lattice qubits
to 50 um and the column-to-column spacingli@) xm, 100 qubits in each vertical column
and 100 columns will result in the active area of the chip §&mm by 10 mm.

A third axis of growth is the number of chips that are conneéatéo the overall system
— the number of nodes in our multicomputer. In previous war&,have been concerned
with the topology and richness of the interconnection neltwmetween the nodes of a
multicomputer using CSS codes, finding that a linear netvimddequate for many pur-
pose . The extension of nodes into the serpentine teleportatmreguide in Fig. b
enables such a linear-network multicomputer, althoughatiditional necessary resources
for bridging lossier chip-to-chip connections will not bensidered here.

The structures in our architecture are large by modern Vit&idards; the principle
fabrication difficulty is accurate creation of the gap betwehe cavities and the waveg-
uides. That spacing must be 10-100nm, depending on the diskrand waveguide size
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and quality factor$S. The roughness of the cavity edge is a key fabrication cheviatic
that determines the quality of the cavity, and ultimately shiccess of our device.
Although the device architecture and quantum dot techryolg not yet fixed, we
include images of test-devices fabricated using e-bedodiaphy following the method-
ology described in Ref. 93, only to help visualize futureides. Figure§]2 arld 3 include
scanning electron microscope images of a device createdSaAs wafer containing a
layer of self-assembled InAs quantum d8& More scalable fabrication techniques than
e-beam lithography must ultimately be developed for sdttigtpromising routes include
nanoimprint lithograph¥= and deep sub-wavelength photolithogra@i@@

4.2. Qubit Roles and Basic Circuits

The different colors for the qubit quantum dots in Figlure @resent different roles within
the system. Physically, the cavities are identical, buy time coupled to different waveg-
uides, allowing them to interact directly with differentsef qubits. Within those connec-
tivity constraints, their roles are software-defined anxilflle. Finding the correct hardware
balance among the separate roles is a key engineering problee answer will depend
on many parameters of the physical system, including theek switches and couplers,
and will no doubt change with each successive technolog@atration.

The red qubits in the figures, in the column vertically plabetiveen the larger circles,
are thelattice qubits. Those that are functional are assigned an effegtivg) position in
the 2-D lattice used to implement tQEC. These are subsegubvided intocodequbits,
which are never directly measured, ayhdromejubits, which are regularly measured fol-
lowing connections to code qubits in order to maintain thpotogically protected surface
code. The ideal number and density of syndrome qubits amaaheg qubits depends on the
yield. Within a column, all functional nearest neighborrpadf qubits can be coupled in
parallel. Non-nearest-neighbor couplings can only ocequentially. For very low yields,
in which code qubits rarely have nearest-neighbor couplingly a few syndrome qubits
per column are required as the syndrome circuits must kalbgeimplemented sequentially,
implying the syndrome qubits can be reused.

The blue qubits, otransceiverqubits, are aligned with the racetracks and the long pu-
rification waveguides. These qubits are used to create Bet petween column groups
within the same device, or between devices. Because ptioficés a very resource-
intensive process, the transceiver qubits are numeritalglominant type.

The green qubits, sandwiched between the column of circldslae column of race-
tracks, arancillaqubits, used to deterministically connect stochasticakated entangled
states among (blue) transceiver qubits to (red) latticaetgLibhe green qubits also play an
auxiliary role during the purification of the blue qubits.

The circuit, or program, for executing purification on thadhubits is shown in Fig-
ure[3. The blue qubits have previously been measured antisseérnitialized to a known
state. Then, qubits in a given teleportation column of Feffliare entangled with qubits
in either the same column or the one neighbouring it to thet tiging the heralded entan-
glement generation technique discussed in[Set. 3.3. Natevtiveguide loss prevents the
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efficient entangling of qubits in widely separated teleptioh columns. In general, a laser
pulse is inserted in the teleportation waveguide at a givdimen, coupled with a qubit in
that column, coupled with a second qubit either in that calmthe one neighbouring it to
its right and then switched out of the teleportation wavdguind measured. This process
is repeated in rapid succession, building a pool of low-figeintangled pairs, creating the
|¥T) states at the left edge of Figure 3.

o
Q
g Cavity containing quantum dot
= for lattice qubit
@ /
Microdisk
— ‘ waveguide
_ & \ 4
3 @
(1]
Q
=3
& @ [
Ancilla qubit

(@) (b)

Fig. 2. (a) Layout and pulse path for executing a local, Higblity controlled-Z gate. An optical pulse couples
from the straight waveguide to the microdisk waveguide;tthe qubits of interest are introduced to the logic
gate by bringing their cavities into resonance with theagbtpulse. (b) Scanning electron micrograph of a non-
functional demonstration device, fabricated in GaAs withghown) InAs quantum dot layer. The structures are
underetched following the methods presented in Ref. 93.

Once the base-level entangled pairs are created, the tcircUfigure[3 is exe-
cuted within each column, which employs two probabilistarify gates to achieve the
controlled-NOT operations used in entanglement purificatPurification proceeds until
entangled state fidelities are considered sufficient forpugation. At that time the puri-
fied entanglement between blue transceiver qubits is usedke an appropriate entangled
(green) ancilla which are connected to the target lattidstgu

Finally, the high-fidelity Bell pairs are used to create tQ&C lattice, using the clus-
tering circuit shown in Fid.14.

4.3. Lattice

The most important issue in the generation of a cluster Btater geometry is the physical
asymmetry between connections within a column, those wittlerocolumns, and those
between dies. The hierarchy of connection distances inysties will be characterized in
terms of the number of laser pulses and measurements réqaiaehieve entanglement of
a particular fidelity.

Entangling two qubits connected to the same circular wadegs straightforward; we
can refer to these as “cavity connected” or “C-connectedtd®acks are a longer, and
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To another column, chip, Switch —"O’\.
or racetrack Transceiver qubit o Logic
° - )
Ancilla qubit & ) waveguide
Lattice qubit

apinbanem
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Racetrack Purification
Waveguide Waveguide

(@) (b) (©

Fig. 3. (a) Partial circuit for executing purification on tpdistance Bell pairs. The diamonds represent a proba-
bilistic parity gate which projects two qubits into an odakipy subspace with probability of approximately 50%.
These gates are achieved via pulses routed through theagicetaveguides via the ring-waveguide labelled
“switch”. All measurements are in th& basis. (b) The basic layout unit is a column of racetrack aralilar
waveguides sandwiched between the straight purificatidragic waveguides. (c) Zoom-out of the same device
shown in Fig[2(b).

slightly lower-fidelity, form of cavity; we refer to two arlae or two transceiver qubits on
the same racetrack as “R-connected”, or racetrack-coed€bivo lattice qubits connected
through an R-connected Bell pair are said to be indirecthyneated, or “I-connected”.

Within a logic column, many deterministic gates on C-coneeaubits can be per-
formed without purification, and a high level of parallelismay be employed. The pulses
that execute deterministic gates on the logic waveguideleointo the cavities only
weakly, and do not need to be measured after the gate, makpogsible that the same
strong pulse could be used to execute several gates conttyrfewe label the qubits with
the patternABABA..., we may be able to couple all of th&B pairs in one entangling
time slot, then couple all of thB A pairs in the second time slot.

The fidelity of W connections is dominated by the efficiencgadipling pulses into and
out of cavities, as the loss in the waveguide will be neglgitwhen connecting two lattice
qubits in columns separated by a purification waveguide agaire moderate amounts of
purification. The purification ancillae are themselves Wirgected; the post-purification
lattice connection we refer to a$}; -connected”.

Finally, qubits that do not share the same purification waidgymust be connected
using a pulse that transits one or more switches. We refdreset physical connections
as X or X, ; connections, whereis the number of switches arjdis the number of /O
ports that must be transited. Lattice qubits connected pétefication we refer to a®x -
connected.

The Py-connections andx -connections will be most strongly subject to bottlenecks
from the limited number of laser pulses and detection evientgir architecture, and are
therefore the focus of our numeric studies in the next sectio
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Fig. 4. (a) Partial circuit and (b) qubit/cavity layout andlge path for executing long-distance clustering op-
erations. This circuit and a matching one elsewhere in tetesy execute the logical controlled-Z gate between
two lattice (red) qubits in a teleported fashion (which wé wdegate) by using a high-fidelity Bell pair built on
transceiver (blue) qubits. The four qubits used in thisuifrare highlighted in the layout. The second transceiver
qubit and the ancilla (green) are used as ancillae in thisiitirThe diamonds represent probabilistie & 50%)
parity gates on the racetrack-shaped waveguide, betw#ear &ie two transceiver qubits or the transceiver and
the ancilla. The gate in the dashed-line box in (a) is exechteenabling the two qubits in the box in (b). All
measurements are in té basis. The physical CZ gate in the top row is performed usiegircuit of FiguréR.

5. Resource Estimates

Given a set of technological constraints (pulse rate, eats, qubit size, maximum die
size), a complete architecture will balance a set of trddeoffind a sweet spot that effi-
ciently meets the system requirements (application perdoice, success probability, cost).
Minimizing lattice refresh time is the key to both applicatilevel performance and fault
tolerance, but demands increased parallelism (hence gosr system, this favors a very
wide, shallow lattice, which is more difficult to use effey at the application level. In-
creasing the number of application qubits increases thallphsm of many applications
(including the modular exponentiation that is the botttdair Shor’s algorithm), but if
the space dedicated to the singular factory does not ineqgaportionally, performance
will not improve.

We begin by describing the communication costs and the itrgfdoss on the lattice
refresh cycle time in a generic 2-D multicomputer layoudnirwhich we can calculate the
effective logical clock cycle time for executing gates oplagation qubits. With these con-
cepts in hand, we then propose an architecture, and caldtdgirospective performance.
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Fig. 5. The nanophotonic quantum multicomputer architect$mall microdisks containing lattice, ancilla,
and transceiver qubits are color-coded while waveguidesnaicrodisk-based add-drop switches are indicated
by black lines. This schematic indicates the critical elete@f the nanophotonic chip-layout described in the
text, but the structures shown are not to-scale. In paatictihe modulated CW lasers and detectors shown are
the largest elements and are likely to be off-chip. The pigueses indicate the location of beam-splitters defined
by evanescently coupled ridge-waveguides, which splihglsilaser pulse (indicated by a blue line) into probe
(red line) and local oscillator (LO, green line) optical ges. These pulses travel two paths; one is buffered by
a serpentine waveguide which delays the probe by severestitre pulse width of approximately 100 ps. (The
pulse colors are schematic only; these pulses are to be fimmatic.) The probe is switched to follow the LO
along the same route through the teleportation waveguitiiseacore chip, which depend on the qubits to be
coupled. Single passes from top-to-bottom, such as thetaversby the red and green lines, enable the similar
“W connections” and “Pw connections” between qubits as show the right. A U-shaped path (not-shown)
would enable the longer-distance “X” and “Px” connectiohasers directly coupled into waveguides enable
C connections and mediate logic within the circular mics&diconnecting lattice qubits to ancilla qubits. The
rectangular region in the center is repeated many timexalytand horizontally.

Homodyne Detection

5.1. Communications and Lattice Refresh

Figure[® shows the residual infidelity and the cost in telegimm waveguide pulses
as a function of the loss in the probe beam from qubit to quivd@ugh the waveguides.
Purification is performed using only Bell pairs of symmefiitelities, and is run until final
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Fig. 6. For qubus connections, impact of signal loss on tta fiidelity achievable using symmetric purification.
Error bars represent the RMS of the number of pulses, whicloge to the average number; the distribution is
strongly Poisson-like.

fidelity saturates or until fidelity is better than 99.5%. Twe curves represent two values
of round-trip loss in the racetrack waveguides used forllpagty gates; with local loss of
0.2%, we cannot achieve a final fidelity above the threshald@&C. Thus, we establish
an engineering goal of 0.02% loss or better.

The values in Fid.J6 are calculated by generating a Markobaidity matrix for the
protocol of symmetric purificati(gm, where each matrix transition requires the gener-
ation and detection of an optical pulse in the teleportatiaveguide. Probabilities and
fidelities for each step are found using the formalism prieskim Ref[68. Many of these
transitions are deterministic, but some are not due to tblegiility of parity gates failing
or the purification protocol failing. Exponentiation of shinatrix allows the direct calcu-
lation of the probability of completing the protocol in a givhumber of steps, allowing
calculation of the probability density function for comgibe of purification vs. number
of optical pulses. These probability distributions aremsgly Poissonian. They are used to
calculate the average and root-mean-square number ofspltstted in Fig[B.

This Markov analysis is useful for estimating performarag, overestimates the re-
quired spatial and temporal resources considerably. Tielptsymmetric purification
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routine assumed here makes less than ideal use of qubit rypafiernative resource man-
agement strategies can lead to order-of-magnitude imprewés in speed without a com-
parable increase in size, as considered, for example, ifdRefAlso, the calculation we
have performed assumes that when parity gates fail in tleaitshown in Fig[B(a), the
entire procedure fails and entangled pairs must be regedeaad repurified. In fact, if one
parity gate succeeds and the other fails, then one Bell pagepves some of its entangle
ment and may be kept, possibly with a Pauli correction, fbiseguent purification rounds.
Optimizing the purification procedure to account for suckgioilities is difficult to do an-
alytically; Monte Carlo simulations such as those in Ref.n38y estimate the worth of
these strategies, but we leave such simulations for futoré&.w

With the proper layout, we can connect multiple chips intwa-tlimensional structure.
With V' rows of H chips each, and a chip that consistgbtolumns each containing
rows of lattice qubits, we have a physical structure capabBipporting anHC x VR
lattice. In such a multicomputer, entangling pulses maydstided for another qubit in the
same column in the same chip, another qubit in the same cdbuitnthe chip below, or in
the neighboring column to the left or right. With multiplegsible destinations, switching
is naturally required; we can arrange the switching so tledtical connections ar&’; ;
connections and horizontal ones a¥g; connections. Assessing the scalability of such
a system and establishing guidelines for configuring theesyslepend on understanding
these connections.

Tablel lists the costs for the lattice building operationsoch a switched multicom-
puter architecture. We compare two logical lattices, aatineappedHd C' x V R logical
lattice and a sub-lattice-organizéfiC's x V R/s logical lattice in which each physical
columnis used as a small/s x s Iatticeﬂ. The physical yield affects the probability that
two neighboring lattice qubits and their shared ancillaggred, and hence the probability
that aC' connection can be used. Additionally, for low yields< 0.8), we assign only a
few qubits per column as tQEC syndrome qubits, forcing #ilda cycle operations to use
Py/-connected gates.

Table 1. Number and types of connections per physical wastedor lattice-building for anid x V'
multicomputer withC' x R lattice qubits per node anfl C total laser input ports and lattice sub-factor
Expressions assunfe mod s = 0. Ry = Rye = Ryp(1 — (1 — yp)?), the functional number of qubits

in a column.
Connection type 100% yield physical yieldy;,
C 2V(R — s) ne = 2V(Ry — s)yZ (fory, > 0.8) or 0
(yp < 0.8)
Py V(2R — R/s) ny :V(QRf—Rf/S)+2V(Rf—S)—TLC
V neighbor Px (X1,1)) 2s(V —1) nxi =2s(V —1)
H neighbor Px (X2,1)) VR/s nxs =VRy/s

We observe several qualitative facts about this architectu

bThe table assumes th& mod s = 0. Although that is not a requirement, the expressions are romplex
for R mod s # 0; without careful structuring, potentially as many as hdlfree Py, connections may become
PX for X171.
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e The lattice cycle time is constant &6 increases, but the number of lasers and
measurement devices must increase proportionally.

e To first order, the lattice cycle time scales linearly with?, but second-order
effects will likely make it worse than linear.

e The number ofX, ; connections favors a sub-lattice with a largéut the mini-
mum size of the logical lattice limits; we requireldd < VR/s.

e Increasing lattice cycle time hurts fidelity due to memorgrmelation.

e Increasing lattice cycle time hurts application perforggn

The total lattice refresh cycle time i&,: = tpuisePiat, Wherepy,, is the number of
pulse time steps in the complete cycle. The final, logicatklate for application gates
depends on both the refresh cycle and the temporal exten¢ dédittice holes as they move
through the system to execute logical gates. We can visudiz movement of the holes
through the temporal dimension as “pipes” routed in a pse#ospace. To maintain the
same4d perimeter and spacing about the hole as it extends into thpdeal dimension,
each hole movement will also have to extend Jdrlattice refresh cycles. We have used
d = 14 as the length of one side of each square hole. The temporaingpmust be
4d = 56, implying that the fastest rate at which hole braiding cacunés 54 = 70 lattice
refresh cycles.

In our architecture, the logical clock ratefd?). The number of refresh cycles per
logical gate is©(d). The refresh time itself i2(R) = Q(d); because we must choose
R x d, the number of pulses grows at least linearlylifAs the columns lengthen, fidelity
falls and the number of pulses per cycle grows, creating diy®$eedback ind and cycle
time.

5.2. Proposed Architecture and Performance

Table[2 summarizes our initial strawman architecture,ategiin Fig[®. To factor an-bit
number using Shor’s algorithm, we would like to hase logical qubits. Having estab-
lished a goal of factoring a 2,048-bit number, we need 12|@gi@al qubits.

Ultimately, the execution of application algorithms in tQEequires, as at the physical
level, two components: communication and computationi¢calgommunication consists
of routing the pipes through the pseudo-3-D lattice. Thdapespcan route through the
space with only a fixed temporal extent, allowing the eqemabf “long distance” gates in
the circuit model. They do, however, consume space in thiedatreating a direct tradeoff
between the physical size of the system and the time consukdelitionally, the shape of
the logical lattice determines how efficiently logical gisbian be placed and routed. We
assign 25% of the logical qubit space for wiring and hole nno@et space.

Computation, for many algorithms, will be dominated by ®diffjates; as some of the
operations are probabilistic, an average of over§esnd T states are required for each.
Shor’s algorithm requires sordén? Toffoli gates:5n? adder call302 (after optimizations
to modulo arithmetic and one level of indirection in the minetic , each requiring
10n Toffoli gates@. The total of40n3 = 3.2 x 10'! Toffoli gates require over0'? S
states. Again, a direct tradeoff can be made between spddaaa) as thes states can be
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Table 2. Summary of our proposed serpentine, add-drop ditéritecture. M= 220 ~ 106,

System Hardware

Chip lattice,C x R 128 x 770

Multicomputer setupH x V' 65536 x 1

Physical lattice size (in qubits) 8Mx 770 = 6.46 x 10

Laser ports 4M

Measurement devices 16M
Purification/entanglement pulse rate 10 GHz

Switch type add-drop filter

Required physical yield yp = 40%

Effective yield for lattice qubits ye = yp(1 — (1 —yp)?) = 25.6%
Functional column height Ry = Rye = 196

Required local optical loss 0.02%

Required adjusted gate error rate Perr < Pehresh/4 ~ 0.2%
Required memory coherence time tmem > 1000t;,; = 49 msec
Communication Costs

W, Py, connection 0.1dB,pw = 111 pulses
Xo,0, Px conn. (neighboring column) 0.4dB,px = 1068 pulses
Lattice Operations

Sub-lattice factos 1

Logical lattice 8M x196

Pulses per lattice cycle (avg.) Plat ~ nwpw + nxopx = 4.9 x 10°
Lattice cycle time tiat = Plattpulse = 49 psec
Logical Qubit Operations

Hole separation constant d=14

Lattice area per qubit (at rest, loosely packgd)L4d x 9d = 196 x 126 = 24696
Lattice area per qubit (at rest, tightly packefl) 10d x 5d = 140 x 70 = 9800

Hole movement time tmove = Hdt;qr = 3.41 msec
Hole braiding time thraid = ddtjqr = 3.41 msec
Toffoli gate construction Nielsen & Chuan@, p. 182
Finished|S) states per Toffoli gate (avg.) 115

Total braidings of.S) states per Toffoli 1795

Toffoli gate timet,,, ¢ ~ 14tprqiq = 48 msec
Application Operations

Maximum capacity, in logical qubits 119836

Number of application logical qubits 6n = 12288

|S) factory space 77589

“wiring” space 25% = 29959

Shor

Length of number to be factored n = 2048

Adder Carry-lookahead

Adder time taqq = 4logy nty,p = 2.1 seconds
Modulo & indirect arithmetic w = 2,p = 11, ~ 5x faster than basic VB@JE
Number of adder calls Ngqq = 4n? = 1.68 x 107
Number of adders executed in parallel 1

Number of Toffoli gates niop = 40n® = 3.2 x 1011
Time to execute algorithm only 3.5 x 107 seconds (409 days)
Time to create singular states 2.7 x 107 seconds (314 days)
Final execution time 409 days

built in parallel. For our system and this size of problenugio balance is achieved with
about 65% of the logical qubits dedicated to tK& factory.
The multicomputer organization is wide and shallow, to miizie refresh cycle time.
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Fig. 7. Factoring time for 2,048-bit number using Shor'stdaing algorithm. a) Our baseline proposal, with
40% vyield, 0.1dB W connections and 0.4dB X connections, canintproved by increasing the size and
application-level parallelism of the system. Improvinglgi above 40% reduces necessary resources only mod-
erately, but raising the fidelity of the base-level entadgbairs has a major impact on both system size and
performance. b) Achieving low-loss connections is crittogperformance.

Once we have decided to limif to 1, the detailed chip layout simplifies, allowing the
serpentine waveguide shown in Higj. 5. In this architecdtepnnections are high fidelity,
there are nd/ neighbors § ; connections), and connections to neighboring columns
need not leave the chip except at chip boundaries.nbhefrom Table[1 is stillV R /s,
but physical connections af€ connections with a loss of only about 0.4dB. The vertical
height of a single chip will only accommodate enough casite a direct-mapped lattice,
s=1.

FigurdTa shows the execution time for our proposed syste2048-bit number should
be factorable in just over 400 days, if the technologicarabteristics in Tablgl2 can be
met. The system is large, requiring more than six billiotidatqubits and several times that
total number when ancillae and transceivers are includéthéapplication level, much
more parallelism is available if a larger system is built.y&tem one hundred times larger
would factor the number in about five days.

Figure[Tb shows execution time as a function of the loss intwarkey connection
types, the intra-column W connections and the inter-colutroonnections. Minimizing
the additional loss incurred in inter-column travel helptdrexecution time within reason-
able bounds.

Reaching toward the desirable lower left corner of Eig. Zaites improving the base-
level entanglement fidelity or reducing the number of pulsssd to purify Bell pairs.
Our system is fairly robust to yield. Below 40% it is diffictidt build a system capable of
running tQEC, but above that level, increasing yield hag anhor effects on temporal and
spatial resources. This gives a clear message: pursudyfidet quality of components at
the expense of yield.
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6. Discussion

Our design focuses on the communications within a quantumpaier, building on a natu-
ral hierarchy of connectivity ranging from direct couplioigneighbors on one physical axis
of our chip through medium-fidelity, waveguide-based pecatfion coupling on the other
axis, to distant, switched connections requiring sub&thptrrification. Thus, while we re-
fer to our design as a quantum multicomputer with each nodsisting of a single chip,
it is more accurate to regard the connections between gabitscurring on a set of levels
rather than a simple internal/external distinction. Feathdn quantum dots connected via
cavity QED and nanophotonic waveguides and using topadbgicor correction, this pro-
posal represents progress toward a practical quantum demgoehitecture. The physical
technologies are maturing rapidly, and tQEC offers bothrajgenal flexibility and a high
threshold on realistic architectures such as ours.

While the overall architecture (multicomputer) and thetegsbuilding blocks (tQEC,
purification circuits, etc.) have been established, muctkwamains to be done. The most
important pending decision is the actual choice of semiaotat and quantum dot type.
The cavity@ and memory lifetime, which dramatically affect our abilitybuild and main-
tain the lattice cluster state, will be critical factorsmstdecision. The yield of functional
qubits will ultimately drive the types of experiments thes &easible.

With the decision of semiconductor and the key technicahmpaters in hand, it will
become possible to more quantitatively analyze the midtégsign choices of node size,
layout tradeoffs, and the numbers of required lasers antbdlaales. The control system
for managing the qubits and cavity coupling will be a larggiaaering effort involving
optics, electronic circuits, and possibly micromecharetements. Finally, application al-
gorithms need to be implemented and optimized and run-tystems deployed, which
will require the creation of large software tool suites.

One of our goals in this work is to establish target valuesfqgrerimental parameters
that must be achieved for such a large system to work. Forhiedesign and system
configuration we present here, we estimate that the yieldrdtfonal quantum dots must
be at leasti0%, the local optical loss must be better th&62%, the adjusted gate error
rate better thaf.2%, and the memory coherence time absutnilliseconds or more. The
exact values of these goals depend on the architecturensystale, and application; the
entire system is summarized in Table 2.

As afinal comment, the physical resources demanded by tfigecture are daunting.
Other architectures for quantum computers are comparalgitchg. The current work is
intended in large part to reveal the scope of the problemh VWalistic resources such as
lossy waveguides, finite-yield qubits, and finite chip-sizéne added overhead for error
correction makes quantum computers very expensive by mistendards. We must rely
on engineering advancements to improve nanophotonic aamttgpn dot devices as well as
VLSI-like manufacturing capabilities to realize a quantaomputer with a realistic cost.
Indeed, our current understanding of how to make very latgetum computers is of-
ten likened to classical computers before VLSI techniqueewleveloped. The successful
technologies enabling practical approaches to buildirgglaomputers are likely yet to be
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discovered, but architectures such as the one we have pedsamd the defect-tolerant,
communication-oriented design principles we have useéxpected to provide the guid-
ing context for these new technologies.
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