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All-microwave control of fixed-frequency superconducting quantum systems offers the potential to reduce
control circuit complexity and increase system coherence. Nevertheless, due to the limited control flexibility
in qubit parameters, one has to address several issues, such as quantum crosstalk and frequency crowding,
for scaling up qubit architecture with non-tunable elements. This study proposes a microwave-activated two-
qubit gate scheme for two fixed-frequency transmon qubits coupled via a fixed-frequency transmon coupler.
The protocol relies on applying a microwave pulse exclusively to the coupler, enabling the implementation
of a controlled-Z (CZ) gate. We show that the gate fidelity exceeding 0.999 can be achieved within 150 ns,
excluding decoherence effects. Moreover, we also show that leakage from the computational subspace to non-
computational states can also be effectively suppressed.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum information science, which integrates quantum
mechanics with information science, has entered a new stage,
particularly with the advent of experimental advancements
that have brought us into the noisy intermediate-scale quan-
tum (NISQ) era [1–5]. The overarching aim is to create a
programmable quantum computer capable of solving complex
problems beyond classical computers’ capabilities. Based on
a wide variety of physical systems, significant efforts are be-
ing made to discover potential applications for quantum com-
puting. Superconducting circuits are particularly promising
for constructing quantum computers among the various plat-
forms due to their advantages, such as ease of control and
integration and expansion, especially within the NISQ era.
However, realizing practical quantum advantage with NISQ
devices is critically dependent on the precision of quantum
operations, with two-qubit operations being the main limiting
factor, a challenge that typically escalates as more qubits and
control lines are incorporated.

Over the past decades, numerous protocols have been pro-
posed and experimentally demonstrated for implementing
two-qubit gates in coupled superconducting qubit systems.
One approach involves dynamically tuning components of
the superconducting circuit, such as the qubit frequency [6–
10], as well as the coupling strength [11–18] between them.
While the approach with dynamic-frequency tuning can en-
able fast-speed gates, it may also introduce noise and crosstalk
channels, leading to decoherence and reduced gate fidelity.
Alternatively, microwave pulses can be used to implement
universal control of qubits including both single- and two-
qubit gates [19–30]. This method typically targets a fixed-
frequency, fixed-coupling superconducting qubit architecture.
Unlike frequency-tunable gate schemes, microwave-activated
gates for fixed-frequency qubits offer longer coherence times
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and simpler control circuit requirements. Due to these advan-
tages, fixed-frequency transmons [31] have become a leading
choice for building quantum computers.

Despite the advantages mentioned above, fixed-coupling,
there are also many challenges for scaling up this qubit archi-
tecture with non-tunable elements, perhaps the greatest one
is the quantum crosstalk, i.e., static ZZ coupling [6, 14, 32],
due to the fixed qubit couplings. This coupling can degrade
the performance of quantum gates and induce crosstalk be-
tween qubits, thereby complicating error correction and quan-
tum operations. Although idling errors and quantum crosstalk
due to the always-on ZZ coupling can be effectively mitigated
through various circuit designs [33–36], the implementation
of these schemes involves significant complexity and chal-
lenges. Meanwhile, in this qubit architecture with non-tunable
components, two-qubit gate operations are generally based on
employing microwave drives applied to the qubits [22, 28–
30, 37]. However, in a large qubit lattice, the qubit drive may
impact or be constrained by neighboring qubits, thus compli-
cating the qubit control in the architecture and potentially lim-
iting its scalability. The above two issues can be largely ad-
dressed by (1) using a multi-path coupler for suppressing the
ZZ crosstalk [35, 36] and (2) employing gate schemes with
the drive solely applied to the coupler. This strategy offers the
advantage of better scalability for achieving high-fidelity quit
control in large-scale qubit systems. A direct implementation,
which combines the multi-path coupler for ZZ-suppression
and two-qubit CZ gates with a microwave-driven coupler has
been demonstrated in Ref. [38]. However, (1) the suppression
of ZZ interactions in the gate architecture with a multi-path
coupler highly hinges on the precision in setting the qubit and
coupling parameters, i.e., operating in the straddling regime
[35, 36]; (2) the longer gate time and the need for strong drive
strength in Ref. [38] are not ideal for achieving high-fidelity
gates. These two figures make it challenging to maintain high-
performance qubit control in large systems.

In this work, we propose a gate architecture where fixed-
frequency transmon qubits are coupled via a non-tunable
transmon coupler, and a CZ gate is realized by solely apply-
ing a microwave drive to the coupler. Moreover, to achieve ZZ
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suppression, here we consider the ABC-type frequency archi-
tecture [39], which incorporates three distinct frequencies for
the qubits and the coupler, with the coupler’s frequency sit-
uated between the frequencies of the two qubits. Compared
to the gate architecture proposed in [38], our approach can
achieve a two-qubit CZ gate fidelity of up to 0.999 within 150
ns using a drive pulse with moderate amplitude. Given the
ABC-type architecture, the static ZZ coupling can be signif-
icantly suppressed. Moreover, optimizing the control pulse
parameters can further reduce the gate time. Our gate scheme
requires only a few megahertz of driving strength, which is far
smaller than that used in Ref. [38], making it more achievable
in practice and avoiding possible gate error sources, such as
microwave crosstalk and chip heating, due to large-amplitude
microwave drives. Importantly, the microwave manipulation
of a fixed-frequency coupler significantly reduces the influ-
ence on or from neighboring qubits. Thus, this approach sim-
plifies control in multi-qubit systems, enhances coherence,
and facilitates the extension of two-qubit gates to larger quan-
tum qubit systems.

The remainder of the paper is structured as follows: Sec-
tion II introduces the superconducting circuit model, explores
the ZZ coupling mechanism, and provides an overview of the
methodology for the microwave-driven CZ gate scheme. Sec-
tion III delves into the system dynamics under varying mi-
crowave pulse parameters during CZ gate operation. Section
IV extends the proposed gate scheme to different system pa-
rameters and presents numerical simulations of the system’s
dynamics. Finally, the conclusions are summarized in Sec-
tion V. Appendix A presents the analytical derivation of the
effective ZZ coupling strength using perturbation theory.

II. PHYSICAL MODEL

A. ZZ coupling

The superconducting circuit system comprises two trans-
mon qubits Q1(2), capacitively coupled to a transmon cou-
pler Qc, as schematically depicted by the black-dotted box in
Fig. 1(a). The transmon frequencies and qubit-coupler cou-
pling strengths are fixed, with the qubits and coupler occupy-
ing three distinct frequency regimes. The coupler’s frequency
is placed between those of the two qubits. Under the rotating-
wave approximation, the Hamiltonian of the qubit-coupler
system is given by the following expression (with ℏ = 1),

Hs =
∑
l

(
ωla

†
l al +

1

2
αla

†
l a

†
l alal

)
+
∑
l ̸=c

glc(a
†
l ac + ala

†
c),

(1)
where ωl and αl (l = 1, 2, c) represent the frequency and an-
harmonicity of each transmon, a†l and al are the creation and
annihilation operators, and glc denotes the coupling strength
between the transmon qubit Ql and the coupler Qc. To ac-
count for the influence of higher energy levels, we consider
up to the third excited state of each transmon [40, 41]. Fig-
ure 1(b) shows the transition frequencies between computa-
tional basis states and the related system energy levels.
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FIG. 1. (a) The layout of a two-dimensional coupling lattice, where
light-orange crosses represent transmon qubits and light-blue squares
denote transmon couplers. All qubits and couplers are capacitively
coupled, as the grey lines indicate. The black dotted box highlights
a pair of transmon qubits (Q1,2) capacitively coupled to a common
coupler qubit Qc, driven by an external microwave pulse. (b) The
system-level diagram within the black dotted box depicts the relevant
qubit-coupler-qubit states and the transition frequencies between the
four computational basis states and associated non-computational
states. Here, ωc,00 denotes the frequency difference between the
states |000⟩ and |010⟩, where the subscript c indicates that the cou-
pler is in the |1⟩ state and 00 signifies that the qubits are in the |00⟩
state. The term χmn (m,n ∈ 0, 1) represents the difference between
the frequencies ωc,mn and ωc,00.

To implement high-performance qubit control, one must
address the primary parasitic interaction of ZZ coupling,
which primarily results from interactions between the higher
energy levels of qubits [6, 42], in qubit architecture with non-
tunable elements, such as the one studied in the present work.
This issue is particularly significant in qubits with weak an-
harmonicity, such as transmon qubits [31], where non-zero
ZZ coupling is intrinsically present due to the qubits’ energy
level structure. The effect of static ZZ coupling extends be-
yond merely inducing the phase errors; when implementing
gate operations, including both single- and two-qubit gates,
the ZZ coupling can cause quantum crosstalk from neighbor-
ing spectator qubits, thus affecting gate fidelity in multi-qubit
systems [14, 25, 43, 44]. Therefore, mitigating the unwanted
ZZ interaction is essential for enhancing gate fidelity in qubit
architecture with fixed-frequency elements. Within the com-
putational subspace, this interaction is characterized as ZZ
coupling, with Z representing the Pauli operator σz , and is
inherently present between any pair of qubits in the circuit,
referred to as static ZZ interaction. The ZZ coupling strength
ζ is given by,

ζ = E|1̃01⟩ − E|0̃01⟩ − E|1̃00⟩ + E|0̃00⟩, (2)

where |m̃0n⟩ (m,n ∈ 0, 1) denotes the eigenstate of the sys-
tem Hamiltonian Hs that has the greatest overlap with the bare
state |m0n⟩, and E|ĩ0j⟩ represents the corresponding eigenen-
ergy. As illustrated in Fig. 1(b), the energy levels of the
system are represented by the three-component ket vectors
|Q1QcQ2⟩, corresponding to Q1, the coupler, and Q2, respec-
tively. For simplicity, when focusing on the subspace defined
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FIG. 2. (a) The ZZ interaction strength as a function of qubit
frequencies ω1 and ω2, with a qubit-coupler coupling strength of
g1(2)c/2π = 80 MHz and a coupler frequency of ωc/2π = 5.5
GHz. The square marker highlights the qubit parameters used in the
present work, i.e., ω1/2π = 6.5 GHz and ω2/2π = 4.5 GHz, giving
rise to ZZ coupling interaction of 12.57 kHz. (b) The ZZ coupling
strength vs qubit frequency ω2 with fixed qubit frequency ω1/2π =
6.45 GHz, corresponding to the red cut line in (a). The blue cut curve
and green star point indicate the zero value of ZZ coupling strength.

by the transmon qubits, we use the notation |Q1Q2⟩.
Before discussing our proposed microwave-activated gate

scheme, we first analyze the dependence of ZZ interaction on
the qubit frequencies in our proposed architecture. By main-
taining a fixed coupler frequency of ωc/2π = 5.5 GHz and
qubit-coupler interaction strength of g1(2)c/2π = 80 MHz, we
present the numerical results in Fig. 2(a). The ZZ coupling be-
tween qubits can be substantially reduced in the current qubit
and coupler energy level configuration (ω1 > ωc > ω2 or
ω1 < ωc < ω2), where ZZ coupling can be decreased to be-
low 1 kHz, as highlighted by the dark-blue region in Fig. 2(a).
Figure 2(b) illustrates the variation in ZZ coupling as the fre-
quency of Q2 is adjusted while keeping the frequency of Q1

fixed. The static ZZ coupling strength can be reduced to zero,
as indicated by the green star point.

This suppression occurs because ZZ coupling primarily
arises from interactions between the computational state |101⟩
and the non-computational states |200⟩, |020⟩, |002⟩. Ac-
cording to fourth-order perturbation theory, the ZZ coupling
strength ζ is proportional to J2 [36] (see Appendix A for fur-
ther details), where J = g1cg2c/2(1/∆1 + 1/∆2) [45], and
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FIG. 3. Energy difference χmn = ωc,mn − ωc,00 (m,n ∈ {0, 1})
between the computational basis states and their related transition
states in Fig. 1(b). Here, consider the qubit-coupler couplings g1c
and g2c are the same and both equal to g, and the other applied system
parameters are presented in Table I.

∆1(2) = ω1(2) − ωc denotes the detuning between Q1(2) and
the coupler. Consequently, in the current qubit-coupler en-
ergy level configuration, if the detunings ∆1 and ∆2 of the
qubits are of opposite signs, the resulting qubit-qubit coupling
is effectively nullified, thus minimizing the ZZ coupling. The
magenta square in Fig. 2(a) indicates a ZZ coupling strength
of ζ/2π = 12.57 kHz, corresponding to the selected qubit
frequencies ω1/2π = 6.5 GHz and ω2/2π = 4.5 GHz (also
summarized in Table I). This scenario will be explored fur-
ther in the context of implementing a two-qubit CZ gate in the
subsequent sections.

TABLE I. System parameters for the two-qubit CZ gate.

Bare frequency (GHz) Anharmonicity (MHz) Coupling (MHz)
Q1 ω1/2π = 6.5 α1/2π = −300

g1c/2π = 80
Qc ωc/2π = 5.5 αc/2π = −300

g2c/2π = 80
Q2 ω2/2π = 4.5 α2/2π = −300

B. CZ gate scheme

To implement a microwave-activated two-qubit CZ gate,
an external microwave pulse is applied to the coupler, as de-
scribed by the drive Hamiltonian:

Hd =
Ωd(t)

2

[
e−i(ωdt+ϕ0)a†c + ei(ωdt+ϕ0)ac

]
, (3)

where Ωd(t) denotes the time-dependent pulse envelope, ωd

represents the drive frequency, and the initial phase ϕ0 is set
to zero for simplicity. By applying a drive pulse to the cou-
pler and choosing an appropriate drive frequency, an effec-
tive interaction between the wanted quantum states can be
obtained. The computational states are shown in orange in
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Fig. 1(b), with the coupler remaining in the ground state de-
picted in blue. Additionally, we consider the full Hamilto-
nian Hfull = Hs +Hd in the laboratory frame, accounting for
the rotation at drive frequency ωd and extending beyond the
rotating-wave approximation (RWA), resulting in:

Hfull =
∑
l

[
(ωl − ωd)a

†
l al +

1

2
αla

†
l a

†
l alal

]

+

∑
l ̸=c

glc(a
†
l ac + a†cal) +

Ωd(t)

2
(a†c + ac)

 .

(4)

Due to the dispersive coupling between the qubits and the
coupler, the coupler frequencies vary depending on the two-
qubit state. To be more specific, when the qubit is in the
|m0n⟩ (m,n ∈ {0, 1}) state, the transition from state |m0n⟩
to |m1n⟩ is ωc,mn. When considering the drive pulse is ap-
plied between the state |000⟩ and |010⟩, the transition fre-
quency is denoted as ωc,00. Here, we define χmn represents
the transition frequency difference relative to ωc,00. Using the
system parameters listed in Table I, we have numerically plot-
ted the variation in the frequency difference as a function of
the qubit-coupler coupling strength, as illustrated in Fig. 3.
The data indicate that χmn increases with a stronger qubit-
coupler coupling strength, with χ10 and χ01 showing nearly
identical changes. In principle, one can select one of the four
transitions, i.e., |m0n⟩ ↔ |m1n⟩, to realize a CZ gate opera-
tion that ensures that the computational quantum states return
to their initial states after one evolution cycle, while allowing
the driven state |m0n⟩ to accumulate a π phase.

However, the results in Fig. 3 reveal that the frequency
differences χmn among the four transitions are quite small,
making it challenging to distinguish between them effectively.
This implies that driving one transition without inducing in-
teractions with other computational states and related states is
not feasible, as shown in Fig. 1(b). Based on these results, a
synchronous method can be employed for implementing the
CZ gate. Considering the full Hamiltonian, with the driving
pulse, the system’s quantum state evolves back to the initial
state with accumulated phases θmn, as expressed by:

|00⟩ Hfull−−→ e−iθ00 |00⟩, |10⟩ Hfull−−→ e−iθ10 |10⟩,

|01⟩ Hfull−−→ e−iθ01 |01⟩, |11⟩ Hfull−−→ e−iθ11 |11⟩.
(5)

A two-qubit CZ gate can be realized if the accumulated phases
on the four computational basis states satisfy the condition
|θ11 − θ01 − θ10 + θ00| = π.

To ensure high-fidelity CZ gates, besides the conditional
phase δθ (defined as δθ = θ11−θ01−θ10+θ00), one must also
consider the leakage during the gate operation. Considering
the full system space is d = 64, the computational subspace
is characterized by d1 = 4, spanning the four computational
states {|00⟩, |10⟩, |01⟩, |11⟩}. The remaining d2 = 60 repre-
sents the additional levels where leakage dynamics may occur
from the d1 subspace. The leakage error for a quantum system
can be defined as [46, 47]:

L1 = 1−
∑

m,n∈{0,1} Tr[M1U
†
real|mn⟩⟨mn|Ureal]

4
, (6)

where Ureal represents the actual evolution within the compu-
tational subspace, derived from the full system Hamiltonian
Hfull, excluding decoherence effects.

To have a high-fidelity CZ gate, both the conditional phase
error (i.e., ||δθ|−π|) and the leakage L1 should be minimized.
This can be achieved by carefully tailoring the pulse envelope
and selecting appropriate pulse parameters. For simplicity, we
choose a time-dependent Gaussian drive pulse,

Ωd(t) = Ω0

1− 1

2

∑
l=1,2,3

λl

(
1− cos

(
t− tf

2

tf
· 2lπ

)) .

(7)
Here, Ω0 represents the peak drive amplitude, and tf denotes
the total pulse duration. The parameters λ1, λ2, and λ3 control
the pulse shape, with the constraint λ1+λ3 = 1 ensuring that
the drive amplitude starts and ends at zero. By adjusting the
shape and parameters of the drive pulse, a two-qubit CZ gate
can be realized effectively.

Following the above discussions of the CZ gate error
sources, i.e., including conditional phase error and leakage,
we construct a cost function Cf given by

Cf (Ω0, λ1, λ2) = ||δθ| − π|2 + L1. (8)

Here, ||δθ| − π| represents the phase error following the CZ
gate operation. By adjusting the parameters Ω0, λ1, λ2 in
the Gaussian drive pulse envelope, we can use this cost func-
tion to minimize the value, thereby ensuring that |δθ| is ap-
proximately equal to π and the leakage error L1 is sufficiently
small.

Furthermore, evaluating the accuracy of gate operations re-
quires the calculation of gate fidelity, a crucial metric in quan-
tum computing. To assess the performance of the imple-
mented two-qubit CZ gate, we employ the state-averaged gate
fidelity metric, as defined in [48],

F =
[Tr(U†

idealUreal) + |Tr(U†
idealUreal)|2]

20
. (9)

Here, Uideal denotes the ideal CZ gate. Besides the conditional
phase |δθ| ≈ π, the single-qubit phase can be compensated
by single-qubit Z gates, which can be realized virtually by
updating the phase of the following microwave drive [49].

Based on the defined cost function Cf , we can determine a
set of parameter values (Ω0, λ1, λ2) by minimizing this func-
tion. According to the optimized parameters, the drive pulse
applied to the coupler can be designed to minimize the leak-
age errors and meanwhile ensure the conditional phase δθ for
the four quantum states evolves to π in a short time. While it
is well established that a longer gate operation time generally
results in higher fidelity, the practical goal is to achieve the
highest possible fidelity within the shortest possible duration.

In the two-qubit CZ gate scheme, the drive frequency is
ωd ≈ ωc,00 + ∆d, where ∆d is the drive detuning. With the
specified drive pulse and system parameters, we analyze the
leakage error L1, phase error ||δθ| − π|, and gate fidelity F
as functions of gate time tg and drive detuning ∆d following
the gate operation, as shown in Fig. 4. Figure 4(a) shows that
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FIG. 4. (a) Leakage error L1 as a function of gate time and drive detuning is shown. (b) Variation in the phase error ||δθ| − π| concerning gate
time and drive detuning ∆d is presented. (c) The infidelity (1 − F ) as a function of gate time and drive detuning ∆d is illustrated. The blue
square highlights the selected gate time of 250 ns and drive detuning ∆d/2π = −15 MHz which leads to the gate fidelity of 0.9996 with the
microwave pulse parameters Ω0/2π ≈ 8.3 MHz, λ1 ≈ 0.3395, λ2 ≈ 0.0601. The blue circle and triangle-right points demonstrate the case
of a short gate time of 150 ns. The leakage error (d), phase error (e), and infidelity (f) as functions of drive detuning with a fixed gate time of
tg = 250 ns are shown, corresponding to the horizontal lime cuts in (a-c). The applied system parameters are detailed in Table I.

the leakage errors can be reduced to below 10−5. Figure 4(b)
demonstrates that the phase error ||δθ| − π| can also be sup-
pressed to less than 10−4. As depicted in Fig. 4(c), the fidelity
of the realized CZ gate can exceed 0.9999. The blue square in
Figs. 4(a-c) indicates a specific parameter set with tg = 250
ns and ∆d/2π = −15 MHz. For this chosen point with the
drive pulse parameters Ω0/2π ≈ 8.3 MHz, λ1 ≈ 0.3395, and
λ2 ≈ 0.0601, the leakage error L1, phase error ||δθ| − π|,
and fidelity F are 0.0004, 0.0002 rad, and 0.9996, respec-
tively. The blue circle and triangle-right points illustrate the
case with a short gate time of 150 ns (See more results in Ta-
ble II). Furthermore, the result in Figs. 4(a-c) demonstrates
that our proposed gate scheme can achieve high fidelity and
minimal errors (primarily leakage and phase errors) for CZ
gate operations within 150 ns or a shorter gate time. Addi-
tionally, as depicted in Figs. 4(d-f), we examine the variations
in leakage, phase error, and infidelity (1− F ) as a function of
different drive detuning values, while maintaining a fixed gate
time of 250 ns. As illustrated in Fig. 4(d), the leakage error
can be reduced to below 10−4. Figure 4(e) demonstrates that
multiple values of ∆d result in the conditional phase equal to
π. Within the 250 ns, certain drive parameter values also en-
able CZ gate fidelities exceeding 0.9999 with a drive detuning

value −14.57 MHz, as shown by the orange triangle-left point
in Fig. 4(f). A frequency sweep approach can be employed to
identify the optimal parameters for achieving high-fidelity CZ
gate operations within a short duration.

III. SYSTEM DYNAMICS DURING CZ GATE

In the following, we examine the system dynamics during
the implementation of the CZ gate, which is driven by a mi-
crowave pulse applied to the coupler. The system parame-
ters used for the numerical simulations are detailed in Table I.
Below, we present a detailed dynamical analysis of the two-
qubit CZ gate within the three-transmon system. Based on
the Hamiltonian Hfull, we first analyze the system dynamics
for a gate operation time of 250 ns and a drive detuning of
∆d/2π = −15 MHz, as indicated by the blue square in Fig. 4.

By initializing the system in four different computational
states with the selected drive pulse parameters, we numeri-
cally simulate the system dynamics during the CZ gate op-
eration, as illustrated in Fig. 5. Figure 5(a) shows that the
system can evolve back to the initial state |000⟩, with the pri-
mary leakage occurring in the state |010⟩ throughout the gate
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TABLE II. The table shows the performance of controlled-Z (CZ) gates for different gate times (250 ns and 150 ns), comparing key parameters
like detuning ∆d, drive strength Ω0, and optimization coefficients (λ1, λ2). It also includes metrics for leakage L1, conditional phase δθ , and
gate fidelity F . The referenced symbols (□, ⃝, and ▷) in Fig. 4 correspond to specific data points.

□ in Fig. 4 ⃝ in Fig. 4 ▷ in Fig. 4

Gate time (ns) 250 150 150

∆d/2π (MHz) −15 −10 −3.9

Ω0/2π (MHz) 8.3 9.5 10.86

(λ1, λ2) (0.3395, 0.0601) (0.0481, 0.3136) (−0.2330, 0.2517)

L1 0.0004 0.3774 0.0009

δθ (rad) 3.1410 3.0373 −3.1321

F 0.9996 0.5797 0.9991

operation. The remaining computational basis states exhibit
minimal changes. Figures 5(b) and 5(c) address the cases of
initial states |100⟩ and |001⟩, respectively. After the gate op-
eration, the system ultimately returns to the initial states. Dur-
ing the gate operation, leakage primarily occurs in states |110⟩
and |011⟩, respectively. In Fig. 5(d), we initialize the system
in the state |101⟩ and observe the dynamical evolution during
the gate operation. Despite the presence of an off-resonant in-
teraction between |101⟩ and |111⟩, the leakage is significantly
suppressed after the gate operation. To validate our theoret-
ical model, we also numerically calculate the leakage error
L1 ≈ 0.0004, the conditional phase δθ ≈ 3.1410 rad, and the
fidelity F ≈ 0.9996 with the optimized drive pulse parameters
presented in Table II. These results further confirm that our
proposed gate scheme achieves a high-fidelity CZ gate with
optimized drive pulse parameter values.

Next, we examine the two-qubit CZ gate scenario for a
shorter gate time. Setting the gate duration to tg = 150 ns and
the drive detuning to ∆d/2π = −10 MHz, we optimize the
drive pulse parameters to Ω0/2π ≈ 9.5 MHz, λ1 ≈ 0.0481,
and λ2 ≈ 0.3136. By initializing the system in the four ba-
sis states |000⟩, |100⟩, |001⟩, |101⟩, we compute the popula-
tions of these states, the first excited state of the coupler qubit,
and the leakage from the computational subspace to the non-
computational space states. As depicted in Fig. 6(a), the quan-
tum state does not return to its initial state |000⟩. The other
three basis states remain nearly unpopulated throughout the
dynamics. The populations of state |010⟩ and the leakage are
consistently correlated during the entire evolution, indicating
that when the system is initialized in state |000⟩, it entirely
leaks to the non-computational state |010⟩ and does not revert
to its initial state post gate operation. In Figs. 6(b) and 6(c),
it is evident that, for the current parameter values, the sys-
tem cannot revert to the initial states |100⟩ and |001⟩ after the
operation. The leakage primarily occurs in states |110⟩ and
|011⟩, respectively. For an initial state of |101⟩, although the
system leaks to |111⟩, it eventually evolves back to |101⟩, as
shown in Fig. 6(d). Based on the system dynamics illustrated
in Fig. 6, the current parameters are insufficient for realizing
the two-qubit CZ gate.

However, as discussed in Refs. [39, 47] and shown in
Fig. 4, we may consider adjusting the detuning parameter
to ∆d/2π = −3.9 MHz while maintaining the gate time
at tg = 150 ns for achieving the two-qubit CZ gate. Nu-
merical calculations reveal that with optimized parameters
Ω0/2π ≈ 10.86 MHz, λ1 ≈ −0.2329, and λ2 ≈ 0.2517,
the leakage error can be reduced to 0.0009, and the condi-
tional phase is approximately δθ ≈ −3.1321 rad. Notably, the
fidelity of the realized CZ gate can reach up to 0.9991. These
findings further demonstrate that our proposed gate scheme
can achieve a high-fidelity two-qubit CZ operation within 150
ns.

To clearly illustrate the gate performance under different
parameters, Table II summarizes the pulse parameters and nu-
merical simulation results discussed above. The numerical re-
sults in Figs. 4(a-c) indicate that a longer gate operation time
broadens the range of optimized parameter values for achiev-
ing high-fidelity CZ gates. Additionally, for gate times shorter
than 150 ns (e.g., 100 ns), optimized parameters can still be
identified to ensure high-fidelity CZ gate operation.

IV. DISCUSSIONS

TABLE III. System parameters used in Ref. [38]. To directly com-
pare with our gate scheme, we omit the consideration of direct cou-
pling between qubits.

Bare frequency (GHz) Anharmonicity (MHz) Coupling (MHz)
Q1 ω1/2π = 5.641 α1/2π = −300

g1c/2π = 40
Qc ωc/2π = 6.317 αc/2π = −303

g2c/2π = 31
Q2 ω2/2π = 5.507 α2/2π = −381

In this section, we explore the generalization of the pro-
posed gate scheme within the qubit-coupler system architec-
ture utilized in Ref. [38]. The system parameters are detailed
in Table III. Building on the preceding discussions, we nu-
merically assess the leakage, phase error, and infidelity 1−F
as functions of gate time and drive detuning, as shown in
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FIG. 5. The system dynamics during the gate operation with a gate
time of 250 ns and a drive detuning of −15 MHz are indicated by
the blue square in Fig. 4. In panel (a), the state |000⟩ returns to its
initial configuration. For initial states |100⟩ (b) and |001⟩ (c), the
quantum states exhibit similar dynamics, with the system returning
to the initial states. For these initial states, the primary leakages dur-
ing the CZ operation are into |110⟩ (cyan) and |011⟩ (yellow-green
line), respectively. Panel (d) shows the system dynamics with the
initial state |101⟩, where the main leakage occurs into the state |111⟩
(deep-sky-blue curve) throughout the gate operation. This leakage is
significantly suppressed after the gate operation. Panel (e) displays
the shape of the applied drive pulse, with parameters configured as
Ω0/2π ≈ 8.3 MHz, λ1 ≈ 0.3395, λ2 ≈ 0.0601, and tg = 250 ns.
The values of the system parameters are provided in Table I.

Fig. 7. To provide an intuitive comparison, we give Leak-
age, phase error, and infidelity as a function of the same re-
gion for the gate time tg and drive detuning ∆d, as illustrated
in Figs. 7(a-c). Compared to the data presented in Figs. 4(a-
c), it is evident that identifying optimal values for tg and ∆d

to achieve a high-fidelity CZ gate is challenging. To stream-
line the calculation process and select suitable values for tg
and ∆d, we fix the gate time at tg = 350, 450 ns and vary
the drive detuning, as shown in Figs. 7(d-f). We find that by
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FIG. 6. Same as Fig. 5, we show the system dynamics during another
short CZ gate operation. The drive pulse system parameters are set
to Ω0/2π ≈ 9.5 MHz, with pulse shape parameters λ1 ≈ 0.0481
and λ2 ≈ 0.3136. The drive detuning is ∆d/2π = −10 MHz, and
the gate time is tg = 150 ns.

controlling the detuning within a range of approximately 2.5
MHz, a two-qubit CZ gate operation with minimal leakage
error and high fidelity can be achieved. Subsequently, by fix-
ing the gate time to 450 ns and drive detuning 2.5 MHz, we
optimize a set of pulse shape parameters. After optimization,
we determine that with drive pulse parameters Ω0/2π ≈ 10
MHz, λ1 ≈ −0.0178, and λ2 ≈ 0.2528, the gate fidelity can
reach 0.9947, the leakage error is about 0.0053, and the phase
is approximately 3.1355 rad. Thus, the optimized drive pulse
parameters can still enable a high-quality two-qubit CZ gate
with different system parameter values.

To further validate this, we examine the system dynamics
during the gate operation using the optimized pulse shape and
system parameters, as illustrated in Fig. 8. Figure 8(a) shows
that transitions between |000⟩ and |010⟩ occur due to the mi-
crowave drive. However, as the external drive diminishes to
zero, the quantum system nearly returns to the initial state
|000⟩ with a population of 0.9902. Figures 8(b) and 8(c) re-
veal that states |100⟩ and |001⟩ also experience leakage during
the gate operation, while states |110⟩ and |011⟩ exhibit com-
plete leakage. After the gate operation, the system evolves
back to the initial states |100⟩ and |001⟩ with populations of
0.9980 and 0.9910, respectively. Figure 8(d) depicts the sys-
tem dynamics starting from state |101⟩. The results demon-
strate that, despite leakage to state |111⟩, the system eventu-
ally returns to state |101⟩ with a population of 0.9999. These
findings substantiate that the proposed gate scheme applies to
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FIG. 7. The leakage, phase error, and infidelity for the CZ gate are evaluated using the system parameters outlined in Ref. [38]. (a) Leakage
L1 is plotted as a function of gate time and drive detuning. (b) The variation of the phase error ||δθ| − π| is shown concerning gate time and
drive detuning ∆d. (c) CZ gate infidelity (1 − F ) is depicted as a function of gate time and drive detuning ∆d. In (d-f), we illustrate the
leakage, phase error, and infidelity as a function of drive detuning for fixed gate times of 350 ns and 450 ns, using microwave pulse parameters
of Ω0/2π ≈ 8.3 MHz, λ1 ≈ 0.3397, λ2 ≈ 0.0594, and system parameters provided in Table III.

various superconducting quantum system parameters. By em-
ploying an external driving pulse strength of approximately
10 MHz, the gate operation time is 450 ns. Compared to
the drive amplitude (about 72 MHz) used in Ref. [38], the
external drive is considerably weaker, which is advantageous
for experimental implementation. Additionally, our proposed
gate scheme can further reduce gate operation time and main-
tain high fidelity by increasing the external pulse strength and
optimizing the quantum system parameters.

Before leaving this section, we note here that the preceding
analysis of gate performance did not account for system de-
coherence. With the rapid advancements in modern technol-
ogy and ongoing improvements in experimental conditions,
the qubit coherence is already very high. Recent studies on
superconducting quantum systems have reported decoherence
times [50, 51] that significantly exceed the gate operation
time. Given that the proposed quantum gate operation scheme
is executed within 150 ns, the impact of system decoherence
is deemed negligible for this analysis.

V. CONCLUSION

In conclusion, we have presented a novel microwave-
activated two-qubit CZ gate scheme for fixed coupling and
fixed-frequency superconducting quantum systems, utilizing
two transmon qubits coupled to a transmon coupler. Ap-
plying a tailored microwave pulse exclusively to the fixed-
frequency coupler demonstrates that a CZ gate fidelity ex-
ceeding 0.999 can be achieved within 150 ns without con-
sidering the decoherence effect. The proposed scheme ef-
fectively minimizes leakage from the computational subspace
and reduces the impact of static ZZ coupling through care-
ful selection and optimization of qubit energy-level parame-
ters. Moreover, this approach significantly simplifies the con-
trol complexity in multi-qubit systems by reducing the impact
on adjacent qubits, thereby enhancing coherence and scalabil-
ity. Numerical simulations further validate the adaptability of
the proposed gate scheme across different system parameters,
highlighting its potential for achieving high-fidelity gate op-
erations with reduced driving strength and shorter gate times.
The proposed microwave-activated gate scheme contributes to
the ongoing efforts in optimizing quantum gate operations and
paves the way for more efficient and scalable quantum com-
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FIG. 8. To address the CZ gate operation, we numerically simulate
the system dynamics, same as Fig. 5. The drive pulse system pa-
rameters are set to Ω0/2π ≈ 10 MHz, with pulse shape parameters
λ1 ≈ −0.0178 and λ2 ≈ 0.2528, a drive detuning of ∆d/2π = 2.5
MHz, and a gate time tg = 450 ns. The system parameters are de-
tailed in Table III.

puting architectures.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

L. J. would like to thank Peng Zhao for many helpful
discussions on this work. This work was financially sup-
ported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China
(Grants No. 12475026 and No. 12075193). P. X. was pro-
vided by the National Natural Science Foundation of China
(Grants No. 12105146 and No. 12175104). S. W. also ac-
knowledges funding from the Innovation Program for Quan-

tum Science and Technology (2021ZD0301701) and the Na-
tional Key Research and Development Program of China (No.
2023YFC2205802).

Appendix A: Perturbational analysis of ZZ coupling

For easy reference, following Ref [36], here we derive the
effective interaction between different quantum states using
perturbation theory up to the fourth order. The perturbative
expression for the ZZ coupling strength denoted as ζ, is given
by ζ ≡ ζ(2) + ζ(3) + ζ(4), where ζ(n) ≡ E

(n)
|101⟩ − E

(n)
|001⟩ −

E
(n)
|100⟩ + E

(n)
|000⟩ represents the nth-order perturbative term,

with

E(2)
s =

∑
j ̸=s

|Vsj |2

Esj
,

E(3)
s =

∑
j,k ̸=s

VsjVjkVks

EsjEsk
,

E(4)
s =

∑
j,k,l ̸=s

VsjVjkVklVls

EsjEskEsl
−
∑
j,k ̸=s

|Vsj |2|Vsk|2

E2
sjEsk

,

(A1)

where Vsj = ⟨s|Hfull|j⟩ and Esj = E
(0)
s − E

(0)
j . After ap-

plying the aforementioned approximations, and according to
Eq. (A1), the expressions for ζ(2), ζ(3), and ζ(4) are as follows
[6, 33]:

ζ(2) = ζ(3) = 0, (A2)

ζ(4) = 2g21cg
2
2c

[
1

∆2
1(∆12 − α2)

− 1

∆2
2(∆12 + α1)

+
1

∆1 +∆2 − αc

(
1

∆1
+

1

∆2

)2
]
.

(A3)

Here ∆ = ω1 − ω2 denotes the frequency difference between
the two qubits.
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