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The schmeme of nonadiabatic holonomic quantum computation (NHQC) offers an error-resistant method for
implementing quantum gates, capable of mitigating certain errors. However, the conventional NHQC schemes
often entail longer operations concerning standard gate operations, making them more vulnerable to the effects
of quantum decoherence. In this research, we propose an implementation of the Super-Robust NHQC scheme
within the Decoherence-Free Subspace (DFS). SR-NHQC has demonstrated robustness against Global Control
Errors (GCEs). By utilizing capacitance-coupled transmon qubits within a DFS, our approach enables universal
gate operations on a scalable two-dimensional square lattice of superconducting qubits. Numerical simulations
demonstrate the practicality of SR-NHQC in DFS, showcasing its superiority in mitigating GCEs and decoher-
ence effects compared to conventional NHQC schemes. Our work presents a promising strategy for advancing
the reliability of quantum computation in real-world applications.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum computation is a new paradigm for solving com-
puting tasks based on quantum mechanism [1]. Due the magic
properties of entanglement and nonlocality in quantum me-
chanics [2–4], the corresponding quantum computation has
the potential to efficiently solve certain hard problems that are
intractable for classical computers, which is known as quan-
tum advantages [5]. The advantage of quantum computation
has been not only analyzed in theory but also demonstrated in
experiments, such as the simulation of quantum systems[6, 7],
factoring of prime numbers [8–10], searching unsorted data
bases [11] and machine learning [12–14].

However, the current state of quantum computation is in
the noisy intermediate-scale quantum (NISQ) era, character-
ized by the fact that the physical qubits are not enough for
building fault-tolerant logical qubits to realize quantum ad-
vantage in practical difficult problems [15]. Thus, it is sig-
nificant to design quantum gates with high-fidelity and ro-
bust control. Different error suppression protocols have been
proposed to mitigate control errors in implementing quantum
gates, which include dynamically corrected gates [16, 17],
composite pulses[18, 19], geometric and holonomic quantum
computation (GQC and HQC) [20]. Among these protocols,
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HQC is a promising approach for universally designing robust
quantum gates [21].

Quantum holonomies, including Abelian and non-Abelian
ones, are global properties of quantum state spaces depending
solely on the evolution paths of quantum systems, thereby also
referring as the Abelian geometric phases and non-Abelian
geometric phases, respectively [20]. Thus, the logical gates
of HQC rely on quantum holonomies inherently possess re-
silience to a range of quantum errors [22–26]. HQC was firstly
proposed for adiabatic holonomies [27] and has been designed
for quantum computation based on a variety of physical sys-
tems [28–31]. However, the adiabatic processes are slow in
time so that the corresponding applications are susceptible to
decoherence and inducing considerable errors. On the con-
trary, the nonadiabatic approaches are faster and easier to re-
alize than the adiabatic processes. Therefore, it is more practi-
cal to implement quantum gates with nonadiabatic evolutions.
And HQC was subsequently generalized to scenarios utiliz-
ing nonadiabatic non-Abelian geometric phases [32–37]. The
nonadiabatic HQC has been experimentally demonstrated in
various systems, including superconducting circuits [38, 39],
liquid NMR [40], cold atoms [41], trapped ions [42], nitrogen-
vacancy centers in diamond [43–45], etc.

The author and their collaborators have proposed a
new nonadiabatic holonomic quantum computation (NHQC)
scheme referred as Super-Robust NHQC (SR-NHQC) in a re-
cent research work [37]. This scheme provides the enhanced
robustness against a specific kind of control error known as
the global control error. The nonadiabatic property allows for
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a shorter exposure time of qubits to undesired external influ-
ences. However, in most cases, the gate run time of this sce-
nario is still longer than that of standard NHQC and trivial dy-
namical gates, indicating a higher sensitivity to decoherence.

In this paper, we propose a scheme for implementing the
SR-NHQC within a decoherence-free subspace (DFS). This
scheme is based on scalable coupling and layout configura-
tions of transmon qubits. We conduct simulations using real-
istic decoherence parameters to evaluate the performance of
various quantum computation protocols, including our pro-
posed method, under the influence of decoherence. By com-
paring the performance across different schemes, we demon-
strate the practicality and superiority of our approach, high-
lighting its potential for robust and reliable quantum compu-
tation.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we develop
universal single-logical-qubit gates in a DFS of three qubits
for SR-NHQC. In Sec. III, we introduce a nontrivial two-
logical-qubit SR-NHQC gate encoding in a two-excitation
subspace of four qubits. We finally summarize the contribu-
tion and outlook of this research in Sec. IV.

II. UNIVERSAL SINGLE-LOGICAL QUBIT GATES

This section introduces the encoding of a single logical
qubit within the DFS of three capacitively coupled transmons,
and how to implement a universal single-logical-qubit gate.
Additionally, we demonstrate how SR-NHQC in DFS effec-
tively mitigates the global control errors (GCEs) in the pres-
ence of decoherence.

A. Tunable coupling through parametric modulations

For two capacitively coupled transmon qubitsQj1 andQj2 ,
the Hamiltonian can be well approximated by [46, 47]

H = H0 +Hj1j2 , (1)

in this section, we only consider states in the subspace
spanned by {|0j1⟩, |1j1⟩, |0j2⟩, |1j2⟩}, where |0jα⟩ (|1jα⟩) is
the ground state (first excited state) of Qjα , in this sub-
space, the first term of RHS of Eq. (1) can be written as
H0 =

∑
m=j1,j2

ωmσ
(m)
z /2 (for simplicity, we set ℏ = 1 here

and after), and the second term reads Hj1j2 = gj1j2(σ
+
j1

+

σ−
j1
)(σ+

j2
+ σ−

j2
), with ωj the transition frequency of Qj ,

gj1j2 = g∗j2j1 the static coupling strength, σ(j)
z the Pauli z

operator of Qj , σ−
j = |0⟩j⟨1| and σ+

j = |1⟩j⟨0| the ladder
operators with {|0⟩j , |1⟩j} the computational basis of Qj .

The Hamiltonian in the interaction picture reads
HI(t) = U†

0 (t)Hj1j2(t)U0(t), where U0(t) =

T exp
[
−i

∫ t

0
H0(t

′)dt′
]
. The transmon Qj1 can be bi-

ased by an AC magnetic flux to periodically modulate its
frequency as [47, 48]:

ωj1(t) = ωj1 + ϵj1 sin(νj1t+ ϕj1), (2)

a
1

2
a

4

3

1

2

(a) (b)

|101⟩!"#

|011⟩!"#

|110⟩!"#

|001⟩!"#
|100⟩!"#

|010⟩!"#

(c)
|0200⟩"#$%

(d)

|0110⟩"#$%
|0101⟩"#$%

FIG. 1. The setup of our proposal: (a) A logical qubit or (b) two cou-
pled logical qubits can be encoded in a scalable square array of cou-
pled superconducting transmons. (c) Energy spectrum for three para-
metrically tunable coupled qubits, where the single-excitation sub-
space enables single-logical-qubit holonomic gates. (d) Energy spec-
trum for four parametrically tunable coupled qubits, where the two-
excitation subspace enables the two-logical-qubit holonomic gate.

by using the Jacobi-Anger identity, HI(t) can be written in
the following form

HI(t) =

∞∑
n=−∞

ingj1j2Jn(βj1)e
i∆j1j2 t+i·n(νj1 t+ϕj1 )σ+

j1
σ−
j2

+ h.c., (3)

where ∆j1j2 = ωj1−ωj2 , βj = ϵj/νj , Jn(β) is the nth Bessel
function of the first kind. When we modulate the driving pa-
rameter νj1 = −∆j1j2 , and then neglecting the high-order
oscillating terms, the Hamiltonian in the interaction picture
can be approximated as

HI(t) = g′j1j2σ
+
j1
σ−
j2
+ h.c., (4)

where g′j1j2 = gj1j2J1(βj1)e
−i(ϕj1

+π/2). We can tune the
coupling strength gj1j2 by changing βj1 of the external mod-
ulation.

B. Conventional NHQC gate in DFS

The system configuration consists of three transmons, de-
noted as Q1, Qa and Q2, as shown in figure 1 (a), they are
arranged in a linear fashion, with qubit Qa positioned in the
middle. Neighboring transmon qubits are capacitively cou-
pled, through appropriately biasing Q1 and Q2 as described
in Section II A the Hamiltonian for this three-qubit system in
the interaction picture can be approximated as

H(t) = g′1ae
−iϕ′

1σ+
1 σ

−
a + g′2ae

−iϕ′
2σ+

2 σ
−
a + H.c. (5)
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To illustrate the geometric nature of the time evolution opera-
tor, we introduce the following dressed states,

|b1⟩ = |0⟩a ⊗
[
sin

(
θ

2

)
e−iϕ|1⟩L + cos

(
θ

2

)
|0⟩L

]
, (6)

|b2⟩ = |1⟩a ⊗
[
cos

(
θ

2

)
|1⟩L + sin

(
θ

2

)
eiϕ|0⟩L

]
, (7)

where |1⟩L = |01⟩12, |0⟩L = |10⟩12, sin(θ/2) = g′2a/g,
cos(θ/2) = g′1a/g, g =

√
g′21a + g′22a, ϕ = ϕ′2 − ϕ′1. Here,

{|1⟩L, |0⟩L} are computational basis of the logical qubit, and
SC = Span{|1⟩L, |0⟩L} is the corresponding computational
subspace. In terms of dressed states |b1⟩ and |b2⟩, the Hamil-
tonian (5) can be expressed as follows

H(t) = g(t)
[
e−iϕ′

1(t)|b1⟩⟨a1|+ eiϕ
′
1(t)|b2⟩⟨a2|+ H.c.

]
,

(8)

where |a1⟩ = |100⟩a12, |a2⟩ = |011⟩a12. To pro-
ceed, we decompose the Hamiltonian H(t) into two parts,
namely, H(t) = H1(t) + H2(t), where H1(t) =

g(t)e−iϕ′
1(t)|b1⟩⟨a1|+h.c. and H2(t) = g(t)eiϕ

′
1(t)|b2⟩⟨a2|+

h.c. It is evident that |a1⟩ and |b1⟩ belong to the single-
excitation subspace S1 = Span{|001⟩, |010⟩, |100⟩}, while
|a2⟩ and |b2⟩ belong to the two-excitation subspace S2 =
Span{|011⟩, |101⟩, |110⟩}. Both S1 and S2 are DFSs since
they are insensitive to collective dephasing. In simpler terms,
Hamiltonian (8) can be seen as the sum of two independent
Hamiltonians, each acting on a DFS. Consequently, collec-
tive dephasing does not influence any evolution starting from
a state within these DFSs and governed by Hamiltonian (8).
Given the independence between H1 and H2, the temporal
evolution operator takes the following form

U(t, 0) = U1(t, 0)⊗ U2(t, 0), (9)

where Ui(t, 0) = T exp
(
−i

∫ t

0
Hi(s)ds

)
. For an orthonor-

mal set of basis {|ψk(0)⟩}3k=1 within the subspace Si (i ∈
{1, 2}), through defining |ψk(t)⟩ = Ui(t, 0)|ψk(0)⟩, we get
another orthonormal basis set: {|ψk(t)⟩}3k=1. Then the evolu-
tion operator Ui(t, 0) can be expressed as

Ui(t, 0) =

3∑
k=1

|ψk(t)⟩⟨ψk(0)|. (10)

To proceed, let’s consider the third set of basis
{|µk(t)⟩}3k=1, which span a space denoted as M(t). When
these ancilary basis vectors satisfy the boundary conditions:

|µk(τ)⟩ = |µk(0)⟩ = |ψk(0)⟩, (11)

it follows that M(τ) = M(0), where τ is the total run
time of the quantum gate. The continuous variation of
|µk(t)⟩ causes M(t) to move along a smooth and closed
path C in the N -dimensional space. The states |ψk(t)⟩ can
be expressed in terms of the ancillary basis as |ψk(t)⟩ =∑

l Clk(t)|µl(t)⟩, where Clk(t) = ⟨µl(t)|ψk(t)⟩. Boundary

conditions in Eq. (11) imply that Clk(0) = δlkCll(0). The
temporal evolution operator can then be written as U(t, 0) =∑N

l,k=1 Clk(t)|µl(t)⟩⟨µk(0)|. Substituting this re-expressed
U(t, 0) into the Schrödinger equation, we obtain

Ċlk(t) =

N∑
m=1

i[A(t)−K(t)]lmCmk(t), (12)

where Alm(t) = ⟨µl(t)|i∂t|µm(t)⟩ and Klm(t) =
⟨µl(t)|H(t)|µm(t)⟩. The formal solution of Eq. (12) is
Clk(t) =

[
T ei

∫ t
0
[A(s)−K(s)]ds

]
lk

.
For a conventional NHQC scheme [49], the Hamiltonian

must be carefully designed so that there exists a set of basis
vectors {|µk(t)⟩}Nk=1 satisfying both Eq. (11) and the follow-
ing condition

⟨µl(t)|H(t)|µm(t)⟩ = 0. (13)

This equation implies K = 0, then we have

U(τ, 0) =

N∑
l,k=1

[
T ei

∫ τ
0

A(t)dt
]
lk
|µl(0)⟩⟨µk(0)|, (14)

where T ei
∫ τ
0

A(t)dt = Pei
∮
C A, with A = i⟨µl(t)|dµm(t)⟩,

and P is the path ordering along the closed path C. The ma-
trix T ei

∫ τ
0

A(t)dt depends only on the path C, not on the de-
tailed form of the system Hamiltonian, thus forming a non-
Abelian geometric phase known as holonomy. We may write
U(τ, 0) = U(C). To realize a universal quantum gate, at least
two paths C1 and C2 are needed, such that U(C1) and U(C2)
do not commute.

C. Single-qubit SR-NHQC gate in DFS

In the SR-NHQC scheme [37], the time evolution operator
U(t, 0) can be written in the following form

U(t, 0) =
∑
k

eiγk(t)|µk(t)⟩⟨µk(0)|, (15)

i.e. |ψk(t)⟩ = eiγk(t)|µk(t)⟩. Inserting Eq. (15) into the
Schrödinger equation, we have

γ̇k(t) = ⟨µk(t)|i∂t|µk(t)⟩ − ⟨µk(t)|H(t)|µk(t)⟩, (16)

when the parallel transport condition is satisfied, we get

γk(τ) =

∫ τ

0

dt⟨µk(t)|i∂t|µk(t)⟩, (17)

γk(τ) does not depend on the details of the system Hamilto-
nian and is of geometric origin.

To enable the implementation of universal single-logical-
qubit gates in the DFS S1, the ancillary states are parametrized
as follows:

|µd1⟩ = |d1⟩,

|µb1(t)⟩ = cos
Ω(t)

2
|b1⟩ − i sin

Ω(t)

2
eiϕ

′
1(t)|a1⟩,

|µa1
(t)⟩ = −i sin Ω(t)

2
e−iϕ′

1(t)|b1⟩+ cos
Ω(t)

2
|a1⟩.

(18)
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where |d1⟩ = |0⟩a ⊗
[
cos

(
θ
2

)
|1⟩L − sin

(
θ
2

)
eiϕ|0⟩L

]
is a

dark state for time evolution governed by H1 and Ω(t) =∫ t

0
g(s)ds. It is noteworthy that |µb1(0)⟩ = |b1⟩, |µa1(0)⟩ =

|a1⟩. Moreover, it can be verified that these ancillary states
satisfy the parallel transport condition in Eq. (13). When
Ω(τ) = n · 2π, with n an integer, |µb1(t)⟩ and |µa1

(t)⟩ are
cyclic.

By using the boundary conditions, U1(τ, 0) in the subspace
span{|001⟩, |010⟩} reads U1(τ, 0) = eiγb1(τ)|b1(0)⟩⟨b1(0)|+
|d1⟩⟨d1|. It can be rewritten as follows

U1(τ, 0) = |0⟩a⟨0| ⊗ eiγb1/2e−iγb1n1·σ/2, (19)

where n = (sin(−θ) cosϕ, sin(−θ) sinϕ, cos(−θ))T is a
unite vector in R3 and σ = (σ

(L)
x , σ

(L)
y , σ

(L)
z )T are the Pauli

operators acting on SC with explicit expressions as follows:

σ(L)
x = |1⟩L⟨0|+ |0⟩L⟨1|,
σ(L)
y = −i|1⟩L⟨0|+ i|0⟩L⟨1|,

σ(L)
z = |1⟩L⟨1| − |0⟩L⟨0|.

(20)

Eq. (19) meaning that when the initial state of Qa is |0⟩a, we
can implement a universal single-qubit gate in the computa-
tional subspace SC .

In a similar way, for U2(t, 0), the following ancillary states
are considered

|µd2⟩ = |d2⟩,

|µb2(t)⟩ = cos
Ω(t)

2
|b2⟩ − i sin

Ω(t)

2
e−iϕ′

1(t)|a2⟩,

|µa2
(t)⟩ = −i sin Ω(t)

2
eiϕ

′
1(t)|b2⟩+ cos

Ω(t)

2
|a2⟩,

(21)

where |d2⟩ = |1⟩a ⊗
[
sin

(
θ
2

)
|1⟩L − cos

(
θ
2

)
eiϕ|0⟩L

]
is

a dark state. These ancillary states satisfy the bound-
ary and parallel transport conditions in Eq. (11) and Eq.
(13). Then the temporal evolution operator in the subspace
spanned by {|101⟩, |110⟩} can be written as U2(t, 0) =∑

k=b2,d2
eiγk(t)|µk(t)⟩⟨µk(0)|. By using Equations (21), it

can be simplified into

U2(τ, 0) = |1⟩a⟨1| ⊗ eiγb2(τ)/2eiγb2n2·σ/2, (22)

where n2 = (sin θ cosϕ, sin θ sinϕ, cos θ)T is also a unit vec-
tor in R3, γk(τ) have the same form as Eq. (17) and there-
fore is a geometric phase. Equations (19) and (22) imply that,
conditional on the initial state of the ancillary qubit Qa, the
temporal evolution operator U(τ, 0) = U1(τ, 0) ⊗ U2(τ, 0)
corresponds to the rotational gate with rotational axis ni and
rotational angle γbi. Therefore, by choosing appropriate ni

and γbi, it is possible to realize arbitrary single-qubit gates in
the DFS SC .

To ensure the robustness of SR-NHQC against the GCEs,
we have found that in addition to the parallel transport and
cyclic boundary conditions, there is a need for additional con-
straints to be imposed on the control [37]. These extra con-
straints are expressed as∫ τ

0

⟨ψai(t)|Hi(t)|ψbi(t)⟩dt = 0, (23)

with i = 1 and 2. In the subsequent discussion, we set i = 1
and utilize the NOT gate as an illustrative example to demon-
strate the implications of these conditions on the robustness
of SR-NHQC gates. By substituting the expressions ofH1(t),
|ψb1(t)⟩ and |ψa1(t)⟩ into Eq.(23), we can rewrite the con-
dition as

∫ τ

0
dt exp[i (2γb1(t) + ϕ′1(t))] = 0. In accordance

with the relationshipH1(t) =
∑

α1
i|ψ̇α1(t)⟩⟨ψα1(t)| and Eq.

(8), we can deduce γb1(t) = ϕ̇′1(t)/ cosΩ(t). Consequently,
the aforementioned condition can be expressed in terms of
ϕ′1(t) and Ω(t) as:∫ τ

0

dtei
∫ t
0 [ϕ̇

′
1(t)/ cosΩ(t)]dt = 0. (24)

It is noteworthy that the solution of Eq. (24) is not unique, and
one possible solution is given by:

ϕ′1(t) =


0 0 ≤ t ≤ τ/4,

γ τ/4 < t ≤ τ/2,

0 τ/2 < t ≤ 3τ/4,

γ 3τ/4 < t ≤ τ.

(25)

The shape of ϕ′1(t) is shown in Fig. 2 (a). Furthermore, by let-
ting g = 2π/τ , we have Ω(τ) = 2π, the cyclic conditions of
ancillary states in Eq. (18) and (21) are satisfied. To perform
a NOT gate, the parameters need to be selected as follows:
θ = π/2, ϕ = 0, and γ = π. When the initial state is |0⟩L,
the temporal evolution of populations for |0⟩L and |1⟩L are
presented in Fig. 2 (b).

In the presence of GCEs, the Hamiltonian can be expressed
as

H ′(t) = (1 + δ)H(t), (26)

where H(t) represents the ideal Hamiltonian and δ signi-
fies the strength of the error. Fig. 3 (a) depicts how the
fidelity of the NOT gate changes with δ for three scenar-
ios: the standard dynamical gate (DG), the conventional
NHQC, and SR-NHQC. Compared to the DG and the conven-
tional NHQC scenario, SR-NHQC exhibits superior robust-
ness against GCEs, in the absence of decoherence.

Apart from control errors, decoherence poses another sig-
nificant practical challenge in quantum computer develop-
ment. Through the numerical simulation, we evaluate and
compare the performance of various scenarios considering de-
phasing and relaxation effects. The following master equation
is considered to describe the noisy temporal evolution of a
transmon’s density matrix ρ(t)

ρ̇(t) = −i[H ′(t), ρ(t)] + L[ρ(t)], (27)

where H ′(t) is the Hamiltonian given by Eq. (26), L[ρ(t)] is
the Liouvillean given by the following equation

L[ρ(t)] = γφ2
2
[2Σzρ(t)Σz − Σ2

zρ(t)− ρ(t)Σ2
z], (28)

where Σz =
∑

j σ
z
j is the collective angular momentum of

qubits involved in the gate operations, γφ2 is the pure collective
dephasing rate.
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(b)
NOT gate

P0L(t)
P1L(t)

FIG. 2. (a) The shape of ϕ′
1(t) for the SR-NHQC NOT gate in DFS.

(b) The temporal evolution of populations for states |0⟩L (blue dotted
line), and |1⟩L (red solid line).

In the numerical simulation, we set the dephasing time
T2 = 40µs. These values are practical for transmon qubits
[50]. The results are presented in Fig. 3 (b). Comparing
it to Fig. 3 (a), it is evident that although the SR-NHQC
scheme demonstrates remarkable robustness to GCE, deco-
herence considerably affects its performance. In contrast, the
utilization of the decoherence-free subspace effectively miti-
gates the destructive effects of decoherence, demonstrated by
higher gate fidelities of the SR-NHQC scheme in the DFS.
We also present similar contents for the Hadamard gate in the
Appendix A.

III. TWO-LOGICAL-QUBIT GATE

To achieve universal GQC in DFS, a nontrivial two-qubit
gate is required besides single-qubit gates. This section intro-
duces a proposal to perform an SR-NHQC CNOT gate in a
DFS.

As illustrated in Fig. 1 (b), the setup comprises of four
transmons, labeled as Qj for j ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4}. Whin this con-
figuration, Q1 and Q2 constiute a logical qubit L1, while Q3

and Q4 form another logical qubit L2. Notably, Q2 is ca-
pacitively coupled to both Q3 and Q4. The Hamiltonian that
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0.9995
1.0000

F g
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e
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SR-NHQC
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0.9975
0.9980
0.9985
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(b)

SR-NHQC in DFS
SR-NHQC
NHQC

FIG. 3. (a) Gate fidelities of the NOT gate versus the amplitude of
GCEs in the absence of decoherence. The results of three proto-
cols are shown: SR-NHQC (orange solid line), conventional NHQC
(green dashed line), and DG (red dot-dashed line). (b) Gate fideli-
ties of the NOT gate in the presence of collective dephasing. We set
T2 = 40 µs in the simulation. Results of four protocols are shown:
SR-NHQC in DFS (blue solid line), SR-NHQC (orange dotted line),
NHQC (green dashed line), and DG (red dot-dashed line).

describes this system is expressed as follows

H(t) =

4∑
j=1

H0,j +H23 +H24, (29)

whereH0,j(t) =
∑

n=1,2[nωj−(n−1)α]|n⟩j⟨n|, andHij =

gij
(
σ+
i + σ−

i

) (
σ+
j + σ−

j

)
. Here |n⟩j represents the (n+1)th

energy level ofQj , σ−
j = |0⟩j⟨1|+

√
2|1⟩j⟨2| is a ladder oper-

ator, α represents the transmon anharmonicity and gij main-
tains the same form as presented in Eq. (4). In contrast to
gates involving a single logical qubit, the implementation of a
two-logical-qubit gate necessitates the involvement of the sec-
ond excited state |2⟩j . We then transform to a rotating frame
defined by H(t) → U†

0 (t)[H(t) − i∂t]U0(t), where U0(t) =

U0,3 ⊗ U0,4 ⊗ U0,2, and U0,j = exp
[
−i

∫ t

0
dt′H0,j(t

′)
]
. For

j = 1, 3, 4, we consider ωj(t) = ωj + ϵj sin(νjt+ ϕj), while
ω2(t) = ω2 remains time independent. After disregarding
high-order oscillating terms, the transformed Hamiltonian in
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the two-excitation subspace can be expressed as

H = e−iΦ1(t)
(
g′23|11⟩23⟨20|+ g′24|11⟩24⟨20|

)
+ H.c. (30)

where g′2je
−iΦ1(t) = g2j ·

√
2J1(

ϵj
νj
)e−i(ϕj+π/2).

In deriving Eq. (30), we set νj = ∆2j − α, ϕ3 = φ+ π/2,
ϕ4 = −π/2. Eq. (30) can also be reformulated as

H = e−iΦ1(t)(g′23I1 ⊗ |1⟩2⟨2| ⊗ |1⟩3⟨0| ⊗ I4

+ g′24I1 ⊗ |1⟩2⟨2| ⊗ I3 ⊗ |1⟩4⟨0|) + H.c., (31)

where Ij = |0⟩j⟨0|+ |1⟩j⟨1|+ |2⟩j⟨2| represents the identity
operator of Qj . Focusing on the two-excitation subspace, the
effective Hamiltonian acting on this subspace can be written
as

HL(t) = G
(
e−iΦ1(t)|B⟩⟨A|+ eiΦ1(t)|A⟩⟨B|

)
, (32)

where |A⟩ ≡ |0200⟩1234, |B⟩ ≡ sin(θ/2)|10⟩L +
cos(θ/2)|11⟩L, with |10⟩L = |0110⟩1234, |11⟩L =

|0101⟩1234, and G =
√
(g′23)

2 + (g′24)
2, θ =

2 tan−1(g′23/g
′
24).

Similar to the single-logical-qubit case, a two-logical-
qubit SR-NHQC gate, there exists a set of ancillary ba-
sis {νk(t)|k = A,B,D} in the subspace spanned by
{|A⟩, |10⟩L, |11⟩L}. This basis states satisfy the following
conditions

1) |νk(τ)⟩ = |νk(0)⟩, with τ the run time of the two-qubit
gate,

2) |ψk(t)⟩ = eiγk(t)|νk(t)⟩, where γk(t) is a real function,
|ψk(t)⟩ ≡ U(t, 0)|νk(0)⟩, with U(t, 0) as the temporal
evolution operator,

3) ⟨νk(t)|HL(t)|νk(t)⟩ = 0,

4)
∫ τ

0
dt⟨ψk|HL(t)|ψl(t)⟩ = 0 for k ̸= l.

Here k, l = A,B,D. By introducing a dark state defined
as |D⟩ = cos(θ/2)|10⟩L + sin(θ/2)e−iφ|11⟩L, the ancillary
states can be parameterized as follows

|νD(t)⟩ = |D⟩,

|νB(t)⟩ = cos
ΩT (t)

2
|B⟩ − i sin

ΩT (t)

2
eiΦ1(t)|A⟩,

|νA(t)⟩ = −i sin ΩT (t)

2
e−iΦ1(t)|B⟩+ cos

ΩT (t)

2
|A⟩,

(33)

where ΩT (t) =
∫ t

0
G(s)ds and ΩT (0) = 0, leading to

|νB(0)⟩ = |B⟩, |νA(0)⟩ = |A⟩. Condition 1) is satisfied when
Ω(τ) is an integer multiple of 2π. Together with Equation
(32), condition (3) is automatically satisfied, while condition
4) can be rewritten as follows,∫ τ

0

dtei
∫ t
0 [Φ̇1(t)/ cosΩ(t)]dt = 0. (34)

In the following, we will demonstrate the imple-
mentation of a CNOT gate in the DFS S2LQ =

span{|00⟩L, |01⟩L, |10⟩L, |11⟩L}, satisfying conditions
2) and 4), the subscript ”2LQ” stands for ”two-logical-qubit”.
First, we will describe how to perform a NOT gate in the
subspace SBD ≡ span{|B⟩, |D⟩} = span{|10⟩L, |11⟩L}.
Utilizing conditions 1) and 2), the temporal evolution operator
at time τ can be written as:

U(τ, 0) = eiγA(τ)|A⟩⟨A|+ eiγB(τ)|B⟩⟨B|+ |D⟩⟨D|, (35)

where γA(τ) = −γB(τ) =
∫ τ

0
dt⟨µA(t)|i∂t|µA(t)⟩ repre-

sents a geometric phase. In the DFS SBD, the temporal evolu-
ation operator can be expressed as:

UL(τ, 0) = e−iγg/2eiγgnL·σL/2, (36)

where nL = (sin θ cosφ, sin θ sinφ,− cos θ) is a unit vector
in R3, σL = (σXL, σY L, σZL)

T with σXL = |11⟩L⟨10| +
|10⟩L⟨11|, σY L = −i|11⟩L⟨10| + i|10⟩L⟨11| and σZL =
|11⟩L⟨11| − |10⟩L⟨10|. This equation represents a rotation
in the subspace SBD around the axis nL by the angle γg .

To execute a NOT gate, we select θ = π/2, φ = 0,
G = 2π/τ . The function Φ1(t) is defined as follows to si-
multaneously satisfy conditions 2) and 4):

Φ1(t) =


0 0 ≤ t ≤ τ/4,

π τ/4 < t ≤ τ/2,

0 τ/2 < t ≤ 3τ/4,

π 3τ/4 < t ≤ τ.

(37)

The resulting temporal evolution operator is UBD =
|10⟩⟨11| + |11⟩⟨10|. In the extended subspace spanned by
{|00⟩, |01⟩, |10⟩, |11⟩}, the operator can be written as:

U2LQ = |0⟩1L⟨0| ⊗ (|0⟩2L⟨0|+ |1⟩2L⟨1|)
+ |1⟩1L⟨1| ⊗ (|0⟩2L⟨1|+ |1⟩2L⟨0|), (38)

which precisely represents a CNOT gate.
To assess the robustness of the CNOT gate, we simulated

its behavior under the influence of GCEs and collective de-
phasing, with the dynamics described by the master equation
provided in Eqs. (27) and (28). The dephasing time was set
to T2 = 40µs. As illustrated in Fig. 4, the results indicate the
superiority of SR-NHQC in suppressing GCEs in the presence
of collective dephasing.

IV. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we introduced a novel approach to address
the robustness issues of Nonadiabatic Holonomic Quantum
Computation (NHQC) schemes, particularly focusing on the
super-robust NHQC (SR-NHQC) framework, which signifi-
cantly enhances the robustness against global control errors
(GCEs). However, while SR-NHQC shows promise in miti-
gating GCEs, its prolonged operation time compared to con-
ventional NHQC schemes renders it susceptible to decoher-
ence effects, which are ubiquitous in various quantum com-
puting platforms, thereby diminishing its practicality. To
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FIG. 4. Gate fidelities of the CNOT gate versus the amplitude of
GCEs in the presence of decoherence. We set T2 = 40 µs in the
simulation. The results of two protocols are shown: SR-NHQC in
DFS (blue solid line) and the standard NHQC in DFS (green dashed
line).

tackle this challenge, we proposed a solution termed SR-
NHQC in Decoherence-Free Subspace (DFS) in this work.
Our SR-NHQC in DFS approach leverages multiple transmon
qubits coupled via capacitance to achieve universal single-
qubit gates and a non-trivial two-qubit gate within DFSs.
Moreover, the logical qubits in our scheme can be encoded
in a scalable two-dimensional square lattice composed of su-
perconducting qubits, a commonly adopted layout for super-
conducting quantum processors. To assess the practicality
of SR-NHQC in DFS, we conducted numerical simulations
evaluating various gate operations, including quantum NOT
gates, Hadamard gates, and non-trivial two-qubit gates, under
the presence of GCEs and collective dephasing. Comparative
analysis confirms the superiority and practicality of our ap-
proach in alleviating GCEs compared to alternative schemes.
Our proposed SR-NHQC in DFS scheme presents a promis-
ing avenue for enhancing the robustness of NHQC schemes
while maintaining practicality in real-world quantum comput-
ing implementations. Future research can explore further op-
timizations and experimental validations to fully harness the
potential of this approach in advancing quantum computing
technologies.
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Appendix A: Numerical results of the Hadamard gate

In this appendix, we demonstrate the implementation of an
SR-NHQC Hadamard gate in a DFS and evaluate its perfor-
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FIG. 5. (a) The shape of ϕ′
1(t) for the SR-NHQC Hadamard gate in

DFS. (b) The temporal evolution of populations for |0⟩L (blue dotted
line), and |1⟩L (red solid line).

mance in the presence of GCEs and decoherence.

To execute an SR-NHQC Hadamard gate in the DFS, one
may set θ = π/4, ϕ = 0. The function ϕ′1(t) retains the same
form as given in Eq. (25) and its graph is shown in Fig. 5 (a).
Starting from the initial state |0⟩L, the temporal evolution of
the populations corresponding to |0⟩L and |1⟩L are depicted
in Fig. 5 (b). In fig. 6 (a), we present how the fidelity of the
Hadamard gate varies with the amplitude of GCEs, denoted
as δ, for three scenarios: the standard dynamical gate (DG),
the standard NHQC, and SR-NHQC. The results exhibit a pat-
tern similar to that of the NOT gate, indicating that SR-NHQC
offers enhanced robustness against GCEs in the absence of de-
coherence. Numerical evaluations of different scenarios’ per-
formance in the presence of collective are shown in Fig. 6 (b).
The dephasing time T2 in the numerical simulation matches
that of the NOT gate described in the main text. It is evident
that employing the decoherence-free subspace sigficantly mit-
igates the detrimental effects of collective dephasing, resulting
in higher gate fidelities compared to the original SR-NHQC
scheme.
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FIG. 6. (a) Gate fidelities of the Hadamard gate versus the amplitude
of GCEs in the absence of decoherence. The results of three proto-
cols are shown: SR-NHQC (orange solid line), conventional NHQC
(green dashed line), and DG (red dot-ashed line). (b) Gate fidelities
of the Hadamard gate in the presence of dephasing and relaxation.
In the simulation, we set T2 = 40 µs. Results of four protocols are
shown: SR-NHQC in DFS (blue solid line), SR-NHQC (orange dot-
ted line), NHQC (green dashed line), and DG (red dot-dashed line).
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