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We introduce a quantum control technique using polychromatic pulse sequences (PPS), consisting
of pulses with different carrier frequencies, i.e. different detunings with respect to the qubit tran-
sition frequency. We derive numerous PPS, which generate broadband, narrowband, and passband
excitation profiles for different target transition probabilities. This makes it possible to create high-
fidelity excitation profiles which are either (i) robust to deviations in the experimental parameters,
which is attractive for quantum computing, or (ii) more sensitive to such variations, which is attrac-
tive for cross talk elimination and quantum sensing. The method is demonstrated experimentally
using one of IBM’s superconducting quantum processors, in a very good agreement between the-
ory and experiment. These results demonstrate both the excellent coherence properties of the IBM
qubits and the accuracy, robustness and flexibility of the proposed quantum control technique. They
also show that the detuning is as efficient control parameter as the pulse phase that is commonly
used in composite pulses. Hence the method opens a variety of perspectives for quantum control in
areas where phase manipulation is difficult or inaccurate.

Introduction. The composite pulses are a powerful
quantum control technique which has been invented in
nuclear magnetic resonance (NMR) as a convenient tool
for robust manipulation of spins by magnetic fields [1–
3]. A composite pulse consists of a sequence of single
pulses each having a well defined phase. With a proper
selection of the phases of the constituent pulses, the com-
posite sequence can largely compensate for systematic er-
rors in the driving fields (e.g. miscalibrated, shifted or
spatially inhomogeneous intensity or frequency), which
usually lead to poor performance of a single pulse alone.
Moreover, composite pulses feature high accuracy in ob-
taining the targeted probability value, as well as great
flexibility for they can produce an excitation profile of
virtually any shape. After their successful application in
NMR, composite pulses have been applied in other ar-
eas where robust coherent quantum control is needed.
Examples range from trapped ions [4–11], neutral atoms
[12, 13], quantum dots [14–19], and NV centers in dia-
mond [20] to doped solids [21–24], superconducting phase
qubits [25], optical clocks [26], atom optics [27–29], and
magnetometry [30].

In this work, we construct composite pulse sequences in
which, instead of the phase, we use the detuning of each
constituent pulse as the control parameter, thereby form-
ing a polychromatic pulse train (PPT). We are motivated
by the fact that in the vast library of traditional compos-
ite pulses the standard control parameters are the phases
and, to some (but lesser) extent, the amplitudes of the
constituent pulses. In particular, the phases have proved
to be a much more powerful control parameter than the
pulse amplitudes. Using the frequency of each pulse as a
control parameter has largely been ignored, with just a
few exceptions [31, 32]. Here we explore how much one
can achieve by using the detuning as the only control
parameter by deriving, and experimentally demonstrat-
ing on IBM’s ibmq armonk quantum processor, all major
types of excitation profiles of the traditional composite
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FIG. 1: Schematic illustration of a polychromatic pulse train:
a sequence of pulses with different frequencies.

pulses. Remarkably, it turns out that PPT can deliver
the same performance in terms of efficiency, robustness
and flexibility as traditional composite pulses.
General framework. The Hamiltonian of a coher-

ently driven qubit can be written as H = 1
2 h̄Ωσx −

1
2 h̄∆σz , where σk are the Pauli matrices, ∆ = ω0 − ω
is the detuning between the transition frequency ω0 and
the frequency of the driving field ω, and Ω is the Rabi
frequency. The evolution is described by a propagator,
which can be parameterized with the complex Cayley-
Klein parameters a and b as

U =

[

a b
−b∗ a∗

]

, (1)

where |a|2 + |b|2 = 1. For rectangular pulse of duration
T and constant detuning, which we assume below, the
propagator is obtained by exponentiation, and we have

a = cos
A

2
+ i

∆

Λ
sin

A

2
, b = −i

Ω

Λ
sin

A

2
, (2)

where Λ =
√
∆2 +Ω2 and A = ΛT . The transition prob-

ability is p = |b|2 = (Ω/Λ)2 sin2(A/2).
The fastest way to drive complete population transfer,

or to create a coherent superposition of states, is to use
a resonant pulse (∆ = 0) with an appropriate temporal
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area, for which the transition probability is p = sin2 A/2.
Obviously, it is sensitive to variations in the pulse area.
For example, a small deviation ǫ from the value A =
π, i.e., A → π(1 + ǫ), causes an error in the transition
probability of order Ø(ǫ2): p = 1 − π2ǫ2/4 + . . .. In the
more general case of fractional-π pulses, the error in p is
Ø(ǫ). This sensitivity to errors can be greatly reduced,
to any desired order, by replacing the single pulse by a
PPT. A PPT of N pulses of the same duration T , the
same Rabi frequency Ω and the same phases, but with
different detunings ∆k (leftmost pulse applied first), as
illustrated in Fig. 1,

{∆1∆2 · · ·∆N}, (3)

produces the propagator

U(N) = U(∆N ) · · ·U(∆2)U(∆1), (4)

which is a product of the single-pulse propagators (1). It
depends on all detunings, which can be varied in order
to engineer the excitation profile in a desired manner.
Description of the experiment. We performed our

experiments using the quantum processor ibmq armonk
v2.4.25 of IBM Quantum Experience [33]. It consists
of a single transmon qubit, which is controlled with mi-
crowave pulses, using the low-level quantum-computing
module Qiskit Pulse [34], part of the open-source frame-
work Qiskit [35]. The system parameters, as calibrated at
the time of the experiments, are: qubit frequency 4.972
GHz; anharmonicity −0.34719 GHz; T1 and T2 times
195.52 µs and 232.57 µs; readout assignment error 3.47%.
We apply sequences of rectangular pulses with the same
drive amplitude (Rabi frequency), where each pulse has
a duration of 100 ns. Each pulse has a different carrier
frequency (and hence different detuning), as explained
above. Each single experimental data point on the fig-
ures below represents the average of 1024 shots.
We note here that in the figures, presenting the exper-

imental results, the excitation profiles do not reach the
desired maximum value of unity, contrary to the theoret-
ical predictions. This is largely due to the measurement
error, which is on the order of 3.5%. A much smaller
but more important amount, is contributed from the de-
phasing of our qubit. The malign effect of the decoher-
ence can be mitigated by shortening the pulse duration,
which however results in higher leakage out of the com-
putational space of the qubit [37].
Broadband (BB) pulses. Although the propagator

for every pulse in the sequence (4) is first-order sensitive
to the pulse area error ǫ, the detunings ∆k and the Rabi
frequency Ω can be chosen such that in the PPT this
sensitivity is relegated to much higher orders of ǫ. We
begin with complete population inversion sequences. We
found that for transition probability of p = 1, the best
performance is obtained when we take an odd number of
pulses N = 2n+ 1 with the same Rabi frequency Ω and
set the anti-symmetric condition ∆N−k+1 = −∆k on the
detunings. Explicitly, this PPT reads

{∆1,∆2, · · · ,∆n, 0,−∆n, · · · ,−∆2,−∆1}. (5)
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FIG. 2: Transition probabilities generated by broadband
antisymmetric PPTs of Eq. (5). Top frames: numerical sim-
ulations; bottom frames: experimental results. Left frames:
PPTs with length N = 3, 5, and 11 (from inside out) for
complete population transfer (p = 1), compared to the profile
of a single resonant pulse (dotted). The values of the Rabi
frequency and detunings (Ω;∆1,∆2, . . . ,∆n) are: (0.6397;
0.7200) for N = 3; (0.5583; 0.8980, 0.1412) for N = 5; and
(0.4795; 1.1164, 0.2309, 0.4414, 0.0233, 0.1611) for N = 11.
Right frames: PPTs with length N = 3, 5, and 7 (from
inside out) for partial population transfer (p = 1

2
), com-

pared to a single resonant pulse (dotted). The values of
the Rabi frequency and detunings (Ω;∆1,∆2, . . . ,∆n) are
(0.7014; 1.1789) for N = 3, (0.4498; 0.8182, 0.4731) for
N = 5, and (0.4875; 1.0942, 0.2006, 0.5543) for N = 7.

We make use of two approaches to derive broadband
PPTs. In the first approach, we require that p = 1 at
the center of the excitation profile, i.e. for zero pulse area
error, and we set as many derivatives with respect to ǫ
to zero as possible,

PN (ǫ = 0) = 1, (6a)

∂kPN

∂ǫk

∣

∣

∣

∣

ǫ=0

= 0 (k = 1, 2, . . . , n). (6b)

Hence the transition probability PN = 1 − |U (N)
11 |2 is

accurate to order O(ǫ2n) = O(ǫN−1). The conditions
(6) generate a set of n + 1 algebraic equations for the
n + 1 parameters {Ω;∆1,∆2, . . . ,∆n}. Contrary to the
traditional composite pulses, where numerous analytic
solutions for the phases have been derived, here an an-
alytic solution is elusive even for the shortest PPTs due
to algebraic complexity. Numerical solutions, however,
are straightforward. Among them, we have selected the
ones with the least total pulse area; they are listed in the
Supplementary Material.
Figure 2 shows the excitation profiles generated by

some of the BB PPTs for target transition probabilities
p = 1 and p = 1

2 , respectively. Note that a zero error
ǫ = 0 corresponds to a different Rabi frequency Ω (which
is a control parameter) for each sequence. As the number
of pulses in PPT grows, the excitation profiles broaden
and become more robust to Rabi frequency errors. We
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FIG. 3: Left : Transition probabilities generated by broadband PPTs of length N = 4. The curves show the transition
probabilities locked at the levels p = 1 (X4) and p = 0.5 (H4). The probability error level is α = 10−4. Top frame:
numerical simulations; bottom frame: experimental results. The Rabi frequency and detunings (Ω;∆1,∆2,∆3,∆4) are
(0.6750;−0.9267, 0.0227,−0.0227, 0.9267) for X4 and (0.6197; 0.6465,−0.0024,−1.1049, 0.6265) for H4. Middle: Transition
probabilities generated by narrowband symmetric PPTs of length N = 7, locked at the levels p = 1 (X7) and p = 0.5 (H7). The
error level is 10−4. Top frame: numerical simulations; bottom frame: experimental results. The Rabi frequency and detunings
(Ω;∆1,∆2,∆3,∆4) are (0.4036; 0.7207, −0.1269, 0.2682, 0.5699) for X7 and (0.3849; 0.0807, 0.3045, 0.7847, −0.6154) for H4.
Right : Transition probabilities generated by passband PPTs of length N = 8 locked at the levels p = 1 (X8, ǫ0 = 0.2) and
p = 0.5 (H8, ǫ0 = 0.3). The error level is 10−2. Top frame: numerical simulations; bottom frame: experimental results. The
Rabi frequency and detunings (Ω;∆1,∆2, . . . ,∆8) are (0.6197; 0.3847, 0.5165, −2.4852, 0.549, 0.4073, 0.3837, 0.0138, -0.8335)
for X8 and (0.825; 2.6171, 0.5036, 0.2977, 0.1954, 0.8605, −0.6183, 1.8844, 1.8191) for H8.

note that throughout this paper we set the pulse dura-
tion T = 1 and all values of Ω and ∆k are dimensionless;
in other words, all values of Ω and ∆k are in units 1/T .
In the second approach, the parameters ∆k and Ω are

obtained by a numerical minimization of the following
cost (objective) function,

cost(∆k,Ω) = [max (|p(∆k,Ω, ǫ)− p|)− α]
2
, (7)

where ǫ is varied in the range from −ǫ0 to ǫ0, which
defines the bandwidth of the broadband pulse. For the
optimization we use a BFGS quasi-Newton method. We
must note that optimizing the cost function (7) means
that we would actually penalize transition profiles that
do not utilize the allowed deviation range, specified by α.
In other words we force the excitation profiles to be er-
roneous up to the quality level defined by α, in exchange
of enhanced bandwidth.
For the numeric calculations we vary ǫ with a step

of 0.1, as we observe that a finer step only slows down
the optimization. To validate a solution, we make sure
that |p(∆k,Ω, ǫ)− p| ≤ α holds over the entire band-
width [−ǫ0, ǫ0]. Note that despite being optimized for a
certain bandwidth ǫ0, the obtained PPTs often outper-
form that requirement: the above condition holds over a
broader range for ǫ. As in the first approach, for p = 1
the best performance is obtained with the antisymmetric
PPT (5). For p 6= 1, we use the general sequence (3).
The full list of broadband sequences that we obtained

can be found in the Supplementary Material or in the

GitHub repository [36]. Selected profiles are shown in
Fig. 3 (left) for N = 4 pulses, p = 1 (X4) and 0.5 (H4)
at probability error level α = 10−4. The advantage of
these PPTs over the derivative-based ones in Fig. 2 is the
enhanced bandwidth. Because the admissible error here
is very small (α = 10−4) the loss of accuracy is invisible
on this scale. (The error of the derivative-based PPTs in
their high-accuracy central range is generally extremely
small, far less than 10−4.)
Narrowband (NB) pulses. We derive the NB pulses

by minimizing the following cost function for ∆k and Ω,

cost(∆k,Ω) = [p(∆k,Ω, 0)− p]
2
+

(

∂p(∆k,Ω, ǫ)

∂ǫ

∣

∣

∣

∣

ǫ=0

)2

+ [max (p(∆k,Ω, ǫ))− α]2 , (8)

where ǫ sweeps the range [−1,−ǫ0] ∪ [ǫ0, 1]. Minimiz-
ing the derivative locks the extremum of the probability
at ǫ = 0. For p = 1 this derivative is zero and it can
be omitted from Eq. (8). To validate a solution, we
make sure that |p(∆k,Ω, 0)− p| ≤ α is fulfilled and that
p(∆k,Ω, ǫ) ≤ α holds over the entire bandwidth.
We found that the best performance is obtained when

we set the symmetric condition ∆N−k+1 = ∆k. Then the
PPT reads

{∆1,∆2, · · · ,∆n, 0,∆n, · · · ,∆2,∆1}. (9)

In Fig. 3 (middle) we show selected profiles for N = 7
and target probabilities p = 1 (X7) and 0.5 (H7) at error



4

0.1 0.2 0�� ��� ��� 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9

-2 -1 0 1 2
-1.0

-0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

Detuning (π)

R
a
b
i
F
re
q
u
e
n
c
y
D
e
v
ia
ti
o
n
ϵ

-2 -1 0 1 2
-1.0

-0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

Detuning (π)

-10 -5 0 5 10
-1.0

-0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

Detuning (MHz)

R
a
b
i
F
re
q
u
e
n
c
y
D
e
v
ia
ti
o
n
ϵ

-10 -5 0 5 10
-1.0

-0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

Detuning (MHz)

FIG. 4: Contour plots of the transition probability generated
by PPTs with double compensation of Rabi frequency (rela-
tive) and detuning (absolute) errors for N = 2 (left frames)
andN = 4 (right frames). Top frames: numerical simulations;
bottom frames: experimental results. The values of the pa-
rameters are (Ω;∆1,∆2) = (0.937; 0.735,−0.735) for N = 2
and (Ω;∆1,∆2,∆3,∆4) = (0.9; 3.028, 0.609,−0.609,−3.028)
for N = 4.

level α = 10−4. The full list of the obtained NB PPTs
can be found in the Supplementary Material or in the
GitHub repository [36].
Passband (PB) pulses. We derive the PB sequences

by numerical minimization of the following cost function
of ∆k and Ω,

cost(∆k,Ω) = ([max(|p(∆k,Ω, ǫ1)− p|)− α]
2

+ [max(p(∆k,Ω, ǫ2))− α]
2
, (10)

where ǫ1 is varied in the range [−ǫ0, ǫ0] and ǫ2 is var-
ied in the range [−1,−ǫ0] ∪ [ǫ0, 1]. This is essentially a
combination of the BB cost function of Eq. (7), which
enhances the flat nature in the middle (around ǫ = 0),
and the NB cost function of Eq. (8), which suppresses
the wings of the profile. Note that now the first two terms
in Eq. (8) are redundant. To reduce the number of so-
lutions that we obtain, both terms from Eq. (10) share
the same bandwidths ǫ0 and errors α. To validate a solu-
tion, we make sure that the BB condition holds over the
range [−ǫ0, ǫ0] and the NB condition holds over the range
[−1,−ǫ0] ∪ [ǫ0, 1]. The full list of obtained passband se-
quences can be found in the Supplementary Material or

in the GitHub repository [36].

In Fig. 3 (right) we show selected profiles for N = 8,
target probabilities p = 1 (X8) and 0.5 (H8) and prob-
ability error α = 10−2. The comparison of the BB, NB
and PB profiles in Fig. 3 demonstrates that the PB pro-
files maintain the NB feature of the NB profiles, however,
with the added benefit of a flat BB top. Therefore, the
PB composite sequences feature both selectivity and ro-
bustness, at the expense of being longer than the BB and
the NB sequences.

Simultaneous compensation of Rabi frequency
and detuning errors. PPTs can be used to achieve
robustness against various imperfection, and are not lim-
ited to Rabi frequency error compensation. We have used
our approach to derive PPTs with double compensation
versus both Rabi frequency and detuning. The obtained
sequences have an antisymmetric form and the excita-
tion profiles for N = 2 and 4 pulses are plotted in Fig. 4.
As seen in the figure, simultaneous compensation of Rabi
frequency and detuning errors can be efficiently achieved.
The broadening of the high-efficiency domain for 4 pulses
is clearly visible. Longer PPTs, not shown here for the
sake of brevity, can further expand this domain. As with
all previous PPTs, an excellent agreement between the-
ory and experiment is observed.

Discussion and conclusions. We presented a
method for robust and high-fidelity quantum control of
qubits by sequences of nearly-resonant pulses with differ-
ent, suitably chosen carrier frequencies (and hence detun-
ings) used as control parameters. The method allowed us
to derive sequences with broadband, narrowband, and
passband excitaiton profiles, robust coherent superposi-
tions, as well as sequences with double compensation of
both Rabi frequency and detuning errors. We performed
experimental tests of all sequences by using IBM’s quan-
tum processor ibmq armonk. All tests demonstrated an
excellent agreement between theory and experiment. Our
results show that using the detuning as a control param-
eter is as efficient as using the pulse phases, as done in
the vast field of quantum control by composite pulses.
This opens a variety of perspectives to benefit from the
powerful composite ideas in areas where phase control is
inaccurate, difficult, or even impossible.
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