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Quantum gates based on geometric phases possess intrinsic noise-resilience features and therefore
attract much attention. However, the implementations of previous geometric quantum computation
typically require a long pulse time of gates. As a result, their experimental control inevitably suffers
from the cumulative disturbances of systematic errors due to excessive time consumption. Here,
we experimentally implement a set of noncyclic and nonadiabatic geometric quantum gates in a
superconducting circuit, which greatly shortens the gate time. And also, we experimentally verify
that our universal single-qubit geometric gates are more robust to both the Rabi frequency error
and qubit frequency shift-induced error, compared to the conventional dynamical gates, by using the
randomized benchmarking method. Moreover, this scheme can be utilized to construct two-qubit
geometric operations, while the generation of the maximally entangled Bell states is demonstrated.
Therefore, our results provide a promising routine to achieve fast, high-fidelity, and error-resilient
quantum gates in superconducting quantum circuits.

The superconducting quantum circuit is one of the
promising candidates for future large-scale quantum com-
putation [1] due to its high controllability and scalabil-
ity. At this stage, the major obstacle is relatively short
coherence time and experimental perturbations, which
demand speeding up quantum operations and improv-
ing the robustness against errors under the experimental
controls in superconducting quantum circuits. Therefore,
with their intrinsic noise-resilience features, the gates in-
duced by geometric phases [2–4], attainable in supercon-
ducting systems, are highly anticipated.

The geometric phases depend only on the global prop-
erties of their evolution paths, so that they can be applied
to construct the geometric quantum gates against certain
local noises [5]. Adiabatic geometric quantum computa-
tion (AGQC) based on the Berry phase has been pro-
posed [3, 6–8] and first experimentally demonstrated in
nuclear magnetic resonance (NMR) [4], aiming to realize
high-fidelity and robust quantum gates. However, the
long gate time due to the adiabatic and cyclic evolution
conditions restricts the practical application of AGQC,
especially in quantum systems with limited coherence
time. Some approaches are proposed to overcome this
problem, including the shortcut acceleration to the adi-
abatic evolution [9–12], while these inevitably sacrifice
some robustness and generally increase the control com-
plexity. Recently, nonadiabatic geometric quantum com-
putation (NGQC) has been theoretically proposed and
experimentally implemented based on Abelian [13–21]
and non-Abelian geometric phases [22–31] to break the
limitation of the adiabatic condition. However, to strictly

satisfy the cyclic evolution in NGQC, it usually requires
at least π-pulse time consumption to construct a geomet-
ric gate, so there is still no advantage in operation time
compared to conventional dynamical gates. Meanwhile,
the increase in time consumption will also be accompa-
nied by cumulative disturbances from systematic errors,
making the robust advantage of the geometric gate dis-
plays ambiguous in experiments.

To reduce the gate-operation time and release the re-
striction of the cyclicity in the design of geometric gates
[32], some theoretical schemes based on nonadiabatic but
noncyclic geometric evolution have recently been pro-
posed [33–35]. One of them has been experimentally im-
plemented in a single trapped ultracold 40Ca+ ion [36], in
which a special single-qubit geometric gate has demon-
strated its error-resilient feature. But the experimental
verification of short-time and error-resilient features for
a set of universal geometric gates is still lacking, espe-
cially for the simultaneous suppression of different types
of errors.

Here, we experimentally implement the noncyclic and
nonadiabatic (NCNA) geometric quantum computation
in a superconducting quantum circuit. The method we
adopted to construct NCNA geometric gates is reverse
engineering, which purposefully determines the Hamilto-
nian for the system to generate noncyclic geometric evo-
lution paths [37]. In our experiment, a set of universal
and short-time single-qubit NCNA geometric gates in-
cluding [38] π/8 gate (T ), Phase gate (S), and Hadamard
gate (H) are realized, and their high fidelities are charac-
terized via randomized benchmarking (RB). Remarkably,
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FIG. 1: Single-qubit NCNA geometric gates. (a) The non-
cyclic evolution path of state vector |ψ+(t)〉 with Bloch rep-
resentation to realize NCNA geometric gates. (b) Sketch of a
two-qubit system with a coupler. QA (blue) and QB (red) are
directly coupled with an effective coupling strength gAB and
the coupling strength between the coupler C (black) and QA

(QB) is gAC (gBC). (c) The experimental pulses to realize
NCNA geometric T , S, and H gates and the corresponding
evolution trajectories with specific initial states.

we also experimentally demonstrate the strong resistance
of our universal single-qubit NCNA geometric gates to
both the Rabi frequency error and qubit frequency shift-
induced error. Finally, we implement the nontrivial two-
qubit geometric operation using parametric modulation
[39–41] to generate maximally entangled Bell states.

We first briefly elucidate the theoretical proposal [37]
of constructing NCNA geometric gates in the supercon-
ducting qubit. With ~ = 1, a general Hamiltonian for a
two-level system is

H(t) =
1

2

(
−∆(t) Ω(t)e−iφ(t)

Ω(t)eiφ(t) ∆(t)

)
, (1)

where Ω(t) and φ(t) are the time-dependent amplitude
and phase of the driving microwave field, respectively;
∆(t) = ωq −ωm is the time-dependent detuning between
the qubit transition frequency and the frequency of a mi-
crowave field. According to the Lewis-Riesenfeld invari-
ant methods [42–44], we can choose a set of orthogonal

states as |ψ+(t)〉 = eif+(t)[cos χ(t)
2 |0〉 + sin χ(t)

2 eiξ(t)|1〉]
and |ψ−(t)〉 = eif−(t)[sin χ(t)

2 e−iξ(t)|0〉 − cos χ(t)
2 |1〉] in

which f+(t) = f−(t) = γ is regarded as a global phase,
and χ(t) and ξ(t) represent the polar and azimuthal an-
gles on a Bloch sphere respectively. To realize our NCNA
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FIG. 2: Clifford-based RB of single-qubit NCNA geometric
gates. The inset is the sequence of gates from the Clifford
group for the reference RB and interleaved RB. Sequence fi-
delities are functions of the number of Cliffords and the ex-
ponential decay curves give fidelities of NCNA gates: the 2T ,
S, and H gates.

geometric gate, the entire noncyclic evolution path com-
posed of three path segments needs to be utilized, as
denoted in Fig. 1(a). We here take the evolution details
of state vector |ψ+(t)〉 as an illustration: first, it evolves
along the longitude line from the initial point (χ1, ξ1)
to (χ2, ξ1) at time t = τ1, with null accumulation of the
global phase; next the state evolves along the latitude line
from (χ2, ξ1) to (χ2, ξ2) at time t = τ2; the third path
is similar to the reverse of the first path, which is from
(χ2, ξ2) to the final point (χ1, ξ2). Among them, after
strictly eliminating the dynamical phase existing in the
middle segment by setting

∫ τ2
τ1

∆(t)dt = (ξ1− ξ2) sin2 χ2,
the accumulated geometric phase can be obtained as

γg = −1

2

∫ τ

0

ξ̇(t)[1−cosχ(t)]dt = −1

2
(ξ2−ξ1)(1−cosχ2),

(2)
which is exactly half of the solid angle enclosed by the
noncyclic evolution path and its geodesic connecting the
initial point (χ1, ξ1) and final point (χ1, ξ2). Based on
these, the corresponding Hamiltonian parameter φ(t) and
the pulse area associated with Ω(t) can then be reverse-
engineered in these three segments t ∈ [0, τ1], [τ1, τ2] and
[τ2, τ ] as

φ(t) = ξ1 +
π

2
,

1

2

∫ τ1

0

Ω(t)dt =
1

2
(χ2 − χ1),

φ(t) = ξ(t) + π,
1

2

∫ τ2

τ1

Ω(t)dt =
1

4
(ξ2 − ξ1) sin(2χ2),

φ(t) = ξ2 −
π

2
,

1

2

∫ τ

τ2

Ω(t)dt =
1

2
(χ2 − χ1), (3)

with detuning ∆(t) = 0, − (ξ2 − ξ1) sin2 χ2/ (τ2 − τ1), 0,

where ξ(t) = ξ1 −
∫ t
τ1

∆ (t′) dt′ + cotχ2

∫ t
τ1

Ω (t′) dt′. In
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this way, the resulting evolution operator is given by

U(τ) =

(
(cγ′+isγ′cχ1

)e−iξ− isγ′sχ1
e−iξ+

isγ′sχ1
eiξ+ (cγ′−isγ′cχ1

)eiξ−

)
, (4)

where cj = cos j, sj = sin j, ξ± = [ξ2 ± ξ1]/2 and γ′ =
γg + ξ−. We find that arbitrary NCNA geometric gates
can be realized by setting parameters χ1, ξ1,2, and γ′.

(a) (d)

(b) (e)

(c) (f)

FIG. 3: Error-resilient feature of NCNA geometric gates. (a)-
(c) The experimental sequence fidelities as functions of the
Rabi frequency error ε with the interleaved RB of single-qubit
geometric and dynamical gates: (a) 2T , (b) S and (c) H
are realized. (d)-(f) The experimental sequence fidelities as
functions of the qubit frequency shift-induced error δ with the
interleaved RB of single-qubit gates: (d) 2T , (e) S and (f) H
are realized. The experimental results are consistent with the
numerical simulation results using QuTiP [45, 46], and the
teal solid line and Fuschia dashed line represent the numerical
simulation of geometric and dynamical gates, respectively.

Our experiment of the above NCNA geometric scheme
is performed in a superconducting quantum circuit con-
taining four tunable grounded transmon qubits and four
tunable floating couplers with cross-shaped capacitors
[47]. Only two qubits QA and QB with a coupler C
are used in this experiment, with a sketch of the coupler
system shown in Fig. 1(b). The details of the sample are
introduced in the Supplementary Material [48]. We first
perform a set of universal single-qubit geometric gates,
including π/8 gate (T ), Phase gate (S), and Hadamard
gate (H) on the sweet spot of QA to demonstrate their
high fidelity and error-resilient features, in which the en-
velope of each pulse is a truncated Gaussian pulse with
DRAG (Derivative Reduction by Adiabatic Gate) pro-
cedure [49–51] to suppress the leakage error. To realize

NCNA geometric T and S gates, the parameters in Eq. 3
are set as ξ2− ξ1 = 9π/4 and 5π/2 respectively, with the
same γ′ = π, where we choose χ1 = χ2 to ensure that the
operation time consumed is the shortest. In addition, for
the NCNA geometric H gate, we set χ1 = π/2, γ′ = π/4
and ξ2−ξ1 = (2n+1)π, where ξ1 = π/2 and n is an inte-
ger. To optimize the total pulse area which corresponds
n, we determine n = 0 in practice, with the limitation of
sampling rate and output voltage of the arbitrary wave-
form generators (AWGs). Using these NCNA geometric
gates obtained, we implement the geometric evolution
control for the special initial states and their correspond-
ing evolution trajectories as shown in Fig. 1(c). In this
case, the pulse areas 1

2

∫ τ
0

Ω(t)dt for these NCNA geo-
metric T , S and H gates are about 0.46π, 0.60π, and
0.38π, which are evidently smaller compared to the cor-
responding dynamical gates that are 0.625π, 0.75π, and
0.75π.

Due to the smaller pulse area involved, the NCNA
geometric scheme has an advantage in operating time
compared to the conventional dynamical gate and single-
loop geometric gate [20], enabling higher gate fidelity
and also inheriting geometric error-resilient features. In
this letter, both the advantages are characterized via
the Clifford-based RB [52–54]. The experimental se-
quences of the reference RB and interleaved RB are
shown in the inset of Fig. 2. From the reference and
interleaved RB, we obtained the depolarizing parameter
pref and pitl by fitting the experimental results shown
in Fig. 2 with F = Apm + B, where A and B are
constants that absorb preparation and measurement er-
rors, and m is the number of Clifford gates. For the
single qubit gate, the reference gate fidelity is Fref =
1 − (1 − pref)(d − 1)/d/1.875 = 0.9943 with d = 2 and
the fidelities Fitl = 1 − (1 − pitl/pref)(d − 1)/d of inter-
leaved 2T , S and H gates are 0.9982, 0.9995, and 0.9994,
respectively (since the T gate is not a Clifford generator,
we apply two T gates in series to demonstrate the fidelity
of the NCNA geometric T gate [55]).

Furthermore, to verify the gate robustness of the
NCNA geometric scheme, we next consider the error-
affected Hamiltonian as follows:

H(t) =
1

2

(
− (∆ + δΩm) (1 + ε)Ω(t)e−iφ(t)

(1 + ε)Ω(t)eiφ(t) (∆ + δΩm)

)
, (5)

where ε and δ represent the pulse amplitude (Rabi fre-
quency) error and qubit frequency shift-induced error re-
spectively, and Ωm is the maximum of Ω(t). In the ex-
periment, these errors are generated by the designed mi-
crowave pulses. We continue to compare the robustness
of the error-affected NCNA geometric 2T , S, and H gates
with the corresponding dynamical counterparts by using
interleaved RB. To numerically simulate the RB results,
we compute all propagators of the system Hamiltonian
corresponding to single-qubit gates considering the re-
laxation and dephasing time, and we also consider the
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FIG. 4: Bell states generated by the two-qubit NCNA ge-
ometric operation. (a) The whole pulse sequence is used
to demonstrate Bell states. The system can be initialized
in |01〉 or |10〉 and then we perform a well-designed para-
metric flux pulse. Finally, we use single-qubit gates I, X,
±X/2 and ±Y/2 to implement a joint dispersive readout us-
ing the resonator of QB . (b) The density matrix of Bell states
(|10〉− i|01〉)/

√
2 and (|10〉+ i|01〉)/

√
2 generated by the two-

qubit NCNA geometric operation. The heights and colors of
bars in the histogram represent the corresponding amplitudes
and arguments of density matrix elements.

second excited state to calculate the population leakage.
Similar to the experimental RB procedure, the propaga-
tors are applied to the state density matrix in the vec-
tor representation. Then the fidelities of numerical sim-
ulation can be finally obtained. As shown in Fig. 3,
our experimental and numerical results demonstrate the
suppression effects of NCNA geometric 2T , S, and H
gates on both the Rabi frequency error and qubit fre-
quency shifted-induced error. Thus, we experimentally
implement a set of universal single-qubit NCNA geomet-
ric gates, which outperform dynamical gates comprehen-
sively in the gate robustness and gate time.

The implementation of quantum computation also in-
volves the entangled interactions between qubits. In this
letter, we experimentally demonstrate that the NCNA
geometric scheme can also be applied to two-qubit ma-
nipulation, in which the construction of two-qubit entan-
gled states by using the parametric modulation [39–41] is
taken as an example. The coupling model in our exper-
iment consisting of two qubits QA,B and a coupler C is
shown in Fig. 1 (b). QA and QB are biased at the operat-
ing spot and the sweet spot, respectively, and the coupler
C is modulated using a parametric pulse in the form of
φ(t) = φdc +εp cos(ωpt+φp), in which φdc, εp, ωp, and φp
are the DC flux bias, modulation amplitude, frequency,

and phase, respectively. After neglecting the high-order
oscillating terms and applying the unitary transforma-
tion, the final effective Hamiltonian within the subspace
{|01〉, |10〉} can be written as

Heff =
1

2

(
−∆′ geffe

−i(ηt+ϕ)

geffe
i(ηt+ϕ) ∆′

)
, (6)

where geff and ηt+ ϕ are the effective coupling strength
and the time-dependent phase generated by modulation
pulses, a detailed derivation can be found in the supple-
mentary material [48], while the detuning ∆′ is defined
as ωp − (ω01 − ω10).

The above Hamiltonian form is the same as the single-
qubit one H(t), thus we can determine Hamiltonian pa-
rameters of Eq. 6 according to Eq. 3, to implement an
arbitrary geometric operation in the subspace spanned
by {|01〉, |10〉}, while the experimental pulse sequence is
shown in Fig. 4(a). As a result, extending to the whole
two-qubit subspace, the entangled two-qubit geometric
manipulation is realized. Next, we proceed to implement
high-fidelity entangled Bell states preparation based on
this two-qubit geometric manipulation, in which we set
χ1 = χ2 = 0.789 and ξ2 − ξ1 = 3π/2. The modulation
phase φp = π and the amplitude εp are designed to induce
the effective strength geff = 3.96 MHz. The frequency of
modulation pulse become ωp = ω01 − ω10 + geff cotχ2 =
163.7 MHz. To generate high-fidelity Bell states, the du-
ration of the longitudinal waveform is calibrated through
the population in the subspace {|01〉, |10〉} [48]. We care-
fully design the pulse area with the width of the rising,
square, and falling pulses are 10 ns, 78 ns, and 10 ns
respectively. Here, we perform tow-qubit state tomog-
raphy using a joint dispersive readout [56, 57] to detect
Bell states shown in Fig. 4(b). The two-qubit system
is initialized in the state |10〉 (|01〉) and then the pulse
of the entangled operation is applied to the flux of the
coupler C. The Bell states can be restructured by im-
plementing an overcomplete raw measurement involving
different combinations of single-qubit gates I, X, ±X/2,
and ±Y/2 on QA (QB), respectively [48]. The generated
Bell states are (|10〉 − i|01〉)/

√
2 and (|10〉 + i|01〉)/

√
2

with fidelities 97.89% and 98.07% when the correspond-
ing initial states are |10〉 and |01〉. The comparisons of
experimental and ideal Bell states are shown in Ref. [48].

In summary, we experimentally implement the short-
time and high-fidelity NCNA geometric gates in the su-
perconducting circuit, and also experimentally demon-
strate that these geometric gates are more robust to
both the Rabi frequency error and qubit frequency shift-
induced error compared to the conventional dynamical
gates. In addition, the approach can be generalized
to two-qubit manipulation to generate the Bell states.
Therefore, the NCNA geometric gates are a promising
candidate for fast, high-fidelity, and robust universal
quantum operations.
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