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The use of multilevel information carriers, also known as qudits, is a promising path for exploring
scalability of quantum computing devices. Here we present a proof-of-principle realization of a
quantum processor register that uses optically-addressed 171Yb+ ion qudits in a linear trap. The rich
level structure of 171Yb+ ions allows using the Zeeman sublevels of the quadrupole clock transition
at 435.5 nm for efficient and robust qudit encoding. We demonstrate the realization of the universal
set of gates consisting of single-qudit rotations and a two-qudit Mølmer–Sørensen operation with a
two-ququart system, which is formally equivalent to a universal gate-based four-qubit processor. Our
results paves a way towards further studies of more efficient implementations of quantum algorithms
with trapped-ion-based processors and, specifically, exploring properties of 171Yb+ ion qudits.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum algorithms offer significant advantages over
best-known classical methods in solving certain computa-
tional problems ranging from prime factorization to sim-
ulating complex systems [1–5]. However, in order to run
corresponding quantum algorithms in industry-relevant
settings one needs to operate with thousands of logical
qubits [6, 7], which cannot be provided by currently avail-
able quantum devices. The need of logical qubits requires
sizeable increase in fidelities of quantum gate, in partic-
ular, two-qubit operations. We note that the possibility
to achieve computational advantage with noisy proces-
sors for practical problems remains questionable [8, 9].
Recent progress in experiments with controllable quan-
tum many-body systems based on superconducting cir-
cuits [10, 11], semiconductor quantum dots [12–14], pho-
tonic systems [15, 16], neutral atoms [17–20], and trapped
ions [21–23] has made it possible to use such systems for
tests on quantum advantage [10, 11, 15], quantum sim-
ulation [17–19, 21, 22], and prototyping quantum algo-
rithms [20, 23]. Although the reported numbers of qubits
in quantum processors tend to hundreds (for example,
433-qubit superconducting quantum processor has been
announced [24] and 256-atom quantum simulator has
been used for optimization [25]), the reported gate fi-
delities of these large-scale processors are lower than in
its small-scale counterparts [10, 26]. Moreover, the con-
nectivity between individual qubits is typically limited
to their nearest neighbours, although there are various
proposals to overcome this limitation [27]. These issues
reduce the quantum volume (QV) [28] achieved by these
devices, which is a metric for gate-based quantum pro-
cessors combining the qubit number and gate fidelities.

Being one of the first platforms proposed for quan-
tum computing [29, 30], today trapped-ion systems show
the highest QV of 32768 in experiments by Quantinuum
with the 15-qubit H1-1 processor [31]. The trapped ion
quantum processor also admits an effective error correc-
tion [32–37], e.g., a fault-tolerant entanglement between
two logical qubits has been realized [37, 38]. Main fea-

tures of trapped ions are long coherence times [39], high-
fidelity gates [40], and essential all-to-all connectivity.
Still, the scalability to large enough numbers of qubits
without the decrease of the gate fidelities remains chal-
lenging [5, 41].

An interesting feature of certain physical quantum
platforms is their multilevel structure, which can be
efficiently used for scaling quantum processors with
the use of qudits — d-level quantum systems [42–82].
There are two basic approaches: (i) encoding several
qubits in a single qudit and (ii) the use of additional
qudit levels to substitute ancilla qubits in multiqubit
gate decompositions [83] (for example, for the Toffoli
gate [54, 56, 69, 70, 84–89]). These two methods can
be efficiently combined [90]. Both approaches allow one
to increase of the QV since a d-state qudit can be thought
of as log2 d qubits. Additionally, certain two-qubit oper-
ations can be replaced by single-qudit ones. While the
presence of additional energy levels is used for various
quantum computing platforms [69, 70, 72–74, 81, 88, 91],
the use of qudit encoding is especially useful for trapped
ions where switching from qubits to qudits is rather sim-
ple from experimental point of view. [78, 92]. Notably,
the first realization of two-qubit gates has used two qubits
stored in the degrees of freedom of a single trapped ion,
i.e. in the qudit setup [30].

Recently, mutliqudit quantum processors [81, 91, 92],
including the one based on 40Ca+ qudits [92], have been
demonstrated. In trapped-ion systems, quantum infor-
mation is typically encoded in metastable states of ions,
which are coupled by optical or microwave (mw) fields to
perform quantum operations. In the case of using qudits,
for example, the Zeeman structure of the 729 nm opti-
cal transition in 40Ca+ ion has been used for the qudit
encoding with d up to 7 [92]. One may argue that transi-
tion frequencies between certain of the sublevels are more
susceptible to magnetic field fluctuations in contrast to
the one usually chosen as a qubit (see Fig. 1). How-
ever, with the proper magnetic shielding one can signif-
icantly reduce the impact of the field noise on the co-
herence time. It is possible to realize a universal gate
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set consisting of single-qudit and two-qudit operations.
However, finding best-possible conditions for developing
scalable qudit-based quantum processors requires addi-
tional research. Specifically, another promising option for
trapped-ion setups is to use 171Yb+, which offers certain
advantages [41]. In particular, the ytterbium ion level
structure provides multiple options for encoding quan-
tum information with a high degree of robustness with
respect to decoherence [31, 38, 39].

In this work, we present a two-ququart quantum pro-
cessor using 171Yb+ ions with the quadrupole clock tran-
sition at 435.5 nm used for efficient qudit encoding. This
transition is widely used in metrology [93–96], and it has
been recently proposed for robust qubit encoding with
ytterbium ions [97]. Here we extend this idea for en-
coding qudits. We demonstrate the realization of the
full set of quantum gates required for implementing al-
gorithms, which consists of single-qudit gates with fideli-
ties ranges from 83% to 89% and the two-qubit opera-
tion with 65 ± 4% fidelity. We note that a single two-
qudit Mølmer–Sørensen (MS) gate acting on |0〉 and |1〉
states in both ions is sufficient to complete a full two-
ququart gate set. Although it is possible to add more
two-qudit operations acting on other qudit states to the
gate set, it is unnecessary from point of view of univer-
sality while would significantly complicate a calibration
process. To the best of our knowledge, our work present
the first results on manipulating multiqudit system based
on 171Yb+ ions with optical qudits.

II. OPTICAL 171YB+ QUDITS

171Yb+ ions are one of the main work horses in quan-
tum metrology and quantum computing [41]. These ions
are directly laser cooled with 369.5 nm emission on a
strong quasi-cyclic 2S1/2 → 2P1/2 transition with re-

pumping using 2D3/2 → 3[3/2]1/2 transition at 935.2
nm [98, 99]. This process can be implemented with
widely available semiconductor lasers and does not re-
quire frequency conversion. Since we are interested in
171Yb+ isotope (the nuclear spin equals I = 1/2), one
can realize isotope-selective trap loading with another
readily available diode laser at 398.9 nm.

In particular, the transition between hyperfine com-
ponents of the ground state 2S1/2(F = 0,mF = 0) →
2S1/2(F = 1,mF = 0) is widely used as a mw qubit. Its
transition frequency is insensitive (to the first order) to
the magnetic field fluctuations. The qubit can be readily
initialized by optical pumping to the single Zeeman sub-
level of the 2S1/2(F = 0) manifold. We note that entan-
glement of two logical qubits [38], the largest QV [31],
and the record coherence times [39] have been demon-
strated exactly with this type of mw qubit.

In our previous work [97], we have proposed the elec-
tric quadrupole transition 2S1/2(F = 0,mF = 0) →
2D3/2(F = 2,mF = 0) in 171Yb+ to encode an optical
qubit. This transition has a wavelength of 435.5 nm and
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2D3/2

FIG. 1. 171Yb+ level structure used for qudit manipula-
tions: the state |0〉 is coupled to |1〉, |2〉, and |3〉 using single-
qudit operations R01(φ, θ), R02(φ, θ), and R03(φ, θ), corre-
spondingly. Arrows show laser fields used for the ion cooling
and readout (green), repumping (orange) and quantum gates
(red). Dotted arrows show fields generated by phase mod-
ulation of the laser beams, while curved lines correspond to
spontaneous decays.

the natural linewidth of 3 Hz (the corresponding upper
level life time equals τ= 53 ms). Such encoding combines
already mentioned features of ytterbium ions with advan-
tages of optical qubits, mainly, in addressing. First, for
addressing optical qubits one can use lasers with visible-
light wavelength range, whereas for addressing mw qubits
ultraviolet lasers are typically required. This allows us-
ing more efficient optical components, for example, TeO2

acousto-optical deflectors (AODs), which exhibit much
larger scan range. Second, in order to perform a two-
qubit operation on mw qubits two non co-propagating
laser beams are required, while for optical qubits a sin-
gle beam is enough. Moreover, in comparison with 40Ca+

optical qubits, the proposed transition in 171Yb+ ions ex-
hibits two orders of magnitude smaller sensitivity to the
magnetic field (52 Hz/µT at 500 µT field offset required
for cooling in comparison to 5600 Hz/µT in 40Ca+ ions),
which leads to lower requirements for magnetic shielding.
However, exploring these potential advantages of 171Yb+

ions requires additional studies, which are beyond the
scope of the present work.

Similarly to the calcium ions, one may realize optical
qudits in 171Yb+. All six Zeeman sublevels of both upper
and lower levels can be used for the information encoding
giving rise to qudits with d = 6 (see Fig. 1). However,
171Yb+ qudits are potentially better protected from de-
coherence due to magnetic field fluctuations, since qudit
levels have the integer full angular momentum number
F , with F = 0 for the lower level. The |0〉 and |1〉 qubit
states’ energies are sensitive to the magnetic field only
in the second order due to zero magnetic quantum num-
bers. Other qudit states can be decoupled from magnetic
fields noise using decoupling techniques similar to what
is presented in Ref. [100], however, the demonstration of
decoupling methods is a topic for further research beyond
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FIG. 2. The one-segment linear 4-blades Paul trap is used
for trapping 171Yb+ ions (two ions are labeled as A and B).
Laser beams shown in blue (369.5 nm) and red (935.2 nm) are
used for Doppler cooling and repumping, respectively. The
beam at 435.5 nm along the trap axis provides ground state
cooling and two-qubit gates. Another beam at 435.5 nm is
orthogonal to the trap axis and its position can be tuned to
address individual ions and perform single-qudit gates.

the scope of the present work. In our proof-of-principle
demonstration we use only four of six available states for
ququart encoding (d = 4), as this system can be straight-
forwardly mapped to a conventional qubit-based proces-
sor by considering each ququart to encode two qubits.

A. Qudit gates

In the further discussion the ququart states are denoted
as |0〉, |1〉, |2〉, and |3〉 according to Fig. 1. We realize a
universal set of gates consisting of single-qudit operation
and a single two-qudit gate. We perform single-qudit
operations R0k(φ, θ) on a particular ion by applying laser
pulses resonant to the transitions between corresponding
qudit states. The corresponding operation matrices have
the following form:

R01(φ, θ)=


cos( θ2 ) −ie−iφ sin( θ2 ) 0 0

−ieiφ sin( θ2 ) cos( θ2 ) 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1

 , (1)

R02(φ, θ)=


cos( θ2 ) 0 −ie−iφ sin( θ2 ) 0

0 1 0 0
−ieiφ sin( θ2 ) 0 cos( θ2 ) 0

0 0 0 1

 , (2)

R03(φ, θ)=


cos( θ2 ) 0 0 −ie−iφ sin( θ2 )

0 1 0 0
0 0 1 0

−ieiφ sin( θ2 ) 0 0 cos( θ2 )

 , (3)

where θ = ΩτS (Ω is the Rabi-frequency and τS is the
laser pulse duration) and φ is the phase, which can be
controlled by the laser field phase.

To entangle two particles we use the well-known
Mølmer-Sørensen gate [101–104] with π/4 phase. We ap-
ply this operation to |0〉 and |1〉 states of the neighbouring
ions, so further we denote it as XXAB

01,01(π/4). If we ne-
glect additional phases gained by each of the qudits [92],
as they can be compensated by a set of single-qudit op-
erations, the gate can be described by the matrix:

XXAB
01,01(χ) = exp

(
−iχX̃01 ⊗ X̃01

)
,

X̃01 =

 0 1 0 0
1 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0

 ,
(4)

where χ is the phase. We note that XXAB
01,01(π/4) acting

on |00〉AB leads to the generation of the Bell state having
the following form:

|Ψ〉AB =
(
|00〉AB − i|11〉AB

)
/
√

2. (5)

To perform the MS-gate, we apply a bi-chromatic laser
field with frequencies of ω01 ± (ωm + δ) onto both ions,
where ω01 is the resonant frequency of the |0〉 → |1〉
transition, ωm is the vibrational mode frequency used
for entanglement, and δ is the detuning. To achieve the
required gate phase, the pulse parameters must satisfy
equation τMS = 2π/δ = π/ηΩ, where η is the Lamb-Dicke
parameter for the selected mode and Ω is the resonant
Rabi-frequency of |0〉 → |1〉 transition. To entangle ions,
we use the axial stretch mode with ωm = 2π × 809 kHz.
Axial modes are better spectrally separated from each
other with respect to the radial ones; this enables one to
neglect interactions with other modes. The stretch mode
was chosen over the center-of-mass mode due to its higher
frequency and lower sensitivity to heating, which reduces,
first, the influence of the laser phase noise and, second,
affect of ions anomalous heating on the gate fidelity. It
can be shown (see e.g., Ref. [92]) that this gate set, which
consists of single-qudit operations and a two-qudit MS
gate, is universal for this system.

B. Qudit readout

The readout process for qudits is more complicated
than for qubits, because more than two states should be
distinguished. For a full readout of 171Yb+ ion qudits one
may use the following approach. First, similarly to the
usual electron shelving method [105], in order to project
the ion onto |0〉 or a subspace spanned by other states
we apply cooling and repumping laser (without modula-
tion at 3.07 GHz) beams. This results in either strong
fluorescence or its absence depending on the projection
result, which can be distinguished with a photomulti-
plier tube (PMT) or an EMCCD camera. The population
from |0〉 in this process is pumped to the 2S1/2(F = 1)
state. Then a R0k(0, π) gate is applied for transferring
the population from |k〉 into |0〉, and the measurement
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is repeated. By performing the above procedure succes-
sively for each of the upper qudit states, the full readout
is completed. For simplicity, one can omit reading out
one of the states, as its population can be calculated from
all the other measurements.

In order to reduce the degradation of the readout fi-
delity due to multiple imperfect single-qudit operations,
we measure the population of only one state in each ex-
perimental run, and then repeat the experiment again to
measure others. Using this approach, the probability to
correctly distinguish |0〉 state from others is the same as
for optical qubits [106]. For other states it is reduced
due to one additional single-qudit operation. We note
that the used sequential readout method is not scalable,
but it is useful for our proof-of-principle demonstration.
Our plan is to swith to the first described readout method
in the new version of our experimental setup.

III. TRAPPED-ION QUANTUM PROCESSOR
WITH OPTICAL QUDITS

Here we describe our experimental setup for realiz-
ing a trapped-ion quantum processor with optical qu-
dits. For trapping 171Yb+ ions we use an one-segment
linear 4-blades Paul trap with the secular frequencies of
{ωx, ωy, ωz} = 2π × {1520, 1500, 467} kHz (see Fig. 2).
The upper levels’ degeneracy is lifted up by applying
a homogenous magnetic field of B = 500 µT, which is
also necessary for efficient laser cooling of 171Yb+ ions
by destabilization of the coherent “dark states” [107].
The Zeeman splitting of the transition in this case ap-
pears to be 4.2 MHz. The magnetic field is produced by
three pairs of orthogonally aligned coils with no special
magnetic shielding.

We realize a two-particle ion string and use four states
in each ion, 2S1/2(mF = 0) and 2D3/2(mF = 0,±1),
for encoding two ququarts, which we further refer to as
qudit A and qudit B. At the beginning of each experi-
mental run ions are Doppler cooled for 5 ms, which brings
the temperature of the ion crystal down to 1.7 mK [97].
Doppler cooling is achieved with diode lasers at 369.5 nm
and 935.2 nm with electro-optical modulators (EOMs)
at 14.7 GHz and 3.07 GHz, respectively, to avoid popu-
lation trapping in metastable hyperfine components. It
is followed by qudit initialization to |0〉 by switching off
the 14.7 GHz EOM and switching on the 2.1 GHz EOM
installed in the 369.5 nm beam. The pumping process
takes 5 µs.

Qudit manipulation on the quadrupole 2S1/2(F =

0,mF = 0) → 2D3/2(F = 2,mF = k) transitions is per-
formed with a frequency doubled diode master-oscillator
power-amplified laser system generating at fundamen-
tal wavelength of 871 nm. The oscillator is locked to a
high-finesse external optical cavity made from ultra-low-
expansion (ULE) glass providing the spectral linewidth of
less than 30 Hz [96]. The linewidth was directly measured
by spectroscopy of the qudit transition. The laser beam

at 435.5 nm is split into two parts, one of which addresses
ions globally along the trap axis and is used for two-qudit
gates. The second part illuminates ions orthogonally to
the trap axis and enables one to address ions individu-
ally. To address a particular ion, a pair of acousto-optic
deflector (AOD) and acousto-optic modulator (AOM) is
used. The former allows spatial scanning of the address-
ing beam through ions, while the latter is used for the
beam frequency tuning and fast switching. We note that
although the global addressing for entangling operations
can be used for proof-of-principle demonstration, it pre-
vents scaling of this system to larger number of ions. In
following experiments we plan to replace it with two indi-
vidual addressing beams orthogonal to the trap axis and,
thus using radial modes of motion for particles entangle-
ment. Although it requires more complex modulation of
the addressing beams due to small spectral separation of
radial modes, it is a well established approach for scal-
able manipulation for systems of dozens of ions within
the trap [108–111].

After the state initialization, a resolved-sideband tech-
nique [112] via |0〉 → |1〉 transition is used to achieve a
ground state cooling of both axial modes of ion motion.
The mean number of phonons in the stretch mode, used
for ions entanglement, achieves nst = 0.079± 0.013.

The ground state cooling is followed by the quantum
operations themselves and readout. Ions fluorescence for
readout is collected with a single aspheric lens which al-
lows for individual ions resolving and is sent to the de-
tector (PMT or EMCCD camera, depending on the ex-
periment).

IV. REALIZATION OF THE SINGLE-QUDIT
AND TWO-QUDIT GATES

Here we present results of proof-of-principle experi-
ments with optical trapped ion qudits. We start with
realizing single-qudit gates and estimating their per-
formance. To estimate the fidelity of the single-qudit
R0k(φ, θ) operations, we excite Rabi-oscillations between
|0〉 and |k〉 states for k = 1, 2, 3 with the pulse durations
up to 200 µs (see Fig. 3). The resulting data is fitted with
an exponentially damped sine function. The correspond-
ing gate fidelity is estimated as the population of the |k〉
state in the first maximum, which is averaged over 300
measurements for each pulse duration.

The fidelities for elementary single-qudit gates ob-
tained with two qudits in the trap are presented in Ta-
ble I; they range from 83% to 89%. At the moment our
fidelities are limited by the temperature of the radial ion
modes, which are not ground-state cooled. Readout er-
rors also contribute to the estimated gate infidelities and,
in particular, cause specious spectator qudit states exci-
tations. The fidelity appears to be lower than in the opti-
cal qubit experiments (94 %) reported in Ref. [97]. This
can be explained by excessive heating of radial modes
(above the Doppler limit) during the ground state cool-
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FIG. 3. Single-qudit gate realizations: dynamics of state populations when performing elementary single-qudit gates (a)
R01(θ, ϕ), (b) R02(θ, ϕ), (c) R03(θ, ϕ), and a composite gate (d) R23(θ, ϕ) when gate duration τS ∝ θ is scanned. In the latter
case ion was initially prepared into the |2〉 state by the π-pulse on the |0〉 → |2〉 transition, after which a composite gate
R23(θ, ϕ) = R02(π, π/2)R03(θ, ϕ)R02(π,−π/2) followed.

0→1 0→2 0→3 2→3

Qudit A FA
01 = 85% FA

02 = 83% FA
03 = 87% FA

23 = 65%

Qudit B FB
01 = 87% FB

02 = 89% FB
03 = 87% FB

23 = 70%

TABLE I. Fidelities of single-qudit gates for two ion qudits.
Operations were performed with two ions in the trap. The
operation 2→3 is composed from three elementary ones.

ing of axial modes. After ground state cooling of all
vibrational modes in a next-generation setup, we expect
the single-qudit fidelities to be at the same level as for
40Ca+.

Non-point focusing of our optical addressing system
leads to the excitation of the second ion while address-
ing the first one, which can be interpreted as a cross-
talk. We measure the cross-talk by reading out the Rabi-
oscillations of one of the ions while exciting the other one
by the laser field. The cross-talk turns out to be smaller
than 10% and is due to the infidelity of the addressing
optics. The discussion of the state preparation and mea-
surement (SPAM) errors for our system in may be found
in Ref. [97].

We also demonstrated the set composite of Rik(φ, θ)
operations (i, j = 1, 2, 3; i 6= j) by applying consequen-
tial R0k and R0i pulses. The measured fidelity matches
with what is expected to obtain from the corresponding
product of each elementary operations.

Fidelity of the two-qudit operation was estimated by

following Refs. [113, 114], i.e. by measuring fidelity of the
Bell state preparation. Two experiments were performed.
In the first, we scan the duration of the bi-chromatic laser
pulse for the entangling operation, after ions were initial-
ized into |00〉. After that probabilities P00, P01 + P10,
P11 of finding 0, 1, or 2 ions in the state |1〉 (see Fig. 4b)
are measured. The optimal gate duration time manifests
itself as the first dip in P01 + P10. The magnitude of
P01 +P10 = 1− ρ00,00 + ρ11,11 at this point characterizes
the diagonal terms of the prepared state density matrix
(here and after, ρij,kl = Tr (ρ|i〉〈j| ⊗ |k〉〈l|)).

To estimate non-diagonal density matrix elements of
the prepared Bell state, parity oscillations are measured.

We apply XXA,B
01,01(π/4) gate with the optimal duration,

after which the global R01(φ, π/2) analyzing gate is per-
formed. The dependency of the parity Pa = P11 + P00 −
P01−P10 = 1−2(P01−P10) on the analyzing pulse phase
φ is measured (see Fig. 4c). Fitting this dependence with
function

Pa(φ) = A sin 2(φ+ φ0), (6)

where A and φ0 are free parameters, allows one to de-
termine the coherence part of the prepared state density
matrix as |ρ00,11| = A/2.

The overall Bell-state preparation fidelity can be esti-
mated as follows:

FBell = 〈ΨAB |ρ|ΨAB〉
= (ρ00,00 + ρ11,11)/2 + |ρ00,11|.

(7)
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a) b)

FIG. 4. Two-qudit gate realization: (a) probability of finding
1 (P01 + P10) or 2 (P11) ions in an excited state |1〉 after
applying a bi-chromatic laser pulse of duration τMS ; vertical
dotted line shows τMS corresponding to XXAB

01,01(π/4) gate;
(b) parity (6) oscillations Pa(φ) after applying a two-qudit
gate XXAB

01,01(π/4) and analyzing gate RAB
01 (φ, π/2). Initially

ions were prepared in |00〉AB state.

Using such an estimation, we obtain FMS = 65 ± 4%
for two-qudit entanglement gate with the duration of
τMS = 310 µs. The main source of the two-qudit gate
infidelity in our setup is the spectral phase noise of the
addressing laser, which excite the carrier transition dur-
ing the gate, and high heating rates of the trap. As we
observe, the two-qudit gate fidelity strongly depends on
the parameters of the lock of the addressing laser to the
cavity. As the lock parameters determine the noise spec-
trum of the laser, we can assume that it has a leading
contribution to the gate error.

To further validate this hypothesis we performed a nu-
meric simulation of the experiment including laser phase
noise influence following [115]. To retrieve a laser noise
power spectral density (PSD) an ion spectroscopy was
carried out on a |0〉 → |1〉 transition with an interro-
gating pulse duration much longer than a π-pulse. Ion
excitation at detunings larger than an on-resonance Rabi
frequency is then determined by noise PSD at this detun-
ing. Varying PSD in the numeric simulation and fitting
experimental data with a simulated curve allows one to
extract information about the laser phase noise. In Fig.
5 both measured spectrum and a simulated curve for op-
timized PSD parameters are shown. After that extracted
PSD data was used to simulate MS gate. The fidelity ap-
peared to be on the level of 70% which is close to experi-
mentally observed results and proves laser noise to be the
major contribution to the gate error. Thus, as we expect,
existing shortcomings that prevent us from the demon-
stration of the state-of-the-art fidelities of quantum gates
with ytterbium ions are of technical nature.

V. CONCLUSION AND OUTLOOK

We have presented the proof-of-principle realization of
the two-ququarts quantum processor based on 171Yb+

ions. Such a system is computationally analogous to a
four-qubit processor and, thus, it may indicate on the
potential advantages of the qudit approach to quantum
computing. The qudits are encoded in the Zeeman struc-
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FIG. 5. Dependence of the |0〉 → |1〉 transition excitation
probability on the laser detuning from the resonance (ex-
perimental data and simulation results). Rabi frequency is
Ω = 2π × 45 kHz, laser pulse duration τp = 400µs. As at
detunings larger than Ω/2π excitation is mostly determined
by the laser phase noise, fitting experimental data with a nu-
meric model enables one to extract laser noise parameters.

ture of 2S1/2(F = 0) and 2D3/2(F = 2) levels, which
are coupled via electric quadrupole transition at 435.5
nm. The system allows encoding qudits with d up to 6,
however in this demonstration only part of the available
levels were used (d = 4). We have realized single-qudit
and two-qudit gates which constitute a universal gate set.
The estimated fidelities of single-qudit gates range from
83% to 89% and 65% for two-qudit gate. These fideli-
ties are limited at the moment by the temperature of
the ions and addressing laser phase noise. The results
can be improved in our next generations of the setup,
so we expect to reach the parameters regime reported in
e.g. in Ref. [92]. At the same time, the energy structure
of the 171Yb+ promises several advantages in developing
decoherence-free qudit systems [100].

As we expect, with the increase in the number of
qudits and fidelity of operations, qudit-based quantum
processors will be able to demonstrate their advantages
in realizing quantum algorithms in comparisons with
their qubit-based counterparts. As it has been shown in
Ref. [90], the qudit-based realization provides an advan-
tage both in the circuit width and depth. We would also
like to note that the use of qudits besides quantum com-
puting, offers certain perspectives in quantum telepor-
tation [65] and quantum communications [116, 117], as
well as opens up opportunities for uncovering fundamen-
tal concepts of quantum mechanics [58, 62, 118]. Thus,
we expect that the future research on trapped ion qudits
will be beneficial for various research avenues.
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V. Vuletić, and M. D. Lukin, High-fidelity control and
entanglement of rydberg-atom qubits, Phys. Rev. Lett.
121, 123603 (2018).

[27] D. Bluvstein, H. Levine, G. Semeghini, T. T. Wang,
S. Ebadi, M. Kalinowski, A. Keesling, N. Maskara,
H. Pichler, M. Greiner, V. Vuletic, and M. D. Lukin,
A quantum processor based on coherent transport of
entangled atom arrays (2021), arXiv:2112.03923 [quant-
ph].

[28] A. W. Cross, L. S. Bishop, S. Sheldon, P. D. Nation, and
J. M. Gambetta, Validating quantum computers using
randomized model circuits, Phys. Rev. A 100, 032328
(2019).

[29] J. I. Cirac and P. Zoller, Quantum computations with
cold trapped ions, Phys. Rev. Lett. 74, 4091 (1995).

[30] C. Monroe, D. M. Meekhof, B. E. King, W. M. Itano,
and D. J. Wineland, Demonstration of a fundamental
quantum logic gate, Phys. Rev. Lett. 75, 4714 (1995).

[31] Quantum volume reaches 5 digits for the first time: 5
perspectives on what it means for quantum computing,
https://www.quantinuum.com/news/quantum-volume-
reaches-5-digits-for-the-first-time-5-perspectives-on-
what-it-means-for-quantum-computing.

[32] J. Chiaverini, D. Leibfried, T. Schaetz, M. D. Barrett,
R. B. Blakestad, J. Britton, W. M. Itano, J. D. Jost,
E. Knill, C. Langer, R. Ozeri, and D. J. Wineland, Re-
alization of quantum error correction, Nature 432, 602
(2004).

[33] P. Schindler, J. T. Barreiro, T. Monz, V. Nebendahl,
D. Nigg, M. Chwalla, M. Hennrich, and R. Blatt, Ex-
perimental repetitive quantum error correction, Science
332, 1059 (2011).

[34] R. Stricker, D. Vodola, A. Erhard, L. Postler, M. Meth,
M. Ringbauer, P. Schindler, T. Monz, M. Müller, and

R. Blatt, Experimental deterministic correction of qubit
loss, Nature 585, 207 (2020).

[35] L. Egan, D. M. Debroy, C. Noel, A. Risinger, D. Zhu,
D. Biswas, M. Newman, M. Li, K. R. Brown, M. Cetina,
and C. Monroe, Fault-tolerant control of an error-
corrected qubit, Nature 598, 281 (2021).

[36] A. Erhard, H. Poulsen Nautrup, M. Meth, L. Postler,
R. Stricker, M. Stadler, V. Negnevitsky, M. Ringbauer,
P. Schindler, H. J. Briegel, R. Blatt, N. Friis, and
T. Monz, Entangling logical qubits with lattice surgery,
Nature 589, 220 (2021).

[37] L. Postler, S. Heuβen, I. Pogorelov, M. Rispler, T. Feld-
ker, M. Meth, C. D. Marciniak, R. Stricker, M. Ring-
bauer, R. Blatt, P. Schindler, M. Müller, and T. Monz,
Demonstration of fault-tolerant universal quantum gate
operations, Nature 605, 675 (2022).

[38] C. Ryan-Anderson, N. C. Brown, M. S. Allman,
B. Arkin, G. Asa-Attuah, C. Baldwin, J. Berg, J. G.
Bohnet, S. Braxton, N. Burdick, J. P. Campora,
A. Chernoguzov, J. Esposito, B. Evans, D. Francois,
J. P. Gaebler, T. M. Gatterman, J. Gerber, K. Gilmore,
D. Gresh, A. Hall, A. Hankin, J. Hostetter, D. Luc-
chetti, K. Mayer, J. Myers, B. Neyenhuis, J. Santiago,
J. Sedlacek, T. Skripka, A. Slattery, R. P. Stutz, J. Tait,
R. Tobey, G. Vittorini, J. Walker, and D. Hayes, Imple-
menting fault-tolerant entangling gates on the five-qubit
code and the color code (2022).

[39] P. Wang, C.-Y. Luan, M. Qiao, M. Um, J. Zhang,
Y. Wang, X. Yuan, M. Gu, J. Zhang, and K. Kim, Sin-
gle ion qubit with estimated coherence time exceeding
one hour, Nature Communications 12, 233 (2021).

[40] J. P. Gaebler, T. R. Tan, Y. Lin, Y. Wan, R. Bowler,
A. C. Keith, S. Glancy, K. Coakley, E. Knill,
D. Leibfried, and D. J. Wineland, High-fidelity univer-

sal gate set for 9Be
+

ion qubits, Phys. Rev. Lett. 117,
060505 (2016).

[41] C. D. Bruzewicz, J. Chiaverini, R. McConnell, and J. M.
Sage, Trapped-ion quantum computing: Progress and
challenges, Applied Physics Reviews 6, 021314 (2019),
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.5088164.

[42] E. Farhi and S. Gutmann, Analog analogue of a digital
quantum computation, Phys. Rev. A 57, 2403 (1998).

[43] A. R. Kessel’ and V. L. Ermakov, Multiqubit spin, Jour-
nal of Experimental and Theoretical Physics Letters 70,
61 (1999).

[44] A. R. Kessel’ and V. L. Ermakov, Physical implemen-
tation of three-qubit gates on a separate quantum par-
ticle, Journal of Experimental and Theoretical Physics
Letters 71, 307 (2000).

[45] A. R. Kessel and N. M. Yakovleva, Implementation
schemes in nmr of quantum processors and the deutsch-
jozsa algorithm by using virtual spin representation,
Phys. Rev. A 66, 062322 (2002).

[46] A. Muthukrishnan and C. R. Stroud, Multivalued logic
gates for quantum computation, Phys. Rev. A 62,
052309 (2000).

[47] M. A. Nielsen, M. J. Bremner, J. L. Dodd, A. M. Childs,
and C. M. Dawson, Universal simulation of hamiltonian
dynamics for quantum systems with finite-dimensional
state spaces, Phys. Rev. A 66, 022317 (2002).

[48] X. Wang, B. C. Sanders, and D. W. Berry, Entan-
gling power and operator entanglement in qudit sys-
tems, Phys. Rev. A 67, 042323 (2003).

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-022-04603-6
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature24654
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphys2252
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.8.031022
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.abo6587
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.abo6587
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.123603
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.123603
https://arxiv.org/abs/2112.03923
https://arxiv.org/abs/2112.03923
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.100.032328
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.100.032328
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.74.4091
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.75.4714
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature03074
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature03074
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1203329
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1203329
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-020-2667-0
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-021-03928-y
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-020-03079-6
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-022-04721-1
https://doi.org/10.48550/ARXIV.2208.01863
https://doi.org/10.48550/ARXIV.2208.01863
https://doi.org/10.48550/ARXIV.2208.01863
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-020-20330-w
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.117.060505
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.117.060505
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.5088164
https://arxiv.org/abs/https://doi.org/10.1063/1.5088164
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.57.2403
https://doi.org/10.1134/1.568130
https://doi.org/10.1134/1.568130
https://doi.org/10.1134/1.568130
https://doi.org/10.1134/1.568340
https://doi.org/10.1134/1.568340
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.66.062322
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.62.052309
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.62.052309
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.66.022317
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.67.042323


9

[49] A. B. Klimov, R. Guzmán, J. C. Retamal, and C. Saave-
dra, Qutrit quantum computer with trapped ions, Phys.
Rev. A 67, 062313 (2003).

[50] E. Bagan, M. Baig, and R. Muñoz Tapia, Minimal mea-
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G. P. T. Lancaster, T. Deuschle, C. Becher, C. F. Roos,
J. Eschner, and R. Blatt, Realization of the cirac–zoller
controlled-not quantum gate, Nature 422, 408 (2003).

[102] K. Mølmer and A. Sørensen, Multiparticle entanglement
of hot trapped ions, Phys. Rev. Lett. 82, 1835 (1999).

[103] A. Sørensen and K. Mølmer, Quantum computation
with ions in thermal motion, Phys. Rev. Lett. 82, 1971
(1999).

[104] A. Sørensen and K. Mølmer, Entanglement and quan-
tum computation with ions in thermal motion, Phys.
Rev. A 62, 022311 (2000).

[105] J. C. Bergquist, R. G. Hulet, W. M. Itano, and D. J.
Wineland, Observation of quantum jumps in a single
atom, Physical review letters 57, 1699 (1986).

[106] N. V. Semenin, A. S. Borisenko, I. V. Zalivako, I. A. Se-
merikov, K. Y. Khabarova, and N. N. Kolachevsky, Op-
timization of the readout fidelity of the quantum state
of an optical qubit in the 171yb+ ion, JETP Letters
114, 486 (2021).

[107] E. Arimondo, V coherent population trapping in laser
spectroscopy (Elsevier, 1996) pp. 257–354.

[108] S. Debnath, N. M. Linke, C. Figgatt, K. A. Landsman,
K. Wright, and C. Monroe, Demonstration of a small
programmable quantum computer with atomic qubits,
Nature 536, 63 (2016).

[109] K. Wright, K. M. Beck, S. Debnath, J. M. Amini,
Y. Nam, N. Grzesiak, J. S. Chen, N. C. Pisenti,
M. Chmielewski, C. Collins, K. M. Hudek, J. Mizrahi,
J. D. Wong-Campos, S. Allen, J. Apisdorf, P. Solomon,
M. Williams, A. M. Ducore, A. Blinov, S. M. Kreike-
meier, V. Chaplin, M. Keesan, C. Monroe, and J. Kim,
Benchmarking an 11-qubit quantum computer, Nature
Communications 10, 5464 (2019).

[110] I. Pogorelov, T. Feldker, C. D. Marciniak, L. Postler,
G. Jacob, O. Krieglsteiner, V. Podlesnic, M. Meth,
V. Negnevitsky, M. Stadler, B. Höfer, C. Wächter,
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