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We present an experimental investigation of coherent crosstalk cancellation methods for light
delivered to a linear ion chain cryogenic quantum register. The ions are individually addressed
using focused laser beams oriented perpendicular to the crystal axis, which are created by imaging
each output of a multi-core photonic-crystal fibre waveguide array onto a single ion. The measured
nearest-neighbor native crosstalk intensity of this device for ions spaced by 5 µm is found to be
∼ 10−2. We show that we can suppress this intensity crosstalk from waveguide channel coupling
and optical diffraction effects by a factor > 103 using cancellation light supplied to neighboring
channels which destructively interferes with the crosstalk. We measure a rotation error per gate
on the order of ϵx ∼ 10−5 on spectator qubits, demonstrating a suppression of crosstalk error by a
factor of > 102. We compare the performance to composite pulse methods for crosstalk cancellation,
and describe the appropriate calibration methods and procedures to mitigate phase drifts between
these different optical paths, including accounting for problems arising due to pulsing of optical
modulators.

I. INTRODUCTION

The progression of quantum information processing using
trapped ions has seen single and two-qubit gate fidelities
surpass quantum error correcting thresholds [1–5]. How-
ever, in integrating this control into larger systems, other
types of error become apparent. One primary error of
this type is crosstalk [6–8], in which control fields for a
target qubit leak to nearby spectator qubits due to im-
perfections [8]. Not only can crosstalk lead to significant
errors but the errors are correlated. This imposes chal-
lenges for the implementation of fault-tolerant quantum
computation where a key design principle is that errors
should be and remain localized [9]. Various approaches
to suppress errors due to crosstalk have been developed,
such as composite pulses [10–12], dynamical decoupling
[12] and optimal control [13, 14]. These methods are al-
gorithmic in nature: they live with a certain level of phys-
ical crosstalk and utilize control methods to suppress the
logical effect.

For quantum computing systems based on a linear chain
of trapped-ion qubits in a linear chain, individual control
is performed by applying tightly focused beams to spe-
cific ions [15, 16]. Here we consider a popular approach
where the radial modes of the ion crystal are used to gen-
erate entanglement. This is accomplished by orienting
the addressing beams along the direction perpendicular
to the ion chain. The beam spot size is fundamentally
limited by diffraction, which naturally causes crosstalk to
arise by the undesired partial illumination of neighbour-
ing ions. The ion spacing within the chain will thus dic-
tate the amount of crosstalk to neighboring qubits, with
lower values typical as inter-ion spacing is increased. This
competes with the requirements for fast gates however,
which favour close spacing of the ions. While we consider
below only linear-chain approaches to trapped-ion quan-

tum computing, we note that separating ions by shuttling
can also reduce crosstalk. Nevertheless crosstalk has still
been observed in such systems with both free space [17]
and integrated optics [18, 19].

In this work we investigate suppression of optical
crosstalk by physical coherent cancellation (PCC). In this
approach an out-of-phase optical “cancellation” pulse is
applied to a spectator site in parallel to the application
of a gate pulse on the target ion, with the aim of caus-
ing destructive interference between the crosstalk and the
cancellation light. This requires interferometric stability
between the addressing and cancellation light. PCC is a
versatile technique that can be applied to other quan-
tum computing platforms that possess phase-coherent
crosstalk [20, 21]. A similar approach was previously
used in the context of microwave gates on trapped ions
[22].

We begin in Section II with a description of the experi-
mental apparatus, focusing on the single-ion addressing
system utilised to deliver both the gate pulses as well
as the crosstalk compensation pulses. The theoretical
description of PCC is presented in Section III, provid-
ing a framework to determine the necessary calibration
requirements for reducing crosstalk errors below a given
threshold. Section IV covers the performance of this tech-
nique, in particular slow optical phase drifts from temper-
ature and pressure fluctuations, as well as fast duty-cycle
related effects. We also present methods used to reduce
the impact of these noise effects on the cancellation fi-
delity. Finally, in Section V the crosstalk errors of our
device are characterized, and the performance of PCC
in our setup is compared to composite pulse crosstalk
suppression techniques.
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II. EXPERIMENTAL SETUP

The experimental platform used for this work is a cryo-
genic trapped-ion setup [23, 24] sketched in Fig. 1. The
ion addressing system is realized using a Pitch Reducing
Optical Fiber Array (PROFA) manufactured by Chiral
Photonics, which is placed within the cryogenic vacuum
system [25]. The output end of this device, shown in Fig.
2, is a multi-core photonic crystal fiber where each core
guides light fed independently from an input optical fibre.
The light emitted from the end of the multi-core PCF
is imaged with a 1:1 magnification telescope arrange-
ment onto the ion string. Using independent fibre AOMs
with polarization tuning, we control light feeding each
core separately, allowing addressing at each ion location
with polarization, frequency, phase and amplitude con-
trol. The 11 individually controllable cores are arranged

Superconduc�ng 
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6K Chamber
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FIG. 1: Illustration of the experimental setup. The single-ion
addressing PROFA fiber is oriented perpendicular to the axis
of the ion chain trapped using a monolithic ion-trap. This
multi-core fiber has 11 individually controlled cores and is
mounted directly to the cryogenic chamber. A passively stable
magnetic field is provide by NdTi superconducting coils [24].

linearly with a 5 µm pitch and an approximately 1.6 µm
mode spot size. Since the multi-core fiber is mounted
within the vacuum chamber, vibrations in the experiment
chamber are common mode between cores, and also com-
mon mode with respect to the distance between the out-
put of the muti-core PCF and the ion trap. This makes
the system a robust way of delivering light to ion strings
in a cryogenic environment. The improved stability of
the waveguide addressing compared to free space optics
is demonstrated by a considerable enhancement of the
observed optical qubit coherence by Ramsey coherence
measurements, increasing from 3 ms to 70 ms.

Two main types of crosstalk occur in this approach. The
first is caused by cross-coupling between the cores within
the multi-core PCF device (it is not clear to us where this
occurs) - we will refer to this in what follows as device
crosstalk. The effect of this can be seen from a profile
of the intensity output when one core is illuminated with
light, which is shown in the inset of Fig. 2. The second
source of cross talk is due to diffractive effects from lens

100 𝜇𝑚

10 𝜇𝑚

FIG. 2: (a) Scanning electron microscope (SEM) image of
the cross-sectional profile of the Pitch Reducing Optical Fiber
Array (PROFA), which is a type of photonic crystal fiber de-
signed with a pitch of 5 µm between neighbouring addressing
cores, with mode sizes of ∼ 2µm. (b) The intensity pro-
file of the PROFA device with one out of the 11 individu-
ally controllable cores illuminated with light. The neighbour-
ing cores experience crosstalk illumination due to evanescent
cross-coupling between cores, internal scattering, and excita-
tion of higher order spurious modes.

clipping due to the finite numerical aperture of ∼ 0.38
used for the subsequent free-space relay optics used to
focus the beams on the ion - we refer to this as diffractive
crosstalk. This diffraction pattern can be calculated ana-
lytically by the use of the Kirchoff-Huygens formula [26].
The characteristic attribute of this lens clipping effect is
that the central peak width becomes broadened, and the
intensity envelope of the sidelobes decay with distance
much weaker than an ideal Gaussian profile (purple plot
in Fig. 3b).

Both the device crosstalk as well as the diffractive
crosstalk need to be evaluated for any general single-ion
addressing system. In the PROFA, the device crosstalk
dominates. Fig. 3b shows the measured device crosstalk
(green line), performed by imaging the tip of the multi-
core fiber with a high NA objective - intensity crosstalk
at the ∼ 10−3 level is observed for ions spaced by 5 mi-
cron. The analytically calculated lens clipping (purple
line) is relatively weak by comparison, in part due to
the need for only a 1-to-1 magnification. It is possible
to attempt to decrease device crosstalk by increasing the
core spacing of the addressing device. In considering up-
graded devices of this type, we found a trade-off due to
the increased demagnification, which tends to increase
the diffraction crosstalk.

III. CROSSTALK CANCELLATION

We now consider cancellation of the crosstalk light at the
location of the spectator ion by destructive interferance
with light applied to the spectator addressing core. Ex-
act cancellation requires matching of both the amplitude
and phase of the crosstalk, and that the polarizations of
the two light fields at the ion are the same. We next
examine how imperfections of amplitude and phase af-
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FIG. 3: (a) A depiction of the two relevant causes of crosstalk
present in the addressing system. (1) Device crosstalk: caused
by evanescent coupling of addressing light into the neighbour-
ing cores of the addressing waveguide device and (2) Lens
clipping crosstalk: due to the effect of a finite lens aperture
size, which deforms the focused spot profile from a perfect
Gaussian (red curve) to one in which a much larger inten-
sity in present in the tails of the focused spot (purple curve).
(b) Intensity crosstalk produced by the PROFA device that
is used to create the individually addressing tightly focused
spots. The device crosstalk (green solid line) was measured
and found to be the limiting factor compared to the lens clip-
ping crosstalk (purple dashed line), which was analytically
estimated (for a lens NA = 0.35, and a spot size of 1.6 µm
at 729 nm wavelength). At a spectator ion separation of ap-
proximately 5 µm, an intensity crosstalk was to measured to
be > 10−3.

fect the residual crosstalk. We define the complex-valued
Rabi frequency experienced by the spectator ion due to
crosstalk as ΩCT. For a compensation tone producing a
Rabi frequency of Ωcomp, the effective crosstalk Rabi fre-
quency, Ωeff , applied to the spectator ion is the complex-
value sum of both the crosstalk and compensation electric
fields,

Ωeff = ΩCT +Ωcomp . (1)

Defining the relative strength, fcomp, of the compensa-
tion field amplitude as |Ωcomp| = fcomp|ΩCT|, and the
relative phase ∆ϕ between the crosstalk and compensa-
tion fields, we can rewrite Eq. 1 as

Ωeff = |ΩCT|eiωLt(1 + fcompe
i∆ϕ)

with magnitude

|Ωeff | = |ΩCT|
∣∣1 + fcompe

i∆ϕ
∣∣ , (2)

producing zero for fcomp = 1,∆ϕ = π. The amplitude of
the crosstalk is reduced as long as∣∣1 + fcompe

i∆ϕ
∣∣ = √

1 + f2comp + 2fcomp cos(∆ϕ) < 1

(3)
which places the requirement on the phase that

cos(∆ϕ) <

(
−fcomp

2

)
. (4)

For fcomp = 1, the break-even point of the compensa-
tion phase is then 2π/3 < ∆ϕ < 4π/3 (a range of ±π/3
around the optimal value of ∆ϕ = π).

Since the target ion is illuminated by significant light in-
tensity, it also experiences AC Stark shifts, but for the
spectator ion these are close to zero. It is therefore com-
mon to detune the gate laser pulses to the Stark-shifted
resonance, meaning that the crosstalk light will have a
detuning of ∆CT from the spectator ion resonance.

Under these conditions the spectator ion is rotated by a
unitary R̂CT away from its initial state (neglecting any
dephasing of the crosstalk light). The overlap of the ro-
tated spectator qubit with its initial state, |ψ0⟩ is given
by

|⟨ψ0|R̂CT|ψ0⟩|2 = 1− ϵ (5)

where we define ϵ as the rotation error. If the initial
state Bloch vector is orthogonal to the axis of rotation,
the rotation error is maximized such that

ϵmax = sin2
|Ω̃eff |
2

t (6)

with Ω̃2
eff ≡ Ω2

eff+∆2
CT defined as the generalized effective

Rabi frequency.

The average fidelity, Favg, can be found by averaging over
all initial states with equal weighting [27], giving an error
1 − Favg that is less than the above ϵmax. This can be
easily realized by the fact that initial states that are close
to eigenstates of R̂CT act to increase the average fidelity.
To characterize the behaviour of rotation errors we will
continue our analysis assuming the error given by Eq.
6.

Fig. 4a shows the error at different ratios of the com-
pensation pulse to crosstalk light amplitudes fcomp as a
function of ∆ϕ, which we use to calibrate the phase. To
amplify the error we choose a particularly long pulse time
of t = 2tCT

π = 2 π
ΩCT

. The black dotted line shows the
correct compensation phase. At ∆ϕ = 0 the compen-
sation light constructively interferes with the crosstalk
light, thus for fcomp = 1 the ion undergoes a 4π Bloch
sphere rotation. The other point of interest is the min-
ima around ∆ϕ = π, which we use to set the value of
the phase. The accuracy of the phase calibration can be
improved by simply setting the pulse time to be many
π times (t = 2ntπ, n ∈ N) narrowing the feature at
∆ϕ = π.
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FIG. 4: Population of the spectator ion as a function of
fcomp,∆ϕ at a pulse duration of twice the crosstalk π time,
t = 2tCT

π , as used for calibration of the optimal phase. (a)
Theoretical curve. The dotted black line represents the ideal
crosstalk compensation phase, ∆ϕ = π. (b) Phase calibration
of a PCC pulse. The data is fitted using Eq. 6 (fit result given
as dashed-red curve) to determine the optimal compensation
phase required to extinguish crosstalk intensity, shown as the
black dotted line.

Experimental data is shown in Fig. 4b . The calibrated
phase that extinguishes the crosstalk light is given by
the black dotted line. The effect of applying this physi-
cal cancellation pulse is evident in Fig. 5. The black and
green data show Rabi flopping of the target and specta-
tor ion excited state populations, respectively, when only
the target gate pulse is applied. When the PCC tone is
applied to the spectator ion, the Rabi rate of the effective
crosstalk is reduced by a factor of ∼ 40.

We now investigate the general behaviour of the rotation
errors described by Eq. 6. For simplicity, we set the
spectator crosstalk detuning ∆CT = 0. The crosstalk
error for a time Ntπ on the spectator qubit, ϵNπ, can
then be found by setting t = Ntπ, to give

ϵNπ(N, feff) = sin2
(π
2
Nfeff

)
(7)

where feff = fCT

√
1 + f2comp + 2fcomp cos(∆ϕ) for a rel-

ative crosstalk ratio of fCT = ΩCT/Ω0, with the Rabi
frequency, Ω0, applied to the target ion. Fig. 6 depicts
the error for a π pulse (N = 1) from Eq. 7 with 10%
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FIG. 5: Rabi flopping of the target ion (blue) and spectator
ion (green) while only the target addressing beam is applied.
The crosstalk can then be cancelled by simultaneously apply-
ing the calibrated compensation pulse on the spectator ion
(red) to eliminated the light intensity at the spectator loca-
tion.
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FIG. 6: Rotation error after a single target π pulse, t = π/Ω0,
as described by Eq. 7, for a varying error in the compensa-
tion pulse phase from the optimal value, δϕ = |π −∆ϕ|. The
blue and green lines show the crosstalk error on the spectator
ion for a relative crosstalk amplitude, fCT = ΩCT/Ω0, of 10%
and 1%, respectively. The solid lines represent a perfect com-
pensation amplitude matching, fcomp = 1, while the dashed
lines show when the compensation amplitude is miscalibrated
by ±20%. For a perfectly matched compensation amplitude,
the error in phase required to reduce the crosstalk below the
uncompensated crosstalk error is δϕ < π/3 (light blue).

(solid blue) and 1% (solid green) Rabi frequency crosstalk
ratio. The error is given as a function of the difference
in the compensation pulse phase from the optimal value,
δϕ = ∆ϕ − π. The dashed lines indicate the results of
a compensation pulse that is miscalibrated by ±20% in
amplitude. The shaded blue region represents the regime
in which the compensation pulse will reduce the level of
crosstalk.

We can now define the relative crosstalk rotation error
per π pulse by taking the ratio of the compensated er-
ror (Eq. 7) to the original uncompensated crosstalk er-
ror (setting fcomp = 0). If we assume that the level
of crosstalk present in the system is weak, such that
fCT << 1, then we can approximate this relative error
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FIG. 7: The relative rotation crosstalk error on the spectator
ion per addressing π pulse using PCC with a phase error from
the optimal value, δϕ = |π −∆ϕ|. The solid black line sepa-
rates the break-even region of crosstalk error suppression, in
which the red region represents an increase in the crosstalk
error due to constructive interference with the compensation
pulse. The dashed and dotted lines represent the threshold
points where the relative error of crosstalk is reduced by a
factor 101 and 102, respectively.

simply as

ϵπ
ϵπ,0

≈ 1 + f2comp + 2fcomp cos(∆ϕ) (8)

This allows us to gain some intuition behind the robust-
ness to miscalibrations of the phase and amplitude of
the compensation pulse. If the compensation pulse am-
plitude is perfectly matched, the crosstalk error can be
reduced by more than an order of magnitude ( ϵπ

ϵπ,0
=

0.1) for compensation phases that are miscalibrated by
≲ ±0.31 rad, and likewise two orders of magnitude ( ϵπ

ϵπ,0

= 0.01) for phases ≲ ±0.09 rad from the optimal value
(∆ϕ = π). If instead we assume that the compensation
phase is at the ideal value, then for a relative crosstalk
error suppression of one (two) order(s) of magnitude,
the compensation pulse amplitude only needs to be cali-
brated to within ≲ ±32% (≲ ±10%).

In Fig. 7 we plot the relative error per π pulse (Eq. 8) as
a function of the compensation phase and fractional com-
pensation amplitude. The red region represents where
the compensation pulse will increase the rotation error
rather than reducing it. The dashed (dotted) line rep-
resents the region in which the crosstalk error is sup-
pressed by a factor 101 (102). We find a relatively large
robustness to miscalibrations of both the amplitude and
phase of the compensation pulse while maintaining large
crosstalk suppression. As we experimentally demonstrate
in Section IV and V, the compensation phase and ampli-
tude can be calibrated consistently well within the region
of > 103 relative crosstalk error suppression.

One last consideration is the crosstalk experienced by

the target ion when applying a compensation pulse on
the spectator ion. In our system, the relative Rabi ratio
crosstalk is found to be fCT = ΩCT/ΩA ≈ 0.1 (see Sec-
tion II and V). This implies that the back-action crosstalk
experienced by the target ion due to the cancellation light
should be expected to be on the order of ∼ 10−4 Rabi
ratio, and thus we considered it to cause negligible addi-
tional error on the target ion and do not further consider
its effects.

IV. EXPERIMENTAL IMPLEMENTATION

A sketch of the experimental setup for characterizing
crosstalk cancellation is shown in figure Fig. 8a. The
target channel and cancellation channel are fed from two
different fibres, which are coupled into different channels
of the PROFA device. Each fiber channel has an in-
dividual fiber acousto-optical modulator (AOM). Radio-
frequency control applied to these fiber AOMs allow the
power and phase of the light in both channels to be con-
trolled precisely for each light path. Since the ion trap
and PROFA device are mounted rigidly to the vacuum
chamber inside the cryostat, all vibrations are common
mode, while the optical path length between the ions
and the PROFA outputs are phase coherent. However,
the optical path length fluctuations due to different op-
tical fibers may result in differential phase noise between
optical channels.

We separate the optical fiber path into two regions.
One section is the fiber bundle that enters the vacuum
feedthrough propagating down to the 4 Kelvin stage
within the cryogenic vacuum system (depicted within the
blue dashed box of Fig. 8a). We find that the relative
phase stability of this fiber section is minimal, which we
think is due to the common path of all fibres in the bun-
dle, and the limited capacity for differential thermal and
vibration effects. The other section of fiber, which we
find to be more susceptible to differential phase noise, is
located in an isolated enclosure outside of the vacuum
system. This enclosure includes the fiber splitters, polar-
ization controllers, and separate fiber AOMs used to con-
trol the light pulses on each individual addressing beam
(these are depicted within the brown dashed box in Fig.
8a).

We first consider passive drifts due to fluctuations of the
temperature and air pressure under ambient conditions.
We quantify these effects by monitoring the differential
phase noise between two cores of the PROFA addressing
device using a Ramsay experiment in which one core is
used to perform the first π/2 pulse, and the other core to
perform the second π/2. By monitoring the resulting spin
population at zero Ramsey wait time, which depends on
the relative phase as P (↑) = 1

2 (1− cos(∆ϕ)), we deduce
the relative phases between the pulses from the two cores.
This measurement is then performed over an extended
period of time to monitor the long time drifts.
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FIG. 8: (a) Fiber optic setup of the addressing system. Fiber
sections contained in the cryostat chamber (blue dashed box)
are rigidly clamped to ensure that mechanical and thermal
noise is common mode vibration noise, in order to attempt
to impart negligible differential phase noise between fibers.
Fiber sections exposed to the external ambient conditions
(brown dashed box) exhibit both slow and fast noise caused
by temperature/pressure fluctuations and duty cycle effects,
respectively. (b) The relative phase between two addressing
beam paths is probed using a Ramsey sequence with each
Ramsey π/2 pulse from two different cores. The Ramsey
fringe phase at zero wait time is repeatedly measured over
time. This differential slow phase noise is plotted with (pur-
ple) and without (red) using an enclosure to isolate sections
of fiber otherwise exposed to ambient conditions, resulting in
a standard deviation in differential phase of σ = 0.05 rad and
σ = 0.49 rad, respectively.

Results for our original configuration, with the AOMs
laid out on an optical table are shown in the red data
of Fig. 8b. We find a standard deviation of ∼ 0.49 rad
in differential phase fluctuations over a period of 8 min-
utes. We then used a metal housing to protect the rele-
vant elements from ambient fluctuations. This enclosure
was not hermetically sealed, but does include a lining of
leaded foam, which aids to isolate the fiber from large air
currents and sudden pressure changes as well as damp-
ing acoustic vibrations. We find this passive isolation
significantly reduces the standard deviation of the dif-
ferential phase measured over 8 minutes by a factor of
∼ 10× to a level of around ∼ 0.05 rad (purple data in
Fig. 8b). It was found to drastically diminished the un-
derlying slow drift in relative phase between cores to the
order of ∼ 3.5 × 10−3 rad/min. Such a drift rate would
allow a factor of 100 reduction of the crosstalk error when

Fiber
AOM 1

Fiber 
AOM 2

DDS 1

DDS 2

Op�cal beatnote

Electrical beatnote

Phase
Detector

Mixer

Photodiode

FIG. 9: Diagram depicting the setup used for the measure-
ment of fast duty cycle-related phase noise. The two DDS
channels used to drive the two core fiber AOMs are mixed
to produce an electrical beatnote at 2 MHz. The light from
the two AOMs are optically combined onto a photodiode to
create an optical beatnote. The phases of the electrical and
optical beatnotes are then compared with a phase detector.

using PCC, so long as the phase was re-calibrated every
25 minutes.

In addition to these slow dynamics, we also observed fast
dynamics related to pulsing the AOMs, which produced
phase drifts that depend on the length and amplitude
of the sequence of pulses used. We suspect that the RF
drive to the fiber AOMs causes thermal effects that alter
the optical path length of the light, resulting in a no-
ticeable phase shift. In implementing quantum informa-
tion operations for trapped ions, the on/off duty cycles
of these AOMs can change considerably depending on
the nature and type of sequences, such as the presence of
sideband cooling pulses, the circuit depth of algorithmic
sequences, and long idling times, for example in probes
of coherence using Ramsey experiments.

To study these effects, we used the setup shown in Fig.
9. Two separate direct digital synthesizers (DDS) were
used to produce RF signals that drive two individual
fiber AOMs. The two AOMs are driven at slightly dif-
ferent frequencies, ∆f , and are electronically mixed to-
gether to create a reference beatnote of cos(2π∆ft). The
two optical outputs of the fiber AOMs are also opti-
cally mixed on a photodiode to create an optical sig-
nal at the same frequency as the reference. The optical
phase noise, ∆ϕnoise, that is acquired from the different
light paths of the two cores will then be imprinted onto
this optical beatnote resulting in a signal proportional to
cos(2π∆ft + ∆ϕnoise). We then compare these two sig-
nals electrically using a phase detector to measure this
differential phase noise between cores.

To initially characterize the system, we start by applying
a fixed Radio Frequency (RF) amplitude “drive” pulse
with a variable duration, td, solely to the target ion core
at the resonant frequency of the fiber AOM, set at 150
MHz. This pulse sets the relative duty cycle ratio. Fol-
lowing this, the differential phase is measured with a brief
100 µs ”probe” pulse, tp, administered to both the tar-



7

get and spectator cores, operating at 150 MHz and 152
MHz, respectively, creating electrical and optical beat-
notes at a frequency difference, of ∆f = 2 MHz. This
is illustrated by the shaded blue and red pulse sequence
in Figure 10a. The difference in optical phase between
the cores is then captured by comparing the phases of
these electrical and optical beatnotes. This procedure is
repeated for many shots, revealing an initial slow linear
drift in the measured differential phase on the order of
10 seconds before stabilizing.

This initial linear phase drift rate is indicated by the
purple data in Figure 10b. We define the duty cycle ratio
as the ratio between the optical pulse lengths applied to
spectator and target cores, tspec/ttarget. Since the phase
probe pulse is uniformly applied to both cores at tp =
100 µs, and the drive pulse is solely administered to the
target ion to manipulate the duty cycle ratio, we have
tspec = tp and ttarget = td + tp. By altering the duration
of the drive pulse between 5 µs and 40 ms, we can adjust
the duty cycle ratio. As the duty cycle ratio approaches
unity, we observe a decrease in the relative phase drift
rate, aligning with expectations.

To address the duty cycle effects, we employ a strategy
to constantly load the fiber AOMs with a high duty cy-
cle, regardless of whether they are actively diffracting
light. This approach aims to minimize relative temper-
ature fluctuations in pulsed mode [28]. We achieve this
by applying Radio Frequency (RF) power to the fiber
AOM controlling the spectator ion core in parallel with
the pulse in the target ion fiber AOM. This is set to
put the same thermal load on the spectator AOM as in
the target while not diffracting light in the former. The
parameters of the two tones are selected based on con-
siderations outlined in Figure 10c. The non-diffractive
RF pulses applied to the spectator at 100 MHz (indi-
cated by the black dotted line) fall within the RF band-
width (as depicted by the absorption spectrum in green)
of the AOM driving circuitry but are detuned compared
to the optical diffraction bandwidth of the AOM (shown
in blue), resulting in minimal light transmission. This al-
lows the RF duty cycle mitigation pulse to heat the AOM
while preventing the unwanted application of gates. For
our calibrations, the target core pulse at 150 MHz (shown
by the black solid line), where light is diffracted and the
RF power is highly absorptive, is adjusted to match the
absorbed power of the spectator at the far-detuned pulse
where the RF absorption is lower, which is applied at full
power. In these experients we used the off-resonant tone
to only mitigate duty cycle effects, however. A further
upgrade would be to use two RF tones: one weak tone
near resonance for applying crosstalk cancellation, and
one strong RF tone off-resonance that acts to match the
heat load of the target ion AOM, thereby reducing duty
cycle effects.

With this mitigation approach, we observe a reduction in
the phase drift rate by an order of magnitude to approxi-
mately 0.035 rad/s, as depicted in Figure 10b (blue data),

150 MHz: Light on

100 MHz: Light off

150 MHz

150 + 2 MHz

A
m

p
lit

u
d
e Target

core

Spectator
core

Time

Mitigation Pulse, 

Probe Pulse, 
(Phase Detection, )

Drive Pulse, (a)

(b) (c)

FIG. 10: (a) Pulse sequence used to measure differential phase
noise between the target core (blue) and spectator core (red)
for a varying drive pulse length, td, to alter the duty cycle
ratio, followed by a probe pulse to detect the differential phase
at a fixed pulse length tp =100 µs. This sets the spectator
optical pulse time to be tspec = tp, while the variable target
pulse length is ttarget = tp + td. The shaded region shows
when the fiber AOMs are driven on or near resonance in which
light is still efficiently diffracted through the fiber. The non-
shaded mitigation pulse on the spectator core is applied far
off-resonance at 100 MHz where negligible amounts of light
are transmitted through the fiber AOM. (b) Phase drift rate
observed while operating with a duty cycle ratio between the
times of the spectator, tspec, and target core, ttarget, optical
pulses with (blue) and without (purple) applying the fast duty
cycle phase noise mitigation technique as described in the
text. (c) Measured optical diffraction efficiency (blue) and
RF absorption (green) as function of the RF drive frequency.
The optimal power to drive the resonant pulse is found by the
relative power absorption at the far detuned frequency (black
dotted line).

a level at which calibrations can maintain significant
crosstalk suppression. These results were achieved using
the maximum RF power to optimize optical power effi-
ciency. Reducing the operational pulse powers will also
decrease the resulting duty cycle heating effects.

V. CHARACTERIZATION OF CROSSTALK
ERRORS

In order to investigate the effectiveness of the optical
PCC technique, we compare its performance to other
techniques. Specifically, composite pulses have been
employed to reduce the detrimental effects of crosstalk
[10, 29], and there are several proposed sequences for
both single qubit [30] and two qubit gates [31] that can
suppress addressing crosstalk. These composite pulse se-
quences, which we will refer to as algorithmic techniques
for crosstalk suppression, can act as a narrowband or
bandpass filter in which erroneous rotation errors at low
driving amplitudes are suppressed relative to the full area
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single-qubit gate pulse.

We employed two composite pulse sequences, which are
illustrated in Fig. 11a. The first is the SK1 [32], which
has the benefit of being robust against amplitude noise
on the target ion qubit gates as well as acting to suppress
crosstalk errors on neighbouring ion sites experiencing a
weak drive. These qualities make the SK1 sequence very
appealing and have led to their being used for schemes
requiring high fidelity operations in longer ion strings for
quantum computing protocols [29, 33].

In an attempt to improve the performance of algorithmic
techniques we also introduce a custom sequence we will
refer to as the quadrilateral composite pulse sequence.
This pulse sequence is described by four segments of uni-
tary rotations with angle, θ, about the X and Y axis in
the Bloch sphere, R̂±X,Y (θ), as

ÛQuad(ϵ) = R̂Y

(
ϵ
π

2

)
R̂−X

(
ϵ
π

2

)
R̂−Y

(
ϵ
π

2

)
R̂X

(
ϵ
π

2

)
(9)

for a relative Rabi frequency of ϵ = Ω
Ω0

with respect to an

ideal π/2 pulse Rabi frequency Ω0. For the target qubit,

ϵ ≈ 1 and thus ÛTarget
Quad ≈ R̂X(π/2). The spectator ion

will instead undergo a drive with ϵ = ΩCT

Ω0
≪ 1, in which

each segment can be approximated by the rotation R̂P̂ ≈
Î+i(π4 ϵ)

2P̂ for the Pauli operators P̂ = X,Y . To highest

order, Eq. 9 then reduces to ÛSpectator
Quad ≈ Î + O(ϵ4)

for the spectator ion dynamics. This sequence serves as
a simple higher order narrow-band sequence, although
there are many other types of higher-order sequences that
have also been explored [10].

The trajectory of the spectator ion under the effect of the
quadrilateral pulse sequence can be easily visualized on
the Bloch sphere under the small rotation angle approxi-
mation as a simple square about its initial state, as shown
in the inset of Fig. 11a for the initial |0⟩ state. Although
the crosstalk suppression is higher order than for SK1,
this sequence does not provide robustness with regards to
intensity fluctuations on the targeted ion. Consequently,
the quadrilateral sequence may be less useful for imple-
mentation in actual circuits. Fig. 11b shows experimen-
tal as well as theory results comparing the sensitivity to
Rabi frequency fluctuations of a standard square π-pulse
(green) vs the SK1 (blue) and quadrilateral composite
pulses (yellow). Two parameter regimes are of interest.
The first is close to a Rabi frequency producing a π pulse,
where we observe the insensitivity of SK1 and increased
sensitivity of the quadrilateral pulse. The other regime
is where the Rabi frequency is much less than the tar-
get Ω/Ω0 ≪ 1, which is the typical regime of crosstalk.
In this regime we see the the composite pulse sequences
effectively reduce the crosstalk.

We calibrate the PCC pulses by first determining the
duration of pulse required to perform a π pulse on the
spectator ion, tCT

π due to crosstalk. We then calibrate

(a)

SK1 Composite pulse

 𝑅𝜑1
(2𝜋)  𝑅𝜑2

(2𝜋)

Quadrilateral Composite Pulse

Coherent Cancellation

Target

Spectator
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Spectator ion: 
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(𝜖2𝜋)  𝑅𝜑2

(𝜖2𝜋)

Algorithimc Physical

(b)
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FIG. 11: (a) The two types of crosstalk mitigation techniques
compared in this work: Algorithmic and Physical compensa-
tion. The SK1 and quadrilateral composite pulse sequences
are comprised of rotations, Rϕ(θ), with angle θ about an
axis define by ϕ on the target ion (green). Crosstalk on the
spectator ion is described by weak rotations (red) in which
ϵ = ΩCT/Ω0 ≪ 1. The action of the quadrilateral sequence
on a spectator ion can be viewed on the Bloch sphere to un-
dergo a small square trajectory, returning approximately to
its initial state. The PCC method instead uses a second weak
pulse applied to the spectator ion to cancel crosstalk inten-
sity. (b) Excited state population after a π pulse implemented
using a standard square pulse of length tπ as well as the SK1
and quadrilateral composite pulses for varying relative Rabi
frequencies such that Ω0 = π/tπ. The solid lines are the-
ory calculations. The asymmetry of the quadrilateral pulse
is due to the off-resonant drive at large powers as the qubit
frequency is Stark shifted.

the power of the cancellation pulse to match the mea-
sured π time. Finally, the phase of the compensation
pulse is calibrated by applying both the target ion gate
and spectator cancellation pulses simultaneously. The
phase of the cancellation pulse can then be scanned and
the resulting data fitted using the theoretical prediction
of Eq. 6 to extract the correct compensation phase (as
previously shown in Fig. 4b by the dotted black line at
a pulse time of t = 2tCT

π ). This calibration can be made
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more accurate by using longer pulse times.

To characterize the errors caused by crosstalk we mea-
sure both X-type errors, caused by resonant rotations,
and Z-type errors, resulting from qubit phase shifts due
to AC Stark shifts. Since the cross-talk fields are gener-
ally small, the latter are primarily due to the detuning
between the target ion transition (which is itself AC Stark
shifted) and the un-shifted spectator qubit frequency. X-
type errors are determined by measuring the excited state
population of the spectator ion after applying many π-
pulses on the target ion. The Z-type errors are instead
determined by performing a Ramsey experiment on the
spectator ion in which a π/2 pulse is applied to the spec-
tator ion before and after the train of target ion π-pulses
are applied. This acts to measure the spectator ion in the
X basis in the presence of off-resonant crosstalk light.
Fig. 12a and 12b show these two experimental proce-
dures for measuring the X and Z type errors, respec-
tively, as well as experimental results comparing PCC
and algorithmic methods. The PCC technique is com-
pared to the two types of algorithmic techniques previ-
ously described. The quadrilateral pulse only produces
a π/2 rotation, so we apply it twice to realize a corre-
sponding π pulse.

The uncompensated Rabi oscillations (fcomp = 0) that
the spectator ion undergoes due to crosstalk is shown in
green in Fig. 12a. By fitting the simple model of Eq.
7, we find that the crosstalk ratio is fCT = ΩCT/Ω0 ≈
0.096, which produces an X error of ϵπ ≈ 2.3× 10−2 per
π pulse. When PCC is applied, we have observed that
the remaining effective crosstalk Rabi ratio, feff , can be
reduced by a factor of ∼ 25 − 40 corresponding to the
crosstalk light intensity being suppressed on the order of
∼ 103. Again using Eq. 7 to fit the PCC method (Fig.
12a, red data) we find that feff = Ωeff/Ω0 ≈ 4× 10−3,
corresponding to a rotation error per π pulse of only
ϵPCC
π ≈ 3.9 × 10−5, providing more than two orders of
magnitude in crosstalk error suppression. The Quadri-
lateral composite pulse sequence (yellow data) is found
to produce a similar amount rotation error. Conversely,
the SK1 composite pulse is performed (blue data), and
numerically simulated (solid blue line) by fitting for a
relative Rabi frequency and detuning. We find the SK1
sequence instead gives effective error per target ion π
pulse of ϵSK1

π ∼ 1.3× 10−4.

The comparison of PCC to the composite pulses for the
off-resonant Z-type errors shows a much stronger vari-
ation in behaviour, as shown in Fig. 12b, and requires
a more subtle interpretation. This experiment prepares
and measures the state in the X-basis, however, since
the crosstalk pulses are still a near-resonant drive, they
still provide information about the rotational errors as
well as the phase errors. The green data, displaying the
bare spectator population without any crosstalk compen-
sation, is found to produce oscillations similar in strength
to that found in Fig. 12a, suggesting that the X rotations
are the dominate source of error.

For the PCC method (Fig. 12b, red data) we find a sim-
ilar effective crosstalk as before, with feff = 4.5 × 10−3

giving an error per π pulse of ϵPCC
π ≈ 5.1×10−5. This im-

plies that the residual error is still mostly due to X rota-
tions. The SK1 sequence (blue) does not exhibit robust-
ness to crosstalk errors in this basis, as it is designed as-
suming an equal target and spectator ion qubit frequency.
Simulating these dynamics again we now find that the er-
ror per π pulse is significant at ϵSK1

π ≈ 2.6 × 10−2. The
quadrilateral sequence (yellow) is shown to be effective
against errors in this basis as well, as long as the correct
AC Stark shift of the target ion is calibrated and the ap-
propriate phase in the Pauli frame update is used. PCC
thus provides a means to mitigate crosstalk rotation er-
ror at least as effectively as composite pulses, without
the need for additional circuit depth overhead.

One subtlety of the PCC method is that a mismatch in
the polarization between the target crosstalk and cancel-
lation light will also limit the PCC compensation fidelity.
To mitigate this, polarization is initially calibrated by
matching transition strengths on a neighbouring ion pair
using an in-line fiber optic polarization controller. The
results presented in this paper were taken with the polar-
ization only calibrated once and may be subject to drift,
particularly over long time periods.

VI. CONCLUSION

We have characterized physical crosstalk compensation
by applying a coherent pulse of light on the spectator
site to destructively interfere cross illumination from a
target pulse. We find this method of optical crosstalk
cancellation can allow for crosstalk intensity to be sup-
pressed by a factor > 103, with a reduction in the X
rotation crosstalk error by a factor of > 500. This is
comparable to the levels we achieve through algorith-
mic composite-pulse techniques such as SK1, however, we
find that the physical cancellation of crosstalk produces
much lower Z phase errors than this leading alternative
pulse sequence.

Sources of error of the PCC technique due to differential
phase noise between the target and compensation pulses
were also investigated. We identified and mitigated noise
from both slow drifts caused by ambient fluctuations of
temperature and pressure, as well as fast phase noise from
duty cycle effects. We find that applying an off-resonant
tone to the driving AOMs result in a steady state duty
cycle which can produce a > 10 times reduction in phase
drift rates, allowing for a routine calibration of cancella-
tion pulses to be feasible.

Since this scheme only relies on the coherence between
the crosstalk and the compensation pulse, it can provide
a general solution to crosstalk mitigation that may be
employed by various quantum computing platforms in
addition to trapped-ions. These findings may also be rel-
evant for other ion trap setups that require phase-stable
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Spectator
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Quad

SK1
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Z Errors
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Quad
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FIG. 12: The benchmarking pulse sequence for (a) X-type errors and (b) Z-type errors are shown at the top of each plot. The
excited state populations of the spectator ions are measured after a sequential application of N target ion π pulses while the
spectator ion is prepared in the (a) Z and (b) X eigenstates. The solid lines are theoretical fits of the given pulse sequence,
using fitting parameters of effective crosstalk ratio, feff , and detuning, ∆CT . Both without the any crosstalk compensation
(green) as well as the PCC (red) method were fit with the simple error model Eq. 7, while the SK1 (blue) method is fit
numerically to the composite pulse sequence. Both the rotation (X-type) and phase (Z-type) bare crosstalk errors on the
spectator ion (shown in green) are suppressed using the PCC technique (red) as well as for the SK1 (blue) and quadrilateral
(yellow) composite pulse schemes.

operations such as free-space single ion addressing and in-
tegrated optical waveguide surface traps [15, 18, 34, 35].
For systems with only nearest neighbour crosstalk issues
this scheme may provide a scalable means of negating
errors due to crosstalk which may otherwise compro-
mise the fault tolerance of a quantum computing cir-
cuit.
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