2407.21332v1 [quant-ph] 31 Jul 2024

arXiv

Multi-Purpose Architecture for Fast Reset and Protective Readout of
Superconducting Qubits

Jiayu Ding," 22 * Yulong Li,> * He Wang,?' T Guangming Xue,?>* Tang Su,? Chenlu Wang,?> Weijie Sun,? Feiyu Li,?
Yujia Zhang,!'?? Yang Gao,>*5 Jun Peng,® Zhi Hao Jiang,® Yang Yu,!'? Haifeng Yu,? and Fei Yan?:?

! National Laboratory of Solid State Microstructures,
School of Physics, Nanjing University, Nanjing 210093, China
2 Beijing Academy of Quantum Information Sciences, Beijing 100193, China
3 Synergetic Innovation Center of Quantum Information and Quantum Physics,
University of Science and Technology of China, Hefei, Anhui 230026, China
4 Institute of Physics, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100190, China
® University of Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 101408, China
SState Key Laboratory of Millimeter Waves, School of Information
Science and Engineering, Southeast University, Nanjing, China
(Dated: August 1, 2024)

The ability to fast reset a qubit state is crucial for quantum information processing. However,
to actively reset a qubit requires engineering a pathway to interact with a dissipative bath, which
often comes with the cost of reduced qubit protection from the environment. Here, we present a
novel multi-purpose architecture that enables fast reset and protection of superconducting qubits
during control and readout. In our design, two on-chip diplexers are connected by two transmission
lines. The high-pass branch provides a flat passband for convenient allocation of readout resonators
above the qubit frequencies, which is preferred for reducing measurement-induced state transitions.
In the low-pass branch, we leverage a standing-wave mode below the maximum qubit frequency for
a rapid reset. The qubits are located in the common stopband to inhibit dissipation during coherent
operations. We demonstrate resetting a transmon qubit from its first excited state to the ground
state in 100 ns, achieving a residual population of 2.7%, mostly limited by the thermal effect. The
reset time may be further shortened to 27 ns by exploiting the coherent population inversion effect.
We further extend the technique to resetting the qubit from its second excited state. Our approach
promises scalable implementation of fast reset and qubit protection during control and readout,
adding to the toolbox of dissipation engineering.

I. INTRODUCTION

Initialization of the quantum state is an important cri-
terion for the physical implementation of quantum com-
putation [1]. It can be realized through either passive
waiting until reaching thermal equilibrium or active reset
using a dissipative bath [2-10]. In addition to initializa-
tion, the reset operation is useful in quantum error cor-
rection [11-16], preparation of stable quantum-correlated
many-body states [17], qubit reuse compilation [18] and
simulation of open quantum systems [19, 20].

Implementing a fast reset with superconducting qubits
is a challenge. One approach is through real-time feed-
back conditioned on the outcome of a projective measure-
ment [21, 22]. However, the performance of this approach
is susceptible to measurement errors and feedback loop
latency. Alternatively, the lossy readout resonator can
drain excitation away from the qubits without the need
for measurements or feedback operations [3-6, 11-15]. To
speed up the dissipative process while maintaining qubit
coherence, an additional resonator known as the Purcell

* These authors contributed equally to this work.
T wanghe@bagis.ac.cn

¥ xuegm@bagis.ac.cn

§ yanfei@baqis.ac.cn

filter is often used as a spectral mask of the environment
[2, 23-26]. However, using the same resonator for both
readout and reset imposes serious constraints. It requires
a lower resonator frequency than the maximum qubit fre-
quency to be compatible with the prevailing transmon
qubit design [11]. Unfortunately, the resonator-below-
qubit configuration is more vulnerable to measurement-
induced state transitions (MIST) due to the hybridiza-
tion among highly excited states [27-29]. In the other-
wise configuration, the phenomenon becomes less prob-
able. Reset techniques compatible with the resonator-
above-qubit configuration include parametric flux mod-
ulation [6, 15], all-microwave driving [5, 14], bath engi-
neering [30], intrinsic Purcell filter [7], quantum circuit
refrigerator [8, 31, 32|, and other methods. However,
some of these methods may involve extra hardware costs
or control complexity.

To address the aforementioned issues in one design,
we introduce a novel multi-purpose architecture that em-
ploys a carefully engineered transmission line mode (the
dissipator mode) that can, in principle, couple to an
arbitrary number of superconducting qubits and serve
as a common dissipative channel for fast resetting the
qubit states. The architecture features the use of on-
chip diplexers that allow the physical separation of the
readout and reset channels. This allows the readout res-
onator mode to be above the maximum qubit frequency
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FIG. 1. Concept and design. (a) Schematic diagram of the design. Two on-chip diplexers, each composed of a high-pass
filter and a low-pass filter, are connected through a pair of transmission lines. The high-pass channel couples to multiple readout
resonators for transmitting readout signals, as in the conventional circuit QED architecture; the low-pass channel capacitively
couples to multiple qubits (coupling capacitance 6.3 fF') and is used as a dissipative channel. The dissipator is a standing wave
mode formed between the two low-pass filters. (b) Lumped circuit diagram of the diplexer. The design values for C1, L1, Ca,
and Lo are 0.266 pF, 0.660 nH, 1.809 pF, and 4.488 nH. (c) Optical microscope image of the on-chip diplexer. The blue section
on the upper left is the high-pass filter; the gray section on the lower right is the low-pass filter. Here we use interdigitated
capacitors and spiral inductors. (d) Frequency allocation of the low-pass and high-pass filters, the dissipator, the qubits, and
the readout resonators. The qubits are protected from dissipation by the diplexers but can dissipate strongly through the
dissipator mode.

and the dissipator mode to be below it, enabling both implementation of fast unconditional reset of multiple
fast reset and less measurement-induced state transitions qubits while protecting the qubits from radiation loss and
while preventing qubits from dissipating into external cir- measurement-induced errors.

cuitry during coherent operations. The experimental re-

sults show that, when the transmon qubit frequency is

tuned in resonance with the dissipator mode, the popu- II. DEVICE DESIGN

lation of the qubit in the first excited state decays with a
characteristic rate of I' & 1/(21 ns). With a reset dura-
tion of 100 ns, the residual error is approximately 2.7%,
due mainly to thermal activation at a device temperature
of ~ 50 mK. Our design promises a hardware-efficient

The key concept and circuit implementation of our de-
sign is illustrated in Fig. 1, which features the use of two
symmetric on-chip diplexers, each composed of a low-
pass filter with a cut-off frequency (-3 dB point) at 3.64



GHz and a high-pass filter with a cut-off frequency at
5.37 GHz. As shown in Fig. 1(a), connecting the two
diplexers are two parallel transmission lines. The top
high-pass line is coupled to multiple readout resonators
for multiplexed readout. The bottom low-pass line (25
mm long) is coupled to multiple qubits. A lossy stand-
ing wave mode (4.23 GHz, full wavelength) is formed
along the line, which we shall utilize for qubit reset. The
diplexers are made up of lumped element capacitors and
inductors [Fig. 1(b)]. We use interdigitated capacitors
and spiral inductors upon implementation, which pro-
duces a dimension of 3.7 mm X 0.8 mm in the final layout

[Fig. 1(c)].

The purpose of the design is multi-fold. As illustrated
in Fig. 1(d), the filters are designed such that the res-
onators (w,/2m ~ 7.2-7.4 GHz fall within the passband
of the high-pass filter, leading to a uniform external cou-
pling. Meanwhile, the qubits (wq/27 ~ 4.8 GHz) are
allocated within the common stopband of the high-pass
and low-pass filters. This way, the qubits are protected
from dissipation into external circuitry as they see an
unmatched impedance at the frequency of coherent op-
erations. Unlike conventional bandpass or notch filters,
both the qubits and resonators now have a large band-
width for convenient frequency allocation, promising a
greater readout multiplicity.

Over the low-pass line, a standing wave mode can
be formed between the two low-pass filters above their
cut-off frequency where reflection dominates, reminiscent
of a Fabry-Pérot cavity formed by two reflective mir-
rors. With the finite transmission of the low-pass filter
(S21 &~ —30dB) near the mode frequency at wq/2m =
4.23 GHz (design value), one can expect enhanced dis-
sipation around this mode. Therefore, tuning the fre-
quency of a tunable transmon qubit down to the dissi-
pator frequency shall deplete excitations in the qubit. In
addition, the measured energy relaxation time T of the
qubits at the maximum frequency is 30-40 us, suggest-
ing that the dissipator has little influence on the qubits
during their coherent manipulations.

In the qubit-dissipator system, the effective decay rate
T" of the qubit is modified by the lossy resonator - known
as the Purcell effect - and can be given by [6, 33]:

r= % (m —Re {\/—1692 + (ka — 2iAqd)2}> (1)

where kq is the decay rate or linewidth of the dissipa-
tor, g is the coupling strength between the qubit and the
dissipator, Aqq = wq — wq is the detuning between the
qubit and the dissipator. The qubit relaxation rate peaks
when resonant with the dissipator (Aqq = 0). Note that
the maximum decay rate kq/2 can always be achieved at
positions satisfying g > kq/4.
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FIG. 2.  Calibrating the |e)-|g) reset operation. (a)

Experimentally measured and simulated transmission coef-
ficients of the whole structure in Fig. 1(a). Note that the
experimental results also reflect all the filtering and amplifi-
cation in the measurement chain. (b) Calibrating the reset
pulse. On the top is the pulse sequence for calibrating a re-
set operation. The qubits are prepared in their first excited
states and then frequency-tuned (rise time ¢, = 2ns) to be in
resonance with the dissipator mode for a variable time ()
before measurement. The plots show the measured excited
population for a variable ¢, and qubit frequency which is ad-
justed by the pulse amplitude for two qubits coupled to a
common dissipator. The strong dissipator is located around
4.3-4.4GHz. (c) A detailed scan of the yellow boxed region
in (b) with fringing patterns due to qubit-dissipator coupling.
(d) A linecut in (c¢) as indicated by the red solid line. The
population reaches its first minimum at 23 ns.

III. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS

In Fig. 2(a), we plot the Ss; signal between the input
and output ports of the full measurement chain using a
network analyzer and compare them with finite-element
simulations of the transmission between the two ports
as depicted in Fig. 1(a). In both plots, the dissipator,
the readout resonators, and the protected region can be
identified. The line width of the dissipator extracted from
the S parameters is kq/27 ~ 10-15 MHz.

We then calibrate the reset dynamics using the time
sequence described in Fig. 2(b). We test the protocol on
two transmon qubits coupled to the same transmission
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FIG. 3. Efficiency of the |e)-|g) reset. (a) Time sequence
of the experiment. We use a plateau time ¢, = 200 ns for
the reset pulse. (b-c) Comparison of single-shot results for
different initial states with and without the reset. (d-e) Com-
parison of the assignment probability in both cases. The reset
gate reduces the population of the |e) state from 92.56% to
2.65%.

line. The qubits are first prepared in their first excited
states |e), and then frequency-tuned using a square flux
pulse before projective measurement. By scanning the
pulse amplitude and duration, it can be seen that the
qubits dissipate about three orders of magnitude faster
when biased near the dissipator at 4.3-4.4 GHz, which is
about 200 MHz above the design value due to imperfect
modeling and fabrication variations. Note that there is
uncertainty in the nominal frequency as the qubit spec-
tra are not visible near the dissipator. A finer scan in
the vicinity of the dissipator resolves a fringing pattern
[Fig. 2(c)]. This is because the excitation can swap be-
tween the qubit and the dissipator before being finally
dissipated given a relatively strong coupling g/2m = 10
MHz by design. As shown in Fig. 2(d), the qubit excita-
tion oscillates while rapidly dropping to a baseline (2.7%)
within approximately 100 ns. The envelop decay is in
good agreement with the theoretical value I'™' = 21 ns
according to Eq. (1). On the other hand, the reset gate
can be further shortened by exploiting the excitation
swapping effect, for example, to 27 ns at the first mini-
mum [6].
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FIG. 4. Efficiency of concatenated reset gates. The
three-state single-shot measurement results and the corre-
sponding assignment probability matrix (a) without any reset
gate, (b) with the |e)-|g) reset gate, and (c) with concatenated
[f)-le) and |e)-|g) reset gates.

Next, we benchmark the efficiency of the calibrated
le)-|g) reset gate of Qo by initializing the qubit in differ-
ent states [Fig. 3(a)]. The single-shot distribution plots
[Figs. 3(b)-3(c)] and assignment matrices [Figs. 3(d)-3(e)]
show that the majority of the excited state population is
depleted. The reset gate reduces the excited-state pop-
ulation from 92.56% to 2.65%, while the ground-state
population increases from 0.34% to 1.35%. This suggests
that the residual population comes from thermal excita-
tion when the qubit reaches equilibrium with the environ-
ment at a lower frequency. According to the Boltzmann
distribution, the corresponding environmental tempera-
ture is approximately 50 mK, which is in agreement with
the typical device temperature that we measured in the
same setup.

We further test the efficiency of the reset gate applied
to the qubit in its second excited state. Similar to the
calibration of the |e)-|g) reset gate, we apply a flux pulse
that adjusts the qubit frequency to let the |e)-|f) tran-
sition be resonant with the dissipator to depopulate the
second excited state. To benchmark the | f)-|e) reset gate,
we first perform the three-state discrimination and show
the assignment probability matrix in [Fig. 4(a)]. Then,
we study the performance of a single |f)-|e) reset oper-
ation [Fig. 4(b)]. The population of an initial |f) state



decreases from 65.8% to 2.92%, while the population of
an initial |e) state increases from 0.76% to 1.5%, as a con-
sequence of the same thermal effect as in the | f)-|e) reset
gate. We note that the |f)-|e) reset gate can be used for
leakage reduction during quantum error correction, pro-
vided that the residual error can be further suppressed.
We finally show the performance of concatenated |f)-|e)
and |e)-|g) reset gates [Fig. 4(c)]. The cascade of the two
reset gates reduces the population of the |f) state from
65.8% to 1.73%, showcasing the dissipator’s capability
to reset qubits from even higher excited states using the
same mechanism. Since the transmon qubit has a nega-
tive anharmonicity, it is possible to go through a ladder
of biases and step-by-step reset the qubit from a high-
energy state to the ground state. The reset pulse can
also be integrated into one pulse in piecewise steps.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

To summarize, we have introduced a novel architec-
ture based on superconducting quantum circuits. The
architecture can satisfy multiple functionalities simulta-
neously. By separating qubit reset and readout channels
using on-chip diplexers, the architecture provides sub-
stantial flexibility in circuit design, enabling protection
for qubits from dissipating into the lossy circuitry, conve-
nient allocation of qubit and resonator frequencies, a flat
passband for the resonators, the qubit-below-resonator
configuration for less measurement-induced state transi-
tions, and, most importantly, fast reset under these con-

straints. The residual error can be improved by reducing
the device temperature and elevating the frequencies of
the dissipator. Note that the dissipator channel may be
terminated with a matched impedance separately with-
out diplexing. However, that would require additional
ports and wiring. The scheme is promising for scalable
implementation in quantum error correction, enabling
the resetting of syndrome qubits and reducing leakage
in data qubits. Furthermore, the engineered dissipative
bath is a valuable resource and could be integrated as an
integral part of dissipation engineering, which attracts
significant attention in quantum information science [34],
such as the preparation of dissipative stabilized quantum
states [17, 35], the realization of autonomous quantum
error correction [36-40] and the study of quantum trans-
port [17, 41]. Given the flexibility of the architecture,
we believe our versatile design will find broader practi-
cal applications in superconducting quantum information
processing.
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