
Suppressing spurious transitions using spectrally balanced pulse

Ruixia Wang,1, ∗ Yaqing Feng,1 Yujia Zhang,1, 2, 3 Jiayu Ding,1 Boxi Li,4, 5 Felix Motzoi,4, 5 Yang

Gao,1, 2, 3 Huikai Xu,1 Zhen Yang,1 Wuerkaixi Nuerbolati,1 Haifeng Yu,1 Weijie Sun,1, † and Fei Yan1, ‡

1Beijing Academy of Quantum Information Sciences, Beijing 100193, China
2Institute of Physics, Chinese Academy of Science, Beijing 100190, China

3University of Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 101408, China
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Achieving precise control over quantum systems presents a significant challenge, especially in
many-body setups, where residual couplings and unintended transitions undermine the accuracy of
quantum operations. In superconducting qubits, parasitic interactions—both between distant qubits
and with spurious two-level systems—can severely limit the performance of quantum gates. In this
work, we introduce a pulse-shaping technique that uses spectrally balanced microwave pulses to
suppress undesired transitions. Experimental results demonstrate an order-of-magnitude reduction
in spurious excitations between weakly detuned qubits, as well as a substantial decrease in single-
qubit gate errors caused by a strongly coupled two-level defect over a broad frequency range. Our
method provides a simple yet powerful solution to mitigate adverse effects from parasitic couplings,
enhancing the fidelity of quantum operations and expanding feasible frequency allocations for large-
scale quantum devices.

Introduction — Quantum information processing tech-
nologies have made significant progress, achieving coher-
ent control over systems with about 100 qubits [1–6]. In
superconducting quantum processors, qubit-qubit inter-
actions are typically mediated by engineered coupling el-
ements, such as coplanar capacitors. However, due to the
long-range nature of electromagnetic interactions and de-
sign constraints, parasitic or residual couplings can exist
between qubits that are intended to be uncoupled. These
parasitic interactions, known as quantum crosstalk [7],
pose a challenge to the execution of independent opera-
tions, as they can interfere with transitions close in fre-
quency. This phenomenon degrades the performance of
quantum operations, limiting the scalability of quantum
computing systems.

Compounding this issue is the presence of uncontrolled
microscopic degrees of freedom, often referred to as two-
level defects or two-level systems (TLS), which are ubiq-
uitous in many quantum platforms [8]. When frequencies
of TLSs come close to those of the qubits, they can signif-
icantly interfere with qubit operations. Excitations into
a long-lived TLS can be particularly harmful as they can
accumulate over time and deteriorate subsequent oper-
ations, causing correlated or non-Markovian errors [9].
Without reset capability, this may be a potential threat
to quantum error correction [10]. Moving the qubit fre-
quency away from these TLSs can reduce their impact.
However, this approach is not directly available for fixed-
frequency qubits. Even for tunable qubits, the available
frequency options are often severely constrained by the
presence of multiple TLSs, complicating the calibration
of large-scale processors [11].
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Various techniques have been developed to address
these challenges [12–15]. The Derivative Removal by Adi-
abatic Gate (DRAG) method [16–18], in particular, was
a pulse shaping technique designed to suppress leakage
transitions to higher energy states during single-qubit op-
erations. By adding the derivative of the original pulse
envelope to the quadrature component, DRAG removes
unwanted diabatic leakage transitions, which, in the weak
drive regime, show up as a spectral hole at a frequency
determined by the prefactor of the derivative. The versa-
tility of DRAG has been investigated in a variety of sce-
narios, including three-level lambda systems [19], cross-
resonance gates [20–22], and frequency-crowded multi-
level systems [23]. However, traditional DRAG correc-
tions face challenges when dealing with weakly detuned
transitions, as they struggle to effectively remove spectral
components close to the target transition [21].

In this work, we propose and experimentally demon-
strate a robust approach to mitigating undesired tran-
sitions caused by quantum crosstalk during single-qubit
operations. Unlike conventional DRAG techniques, our
method employs the dual-DRAG protocol, which creates
symmetric spectral holes around the target transition fre-
quency. This approach significantly reduces off-resonance
effects during pulses and enables the pulse calibration
to suppress unwanted transitions that are only slightly
detuned. Residual off-resonance effects are further cor-
rected using compensatory virtual-Z (VZ) gates. Exper-
imental results validate the technique, demonstrating an
order-of-magnitude suppression of crosstalk-induced ex-
citations between two superconducting qubits detuned by
approximately 40 MHz with a 25-ns pulse across various
coupling strengths. Furthermore, we show its effective-
ness in reducing excitations from a strongly coupled TLS
and enhancing single-qubit gate fidelity across a broad
frequency range, extending down to 20 MHz.

Quantum crosstalk — Parasitic couplings are a com-
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FIG. 1. (a) Schematic diagram illustrating the unintended
coupling (g) that can occur between two qubits or between a
qubit and a spurious TLS. (b) Energy level diagram for the
combined system of Q0 and Q1 (or TLS). Due to state dress-
ing, driving Q0 with an amplitude Ω also cross-drives Q1 with
a reduced amplitude of ±gΩ/∆0 in the weak coupling limit
(g ≪ |∆0|). Cross-driving can induce unwanted transitions
in Q1 when using a pulse with finite width. (c) Time-domain
pulse profiles and (d) their normalized Fourier spectra for a
25-ns pulse, showing its original sine-to-the-fourth-power form
(Ω(0)), the first-order DRAG-corrected pulse (Ω(1)), and the

spectrally balanced pulse with dual-DRAG corrections (Ω(2)).

Note that, in the time domain, the real part of Ω(0) overlaps
with that of Ω(1), while the imaginary part of Ω(0) overlaps
with that of Ω(2). The vertical dashed lines in (d) indicate
the corresponding peak positions. In this case, the frequency
to block is assumed to be ∆/2π = 40 MHz.

mon challenge in practical quantum hardware, often aris-
ing between qubits that are not intentionally connected.
For example, in solid-state devices like superconducting
quantum processors, qubits are typically designed for
nearest-neighbor connections. However, the long-range
nature of electromagnetic interactions can lead to unin-
tended couplings between physically distant qubits, as
shown in Fig. 1(a). These interactions can also occur
through shared modes, such as chip or box modes. Ad-
ditionally, unwanted couplings can exist between qubits
and spurious quantum systems in the environment, such
as TLSs. These uncontrollable systems present a major
obstacle in the development and calibration of state-of-
the-art quantum hardware.

Consider a parasitic exchange-type coupling g between
Q0 and Q1 (or a TLS). Due to the hybridization of the
|ge⟩ and |eg⟩ states, driving one qubit inevitably induces
a cross-driving effect on the other qubit or TLS, but with
a reduced amplitude of gΩ/∆0, where Ω is the original
drive amplitude applied to Q0, and ∆0 = ωge − ωeg is
the detuning between the unwanted and target transi-
tions, as illustrated in Fig. 1(b). Natural spectral broad-
ening caused by finite pulse widths can lead to unwanted
transitions, such as |gg⟩ ↔ |ge⟩, which degrade the per-
formance of quantum operations. This crosstalk phe-

nomenon is inherently quantum mechanical; the crosstalk
Hamiltonian is of the ZX type, exhibiting opposite signs
depending on the state of Q0. This contrasts with clas-
sical signal crosstalk, where the Hamiltonian is of the IX
type. As a result, quantum crosstalk cannot be simply
corrected by applying a cancellation signal [24].

Interestingly, this quantum crosstalk effect can also
be harnessed for beneficial purposes. For instance, the
cross-resonance effect, which is achieved by intentionally
driving at the resonant frequency of Q1, is employed in
generating a type of two-qubit entangling gate, the cross-
resonance gate [25–27].

Dual-DRAG — A straightforward solution to suppress
an unwanted transition is to remove the spectral compo-
nents at that transition frequency. A famous example is
the DRAG method, which was initially proposed to ad-
dress leakage transitions to higher energy states in weakly
anharmonic systems, such as transmon qubits.

In the DRAG framework, a first-order derivative of
the original pulse envelope (which can be complex) is
added as a quadrature component. The amplitude fac-
tor of the derivative pulse is expressed as 1/∆, where ∆ is
the DRAG parameter in units of angular frequency. An
example is illustrated in Fig. 1(c). From a frequency-
domain perspective, this DRAG correction creates a
spectral hole at a frequency ∆ relative to the drive fre-
quency ω0, as depicted in Fig. 1(d). When ∆ is set equal
to the qubit anharmonicity α, it effectively reduces spec-
tral components near the qubit’s |e⟩-|f⟩ transition fre-
quency—typically 200-300 MHz below the |g⟩-|e⟩ tran-
sition for transmon qubits—thereby suppressing leakage
transitions. This technique has also been applied in cross-
resonance gates to mitigate off-resonance errors [21] or
parasitic transitions [22].

Avoiding weakly detuned transitions during single-
qubit operations, which are only a few tens of MHz
away, has proven to be challenging [21]. For instance,
consider a 25-ns pulse, as shown in Fig. 1(c,d). While
a single DRAG correction generates a spectral hole at
the frequency defined by ∆, it also shifts the spectral
weight to the opposite side. As shown by the example in
Fig. 1(d), it leads to an average drive frequency that is
about 30MHz lower than the original drive frequency ω0

given the frequency to block at ∆/2π = 40MHz. This
effect may be partially mitigated by introducing a con-
stant drive frequency detuning η during the pulse [18],
i.e. modulating the nominal drive frequency from ω0 to
ω0+η. However, when the DRAG-induced off-resonance
effect is this large, the perturbative treatment in the
DRAG theory breaks down. Often, calibrating a high-
fidelity gate under such strong drive-induced detuning is
experimentally infeasible.

To address this issue, we adopt the recursive DRAG
scheme, where DRAG corrections are applied sequen-
tially according to

Ω(n) = Ω(n−1) − i
Ω̇(n−1)

∆n
, (1)
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FIG. 2. (a) Calibrating the pulse amplitude of the R gate
(tg = 25ns) which drives the qubit from its ground state to an
equator state, as indicated by the arrow. The drive detuning
is set at η/2π = 23MHz. The inset plots are the circuit and
a sketch of the state evolution on the Bloch sphere. (b) Cal-
ibrating the compensating virtual-Z phase after the R gate,
which yields an

√
X gate. By applying the combination twice,

the qubit is rotated from the ground state to the excited state,
as indicated by the arrow. The inset is the circuit. (c) Ex-
perimental results (top panel) showing the calibrated drive
amplitude and virtual-Z phase for different drive detunings,
compared with numerical simulations (bottom panel). (d)
Measured error per Clifford (EPC) from randomized bench-
marking using pulses with virtual-Z compensation (blue) for
different drive detunings. Results using detuning compensa-
tion (without the appended virtual-Z phase, shown in red)
are also included for comparison.

using a set of DRAG parameters {∆1,∆2, . . . ,∆n} [22,
28]. Here, Ω(0) represents the original pulse shape with-
out DRAG. The final pulse Ω(n) generates multiple spec-
tral holes at the specified frequencies. By two successive
DRAG applications at ±∆, we obtain a pulse envelope
that involves a second derivative,

Ω(2) = Ω(0) +
Ω̈(0)

∆2
. (2)

As shown in Fig. 1(d), the spectrum Ω̂(2)(ω) remains cen-
tered at ω0, while spectral components at ω0 ± ∆ are
eliminated. This dual-DRAG application at mirrored
frequencies suppresses weakly detuned transitions and
significantly reduces drive-induced off-resonance (see the
Supplementary Materials [29] for additional details). For
the example presented, we choose the original pulse shape
to be a sine raised to the fourth power. This ensures that
the first three derivatives vanish at the pulse’s beginning
and end, thereby avoiding sharp edges or the need for
truncation.

Correcting off-resonance error using virtual-Z compen-
sation — Although the dual-DRAG method substan-
tially reduces the deviation of spectral weighting, system
nonidealities such as the presence of higher energy levels
and pulse distortions can lead to residual off-resonance
effects. To address this, we adopt a post-correction ap-
proach that compensates for the overall effect of an off-
resonant pulse by appending a VZ gate. We validate this

protocol on a device similar to that described in Ref. [30]
(see Supplementary Materials [29] for more information).
For all experiments in this work unless specified other-
wise, we constantly apply one DRAG correction at the
qubit anharmonicity α/2π ≈ −190MHz to prohibit leak-
age transition to the |f⟩ state.
Throughout our work, we employ the U3 decomposi-

tion rule to synthesize arbitrary single-qubit operations
using two

√
X gates interspersed with VZ gates [31]. Con-

sequently, it suffices to calibrate only the
√
X gate. It

can be shown that any rotation R, which maps the qubit
from its ground state to the equator (XY plane) of the
Bloch sphere, is equivalent to a π

2 rotation around an
axis in the XY plane when combined with a virtual Z
or phase rotation (see Supplementary Materials [29] and
Ref. [31]). Importantly, since single-qubit gates depend
only on relative phase, a π

2 gate of arbitrary phase can

serve as
√
X. Thus, calibrating such an R operation en-

ables the synthesis of any single-qubit gate with the aid
of VZ gates.
To calibrate the R gate for a given pulse shape, dura-

tion, carrier frequency, and DRAG parameters, we scan
the drive amplitude until the excited-state population
of the qubit (initialized in its ground state) reaches 0.5
(Fig. 2(a)). By concatenating two R gates with inter-
spersed VZ gates, we then determine the VZ phases re-
quired to achieve maximal excitation Fig. 2(b). Based on
these initial values, we then fine-tune these parameters
using standard pulse train techniques (see supplemen-
tary Materials [29] for details). Figure 2(c) shows ex-
perimental results for the calibrated parameters Ω (drive
amplitude) and ϕ (VZ phase) under intentional drive de-
tunings, which align closely with numerical simulations.
Using these VZ-compensated

√
X gates, we perform ran-

domized benchmarking (RB) [32]. The extracted errors
per Clifford (EPC), shown in Fig. 2(d), demonstrate con-
sistent performance across a broad detuning range of over
±20MHz. Compared to detuning compensation during
pulses, the VZ compensation approach is better suited
to handle more general and complex scenarios. In prac-
tice, when off-resonance effects are strong, balancing the
correction of off-resonance errors while avoiding spurious
transitions becomes challenging. Our method addresses
this challenge effectively.
Suppressing spurious transitions between qubits —

Next, we validate the effectiveness of the dual-DRAG
method in suppressing unwanted transitions due to quan-
tum crosstalk. Our investigation is performed on two
transmon qubits on the same device. Between them is
a tunable coupler—another transmon qubit—which ad-
justs the effective qubit-qubit coupling strength g via the
coupler frequency ωc (Fig. 3(a)). The qubit frequencies
are tunable; their detuning is fixed at ∆0/2π = 45 MHz.
At first, we set g/2π = 1 MHz.
For efficient detection of weak transitions (gΩ/∆0 <

∆0), we employ a similar pulse sequence adopted for cal-
ibrating the classical microwave crosstalk [33] (Fig. 3(b)).
An even number (2N) of X gates are applied to the con-
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FIG. 3. (a) Experimental setup consisting of two trans-
mon qubits and a tunable coupler, which is also a transmon
qubit. The coupler is used to modulate the effective coupling
strength between the qubits by adjusting its frequency. (b)
Pulse sequence designed for detecting spurious transitions in
a nearby qubit during single-qubit gate operations. Repeated
π gates, each consisting of two π/2 pulses and spaced by a
waiting time τ , are applied to Q0. (c) Measured excited-state
populations of Q0 (top panel) and Q1 (bottom panel) us-
ing the detection sequence, as a function of the waiting time
τ . Results are shown with and without dual-DRAG. Both
cases include DRAG correction at the leakage transition to
the second excited state |2⟩. The number of π gate pairs is
N = 50. Here, g/2π = 1.0 MHz, ∆0/2π = 45 MHz, and
tg = 25 ns. (d) Randomized benchmarking results for Q0,
comparing cases with and without dual-DRAG. (e) Simulta-
neously monitored excited-state populations of Q1. The ex-
citation rates per Clifford gate (ExPC) are 8.4 × 10−6 with
dual-DRAG and 1.6×10−4 without dual-DRAG. (f) Error per
Clifford for different coupling strengths, with a fixed detuning
of ∆0/2π = 45 MHz. (g) Excitation per Clifford for varying
coupling strengths. The solid lines are the simulated ExPC
averaged over 24 single-qubit Cliffords implemented with the
U3 decomposition. The excitation rates are proportional to
g2 (see Supplementary Materials [29] for details).

trol qubit Q0, keeping it in the ground state. Due to
non-zero coupling, the spectator qubit Q1 is coherently
excited by these pulses. A uniform waiting time τ is
added after each π gate, during which the wavefunction
amplitude of Q1’s excited state (e.g., |ge⟩) accumulates a

relative phase e−i∆0τ . At specific τ , the transition ampli-
tudes interfere constructively, amplifying Q1’s excitation.

Figure 3(c) shows the measured total populations of
all excited states (P e

i , i = 0, 1), including |e⟩ and |f⟩,
for both qubits as a function of τ . Without dual-DRAG
correction, strong periodic peaks appear on both qubits
at intervals of ∼ 22.2 ns, matching 2π/∆0 and confirm-
ing our expectation. Since X gates are applied in pairs,
transitions to the excited state of Q1 — whether through
|gg⟩ → |ge⟩ or |eg⟩ → |ee⟩ — result in the |ee⟩ state
in the end. Additionally, smaller secondary peaks on Q1,
halfway between primary peaks and sharing the same pe-
riodicity, are attributed to residual IX interaction arising
from both quantum and classical crosstalk [29].

We repeat measurements with dual-DRAG correction
at ±∆. The parameter ∆ is initially set to ∆0 and
fine-tuned by minimizing excitation peaks. Using three
DRAG parameters {α,∆,−∆}, all prominent excitation
peaks vanish (Fig. 3(c)), demonstrating effective sup-
pression. Randomized benchmarking on Q0 (Fig. 3(d,e))
shows a slight error reduction (error per Clifford: 1.60×
10−3 → 1.42 × 10−3). Simultaneously, Q1’s excitation
rate per Clifford (ExPC) drops by an order of magnitude
from (1.6± 0.2)× 10−4 to (0.8± 0.3)× 10−5. Although
the effect in EPC does not seem to be significant, the
induced correlated excitations, in particular between dis-
tant qubits, complicate the error model and may severely
affect error correction codes.

We further test the method across coupling strengths
using the tunable coupler. The improvement in gate er-
ror rates using dual-DRAG becomes more pronounced
at larger g (Fig. 3(f)). This trend aligns with the mea-
sured spurious excitation rates, which scale quadratically
with g as expected from the cross-driving amplitude that
scales with g/∆0. At large g, these spurious excitations
dominate the gate errors, yet dual-DRAG consistently
suppresses them by an order of magnitude across the
whole range (Fig. 3(g)). These results demonstrate the
effectiveness of spectrally balanced DRAG in suppressing
weakly detuned transitions and enhancing gate fidelities.

Applications to the qubit-TLS system —We extend our
method to suppress spurious transitions in systems where
Q0 is coupled to a parasitic TLS. Such TLSs with long
relaxation times are particularly problematic, as their
unintended excitations can accumulate over time and
persistently degrade subsequent gate operations. The
specific TLS studied here exhibits a strong coupling
(g/2π = 5MHz) to a transmon qubit, as evidenced by the
avoided crossing in the measured qubit spectrum shown
in Fig. 4(a).

To characterize the dependence on detuning of our
method, we calibrate the

√
X gate at varying qubit-

TLS detunings ∆0 using the same protocol developed
for coupled qubits. Figure 4(b) shows RB results com-
paring dual-DRAG corrections (applied at ±∆) to un-
corrected pulses across 20MHz ≤ ∆0/2π ≤ 85MHz. For
∆0/2π < 20MHz, spectral overlap between the drive fre-
quency and the TLS transition hinders the convergence of
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FIG. 4. (a) Spectroscopy of a tunable transmon qubit
coupled to a spurious TLS, showing an avoided crossing of
approximately 10 MHz. The horizontal axis represents the
voltage of the flux bias pulse applied to the coupler qubit.
(b) Error per Clifford of the qubit as a function of detuning
between the qubit and the TLS. Here tg = 25ns. (c) Ex-
citation per Clifford of the TLS for different gate times at
∆0/2π = 42 MHz. The solid lines are twice the simulated√
X gate errors. (d) Excitation per Clifford of the TLS for

varying detunings. The solid lines are twice the simulated√
X gate errors.

parameters during calibration, and the dual-DRAG cor-
rection overcuts the spectral components around the tar-
get frequency, making the drive ineffective. At ∆0/2π >
85MHz, TLS-induced gate errors diminish to a negligible
level.

We further quantify TLS excitation rates across gate
time tg and detuning ∆0 (Fig. 4(c,d)). To measure TLS
excitations, we: (1) reset the qubit to its ground state
post-RB, (2) apply an iSWAP gate to transfer TLS ex-
citations to the qubit, and (3) perform qubit readout.
In 20 ns ≤ tg ≤ 50 ns, dual-DRAG reduces TLS excita-
tion rates by an order of magnitude compared to uncor-
rected pulses. Numerical simulations of single-pulse dy-

namics reproduce the observed decreasing trend, though
deviations may arise from interference between pulses
and spectral smoothing due to the presence of dephas-
ing noise.
The measured excitation rates for 20MHz ≤ ∆0/2π ≤

85MHz show a comparable improvement from the use of
dual-DRAG. The rapidly enhanced suppression with in-
creasing ∆0 results from the diminishing spectral weight
at larger ∆0, and the reduced cross-drive amplitude that
scales with g/∆0.
Discussion — We have demonstrated a spectrally bal-

anced pulse-shaping technique that suppresses spurious
transitions in superconducting qubits. Our method re-
duces crosstalk errors by an order of magnitude and mit-
igates single-qubit gate errors from strongly coupled TLS.
By engineering symmetric spectral holes, it effectively
suppresses weakly detuned transitions by mitigating the
off-resonance effect during pulses. The technique inte-
grates seamlessly with virtual-Z gates, further improving
gate fidelity.
This approach directly addresses key scalability chal-

lenges in a frequency-crowded quantum processor: par-
asitic qubit couplings and TLS-induced errors, both of
which limit frequency allocation. By mitigating these ef-
fects, our work can enhance frequency planning flexibility
and provide a framework for modeling microwave gate
errors in complex environments. The hardware-agnostic
nature of the dual-DRAG protocol makes it broadly ap-
plicable to other quantum architectures, including quan-
tum dots, NV centers, and trapped ions, positioning it
as a versatile tool for high-fidelity quantum control.
Note added. — During the preparation of this

manuscript, we became aware of a concurrent work [34]
that independently develops a related pulse-shaping tech-
nique using symmetrically filtered spectra to address
classical crosstalk.
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Supplementary Materials for “Suppressing spurious transitions using spectrally
balanced pulse”

I. EXPERIMENTAL SETUP

The superconducting quantum processor used in this study and the experimental setup closely mirror those described
in Ref. [30]. Qubits Q0 and Q1 are frequency-tunable transmon qubits, coupled through a tunable coupler. The
coupling strength between the qubits can be adjusted by tuning the coupler’s frequency. Qubit Q0 is also employed
in the TLS experiment and is coupled to the relevant TLS. Table I lists the maximum (ωmax) and typical operating
(ωidle) frequencies of the qubits and the TLS |0⟩ → |1⟩ transition, as well as the anharmonicities of the qubits.
Additionally, it provides the T1 relaxation times measured at both maximum and operating frequencies, and the T2

times obtained via Ramsey interferometry at those frequencies.

Q0 Q1 TLS

ωmax/2π (GHz) 3.91 3.76 3.84

ωidle/2π (GHz) 3.76 3.72 3.84

α/2π (MHz) -194.6 -193.2 −
Tmax
1 (µs) 78.6 72.6 −
T idle
1 (µs) 78.1 76.8 14.32

Tmax
2R (µs) 37.3 22.2 −
T idle
2R (µs) 1.1 5.5 −

TABLE I. Parameters describing the two qubits and qubit-TLS system studied in our experiment.

II. THEORETICAL MODEL

The Hamiltonian for the two-qubit system is (ℏ = 1)

H = H0 +HD,

H0 =
∑
i=0,1

(ωia
†
iai +

αi

2
a†ia

†
iaiai) + g(a†0a1 +H.c.),

HD = Ω(t)(a†0 + a0).

(3)

H0 is the drift Hamiltonian, with a constant coupling strength g between the two qubits, while HD is the driving
Hamiltonian, representing the single-qubit operation on Q0. In the absence of a driving pulse, the dressed states of
the Hamiltonian H0 are denoted as |ij⟩, where the eigenfrequencies are given by Λij (i, j = g, e). The driving frequency
applied to Q0 is set to Λeg. In the dressed state basis |gg⟩, |ge⟩, |eg⟩, |ee⟩, and using the rotating wave approximation
along with the first-order approximation, we have

Hr =


0 Ωg

2∆0

Ω
2 0

Ωg
2∆0

δ +∆0 0 Ω
2

Ω
2 0 δ − Ωg

2∆0

0 Ω
2 − Ωg

2∆0
2δ +∆0

 , (4)

where ∆0 = Λge − Λeg, δ = Λeg − ωd and ωd is the driving frequency.

For simplicity, in the Hamiltonian model and DRAG correction analysis (Section V), we only consider the ideal
two-level system. But for the transmon qubits, impacted by the higher energy levels, the Hamiltonian of the quantum
crosstalk has ZX and IX components [27]. So that, in Section IV, we give the analysis for both ZX and IX interactions.
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III. CALIBRATION OF
√
X GATE WITH VZ COMPENSATION

A. Demonstration of the decomposition of a π
2
gate

The single-qubit operation that rotates an initial state |g⟩ to the equator of the Bloch sphere can be expressed as:

R =

[
cos π

4 −ieiλ sin π
4

−ieiθ sin π
4 ei(λ+θ) cos π

4

]
. (5)

A rotation gate around the Z-axis with a rotation angle of λ+ θ can be expressed as:

Rz =

[
1 0

0 e−i(λ+θ)

]
. (6)

Applying R and Rz in sequence, we obtain:

RzR =

[
cos π

4 −ieiλ sin π
4

−ie−iλ sin π
4 cos π

4

]

=
1√
2

[
1 −ieiλ

−ie−iλ 1

] (7)

The matrix representation of the operation e−iπ
4 (cosΦσx+sinΦσy) is

RΦ(
π

2
) =

1√
2

[
1 −ie−iΦ

−ieiΦ 1

]
. (8)

The equations (7) and (8) are equivalent as long as we set λ = Φ. Thus, the arbitrary single-qubit operation
e−iπ

4 (cosΦσx+sinΦσy), which we denote as RΦ(
π
2 ), can be decomposed into two operations: R and Rz. In this case,

RΦ(
π
2 ) is simply a π

2 gate.

B. General flow for the calibration of
√
X gate

In the experiment, the
√
X gate is calibrated using the following processes.

1. Prepare the qubit in the initial state |g⟩, apply the gate to be calibrated, and scan the driving power. The power
value corresponding to the final state being 1√

2
(|g⟩+ |e⟩) is taken as the initial driving amplitude Ω0.

2. Prepare the qubit in the initial state |g⟩, and implement two gates to be calibrated, with a VZ compensation in
between, having an angle ϕ. Scan the value of ϕ, and take the value that corresponds to the maximum probability of
the final state being in |e⟩ as the initial angle ϕ0 for the VZ compensation.
Take Ω0 and ϕ0 as the initial driving amplitude and VZ compensation. Repeat steps 3 and 4 with increasing values

of n until reaching the maximum value of n before decoherence occurs.
3. Prepare the initial state in |g⟩, apply 4n + 2 gates to be calibrated, and scan the driving amplitude. Take the

value of the driving amplitude that corresponds to the maximum of P e as the updated Ω.
4. Prepare the initial state in |g⟩, apply 2 gates to be calibrated, followed by 2 conjugate gates of the gate to be

calibrated, and repeat this process n times. Scan the value of ϕ and take the value that corresponds to the maximum
of P g as the updated ϕ.

C. Calibration of
√
X gate with dual-DRAG

We calibrate the
√
X gate using dual-DRAG to achieve optimal suppression performance. First, we choose typical

initial values for the driving amplitude Ω, VZ compensation ϕ, and the DRAG parameters {α,∆,−∆}.
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Second, we scan the DRAG point ∆ to find the optimal value using two calibration circuits. The first circuit is
the pulse train shown in Fig. 3(b) of the main text. By measuring the spurious excitations around one of the strong
peaks, we scan the ∆ value around the predicted value, ∆0. The minimum value of P e

1 corresponds to the optimal ∆,
as shown in Fig. 5. We also apply the second circuit in another case. In this case, we implement the RB circuit on
qubit Q0 with 300 cycles, and measure the population P e of Q1 at the end of the RB sequence (for qubit-TLS system,
we will measure the qubit after the qubit reset gate and qubit-TLS iSWAP gate). By scanning the value of ∆, the
minimum measured population corresponds to the optimal value of ∆, another case using this calibration method is
shown in Fig. 6.

Third, using the optimal DRAG set {α,∆,−∆}, we calibrate the
√
X gate following the calibration flow outlined

in Sec. III B.

FIG. 5. Calibration processes with the pulse train method. Measured P e of Q1 using the same detection circuit as in Fig.
3(b) of the main text, but with dual-DRAG, plotted against the waiting time τ and the spectral hole-related detuning ∆. The
white dashed line indicates the optimized ∆ value used for subsequent experiments.

FIG. 6. Calibration processes with the RB circuit. Measured P e of the qubit using dual-DRAG with the RB sequence,
setting the number of Cliffords to 300, plotted against the spectral hole-related detuning ∆. The black dashed line indicates
the optimized ∆ value used for subsequent experiments.

IV. EXPLANATIONS FOR THE DETECTED PEAKS

In the experiments for the detection of the spurious transitions, we observed two different groups of peaks with
different locations and heights. In this section, we would like to give the detailed analysis for the mechanism of the
peaks.

A. ZX crosstalk

The unitary matrix for the X operation on the left qubit with ZX crosstalk can be written as

U
(ZX)
X ≈


0 −iA −i iB

−iA 0 −iB −iC

−i −iB 0 iA

iB −iC iA 0

 (9)

with the approximation of |g/∆0| ≪ 1, where A = Ω2g
−2∆0(∆2

0−Ω2)
+ Ω2g

−2∆0(∆2
0−Ω2)

e−i∆0Tg , B = Ωg
−2(∆2

0−Ω2)
+

Ωg
−2(∆2

0−Ω2)
e−i∆0Tg , C = e−i∆0Tg , Tg is the gate time. Here we assume that, the driving pulse is a square pulse

with a real and constant amplitude Ω and a driving frequency equal to Λeg. We dose not distinguish the difference
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of the frequency detuning between the bare states ωe − ωg and dressed states Λge − Λeg. The unitary matrix for the
buffer process with the buffer time Tb can be written as

Ubf ≈


1 0 0 0

0 e−i∆0Tb 0 0

0 0 1 0

0 0 0 e−i∆0Tb

 (10)

with the approximation of |g/∆0| ≪ 1.

Then we can calculate the unitary matrix elements for the sequence of the operations as with the approximation
of |A|, |B| ≪ 1

|[UbfU
(ZX)
X UbfU

(ZX)
X ]

n(n≥1)
[gg−>ge]| ≈ | −Be−i∆0Tb [1− e−i∆0(Tg+Tb)][1 + e−i2∆0(Tg+Tb) + e−i4∆0(Tg+Tb) + ...]|

= |B′e−i∆0Tb(1 + e−i∆0Tg )(1− e−iθ)|| sinnθ
sin θ

|,

|[UbfU
(ZX)
X UbfU

(ZX)
X ]

n(n≥1)
[gg−>ee]| ≈ | −Ae−i∆0Tb [1− e−i∆0(Tb+Tg)][1 + e−i2∆0(Tg+Tb) + e−i4∆0(Tg+Tb) + ...]|

= |A′e−i∆0Tb(1 + e−i∆0Tg )(1− e−iθ)|| sinnθ
sin θ

|,

(11)

where A′ = Ω2g
−2∆0(∆2

0−Ω2)
, B′ = Ωg

−2(∆2
0−Ω2)

, θ = ∆0(Tg +Tb). The results show that, when θ = mπ (m ∈ N), the term

of | sinnθ
sin θ | is in the peak value. However, when θ = 2kπ (k ∈ N), there is 1− e−iθ = 0, then only when θ = (2k+ 1)π,

we can detect the peaks in the states |ge⟩ and |ee⟩. The buffer time between two adjacent peaks is ∆Tb = |2π/∆0|.
We can also know that, for our sequence, when the initial state is |gg⟩, the peaks of |ee⟩ represents the interaction
of the first-order process between |gg⟩ and |ge⟩ or |eg⟩ and |ee⟩, while the peaks of |ge⟩ indicates the second-order
interaction between |gg⟩ and |ee⟩ or |ge⟩ and |eg⟩.

B. IX crosstalk

The unitary matrix for the X operation on the left qubit with IX can be written as

U
(IX)
X =


0 0 −i iD

0 0 iD −iC

−i iD 0 0

iD −iC 0 0

 , (12)

with the approximation of |g/∆0| ≪ 1 and the assumption of a constant driving amplitude, where D = ν(1−e−i∆0Tg ),
C = e−i∆0Tg . ν is a constant, the value of which depends on the strength for both of the quantum crosstalk induced IX
interaction and the microwave crosstalk. with the approximation of |D| ≪ 1, the calculated unitary matrix elements
for the sequence of the detection circuit are

|[UbfU
(IX)
X UbfU

(IX)
X ]

n(n≥1)
[gg−>ge]| ≈ |D(1 + e−i∆0(Tb+Tg))[1 + e−i2∆0(Tb+Tg) + e−i4∆0(Tb+Tg) + ...]|

= |ν(1− e−i∆0Tg )(1 + e−iθ)|| sinnθ
sin θ

|

|[UbfU
(IX)
X UbfU

(IX)
X ]

n(n≥1)
[gg−>ee]| ≈ 0

(13)

Compared with the case of ZX interaction, we can get that, the buffer time between two adjacent peaks is also
∆Tb = |2π/∆0|, but only when θ = 2kπ, the peaks in the states |ge⟩ can be detected. So that, the peaks induced by
IX interaction are always resides in the middle of the two peaks induced by the ZX interaction.
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V. ANALYSIS FOR DRAG CORRECTIONS

In this section, we would like to give the analysis for the difference between the traditional DRAG with constant
detuning and the spectrally balanced DRAG corrections. For the traditional DRAG, the adiabatic transformation is

Vc = exp[−iSc(
g

∆0
σgg−ge
y + σgg−eg

y + σge−ee
y − g

∆0
σeg−ee
y )], (14)

where σj−k
y = −i|j⟩⟨k|+ i|k⟩⟨j|. Then we can get the results of the first order correction with

Sc =
Ω(0)

2∆
,

Ω(1) = Ω(0) − i
Ω̇(0)

∆
.

(15)

The adiabatic transformation is HV = V HrV
† + iV̇ V †, the effective Hamiltonian with the driving pulse Ω(1) is

HV ≈


η[Ω(0)]2

4∆2
0

− [Ω(0)]2

2∆0
−ηgΩ(0)

2∆2
0

− g[Ω(0)]3

4∆3
0

−ηΩ(0)

2∆0
− [Ω(0)]3

4∆2
0

+ Ω(0)

2 − g[Ω(0)]2

4∆2
0

−ηgΩ(0)

2∆2
0

− g[Ω(0)]3

4∆3
0

η[Ω(0)]2

4∆2
0

+ η − [Ω(0)]2

2∆0
+∆0 −ηg[Ω(0)]2

2∆3
0

+ 3g[Ω(0)]2

4∆2
0

−ηΩ(0)

2∆0
− [Ω(0)]3

4∆2
0

+ Ω(0)

2

−ηΩ(0)

2∆0
− [Ω(0)]3

4∆2
0

+ Ω(0)

2 −ηg[Ω(0)]2

2∆3
0

+ 3g[Ω(0)]2

4∆2
0

−η[Ω(0)]2

4∆2
0

+ η + [Ω(0)]2

2∆0

ηgΩ(0)

2∆2
0

+ g[Ω(0)]3

4∆3
0

− g[Ω(0)]2

4∆2
0

− δΩ(0)

2∆0
− [Ω(0)]3

4∆2
0

+ Ω(0)

2
ηgΩ(0)

2∆2
0

+ g[Ω(0)]3

4∆3
0

−η[Ω(0)]2

4∆2
0

+ 2η + [Ω(0)]2

2∆0
+∆0

 .

Because there is g/∆0 ≪ 1, we discard the items with the power of g/∆0 higher than 1. In our problem, the value

of Ω(0) is not far less than ∆0, then the term with Ω(0)

∆0
cannot be discarded simply. From HV [1, 1] and HV [3, 3], we

can get the value of the detuning correction η as

η = − [Ω(0)]2

∆0(1− [Ω(0)]2/2∆2
0)

(16)

According to the experimental and numerical simulation results, the maximum amplitude of the driving pulse
is about 30 MHz, then we assume the maximum value of Ω(0)/∆0 ≈ 3/4, the detuning is about −1.39[Ω(0)]2/∆0.
The item related to the first-order quantum crosstalk is HV [1, 2] = −0.89[Ω(0)]3g/2∆3

0 and HV [4, 3] = −HV [1, 2],
compared with the original item in Hr[1, 2], there is HV [1, 2]/Hr[1, 2] = 0.89[Ω(0)]2/∆2

0 ≈ 0.5, which is not far less
than 1. That is the reason for the loss of efficacy of the traditional DRAG correction. There is one thing to note, even
without considering the phase correction and setting η = 0, the value of HV [1, 2]/Hr[1, 2] about 0.28, the suppression
for the crosstalk induced transitions is still limited.

For the spectrally balanced DRAG corrections, there is

Vb = exp[−iSb1(
g

∆0
σgg−ge
y − g

∆0
σeg−ee
y )− iSb2(

g

∆0
σgg−ge
x − g

∆0
σeg−ee
x )], (17)

where σj−k
x = |j⟩⟨k|+ |k⟩⟨j|. Then we can get the results of the first and second order corrections with

Sb1 =
Ω(0)

2∆
,

Sb2 = − Ω̇(0)

2∆2
,

Ω(2) = Ω(0) +
Ω̈(0)

∆2
.

(18)

After the adiabatic transformation, there are
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HV ≈

[
A B

C D

]
, (19)

where

A ≈

[
0 −ηgΩ(0)

2∆2 + iηgΩ̇(0)

2∆3

−ηgΩ(0)

2∆2 − iηgΩ̇(0)

2∆3 ∆+ η

]
,

B ≈

[
Ω̈(0)

2∆2 + Ω(0)

2
igΩ(0)Ω̇(0)

2∆3 − g[Ω(0)]2

2∆2

igΩ(0)Ω̇(0)

2∆3 + g[Ω(0)]2

2∆2
Ω̈(0)

2∆2 + Ω(0)

2

]
,

C ≈

[
Ω̈(0)

2∆2 + Ω(0)

2 − igΩ(0)Ω̇(0)

2∆3 + g[Ω(0)]2

2∆2

− igΩ(0)Ω̇(0)

2∆3 − g[Ω(0)]2

2∆2
Ω̈(0)

2∆2 + Ω(0)

2

]
,

D ≈

[
η ηgΩ(0)

2∆2 − iηgΩ̇(0)

2∆3

ηgΩ(0)

2∆2 + iηgΩ̇(0)

2∆3 ∆+ 2η

]
.

(20)

Here, we also discard the items with the power of g/∆0 higher than 1. In this case, from HV [1, 1] and HV [3, 3], we
can get the value of detuning with η = 0. So that, without considering the higher order of g/∆0, the items related to
the quantum crosstalk are zero.

VI. FITTING FUNCTION FOR THE EXCITATION RATE

From the equations (9) and (12), we can take the exciting operation on the spectator qubit as a small rotation
along the σx axis with 0 < γe ≪ 1 and

Rx(γe) =

[ √
1− γe −i

√
γe

−i
√
γe

√
1− γe

]
, (21)

To extract the excitation rate γe, we assume the qubit goes through a series of channels: ρf =
∏

i Oi(ρ0), where
Oi = CΓC̄i, CΓ is an amplitude damping channel with the damping rate Γ, and C̄i =

1
n

∑n
j=1 Rz(αij)Rx(γe)Rz(βij).

Rz is the single-qubit rotating gate around the σz axis with the angle α and β, which is chosen randomly and when
n → +∞, there are

C̄i =
1

2π

∫ 2π

ϕ=0

eiH(ϕ)θdϕ,

H(ϕ) = cosϕσx + sinϕσy,

(22)

with γe = sin2 θ. Then there is

C̄i(ρ) = cos2 θρ+
1

2
sin2 θ(σxρσx + σyρσy)

= (1− γe)ρ+
1

2
γe(σxρσx + σyρσy)

(23)

Initially, there is

ρ0 =

[
1 0

0 0

]
, (24)

After the first channel C̄1, the desity matrix becomes

ρ0z =

[
1− γe 0

0 γe

]
, (25)
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And then after the amplitude damping channel, the density matrix is

ρ1 = E1ρ0zE
†
1 + E2ρ0zE

†
2, (26)

where

E1 =

[
1 0

0
√
1− Γ

]
, E2 =

[
0

√
Γ

0 0

]
. (27)

Then there is

ρ1 =

[
1− γe + γeΓ 0

0 γe(1− Γ)

]
. (28)

We assume that, for ρm−1, there is

ρm−1 =

[
1− p1(m− 1) 0

0 p1(m− 1)

]
, (29)

where p1(m− 1) is the population on the excited state after m− 1 Clifford gates. We can get the population of the
excited state in ρm as

p1(m) =re − reΓ + (1− Γ− 2re + 2reΓ)p1(m− 1)

=(re − reΓ)
1− qm

1− q

(30)

for m = 1, 2, 3..., p1(0) = 0 and q = 1− Γ− 2re + 2reΓ.

VII. EXPLANATION OF THE INTER-PULSE INTERFERENCE EFFECTS

The ExPC as a function of gate time tg shows an oscillatory behavior in Fig. 4(c) of the main text. This phenomenon
can be explained by the inter-pulse interference effect. As shown in Fig. 7, the red line represents twice the simulated
excitation rate of the

√
X gate over gate time, the orange line shows the results from a single U3 gate, and the blue

line corresponds to the result from three U3 gates. As the pulse duration increases, the decreasing trend of ExPC for
three U3 gates is not monotonic, and oscillations appear, which are attributed to the interference effects between the
different pulses. In an RB circuit, which consists of hundreds of U3 gates, the fitted excitation rate is influenced by
these inter-pulse interference effects. The practical excitation rate lies within the oscillation range, as shown by the
comparison among the simulated ExPCs for

√
X, U3, and U3× 3 in Fig. 7.

VIII. COMPARISON OF DIFFERENT DRAG SETS

To compare the suppression of spurious transitions with different DRAG sets, we present the experimental results
for RB and pulse train with four different DRAG sets, as shown in Fig. 8. The ExPC is significantly reduced with
the recursive DRAG scheme, and the best suppression occurs with the optimized dual-DRAG, using the DRAG set
{α,∆opt,−∆opt}, as shown in Fig. 8(b). The significant suppression is further confirmed in Fig. 8(c). The irregular
lines in the top panel may be attributed to noise in the system.

IX. DEPENDENCE OF EXPC OVER COUPLING STRENGTH

To verify the functional relationship between the ExPC and the coupling strength g, we fit the simulated ExPC
shown in Fig. 3(g) of the main text using the fitting function f(x) = ax2. The results are shown in Fig. 9. The
excitation rates are found to be proportional to g2. The fitting parameters are aw/ = 2.6×10−5 and aw/o = 3.0×10−4

with and without dual-DRAG, respectively.
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FIG. 7. Simulated excitation rates as a function of gate time for single-qubit operations with the DRAG set {α}. The green

line represents the experimental results. The red line shows twice the excitation rate of the
√
X gate. The orange line represents

the average ExPC from 24 Clifford gates compiled with the U3 scheme. The blue line shows one-third of the excitation rate of
averaged single-qubit operations, each consisting of three U3 gates. The average value is computed from 10 random operations.

(a) (b)

(c)

FIG. 8. (a) Randomized benchmarking results for Q0, comparing different DRAG sets. (b) Simultaneously monitored
excited-state populations of Q1. The ExPC values for the DRAG sets {α}, {α,∆0}, {α,∆0,−∆0}, and {α,∆opt,−∆opt} are
(2.7 ± 0.2) × 10−4, (6.6 ± 1.0) × 10−5, (4.2 ± 1.2) × 10−5, and (3.2 ± 1.2) × 10−5, respectively. (c) Measured excited-state
populations of Q0 (top panel) and Q1 (bottom panel), using the detection sequence shown in Fig. 3(b) of the main text, as a
function of the waiting time τ . Results are shown for different DRAG sets. All cases include DRAG correction for the leakage
transition to the second excited state |2⟩. The number of π gate pairs is N = 50. Here, g/2π = 0.8 MHz, ∆0/2π = 42.5 MHz,
and tg = 24 ns.

X. SUPPRESSION OF THE SPURIOUS TRANSITIONS

In Fig. 10, we present the experimental results for TLS excitation rates as a function of gate time (tg) with the
detuning ∆0/2π = 60 MHz, using the circuit shown in Fig. 4(c) of the main text. Similar to the results presented in
the main text, we observe that for gate times in the range 20 ns ≤ tg ≤ 50 ns, dual-DRAG reduces TLS excitation
rates by an order of magnitude compared to uncorrected pulses. Numerical simulations of single-pulse dynamics
successfully reproduce the observed decreasing trend.

XI. LEAKAGE SUPPRESSION WITH RECURSIVE DRAG

Having successfully suppressed spurious transitions using the spectrally balanced DRAG pulse, we now turn our
attention to the leakage error on Q0 and talk about the suppression of more than one transitions with multiple DRAG
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FIG. 9. (a) Fitting of the ExPC as a function of coupling strength g using the fitting function f(x) = ax2. The simulated
ExPC values are averaged over 24 single-qubit Cliffords implemented with the U3 decomposition. The results with and without
dual-DRAG are represented by blue dots and green squares, respectively, with the corresponding fitting results shown as red
and orange solid lines.

FIG. 10. Excitation per Clifford of the TLS for different gate times at ∆0/2π = 60 MHz. The solid lines represent twice the

simulated
√
X gate errors.

corrections. Compared with the conventional DRAG application on the leakage error with the DRAG set of {α},
when applying the DRAG correction with the set of {∆,−∆}, the leakage to the excited states of Q0 experiences a
sudden increase, as observed by the prominent peaks in FIG. 11(a) with red data line. This increase attributed to the
amplification of the driving strength at the frequency of ωfg−ωeg due to the DRAG action on {∆,−∆}, as illustrated
in FIG. 11(b). To solve this problem, we introduce the third DRAG correction with the DRAG set of {α, ∆,−∆},
then the leakage associated with the first-order process is significantly suppressed. While there is still some residual
leakage error related to the second-order process on Q0 (see minor peaks in FIG. 11 with green line), but it is faint
enough to be negligible. These results underscore that a driving pulse with multiple DRAG corrections can effectively
archieve suppressions on both leakage and spurious transitions.
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(a)

(b)

FIG. 11. Suppression of more than one transitions with multiple DRAG corrections. (a) Measured sum of the excited states
with Q0 when running the detection circuit with three different DRAG sets. (b) Frequency spectrum features of the driving
pulses corresponding to different DRAG sets.
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