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All-microwave control of fixed-frequency superconducting quantum computing circuits is advan-
tageous for minimizing the noise channels and wiring costs. Here we introduce a swap interaction
between two data transmons assisted by the third-order nonlinearity of a coupler transmon under a
microwave drive. We model the interaction analytically and numerically and use it to implement an
all-microwave controlled-Z gate. The gate based on the coupler-assisted swap transition maintains
high drive efficiency and small residual interaction over a wide range of detuning between the data
transmons.

Quantum information science has evolved with the dis-
covery and proposal of promising applications and is now
entering the phase of testing them using actual quantum
hardware. However, currently-available quantum hard-
ware is still vulnerable to environmental noise and en-
ergy loss. Hence, implementing quantum error correc-
tion [1, 2] in a scalable approach is essential to demon-
strate their potential and is thus being pursued in many
physical systems [3–8].

Superconducting circuits are one of the leading plat-
forms toward realization of fault-tolerant quantum com-
puting [9, 10]. Among various types of qubits, fixed-
frequency transmon [11] is a promising building block
thanks to its long coherence time and small wiring over-
head. For the architecture using fixed-frequency trans-
mons, various all-microwave two-qubit gates have been
proposed [12–19], and the cross-resonance (CR) gate is
the most commonly-used entangling gate [12, 20–22]. In
those schemes, however, weak anharmonicity of trans-
mons results in a residual static ZZ interaction, which
causes coherent errors and reduces the fidelity of oper-
ations. Therefore, it is of importance to suppress the
residual interaction while maintaining the gate operation
speed. A widely-adopted method for the purpose is to
set the detuning between neighboring transmons to be
in the so-called straddling regime, i.e., within the limited
anharmonicity [11], though there remain some unwanted
higher-order transitions to be avoided. The so-called
frequency-crowding problem hinders the straightforward
design of the circuits [23, 24]. Recently, this problem
has been addressed partially via frequency tuning using
post-fabrication techniques such as laser annealing [25–
28], but further tolerance in design parameters is still
desirable.

In this study, we propose and experimentally demon-
strate a drive-efficient single-excitation exchange inter-

action between two transmons that allows all-microwave
controlled-Z (CZ) gate over a wide range of detuning be-
tween data transmons. In this scheme, the interaction
is activated by applying a microwave drive to a coupler
transmon whose third-order nonlinearity plays a central
role. The process can be understood as four-wave mixing
involving three qubits and a drive microwave photon. We
have therefore named it Coupler-Assisted Swap (CAS)
interaction or transition. Note that a similar mechanism
is used to exchange a single photon between two cavi-
ties [29].
Remarkably, the CAS transition relies neither on the

less-coherent higher energy levels outside the qubit sub-
space nor on the direct transverse coupling between the
data transmons. At the same time, the latter can in
turn be utilized for the suppression of unwanted ZZ cou-
pling [22, 30]. This also widens the choice of the qubit
detuning in the device design.
The circuit under consideration [Figs. 1(a) and (b)]

consists of three fixed-frequency transmons, with the to-
tal Hamiltonian being modeled as coupled Duffing oscil-
lators under the rotating-wave approximation,

Ĥ/ℏ =
∑
i

(
ωiâ

†
i âi +

αi

2
â†i â

†
i âiâi

)
+
∑
i ̸=c

gic(â
†
i âc + âiâ

†
c),

(1)

where ℏ is the reduced Planck constant, ωi and αi (i ∈
{1, 2, c}) are the fundamental frequency and anharmonic-

ity of each transmon, âi and â†i are the annihilation and
creation operators, and gic is the transverse coupling
strength between the data transmon Qi and the cou-
pler transmon Qc. Here we assume the dispersive regime
|gic/∆ic| ≪ 1 , where ∆ic = ωi − ωc. For the moment,
we omit the direct coupling between the data qubits, g12,
and consider up to the third excited state of each trans-
mon.
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FIG. 1. (a) Optical images of a fabricated superconducting
circuit (top) and three coupled transmons (bottom). Most
of the structures are made from TiN electrodes (yellow) on
a Si substrate (gray). Inset: Scanning electron micrograph of
an Al/AlOx/Al Josephson junction fabricated with the in-
situ bandage technique [31]. (b) Equivalent circuit diagram
of the coupled transmon system, where readout resonators,
Purcell filters, and drive lines are omitted. Only the cou-
pling capacitors connected to them are depicted. Q1, Q2, and
Qc represent the two data qubits and one coupler qubit, re-
spectively. (c) Energy-level diagram of the system eigenstates
|ijk⟩ = |i⟩1 |j⟩2 |k⟩c (i, j, k ∈ {0, 1}) truncated to the first ex-
cited state of each transmon. The blue and red arrows are the
CAS transitions activated by microwave drives. The dashed
energy levels involve the single excitation of the coupler.

To induce the interaction between the data qubits, we
apply a microwave drive

Ĥd/ℏ = Ωd cosωdt
(
â†c + âc

)
(2)

to the coupler qubit, where ωd and Ωd are the drive fre-
quency and amplitude, respectively. To find an analytical
expression of the induced CAS interaction strength, we
expand the drive term to the second order of gic using the
Schrieffer-Wolff transformation [See Supplemental Mate-
rial]. Then, we obtain the effective drive term in the
Hamiltonian,

Ĥ ′
d ≈ Ĥd + [Ŝ, Ĥd] +

1

2
[Ŝ1, [Ŝ1, Ĥd]], (3)

where the anti-Hermitian operator Ŝ = Ŝ1 + Ŝ2 fulfills
the conditions

[Ĥ0, Ŝ1] + Ô1 = 0, (4)

[Ĥ0, Ŝ2] + Ô2 = 0. (5)

Here, Ô1 is the off-diagonal part of Eq. (1), correspond-
ing to the coupling term, and Ĥ0 is the rest. Ô2 is the
off-diagonal part of 1

2 [Ô1, Ŝ1]. The effective drive term,
Eq. (3), due to the third-order nonlinearity of the cou-
pler, contains many transition matrix elements between

eigenstates in the Hilbert space spanned by the three
transmons. Among them, we focus on the CAS transi-
tions between data qubits assisted by the single-photon
excitation of the nonlinear coupler, such as |010⟩ ↔ |101⟩
and |100⟩ ↔ |011⟩, respectively illustrated by the blue
and red arrows in Fig. 1(c), where |ijk⟩ = |i⟩1 |j⟩2 |k⟩c
(i, j, k ∈ {0, 1}). Here, we refer to them as the blue
and red CAS transitions at the frequencies of ωb and
ωr, respectively. We also assume ω1 > ω2 without loss
of generality. From Eq. (3), analytical expressions for the
drive-induced oscillation frequencies are calculated under
the rotating-wave approximation as

Ωb ≈ 2 ⟨010| Ĥ ′
d |101⟩ /ℏ

=
2g1cg2cαcΩd

∆12(ωc − ω1 + αc)(ωc − ω2)
, (6)

Ωr ≈ 2 ⟨100| Ĥ ′
d |011⟩ /ℏ

=
−2g1cg2cαcΩd

∆12(ωc − ω2 + αc)(ωc − ω1)
, (7)

respectively for the blue and red CAS transitions, where
∆12 = ω1 − ω2. The CAS-based CZ gate can be realized
by applying a resonant 2π-pulse of the blue (red) CAS
transition, where the state |010⟩ (|100⟩) acquires the ge-
ometric phase of π after a round trip [32].
In the experiment, we use a circuit consisting of three

capacitively coupled fixed-frequency transmons [11], two
λ/4 coplanar-waveguide (CPW) readout resonators and
Purcell filters [35] for data transmons, and one λ/2-CPW
readout resonator for the coupler transmon [Fig. 1(a)].
The device parameters are the following: The fundamen-
tal frequencies of the data transmons and the coupler
transmon are ω1/2π ≃ 5.641GHz, ω2/2π ≃ 5.507GHz
and ωc/2π ≃ 6.317GHz, respectively. The third-order
nonlinearities of the transmons are α1/2π ≃ −300MHz,
α2/2π ≃ −303MHz and αc/2π ≃ −381MHz, and the
transverse coupling strengths between the data trans-
mons and the coupler transmon are g1c/2π ≃ 40MHz
and g2c/2π ≃ 31MHz. The direct transverse coupling
between data transmons is estimated to be g12/2π ≃
1.9MHz by fitting the measurement result of the ZZ in-
teraction, and the static ZZ interaction strength between
data transmons is estimated as ξ0/2π ≃ −1.5 kHz [See
Supplemental Material]. The transmons, Q1, Q2 and Qc,
have energy relaxation times T1 of 95µs, 108µs and 15µs,
Ramsey dephasing times T ∗

2 of 76µs, 81µs and 15µs, and
echo dephasing times T e

2 of 88µs, 166µs and 18µs, re-
spectively. Part of the reason for the lower coherence of
the coupler transmon is presumably due to its narrower
electrodes and concentrated electric field [36]. This can
be improved by design modifications.

For single-qubit gates, we use a Gaussian pulse with its
FWHM σ = 7.5 ns, total gate length 4σ, and with deriva-
tive removal by adiabatic modulation (DRAG) [37]. For
the CAS transitions, we apply to the coupler a flat-top
drive pulse with Gaussian-shaped edges of σ = 10 ns and
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FIG. 2. (a) Pulse sequence for the data transmons, Q1 and
Q2, and the coupler transmon Qc to measure the CAS os-
cillation frequency between the states indicated by the blue
arrow in Fig. 1(c). To activate the transition, we prepare Q2

in the first excited state with a π pulse, and then apply a
drive pulse to the coupler. (b) Chevron pattern of the blue
CAS transition as a function of the detuning δ = ωd − ωb

and the pulse duration τ . The white dashed line, δ = 0,
shows the resonance condition for the blue CAS transition at
ωb/2π ≃ 6.4207 GHz. The data is obtained for the coupler
drive amplitude Ωd/2π = 72 MHz. Note that the blue CAS
transition frequency ωb depends on Ωd through the ac Stark
shift and the associated correlated oscillations of the excited-
state populations of the three transmons are separately ob-
served [See Supplemental Material]. (c) Blue and red CAS
oscillation frequencies obtained from the fitting. The blue
and red solid lines are analytical evaluations respectively us-
ing Eqs. (6) and (7) with experimentally-determined parame-
ters. The dashed lines are the numerical simulations based on
Eqs. (1) and (2) using QuTiP [33, 34]. Inset: Ωd calibration
result by driving the fundamental mode of the coupler qubit
as a function of the pulse amplitude.

a total edge length of 4σ.
We first measure the CAS oscillation frequencies as a

function of the drive amplitude Ωd. As shown in Fig. 2(a),
for the blue CAS transition, we prepare the system in
|010⟩ and then apply a coupler drive with a given Ωd and
with various drive frequencies and pulse lengths. By fit-
ting the resulting oscillations in the excited state popula-
tion of Q2 [Fig. 2(b)], we obtain the oscillation frequency
Ωb, which is plotted with blue dots in Fig. 2(c) as a func-
tion of Ωd. Similarly, Ωr for the red CAS transition is
obtained.

FIG. 3. (a) Pulse sequence for measuring the control phase
using the Joint Amplification of ZZ (JAZZ) protocol [38, 39].
The measurement angle ϕ is swept to find an optimal CAS
drive frequency for the CZ gate. (b) Controlled phase mea-
sured as a function of δ = ωd−ωb, where ωb/2π ≃ 6.4157 GHz
for the drive amplitude of Ωd/2π = 75 MHz. For each drive
frequency, we adjust the pulse length so that the coupler re-
turns to the ground state. (c) Ramsey fringes measured with
the calibrated detuning of the blue CAS drive. A π phase shift
is observed depending on the states of the control transmon
Q1. The vertical axis is the signal of Q2 normalized to the
responses of the ground and excited states of Q2. The black
and red dashed curves represent the functions of the ideal CZ
gate. (d) Interleaved randomized benchmarking (IRB). Blue
and red dots are the averaged experimental results of the ref-
erence RB and IRB, respectively. The number of randomly-
generated RB sequences used is 30, and the error bars rep-
resent 95% confidence. Dashed lines are fitting curves to the
decay model. The horizontal axis is the number of Clifford
gates applied. All single-qubit Clifford gates consist of two
Xπ/2 gates and three virtual-Z gates, and the length of the
CZ gate is 504 ns. Thus, the average duration of the two-
qubit Clifford gate is 945 ns, where each spacing between two
successive pulses is set to 6 ns [40].

To check the validity of our theoretical model, we also
plot in Fig. 2(c) the analytically obtained values from
Eqs. (6) and (7) and the numerical ones from Eqs. (1)
and (2). For the blue CAS transition, our model is in
good agreement with the experimental result. For the
red CAS transition, the numerical calculation is also in
good agreement with the experimental result, but the
analytical model shows a deviation in the strong drive
regime. This could be an off-resonant effect of a single-
photon transition (|110⟩ ↔ |201⟩) and two-photon tran-
sitions (|000⟩ ↔ |002⟩, |010⟩ ↔ |102⟩) near ωr. The
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blue CAS oscillation frequency fits better as there are no
near disturbing transitions on the higher frequency side
of ωc because of the negative anharmonicity of the trans-
mon. This can be an advantage for relaxing the frequency
crowding problem.

We next implement the CZ gate using the blue CAS
transition. We first determine the relation between the
CAS drive detuning and the pulse duration by fitting
the chevron pattern with the drive amplitude Ωd/2π =
75 MHz, which is slightly larger than the experiments
presented in Fig. 2 and the resulting blue CAS oscilla-
tion frequency is about 2.2 MHz. We then calibrate the
amount of controlled phase shift using the Joint Amplifi-
cation of ZZ (JAZZ) sequence [38, 39] shown in Fig. 3(a).
In this sequence, Q2 is detected in the excited state when
the amount of the controlled phase shift is π and the fi-
nal measurement angle ϕ is 0. By sweeping ϕ and fitting
the result with a cosine function, the amount of the con-
trol phase is obtained from the phase shift of the cosine
function. Figure 3(b) shows the obtained phase shift as
a function of the CAS drive detuning. The optimal drive
frequency and flat-top duration are obtained by interpo-
lating the result. The associated local phase shift induced
by the CAS drive on each qubit is evaluated and canceled
with a virtual-Z gate [41] to implement the CAS-based
CZ gate. Through the interleaved randomized bench-
marking (IRB) [42] of the calibrated CAS-based CZ gate,
a fidelity of 97.8(6)% is obtained [Fig. 3(d)]. The master-
equation simulation with our device parameters yields
97.8% fidelity for the CZ gate, which is mainly limited
by the short coherence time of the coupler qubit. This
implies that the CAS-based CZ gate can be improved fur-
ther by optimizing the design parameter and coherence
time of the coupler.

Finally, using Figs. 4(a) and (b), we discuss dependen-
cies of the residual ZZ interaction strength between the
data qubits, ξZZ, and the drive efficiency of the blue CAS-
based CZ gate rate, ηb = Ωb/Ωd, on the current and
prospective design parameters. Here, we numerically di-
agonalize Eq. (1) to calculate the residual ZZ-interaction
strength when the coupler is in the ground state. Note
that in these calculations, the term g12(â

†
1â2 + â1â

†
2),

which has been ignored so far, is added to Eq. (1) to
see the effect of direct coupling. As reported in previous
studies [22, 30], the direct coupling g12 can suppress the
residual ZZ interaction by canceling the one mediated by
the coupler. As shown in Fig. 4(a), the straddling regime
(|∆12/αmean| < 1) gives high drive efficiency and low
residual ZZ interaction for the parameter set. On the
other hand, we can also achieve practical performance
far outside the straddling regime by selecting appropri-
ate values of parameters, especially of g12. In Fig. 4(b),
we set g12/2π = 5MHz as an example. This parame-
ter set enables implementation of the blue CAS-based
CZ gates of 100–200 ns for Ωd/2π = 200 MHz in a wide
range of the detuning (2 ≲ ∆12/αmean ≲ 4) between the

FIG. 4. Residual ZZ interaction strength ξZZ and the drive
efficiency ηb of the blue CAS transition as a function of the
detuning ∆12 and transverse coupling strength gic normal-
ized by the mean anharmonicity αmean = (α1 + α2)/2 and
detuning ∆ic, (i ∈ {1, 2}), respectively. Here, ξZZ is cal-
culated through numerical diagonalization of Eq. (1) (filled
contour plot) using (a) the current and (b) prospective de-
sign parameters with the direct transverse coupling g12. The
drive efficiency is defined as ηb = Ωb/Ωd from Eq. (6) (con-
tour line plot). As the prospective design parameters, we set
(ωc − ω1)/2π = 0.6 GHz, ω2/2π = 5.0 GHz, and αi/2π =
(−0.20, −0.20, −0.45) GHz for i = (1, 2, c). The sweep pa-
rameters are ω1 and g1c/∆1c = g2c/∆2c, and the shaded ar-
eas indicate the residual ZZ interaction strength larger than
150 kHz. The green star in (a) indicates the condition in the
current experiment.

data transmons while keeping the residual ZZ coupling
<100 kHz. The coherent error due to the residual ZZ
interaction during the non-commuting single-qubit gates
can be mitigated with an optimal-control pulse [43, 44] or
a composite pulse robust to frequency shift [45, 46]. We
can also apply an active residual ZZ interaction cancella-
tion using an off-resonant microwave drive near the blue
CAS transition [See Supplemental Material] or coupler-
qubit transition [47].

In conclusion, we have investigated and analytically
modeled the four-wave-mixing interaction among three
superconducting qubits under a microwave drive. By
using the interaction, we demonstrated the coupler-
assisted-swap-based control-Z gate between two fixed-
frequency transmons mediated by a fixed-frequency
transmon coupler. The drive efficiency of the gate has a
practical value in a wide parameter range, providing an
alternative solution to the frequency crowding problem
and a new design paradigm for superconducting quan-
tum processors. Moreover, a physically-efficient parity
measurement could be realized by measuring the coupler
after a pulse sequence of simultaneous π-pulses to the
blue and red CAS transitions. An alternative pulse se-
quence of two π-pulses to the blue (red) CAS transition
sandwiching π-pulses to the data qubits would also work.
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Sample and the experimental setup

The transmon qubits and the resonators are fabricated on a high-resistivity Si substrate. They are made from
a sputtered and lithographically-patterned TiN film and Al/AlOx/Al Josephson junctions evaporated and lifted off
with the in-situ bridge-free bandage technique. As shown in Fig. S1(a), each input line of the dilution refrigerator
has about 56-dB attenuation at 8GHz including the cable loss. Each input line also has an eccosorb filter, an 8-GHz
lowpass filter, and an extra 6-dB (20-dB) attenuator for the qubit (resonator) drive line. The sample is mounted inside
a three-layer magnetic shield and cooled down to ∼10mK. Microwave pulses are generated by the single sideband
modulation (SSB) [Figs. S1(b) and (c)]. The reflection pulses of the readout resonators are amplified with a low-
noise HEMT amplifier at the 4-K stage and demodulated to IQ signals for the data processing [Fig. S1(d)]. The
readout resonator frequencies are ω1

r/2π ≃ 7.436GHz, ω2
r/2π ≃ 7.375GHz and ωc

r/2π ≃ 7.551GHz, respectively. The
dispersive shifts of the readout resonators are less than 1MHz, and the qubit energy relaxation through the readout
line is negligible.
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FIG. S1. Experimental setup. (a) Connections from the sample chip to ports A-G at room temperature. (b) Pulse-generating
systems for qubit control. (c) Pulse-generation systems for qubit readout. (d) Readout system.
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Derivation of equations

As described in the main text, the system and drive Hamiltonians we consider are

Ĥ = Ĥ0 + Ĥc (S1)

Ĥ0/ℏ =
∑
i

(
ωiâ

†
i âi +

αi

2
â†i â

†
i âiâi

)
, (S2)

Ĥc/ℏ =
∑
i̸=c

gic(â
†
i âc + âiâ

†
c), (S3)

Ĥd/ℏ = Ωd cosωdt
(
â†c + âc

)
, (S4)

where i ∈ {1, 2, c}. By following the procedure of Schrieffer-Wolff transformation [48], we obtain an anti-Hermitian
operator Ŝ = Ŝ1 + Ŝ2 from the solutions of the following equations,

[Ĥ0, Ŝ1] + Ô1 = 0, (S5)

[Ĥ0, Ŝ2] + Ô2 = 0. (S6)

Here, Ô1 = Ĥc is considered as an off-diagonal perturbation term. We also define the diagonal and off-diagonal terms

of 1
2

[
Ô1, Ŝ1

]
as D̂2 and Ô2, respectively. To derive the explicit forms of Ŝ1 and Ŝ2, we assume that each transmon

is a four-level system and algebraically solve Eqs. (S5) and (S6) with a Python program. Under this setup, we first
derive the CAS transition frequencies in the weak drive amplitude limit. Upon the transformation, the anti-Hermitian
operators Ŝ1 and Ŝ2 cancel the off-diagonal terms in Ĥ, and we obtain a diagonalized Hamiltonian valid up to the
second order of gic,

Ĥ ′ = Ĥ0 + D̂2. (S7)

With this equation, we derive the analytical expressions of the CAS transition frequencies in the weak drive amplitude
limit,

ω′
b = ⟨101| Ĥ ′ |101⟩ /ℏ− ⟨010| Ĥ ′ |010⟩ /ℏ,

= ωc +∆12 +
2g21c(α1 + αc)

(∆1c − αc)(∆1c + α1)
− 2g22c

∆2c
, (S8)

ω′
r = ⟨011| Ĥ ′ |011⟩ /ℏ− ⟨100| Ĥ ′ |100⟩ /ℏ,

= ωc −∆12 +
2g22c(α2 + αc)

(∆2c − αc)(∆2c + α2)
− 2g21c

∆1c
. (S9)

Next, we derive the effective CAS oscillation frequencies. We move to the reference frame rotating at ωd and transform
the drive Hamiltonian Eq. (S4) into

Ĥr
d/ℏ ≈ 1

2
Ω
(
â†c + âc

)
, (S10)

where we use the rotating-wave approximation. Note that, the form of Ŝ is the same in the rotating frame. Using the
obtained Ŝ and the Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff formula, we expand the drive Hamiltonian Eq. (S10) as

eŜĤr
de

−Ŝ = Ĥr
d +

[
Ŝ, Ĥr

d

]
+

1

2!

[
Ŝ,

[
Ŝ, Ĥr

d

]]
+ · · · ,

≈ Ĥr
d +

[
Ŝ1 + Ŝ2, Ĥ

r
d

]
+

1

2!

[
Ŝ1,

[
Ŝ1, Ĥ

r
d

]]
≡ Ĥ

′r
d . (S11)
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In the last line of the formula, we keep only the terms up to the second order of gic by assuming |gic/∆ic| ≪ 1.
Finally, we reach the expressions of the effective CAS oscillation frequencies presented in the main text:

Ωb ≈ 2 ⟨010| Ĥ
′r
d |101⟩ /ℏ

=
2g1cg2cαcΩd

∆12(δc − δ1 + αc)(δc − δ2)
,

=
2g1cg2cαcΩd

∆12(ωc − ω1 + αc)(ωc − ω2)
, (S12)

Ωr ≈ 2 ⟨100| Ĥ
′r
d |011⟩ /ℏ

=
−2g1cg2cαcΩd

∆12(δc − δ2 + αc)(δc − δ1)
,

=
−2g1cg2cαcΩd

∆12(ωc − ω2 + αc)(ωc − ω1)
, (S13)

where δi = ωi−ωd, (i ∈ {1, 2, c}). Moreover, we derive an analytical expression of the ac-field-dependent ZZ coupling
induced by the ac Stark shift. For concreteness, we consider the case where the drive frequency ωd is off-resonant
but close to ωb. As a first step, we expand the drive Hamiltonian using Ŝ and then move to the reference frame
rotating at ωb, which is determined by the drive power Ωd. Applying the rotating-wave approximation and dropping
fast oscillating terms, we get the following time-dependent effective drive Hamiltonian

Ĥr
d(t)/ℏ ≈ Ωb

2

(
|101⟩⟨010| e−iδt + |010⟩⟨101| eiδt

)
, (S14)

where δ = ωd − ωb. For further analysis, we assume a form of system Hamiltonian

Ĥsys = Ĥ(0) + Ĥ(t), (S15)

where Ĥ(0) is the time-independent part and Ĥ(t) is the time-periodic part. When Ĥ(t) has the characteristic
frequency ω, it can be expanded in a Fourier series of the form

Ĥ(t) =
∑
n ̸=0

Ĥne
inωt. (S16)

We now apply the van Vleck transformation [49] and obtain the time-averaged Hamiltonian to first order

Ĥ ′
sys ≈ Ĥ(0) − 1

2

∑
n ̸=0

[
Ĥ−n, Ĥn

]
nℏω

. (S17)

Comparing Eqs. (S14) and the last terms of (S17), we obtain an expression of the ac-field-tunable part of the ZZ
coupling,

ξac = −Ω2
b

8δ
, (S18)

where we assume that the coupler is in the ground state. With this term, the entire ZZ interaction under the
off-resonant microwave drive can be expressed as

ξZZ(ωd,Ωd) = ξ0 −
Ω2

b

8(ωd − ωb)
, (S19)

where ξ0 =
2g2

eff (α1+α2)
(∆12+α1)(α2−∆12)

is the static residual ZZ coupling that is valid up to the second order of the effective

transverse coupling, geff = g1cg2c
2

(
1

∆1c
+ 1

∆2c

)
+ g12, between the data qubits.
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Numerical simulation method

As mentioned in the main text, we consider up to the third excited state of each transmon for numerical calculations.
To evaluate the CAS oscillation frequency, we numerically diagonalize the Hamiltonian represented in the reference
frame rotating at ωd,

Ĥr = Ĥr
0 + Ĥr

c + Ĥr
d , (S20)

Ĥr
0/ℏ =

∑
i

(
δiâ

†
i âi +

αi

2
â†i â

†
i âiâi

)
, (S21)

Ĥr
c /ℏ =

∑
i̸=c

gic(â
†
i âc + âiâ

†
c) + g12(â

†
1â2 + â1â

†
2), (S22)

Ĥr
d/ℏ ≈ 1

2
Ωd

(
â†c + âc

)
. (S23)

Here we take into account the direct coupling g12 between the data transmons. For each drive amplitude Ωd, we sweep
the drive frequency ωd and obtain the resonant CAS oscillation frequencies Ωb (Ωr) as the splitting at the anticrossing
between the states |010⟩ and |101⟩ (|100⟩ and |011⟩).
Next, we estimate the coherence limit of the average fidelity of the CAS-based CZ gate. We use Eq. (S20) as the

starting point and numerically simulate the JAZZ sequence in Fig. 3(a) in the main text. For the measurement
angle 0 in the JAZZ sequence, the population of the state |110⟩ ideally becomes unity at the end of the controlled
phase is π. We thus numerically maximize the |110⟩ population by iteratively solving the time-dependent Schrödinger
equation taking account of the flat-top Gaussian pulse shape and obtaining an optimal parameter set of the drive
frequency and amplitude. Note that we assume perfect accuracy of the state preparation, measurement, π-pulse, and
π/2-pulse. Using the result, we solve the master equation taking into account the coherence times shown in Table S1
and reconstruct a noisy quantum channel E ′

CZ, which is locally equivalent to a CZ gate, for the entire system. We
thus apply local phase rotations to the data qubits with perfect accuracy and obtain the noisy CAS-based CZ gate
channel ECZ. Finally, we express the average gate fidelity of a quantum channel E using the following equation [50]

F̄ (E) = Tr [(P1 ⊗ P1)SE ] + Tr [P1E (P1)]

d(d+ 1)
, (S24)

where P1 is a projector onto the d-dimensional computational subspace and SE is the superoperator form of the
quantum channel E . Using Eq. (S24), we evaluate the average gate fidelity of ECZ considering a composition between
two channels Ẽ = UCZ ◦ ECZ, where UCZ is the ideal CAS-based CZ gate channel. The value obtained is F̄ (ε̃) ≈ 0.978.

TABLE S1. Coherence times of the qubits.

T1 (µs) T ∗
2 (µs) T e

2 (µs)

Data transmon, Q1 95± 10 76± 10 88± 3
Data transmon, Q2 108± 6 81± 8 166± 9

Coupler transmon, Qc 15± 1 15± 2 18± 2

Experiment for the ac-field tunable ZZ interaction and estimation of the direct coupling

We estimate the direct transverse coupling strength and the residual ZZ interaction strength using the JAZZ
experiment described in the main text. Figure S2(a) shows a pulse sequence, where we constantly apply a relatively
weak coupler drive Ωd/2π ≈ 7.3 MHz, while sweeping the delay time τ between the echo pulses and the coupler drive
detuning from the blue CAS transition, δ = ωd − ωb. Furthermore, to know the sign as well as the magnitude of the
ZZ interaction, the measurement angle ϕ is swept together with τ according to the relation ϕ/τ = 2π × 100 kHz as
shown in Fig. S2(b) as an example. Figure S2(c) shows the measured ZZ interaction strength ξZZ depending on the
coupler drive detuning. By fitting this modulation with numerically calculated values of the residual ZZ interaction
diagonalizing Eq. (S20), we obtain the direct transverse coupling strength of g12/2π ≃ 1.9MHz. The bare residual ZZ
interaction strength is also estimated to be ξ0/2π ≃ −1.5 kHz, where all other parameters we use are presented in the
main text and g12 is the only free parameter.
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FIG. S2. (a) Pulse sequence for measuring the tunable ZZ interaction strength using the JAZZ protocol. (b) Example of the
experimental data obtained with the JAZZ protocol. The data was taken at the red star shown in (c). The dashed line is
the fitting curve to an exponentially decaying sinusoidal function. (c) Dependence of the ZZ interaction strength on the drive
detuning from the blue CAS transition with a fixed drive power Ωd/2π = 7.3 MHz. The static ZZ interaction is canceled at
the condition indicated by the red star. The green solid line shows the fitting result using Eq. (S19), and the blue dashed line
is the numerical fit using the direct coupling g12 as the only free parameter.

ac Stark shift of the CAS transitions

In Figs. S3(a) and (b), we show the experimental results of the ac-Stark-shifted blue and red CAS transition
frequencies as a function of the coupler drive amplitude. The CAS transition frequencies are determined by fitting
the chevron pattern at each point. We model the frequency shift with the ac Stark shift of the coupler transmon

∆ac
c =

αcΩ
2
d

2δc(δc+αc)
[51, 52]. Using Eqs. (S8) and (S9), we define the analytically evaluated ac-Stark-shifted CAS

transition frequencies as

ω̃b = ω′
b +∆ac

c , (S25)

ω̃r = ω′
r +∆ac

c , (S26)

where we ignore the ac Stark shifts of the data transmons, which are negligible compared to ∆ac
c . In Figs. S3(a)

and (b), we see semiquantitative agreement in the weak drive limit. The deviations between the numerical and
experimental results at larger drive amplitudes could be explained by the higher-order nonlinear terms dropped in
the Duffing-oscillator model [17, 53].

FIG. S3. Resonance frequencies of the (a) blue and (b) red CAS transitions. The filled circles are the experimental results
obtained from the fitting of the chevron patterns for each drive amplitude. The filled squares are analytically calculated ac-
Srark-shifted CAS transition frequencies [Eqs. (S25) and (S26)] using the same parameters as in the experiment. The dotted
lines are the analytically evaluated CAS transition frequencies in the limit of the weak drive [Eqs. (S8) and (S9)]. The dashed
lines are obtained numerically by diagonalizing Eqs. (S20)–(S23).
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FIG. S4. Associated oscillations of the excited-state population of each transmon involved in the blue CAS transition. The
vertical axis is normalized using the response signals of the ground and first-excited states of each transmon, corresponding to
the excited state population of each qubit. The horizontal axis is the length of the drive pulse to the coupler transmon. The
drive amplitude is Ωd/2π ≃ 75MHz. Note that this data was obtained at a different cooldown from the one for the experiments
in the main text.

Rabi oscillations in the blue CAS subspace

We measure the associated oscillations of the population of each qubit involved in the blue CAS transition. The
pulse sequence used is identical to the one in Fig. 2(a) in the main text except for the qubits to be read out. As
predicted by the theoretical model, we observe signals corresponding to the Rabi oscillations between the states |010⟩
and |101⟩.

Comparison of the drive efficiency and residual ZZ interaction strength with the CR gate

Lastly, we compare the expected properties of the blue CAS-based CZ gate with those of the CR gate, which is
most commonly used in architectures with fixed-frequency transmons. The results are shown in Fig. S5. In both
cases, we see the decrease of the residual ZZ interaction by introducing g12 in the regions with large enough gic/∆ic

for a high drive efficiency. However, the CR gate only achieves sufficient drive efficiency ηCR in the regime where ξZZ
rapidly increases with geff . In contrast, the blue CAS drive efficiency is independent of g12 [See Eqs. (S12) and (S13)],
allowing for the wide range of detuning and coupling strength with large ηb and small ξZZ.
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Coupler transmon

Coupler resonator

FIG. S5. (a) Circuit diagram to implement the CAS-based gates described in the main text. The residual ZZ interaction
strength ξZZ (filled contour plot) and the drive efficiency ηb of the blue CAS transition (contour line plot) are shown in
(b) without and (c) with [same as in Fig. 4(b)] the direct transverse coupling g12. (d) Typical circuit diagram to implement
the CR gate, where we consider a linear coupler (off-resonant LC resonator) as opposed to the transmon coupler in (a). The
residual ZZ interaction strength ξZZ and drive efficiency ηCR of the CR gate, as a function of |∆12/αmean| and |gic/∆ic| are
shown in (e) without and (f) with the direct transverse coupling g12. Here, ξZZ is calculated through numerical diagonalization
of Eq. (S20). The drive efficiency is defined as ηCR = 2× 2geffα1

∆12(∆12+α1)
from Eq. (4.26) in Ref. [54]. The additional multiplying

factor of 2 explicitly indicates the fact that a π/2-rotation of the CR gate is locally equivalent to the CNOT gate. For the
calculations, we use the same parameters as in the case with the CAS transitions except for the anharmonicities of the linear
coupler, αc/2π = 0 GHz, and the data transmons, α1/2π = α2/2π = −0.3 GHz. The latter value is typical and indeed more
favorable for CR gates.
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