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Single flux quantum (SFQ) circuitry is a promising candidate for a scalable and integratable cryo-
genic quantum control system. However, the operation of SFQ circuits introduces non-equilibrium
quasiparticles (QPs), which are a significant source of qubit decoherence. In this study, we investi-
gate QP behavior in a superconducting quantum-classical hybrid chip that comprises an SFQ circuit
and a qubit circuit. By monitoring qubit relaxation time, we explore the dynamics of SFQ-circuit-
induced QPs. Our findings reveal that the QP density near the qubit reaches its peak after several
microseconds of SFQ circuit operation, which corresponds to the phonon-mediated propagation
time of QPs in the hybrid circuits. This suggests that phonon-mediated propagation dominates the
spreading of QPs in the hybrid circuits. Our results lay the foundation to suppress QP poisoning
in quantum-classical hybrid systems.

I. INTRODUCTION

Superconducting qubits are promising for constructing
large-scale quantum processors thanks to the advantages
of the macroscopic quantum nature of superconductivity
and scalability of solid-state integrated circuits [1]. It
has been reported that the integration of tens or even
hundreds physical qubits was realized with high-fidelity
control and readout [2–4]. However, it is still challenging
to further scale up superconducting quantum proces-
sors to more than thousands of qubits in a dilution
refrigerator. The difficulty is associated mainly with
the conventional microwave-based control scheme using
a bunch of coaxial cables between room- and low-
temperature stages: the management of heat load, signal
latency, and hardware overhead becomes harder with
increasing the number of qubits [5]. A potential solution
is developing cryogenic quantum-classical interfaces,
such as cryogenic CMOS [6, 7], superconducting single
flux quantum (SFQ) circuits [8–13], and photonic diodes
[14], etc.

Among these quantum-classical interfaces, SFQ-based
circuitry [15–17] has an advantage of extremely-low
power consumption and excellent compatibility to the su-
perconducting qubits, both of which are made of super-
conductors, making hybridization straightforward. The-
oretically, SFQ-based universal quantum gates, including
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both single-bit gates and two-bit gates, can be realized
with a high fidelity of over 99.9 % [18–20]. However, the
current experimental fidelity of SFQ-based single-bit gate
operations has not exceeded 98.8% [11, 21, 22]. A main
cause of the fidelity reduction, which should be solved
for developing practical large-scale quantum-classical sys-
tems, is attributed to quasiparticle (QP) poisoning [21]
commonly known as one of the main decoherence sources
of superconducting qubits [23, 24].

In previous research, the behaviors of QPs induced by
cosmic rays [25], high-power injection [26], propagating
photon-assisted pair-breaking[22], NIS junction injection
[27], and SIS junction injection [28] have been studied.
There are two typical QP propagation mechanisms
in superconductors: diffusion and propagation via
medium phonons. Generally, when the normalized QP
density is low, most of the nonequilibrium QPs diffuse
in the superconductor and then are trapped in low
bandgap regions such as magnetic flux vortices or su-
perconducting defects [26, 29, 30]. When the normalized
QP density is high, QP recombination is dominant and
phonon-mediated propagation is the leading propagation
mechanism [27]. A dominant QP propagation mechanism
is determined by the QP density and thus the QP gen-
eration mechanism as well as device configurations.
Different QPs suppression schemes are suitable for
the corresponding propagation mechanisms (e.g., nor-
mal metal traps [29] and gap engineering [31–33] for
diffusion-dominated QPs, phonon traps [28, 34] for QPs
propagated by medium phonon). It is essential to clarify
the QP dynamics, which has not been clear yet for
the quantum-classical hybrid circuits, in order to find
optimal ways of suppressing the QP poisoning for high
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fidelities close to the theoretical prediction.

This paper explores the QP dynamics in a hybrid
quantum-classical circuit that comprises of a DC/SFQ
converter and a transmon qubit. The DC/SFQ converter
serves as a QP generator, and the transmon qubit is used
to monitor QP densities. We have conducted systematic
measurements of qubit relaxation rates, which are found
to depend strongly on the density of QPs around the
qubits. Our experimental results for QP densities at the
qubit agree with the timescale of phonon-mediated QP
propagation model. The results suggest that phonon-
mediated QP propagation dominates QP poisoning in
quantum-classical on-chip hybrid circuits and maybe pre-
venting phonon propagation is more effective than cap-
turing diffusing QPs in the superconductor for mitigating
QP poisoning of the qubits in quantum-classical circuits.

II. EXPERIMENT AND RESULTS

The experimental setup for investigating the dynamics
of QPs in superconducting quantum-classical systems is
shown in Fig. 1. A classical DC/SFQ converter [15] and
a transmon qubit which are monolithically integrated on
a chip are connected via a superconducting microstrip
line and a coupling capacitor. The DC/SFQ converter
generates the excess QPs along with the SFQ-voltage
pulses (

∫
V (t) dt = Φ0 ≡ h/2e) produced by switching

Josephson junctions during the operation of the SFQ-
based classical circuits. The amount of introduced QPs
can be adjusted by changing the frequency or duration of
SFQ circuit operation. The excess nonequilibrium QPs
propagate, recombine, partially reach the vicinity of the
qubit, and ultimately enhance the qubit relaxation. The
relaxation rate of qubit can be measured using T1 mea-
surements. By adjusting the timing of the qubit relax-
ation rate measurement, we can monitor the evolution of
the QP density and study QP dynamics in this supercon-
ducting quantum-classical hybrid circuits.

A. Device Fabrication and Measurement

In Fig. 1(a), we show a micrograph of the supercon-
ducting quantum-classical hybrid circuit device. The de-
vice consists of a DC/SFQ converter on the left, which
can generate a definite SFQ pulse sequence, and a qubit
on the right, which is capacitively coupled to the SFQ
pulse via a 2-mm-long superconducting microstrip line
and a coupling capacitor. To reduce the static power
consumption of the SFQ circuit, we eliminated the on-
chip bias current shunt resistor. Our device fabrication
process involved stacking Nb/Al-AlOx/Nb multilayers
for in-situ deposition, oxidation, and etching of SFQ
circuit elements, including Josephson junctions and in-
ductors, along with the qubit capacitor, readout res-
onator, and microwave ground on a high-resistance sil-
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FIG. 1. The device and experimental setup for investigat-
ing the dynamics of non-equilibrium QPs in superconducting
quantum-classical circuits. (a) Optical micrograph of the de-
vice showing the monolithic integration of a DC/SFQ con-
verter, microstrip line for transmitting SFQ pulse train, cou-
pling capacitor, transmon qubit, and readout resonator. The
metal luster in the optical micrograph is the color of niobium
or aluminum film, the purple part is covered with the SiO2

film, and the dark green is the color of the substrate. (b)
Schematic diagram of the circuit with the test setup. The op-
eration of the DC/SFQ converter is monitored by measuring
the DC average voltage Vavg at the output, while the qubit
state is observed by measuring the scattering parameter S21
of the resonator.

icon substrate. We then deposited and patterned the
first insulating layer (SiO2), resistance layer (Pd) for
shunt resistance in the SFQ circuit, the second insulating
layer (SiO2), and superconducting layer (Nb) for circuit
wiring, including the microstrip line, layer by layer. The
insulating layer near the qubit capacitor and the readout
resonator was removed by buffered oxide etchant, fol-
lowed by shadow evaporation and lift-off of Al/AlOx/Al
Josephson junctions for the qubit.
The fabricated chip was loaded into a mixing chamber

of a dilution refrigerator at base temperature below 10
mK. Fig. 1(b) shows the measurement setup of the su-
perconducting quantum-classical hybrid circuit. With a
proper bias current Ib, the DC/SFQ converter was driven
by a microwave pulse and the operation was monitored
by measuring the DC average of the output voltage Vavg.
The voltage amplitudes of the microwave drive Vrms ap-
plied to the DC/SFQ converter were determined at room
temperature so that the decay during the transmission
to the low temperature stage was not calibrated. The at-
tenuation between the room temperature electronics and
the drive port of the SFQ circuit is approximately -48
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dB. When the bias current is fixed, the interval and du-
ration of the SFQ pulse train can be modulated by the
driving microwave pulse. The transmon qubit state was
observed by measuring the scattering parameter S21 of
the coupled readout resonator.

B. Characterization of Superconducting Classical
Circuits

We first characterized the DC/SFQ converter in order
to determine stable operating points of the DC bias cur-
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FIG. 2. Characterization of the DC/SFQ converter in the
quantum-classical circuits. (a)Measured average voltage Vavg

as functions of the bias current Ib and drive amplitude Vrms

at a fixed drive frequency ωd/2π = 2 GHz. The pale blue
area enclosed by the dashed line corresponds to the operating
region. (b) Measured average voltage Vavg as a function of
drive frequency ωd for fixed Ib = 321 µA and Vrms = 300 mV.
The proportional relationship between Vavg and ωd confirms
the correct operation.

rent Ib and microwave-drive amplitude Vrms for the well-
controlled QP generation. The operation of the DC/SFQ
converter driven at ωd is verified by measuring the aver-
age output voltage Vavg: if Vavg = Φ0 ·ωd/2π is obtained,
the correct operation is guaranteed via AC Josephson
effect [35]. Fig. 2(a) shows the measured Vavg after the
offset-voltage calibration as functions of Ib and Vrms.
Here the drive frequency was fixed at ωd/2π = 2 GHz.
The dark blue and red areas indicate error operations of
deficit and excess SFQ-voltage pulse generation, respec-
tively. The pale blue area enclosed by the dashed line
is the correctly operating region determined with a cri-
terion of ±3.6% between the measured and theoretical
Vavg. We also confirmed sufficiently wide operating re-
gions similar to Fig. 2(a) at different drive frequencies
ωd/2π ranging 0.2 GHz to 6.5 GHz. Fig. 2(b) shows the
dependence of the measured Vavg on ωd for fixed Ib =
321 µA and Vrms = 300 mV. The slope of the Vavg with
the change in ωd/2π is 2.065± 0.003 µV/GHz ≈ Φ0, con-
firming the proportional relationship and thus the correct
operation over a wide frequency range.

C. Evolution of Qubit Relaxation Time

In the measurement setup, as shown in Fig. 1(b), an
RF drive to qubit can be applied via the readout res-
onator port, enabling an independent qubit drive, in ad-
dition to the SFQ pulse. Prior to using transmon qubit
as a QP sensor, it was individually characterized by ap-
plying an RF drive using room-temperature electron-
ics, without any bias current or microwave drive ap-
plied to the DC/SFQ converter. The measured eigenfre-
quency and relaxation time T1 of the transmon qubit
were ∼4.462 GHz and 6.0 (± 0.2)µs, respectively.

To investigate the changes in qubit relaxation time fol-
lowing SFQ circuit operation, we employed a pulse se-
quence depicted in Fig. 3(a) with a repetition period of
500 µs. The DC/SFQ converter was driven at detuned
frequencies for a duration of tSFQ = 25µs to generate
an off-resonant SFQ pulse train. The average number
of SFQ pulses required to complete a gate operation is
strongly dependent on the coupling capacitance of the
SFQ pulses to the qubit. A typical SFQ-based X gate in
Ref.[21] contains 46 SFQ pulses. So, the SFQ circuit op-
eration duration is equivalent to performing 280∼1080
SFQ-based qubit gate operations for the driving fre-
quency ωd/2π range of 0.52 to 2 GHz. Nonequilibrium
QPs were induced during this interval. The DC bias cur-
rent Ib and microwave-drive amplitude Vrms were fixed
at 321 µA and 300 mV, respectively, at room tempera-
ture. Following a recovery time tR, the qubit was excited
using a π pulse from room-temperature electronics, after
which the qubit relaxation time was measured.

Fig. 3(b) and (c) present measurement results showing
that the SFQ circuit operation enhances the qubit deco-
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FIG. 3. Measurement of SFQ-circuit-induced qubit relaxation time evolution. (a) Pulse sequences for measuring qubit
relaxation rate after SFQ operation. After 25 µs SFQ operation (much longer than π pulse and measurement pulse) with
variable recovery time tR, an RF π pulse excites qubit from |0⟩ to |1⟩, followed by a readout pulse after another variable delay
tD. (b) Qubit |1⟩population as a function of delay and recovery times at ωd/2π =1.42GHz. (c) Original qubit |1⟩ population
data in relaxation for different recovery time (tR = 1, 2, 11, 160 µs), at ωd/2π =1.42GHz. Both (b) and (c) show that the
qubit relaxation rate first increases and then decreases. (d) Extracted T1 as a function of recovery time tR for different SFQ
driving frequencies ωd .

herence and induces QP poisoning at ωd/2π = 1.42 GHz.
The qubit relaxation time decreases up to a dip at
tR ≈ 11µs. As the recovery time is prolonged, it eventu-
ally returns to the level without SFQ circuit operation.
The relaxation time T1 of the qubit is extracted with var-
ious recovery times after SFQ circuit operation, as shown
in Fig. 3(d). T1 drops sharply to ∼ 1.23µs and then re-
covers gradually with the recovery time. Similar trends
in T1 are also observed in different SFQ driving frequen-
cies (see Fig. 3(d)) or driving durations (see Appendix
A). Although the quantity of QPs reaches its peak after
the SFQ circuit operation, the qubit relaxation time does
not immediately drop to its minimum. This implies that
propagation of QPs from the SFQ circuit to the qubit
takes microseconds. And the driving frequency has an
impact on the minimum of the relaxation time of the
qubit, with a higher frequency resulting in a shorter min-
imum relaxation time. This trend suggests that a greater
number of QPs are able to reach the qubit when the
Josephson junction is switched more frequently. How-

ever, it’s worth noting that even after a long SFQ pulse
train, the total population of both the |0⟩ and |1⟩ states
is less than 1 (see Appendix B). This means that the π
pulse used to prepare the qubit to the |1⟩ state is not al-
ways effective. While we plan to investigate the reasons
for this behavior in future work, we can still use the re-
laxation of the |1⟩ state population to determine the T1

of the qubit.

III. DISCUSSION AND ANALYSIS

To describe the evolution of QP density, we calculated
xQP,qubit, the average normalized excess QP density near
the qubit with the measured T1 data, using the equation
[26, 36]

xQP,qubit =
Γ (t)− Γ0

C
, (1)
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FIG. 4. Evolution of the normalized QP density xQP,qubit

near the qubit as a function of recovery time tR after SFQ cir-
cuit operation at ωd/2π = 1.42 GHz. The red circles with er-
ror bars denote the values extracted from the measured qubit
relaxation rate. xQP,qubit reaches its peak at tR ≈ tp, which
is indicated by the vertical dashed line.

where C =
√
2ωq∆/π2ℏ, ωq(≈ 2π·4.462GHz) is the angu-

lar eigenfrequency of the transom qubit, ∆(≈ 0.18meV)
is the gap energy of the qubit Josephson junction elec-
trodes, Γ (t) = 1/T1 is the measured qubit relaxation
rate, Γ0 represents the qubit relaxation rate without
nonequilibrium QP introduced. Note that because T1

measurement itself takes time, the xQP,qubit extracted
using Eq. (1) is the equivalent average excess QP den-
sity during the T1 measurement, which can be regarded
as the average density of QP over a period of time (∼ T1)
after tR. The qubit T1 varies in the microsecond range,
therefore xQP,qubit extracted is sufficient to describe the
SFQ-induced QP dynamics on timescale above the mi-
croseconds level (see Appendix C for details). Fig. 4
illustrates the evolution of xQP,qubit calculated by us-
ing the experimentally determined T1 at the drive fre-
quency ωd/2π = 1.42GHz. We observe a rapid increase
of xQP,qubit after the SFQ circuit generates excess QPs,
followed by a slow decay.

When the operation of the SFQ circuit ends (tR = 0),
the QP density near the SFQ circuit accumulates to its
peak, but the extracted xQP,qubit reaches its peak at
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FIG. 5. Schematic of the phonon-mediated propagation of
QPs in a superconducting quantum-classical hybrid circuit.

tR = tp ≈ 10µs. The timescale of such lag tp is strongly
dependent on the mechanism by which the SFQ-induced
QPs propagate to the vicinity of the qubit. We discuss
the different QP propagation mechanisms that may dom-
inate xQP,qubit evolution below:

(i) Microwave photons with frequencies above 2∆/h
can be absorbed by Cooper pairs and produce QPs [37].
So, photon-assisted QPs may be excited near the qubit
during SFQ circuit operation due to the ultrahigh spec-
tral components of SFQ pulses. Considering the velocity
of photons is the speed of electromagnetic waves (∼ 108

m/s), the photon-assisted QPs reach the vicinity of the
qubit (∼ 2.5 mm) in only a few tens of picoseconds,
which is much faster than the observed tp, suggesting
that photon-assisted QPs do not play a dominant role in
xQP,qubit evolution.

(ii) The QPs introduced by the SFQ circuit operation
can directly diffuse to the vicinity of the qubit through
the superconducting thin film. According to the diffu-
sivity of QP in niobium (DQP = 1.2 cm2/s [38]), the
timescale for the same distance to diffuse is at least on
the order of milliseconds, which is much slower than the
observed tp. Also, because the diffusion of QPs in su-
perconducting thin films is accompanied by QPs recom-
bination and trapping, the peak of xQP,qubit (∼ 10−5) is
much larger than the QP density contributed by direct
diffusion (≪ 10−5; see Appendix D).

(iii) The phonon-mediated QP propagation from the
SFQ circuit to the vicinity of qubit is shown in Fig. 5.
Non-equilibrium quasiparticles (QPs) are generated near
the SFQ circuit during its operation, due to the switching
of Josephson junctions (usually Nb/Al-AlOx/Nb trilayer
stacked structure) and the voltage across their shunt re-
sistors (not shown in the figure, used to eliminate hystere-
sis). As the local QP density increases, the SFQ-circuit-
induced QPs have a greater probability of recombining
into Cooper pairs and releasing phonons. These phonons
propagate and scatter in the substrate, and the Cooper
pairs in other superconducting regions may absorb the
phonons with energy greater than 2∆ and be broken into
QPs. To estimate the timescale for such propagation,
we treat the propagation of phonons from the SFQ cir-
cuit to the qubit vicinity as boundary-limit diffusion in
the substrate [28]. Considering the random scattering of
phonons at the top and bottom of the substrate during
propagation, the process can be described by the effec-
tive diffusivity Dphonon = vsd, where vs is the speed of
sound in Si substrate (∼ 103m/s) and d = 0.625mm is
the substrate thickness. The phonon diffusivity leads to a
timescale of several microseconds for phonons to diffuse
from the SFQ circuit to the qubit vicinity (∼ 2.5mm),
which is close to the tp. We also try to employ the
phonon-mediated QP propagation in a simplified model
(see Appendix E), which qualitatively agrees with the
measured xQP,qubit evolution.
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IV. SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

In summary, we focus on the fabrication and charac-
terization of quantum-classical hybrid circuits, with a
particular emphasis on understanding the dynamics of
SFQ-circuit-induced QPs through a transmon qubit sen-
sor. We observed that the qubit relaxation time initially
decreased after the SFQ circuit operation but later re-
covered to its baseline value. To quantify the QP dy-
namics, we extrated SFQ-circuit-induced QP density in
the vicinity of the qubit. The timescale of QP den-
sity evolution contradicted that of photon-assisted or
direct-diffusion QP propagation but was consistent with
phonon-mediated QP propagation. These results support
the hypothesis that phonon-mediated QP propagation is
the dominant mechanism contributing to QP poisoning
in quantum-classical on-chip hybrid circuits.

The QP trapping rate in this device is significantly
high (∼ 1/(10µs)), exceeding that of the 3D transmon by
two orders of magnitude [26]. It is unlikely that fabricat-
ing normal metal traps on superconducting thin films or
directly enhancing QP trapping would yield substantial
improvements in suppressing QP poisoning. Therefore, in
order to achieve low-temperature integrated high-fidelity
qubit control via SFQ circuits, it is crucial to block or
cut off medium phonon propagation in superconducting
quantum-classical hybrid circuits.
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Appendix A: Qubit Relaxation Time after SFQ
Operation

In the main text, we show that T1 for the qubit ini-
tially decreases and then gradually recovers with recov-
ery time tR at various driving frequencies ωd. Similar
trends in T1 evolution are also observed in other SFQ
driving frequencies or driving durations. At a fixed bias
current Ib= 321 µA and drive amplitude Vrms=300 mV
at room temperature, the pulse sequence in Fig. 3(a) was
applied to the superconducting quantum-classical hybrid

circuit. Fig. 6 shows T1 evolution of different driving fre-
quencies ωd with the same number of Josephson junction
switching (ωd · tSFQ) in the SFQ circuit. A higher clock
frequency results in a lower dip in the qubit relaxation
time. In Fig. 7, we compare the evolution of qubit re-
laxation time with tR at different tSFQ. The trends are
similar and qubit T1 first decreases and then gradually
recovers at all driving durations. And the dip in qubit re-
laxation time becomes lower as the SFQ circuit operates
for a longer time. This can be qualitatively explained as
follows: the peak density of nonequilibrium QPs accumu-
lated near the SFQ circuit increases when there are more
times of the Josephson junction being switched (higher
clock frequency or longer operation time). As a result,
more QPs propagate to the vicinity of the qubit, enhanc-
ing the qubit relaxation.
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Appendix B: Qubit State Population after A Long
SFQ Pulse Train

As shown in Fig. 8 (a) and (b), we measured the qubit
state when it was driven by an SFQ pulse train at an
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readout pulse tdalay. The frequencies corresponding to the readout resonator when the state of qubit is |0⟩, |1⟩, and punch out
have been marked.

off-resonant frequency for a long time. We find that as
the driving time tSFQ increases, the qubit population at
|0⟩ tends to decrease because the qubit is excited to other
states. As shown in Fig. 8 (c) and (d), the qubit grad-
ually relaxes to |0⟩ after the SFQ operation. Therefore,
when the π pulse is applied to the qubit immediately af-
ter the SFQ operation, the qubit cannot be completely
excited to the |1⟩ state. As the recovery time prolongs,
the population of |1⟩ after the π pulse also gradually in-
creases to 1.

Appendix C: Extraction of Quasiparticle Density
Near Qubit

The xQP,qubit extracted using xQP,qubit = (Γ(t) −
Γ0)/C is a kind of average QP density during the T1

measurement, which can be regarded as the average den-
sity of QP over a period of time tavg (∼ T1) after tR. To
intuitively illustrate the validity of the xQP,qubit evolu-
tion extracted in this way to analyze the QP propagation
mechanism, we compare (i) the xQP,qubit extracted with a
very short measurement time (tavg = 0) in an ideal mea-
surement, and (ii) the xQP,qubit extracted with several
microsecond measurement times (tavg = 3, 6, 12, 18 µs)
in a real experiment. We assume that the gray curve
(tavg = 0) in the Fig. 9 below, which is similar to the
trend of the extracted xQP,qubit evolution in the main-
text, is the real QP density evolution. The trends and
timescales (∼several microseconds) of xQP,qubit evolution
vary little over all values of tavg listed.

tavg= 3 μs

0 20 40 60 80 100 120

tavg= 6 μs

tR (μs)

2
4
6
8

10
12
14
16
18

x Q
P,

qu
bi

t (×
10

-6
)

140 160

tavg= 12 μs
tavg= 18 μs

tavg= 0

FIG. 9. Effect of measurement time on the extracted xQP,qubit

evolution

Appendix D: Diffusion of Quasiparticles in
Superconducting Quantum-Classical Hybrid Circuits

Most QPs propagate diffusively when the local QP
density is relatively low. The local QP density is
xQP = nQP/nCP, where nQP is the QP density and nCP

the Cooper pair density. As the local QP density in-
creases, QPs have a greater probability of recombination,
and phonon-mediated propagation becomes the leading
mechanism. We calculated the diffusion equation by fi-
nite element simulation, thereby estimating the contri-
bution of QP diffusion to the QP propagation in the
device described in the paper. We set a boundary of
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FIG. 10. QP density distribution in superconducting
quantum-classical hybrid circuit device when diffusion domi-
nates QP propagation. In agreement with the main text, the
moment of the end of QP injection is defined as tR = 0, so the
moment of the start of injection is tR = −25 µs, correspond-
ing to (a) tR = −24.99µs, (b) tR = 52µs, (c) tR = 120µs.

5 mm×2.5 mm (corresponding to the actual device size)
and applied the QP dynamics equation including the dif-
fusion term[29, 39]:

ẋQP(x⃗, tR) =DQP∇2xQP(x⃗, tR)− rxQP(x⃗, tR)
2

−sxQP(x⃗, tR) + g(x⃗, tR),
(D1)

where the QP density xQP (x⃗, tR) is a function of both
time and spatial coordinates; DQP is the QP diffusion
constant, which we set as the diffusion constant for QPs
in niobium thin films (DQP = 1.2 cm2/s) [38]; r is the
QP recombination rate, which we set as r = 0 to highlight
the role of diffusion by neglecting QPs recombination; s is
the QP trapping rate, which we set to the estimated value
of QP density decay rate in the maintext to a uniform
global value in this calculation [s = 1/(10µs)]; and g
describes the generation of QP. In this section, we focus
on the QP diffusion and artificially ignore the phonon-
mediated propagation of QPs and the generation of QPs
induced by other sources such as stray radiation. First,
we injected nonequilibrium QPs into the 100 µm×40 µm
area, which corresponds to the DC/SFQ converter and its
surrounding area, within SFQ circuit operation duration
tSFQ = 25 µs. The QP generation term is g = 4 × 104

when −tSFQ < tR ≤ 0, which equivalent to introducing
an equal number of Cooper pairs of QPs during SFQ
operations (g · tSFQ = 1). The amount of injected QPs is
exaggerated to highlight the role of diffusion.

Then, the QPs density distribution of the device at a

0 50 100 150 200 250
tR (μs)

x Q
P

10-2

300

10-5

10-8

10-11

10-14

10-17

d=0.5mm
d =0.1mm
d =0

d=1.0mm

FIG. 11. QP density evolution for s = 1/(10µs) at different
distances, d, from the SFQ circuit on the straight line where
the SFQ circuit and qubit are located.

0 400 800 1200 1600 2000
10-14

10-12

10-10

10-8

10-6

10-4

tR (μs)

x Q
P 

10-2

2400

d=0.5mm
d =0.1mm
d =0

d=2.0mm
d=1.0mm

FIG. 12. QP density evolution for s = 1/(100µs) at different
distances, d, from the SFQ circuit on the straight line where
the SFQ circuit and qubit are located.

series of time instants is shown in Fig. 10, where (a) corre-
sponds to the QP density distribution when the QPs have
not yet diffused, and (b) and (c) correspond to the QP
density distributions when the QP density peak diffuses
0.5 mm and 1 mm, respectively. Fig. 11 shows the QP
density evolutions at 0, 0.1, 0.5, and 1 mm away from the
SFQ circuit. The moment of QP density peak arrival is
rapidly delayed with increasing diffusion distance, while
the peak of QP density also decreases rapidly. Even at
0.5 mm from the SFQ circuit (much smaller than the
distance of ∼2.5 mm between the SFQ circuit and qubit
in the superconducting quantum-classical hybrid circuit),
the diffused QPs are no longer sufficient to have a signifi-
cant enhancement on the qubit relaxation in this device.
To further exaggerate the contribution of diffusion to
QP propagation, we performed similar simulations with
a tenfold reduction in trapping rate [s = 1/(100µs)].
The results shown in Fig. 12 show that the QPs by di-
rect diffusion are still insufficient to be observed in this
experiment. This indicates that the QP diffusion is lo-
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cal, and it is not the dominant propagation mechanism
in this device.

Appendix E: Model of Phonon-mediated
Propagation

As discussed in the main text, the measured peak lag
of QP density near the qubit xQP,qubit is consistent on
the timescale with phonon-mediated QP propagation. To
illustrate the process more concretely, we made a semi-
quantitative model based on phonon-mediated propaga-
tion. The local QP dynamics equation can be described
as [26, 27, 29],

ẋQP,i = −rx2
QP,i − sixQP,i + gi, (E1)

where the index i ∈ {SFQ, qubit} denotes the loca-
tion where the parameters related to the position are
averaged; xQP,i = nQP,i/nCP,i, nQP,i is QPs density,
nCP,i is Cooper pairs density; r is the QP recombi-
nation rate; si is the effective trapping rate; gi repre-
sents the rate of QP generation such as QP injection
or pair-breaking. Fig. 5 shows the process of the SFQ-
induced non-equilibrium QPs reaching vicinity of qubit
by phonon-mediated propagation. Since the QP directly
diffused to the qubit vicinity is far less than the to-
tal amount of QP propagated there. The SFQ-circuit-
induced QPs have a greater probability of recombining
into Cooper pairs and releasing phonons instead of being
trapped directly (r · x2

QP,SFQ ≫ sSFQ · xQP,SFQ). These
phonons propagate and scatter in the substrate, and the
Cooper pairs in other superconducting regions may ab-
sorb the phonons with energy greater than 2∆ and be
broken into QPs, which is the dominant source of non-
equilibrium QP generation near the qubit.

Thus, we first calculate the QP density near the SFQ
circuit. The QP generation rate g can be described sep-
arately in the two cases of SFQ circuit operation and
non-operation by the following equation:

g(tR) =

gSFQ , if −tSFQ ≤ tR < 0,

0. if tR ≥ 0 ,
(E2)

During the SFQ circuit operation (−tSFQ ≤ tR < 0),
the QP generation rate is a constant related to the driv-
ing frequency of the SFQ circuit. Outside the operat-
ing time of the SFQ circuit, we approximately consider
the generation rate to be 0, because other QP sources
(e.g., cosmic rays) are not sufficient to induce significant
qubit relaxation enhancement in the experiment. We
solve Eq. E1 under the condition that the amount of
QPs introduced by the SFQ operation is large enough
for the QP recombination to dominate the QP relaxation
(r · x2

QP,SFQ ≫ s
SFQ

· xQP,SFQ). The QP density near the

xQP,qubit extracted from measurement

0 30 60 90 120 150 180

xQP,qubit calculated from equation (E5)

tR (μs)

2
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8

10
12
14
16
18

x Q
P,

qu
bi

t (×
10

-6
)

FIG. 13. Evolution of the normalized QP density xQP,qubit

near the qubit as a function of recovery time tR after SFQ cir-
cuit operation at ωd/2π = 1.42 GHz. The red circles with er-
ror bars denote the values extracted from the measured qubit
relaxation rate. The dashed line represents the QP density
calculation results based on the phonon-mediated QP propa-
gation model.

SFQ circuit can be expressed as

xQP,SFQ(tR) =



√
g
SFQ

r

(
tanh (tR + tSFQ)

√
gSFQr

)
,

if −tSFQ ≤ tR < 0,

1/

(
rtR +

(√
g
SFQ

r tanh
√
g
SFQ

rtSFQ

)−1
)
,

if tR ≥ 0 .

(E3)
Then we can obtain the QP recombination rate accom-
panied by phonon emission in the vicinity of the SFQ
circuit as r · (xQP,SFQ(tR))

2
.

These phonons propagate and scatter in the substrate.
Then, the Cooper pairs in other superconducting regions
may absorb the phonons with energy greater than the su-
perconducting bandgap and be broken into QPs. Since
only a fraction of the phonons can reach the qubit area
and be absorbed by the Cooper pair, we denote the prob-
ability of such a phonon completing the above process as
α, and the time to complete a phonon-mediated propa-
gation as tp. Then the rate of QP generation induced by
phonon-mediated propagation in the qubit area (gqubit)

can be expressed as αr · (xQP,SFQ(tR − tp))
2
,that is

gqubit =



αg
SFQ

(
tanh (tR − tp + tSFQ)

√
g
SFQ

r
)2

,

if −tSFQ + tp ≤ tR < tp,

αr

[
r (tR − tp) +

(√
g
SFQ

r tanh
√
g
SFQ

rtSFQ

)−1
]−2

,

if tR ≥ tp .

(E4)
The non-equilibrium QP density near the qubit is rela-
tively low, the QP reduction here is dominated by trap-
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ping, which can be expressed as squbit · xQP,qubit. Thus,
we can obtain the evolution of QP density near the qubit

xQP,qubit =

∫ tR

−tSFQ+tp

(gqubit − squbit · xQP,qubit) dt

= e−squbittR

∫ tR

−tSFQ+tp

(
esqubitt · gqubit

)
dt.

(E5)
The SFQ-circuit-induced QP density in qubit vicinity
calculated according to Eq. (E5) is shown by the blue

dashed line of Fig. 13, where r = 1/ (42 ns) , squbit =
1/ (9.1µs) , tp = 7.9µs, α = 1.04 × 10−2, and g

SFQ
=

2.16× 102 s−1. Considering that the xQP,qubit calculated
in this model is an instantaneous value rather than an
average value over a period of time in the measurement,
the parameters extracted by this model are for qualita-
tive reference. The calculated QP density evolution trend
near the qubit agrees with the density extracted from the
qubit relaxation times.
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