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Effective Hamiltonian models of the cross-resonance gate
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Effective Hamiltonian methods are utilized to model the two-qubit cross-resonance gate for both
the ideal two-qubit case and when higher levels are included. Analytic expressions are obtained in
the qubit case and the higher-level model is solved both perturbatively and numerically with the
solutions agreeing well in the weak drive limit. The methods are applied to parameters from recent
experiments and accounting for classical cross-talk effects results in good agreement between theory

and experimental results.

I. INTRODUCTION

Implementing high-fidelity quantum operations is a
central problem in the field of experimental quantum in-
formation processing (QIP). Building a universal fault-
tolerant quantum computer requires the ability to per-
form a high-fidelity two quantum-bit (qubit) entangling
gate and, while many proposals have been put forth for
implementing two-qubit gates, few experimental demon-
strations have achieved fidelities near those determined
by fault-tolerant analyses [1, 2]. The cross-resonance
(CR) gate [3, 1] has recently been utilized in supercon-
ducting circuit systems [5] to achieve a two-qubit CNOT
gate with high fidelity exceeding 0.99 [6] and has been
used in small-scale multi-qubit demonstrations of fault-
tolerant protocols [7—10]. Here we provide a theoretical
analysis of the CR gate and outline effective Hamiltonian
methods that can be used to obtain a description of the
gate dynamics. The techniques developed are directly
applicable in realistic systems as shown by the improved
experimental calibration and high two-qubit gate fidelity
of Ref. [6].

Broadly speaking, the goal of effective Hamiltonian
theory is to model some set of complex dynamics on a
large system via a more compact Hamiltonian on a set of
smaller subsystems or subspaces. Effective Hamiltonian
methods have been utilized in various areas of physics
and chemistry including nuclear, atomic-molecular, opti-
cal, and condensed matter systems. In particular, tech-
niques for the adiabatic elimination of higher energy lev-
els in a system have been widely studied, common exam-
ples including the Schrieffer-Wolff transformation [11, 12]
and Born-Oppenheimer approximation [13]. Here we re-
strict attention to effective Hamiltonian constructions
based on unitary (canonical) operations that transform
the Hamiltonian H on the full Hilbert space H into a
block-diagonal Hamiltonian H.g with the two-block case
corresponding to the standard Schrieffer-Wolff transfor-
mation.

We outline the perturbative construction of an effec-
tive Hamiltonian where the desired block-diagonal form
is enforced at each order. The advantage of the perturba-
tive construction lies in obtaining analytical expressions
for components of H.g that hold in the weak pertur-
bation limit. The second construction is based on an
exact multi-block-diagonalization technique [I14] which

finds the block-diagonal Hamiltonian that is closest to
the true Hamiltonian under the principle of least action.
This method has the advantage of being valid in the
strong drive regime however it is not possible to compute
general analytic expressions for the Hamiltonian compo-
nents except in simple cases such as the basic two-qubit
model. These methods are applied to obtain an effec-
tive model for the CR gate Hamiltonian in the two-qubit
model as well as when higher levels are included. As a
concrete example we use the parameters of Ref. [6] and
find good agreement between the perturbative and exact
multi-block diagonalization approaches in the weak-drive
limit with higher levels included. However a discrepancy
is found between the theory and experiment since Ref. [0]
finds the presence of extra unwanted terms in the Hamil-
tonian. We propose classical cross-talk between the two
transmons from the CR drive as a potential source for
this discrepancy and extend the analysis to include this
effect. After doing so we find very good agreement be-
tween the theoretical predictions and experimental re-
sults of Ref. [0].

The paper is structured as follows. First in Sec. II
we describe the starting Hamiltonian for the analysis
which consists of two transmons dispersively coupled
to a resonator. We outline a method to find an effec-
tive block-diagonal Hamiltonian for the two transmon-
resonator system which when projected onto the zero-
excitation subspace of the resonator provides an effective
Hamiltonian for the two transmon system alone. Next
in Sec. III we model the transmons as ideal qubits and
find an analytic expression for the effective CR Hamil-
tonian under the principle of least action. In Sec. IV
we model the transmons as Duffing oscillators and find
perturbative expressions that hold in the weak-drive
limit. We also perform a numerical analysis of the exact
block-diagonalization technique using the parameters of
Ref. [6]. In Sec. V we analyze classical cross-talk occur-
ring from the CR drive to model the results of Ref. [0].
For clarity of the presentation the mathematical methods
and details of effective Hamiltonian theory are contained
in the appendix (Sec. A) with the main text focused
mainly on discussion of the application of the methods
to the CR gate.



II. INITIAL HAMILTONIAN AND EFFECTIVE
TWO-TRANSMON HAMILTONIAN

We start with a Hamiltonian describing the standard

cQED [15] set-up of two transmons [16], modeled as Duff-
ing oscillators, coupled to a bus resonator
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where we set i = 1. Here ofzjb;bj + %b;—bj(b;bj - 1)
is the Duffing Hamiltonian of the j’th transmon (j =
1,2) with @; and 60; being the 01 transition frequency
and anharmonicity of the j’th transmon respectively.
The resonator Hamiltonian w,cfc is a single-mode har-
monic oscillator with fundamental frequency w; > @y (g).
Each transmon is coupled to the resonator by a Jaynes-
Cummings Hamiltonian with coupling strength g; and
since we are in the dispersive regime,

<1,
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where A, = @; —w;, is the detuning of the j’'th transmon
to the resonator. Note the total number of excitations is
a symmetry of the system as the total excitation operator
commutes with Hgys.

Let us write Hgys as the sum of two Hamiltonians
Hsys,O and Hsys71
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where Hgys is diagonal and Hgys 1 contains all of the
coupling terms so is off-diagonal. Moving into the frame
rotating at w, via the unitary

R— 6,itwr(b1b1+b;b2+CTC), (24)
gives
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where A, = ©; — w,. In this frame the diagonal part
of Hgys is independent of the resonator photon number.
Therefore Hgys is the direct sum of infinitely many iden-

tical copies (blocks) where each copy corresponds to a
photon number {0, 1,2, ...},

OP
p

1
diag(Hsys) = 2p (26)

All of the photon number blocks j, describe the same
two-transmon Hamiltonian and each block can be bro-
ken into sub-blocks labeled by excitation number of the
transmons

0
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Hence we can denote every possible excitation block by
the label (jp,kr) where “P” refers to photon and “T”
refers to transmon.

Now, since the photon number blocks j, support the
same Hamiltonian, the blocks (mp, k) and (rp, kr) have
the exact same form for m # r and we can group all
of the levels with the same transmon excitation number
into a single infinite-dimensional block. The first block
corresponds to zero excitations in the transmons

{(Op, OT)7 (1P7OT); ceeey (mp,OT), }

= {|0p) ®(00),|1p) ® |00),....,|mp) ®]00),...}, (2.8)

at 0 energy scale, the second block corresponds to one
transmon excitation

{(Op, 1T), ceeey (mp, 1'1")7 }

= {|0p) ® |01),]0p) ® |10), ..., |mp) @ |01), |mp) @ [10), ...

(2.9)

at the energy scale {A; ,, Ay -}, and the third block cor-
responds to two transmon excitations

{(Op7 QT), ceeny (mp, QT), }
= {|0p) ®102),|0p) ® [11),[0p) ® |20), ....,

|mp) ® [02), |mp) @ [11), jmp) ® [20),...}, (2.10)

at an energy scale of {2A1, + 01,A1, + Ag,, 205, +
d2}. The fourth block will correspond to three transmon
excitations and four energies of the same order, and in
general the k’th block will correspond to k — 1 transmon
excitations and k different energies of the same order.



Hence diag(Hsys) is written as

Or
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where each block kp has energy approximately on the
order of kA;,. Since the coupling terms preserve total
excitation number there are no coupling terms connecting
elements within each block. All coupling terms connect
different blocks which are detuned on the order of A; .,
that is there are only couplings between the blocks ((j +
1)p,(k—1)7) and ((j—1)p, (k+1)r). Since these blocks
are detuned on the order of A; ,, which is assumed to be
much larger than the coupling strengths g;, the couplings
can be adiabatically eliminated to give an effective block-
diagonal Hamiltonian for the whole system as outlined
via the methods in Sec. A. In the dispersive regime where
wy is much larger than the transmon frequencies one can
obtain an effective Hamiltonian for the two transmons by
projecting onto the zero-excitation subspace of the bus
which gives
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where @, and @y are the dressed qubit frequencies and
to lowest order the exchange coupling is given by

g192(@1 + wa — 2wy)

J = . 2.13
2(@1 — wr>(@2 — UJT) ( )
The general drive Hamiltonian is modeled as
2
Z ) cos(wg, ) + Qy, (t) sin(wa,t)] (bj +b;),
(2.14)

where wg; is the drive frequency on transmon j and
Qx,(t), Qy,(t) are the drive amplitudes on the quadra-
tures of transmon j. For now we will focus mainly on the
case of only a drive term on the X quadrature of qubit 1
(control) which gives a total Hamiltonian

Hy = HQ) + Hy

sys

2
= (w]bTb + JbTb (blb; — 1)) + J(blby + byb))
j=1
2
+ Z Qx, (t) cos(wg;t) + Qy, (t) sin(wa, )] (b}L +bj).
j=1

(2.15)

We take H to form the basis of our analysis and analyze
the ideal qubit model next.

III. EFFECTIVE CR HAMILTONIAN FOR A
QUBIT MODEL

In the qubit model the anharmonicity is infinite so the
qubit subspace is perfectly isolated and Hr is given by

Hrp = ijbTb + J(blby + bybh) 4 Q(t) cos(@at) (bT + by),
(3.1)

where b; is a two-level operator, the control qubit is
driven at the frequency of the target qubit, and for
simplicity we assume Q(t) = Q is a constant ampli-
tude drive on the X quadrature of the control qubit
only. We derive an exact expression for the full qubit
CR Hamiltonian using the method of Ref. [14] and find
an effective ZX term that agrees with expressions de-
rived previously using alternative methods [4]. First, we
move into the frame rotating at &s on both qubits and
make the RWA by ignoring fast-rotating terms. Writing
cos(Wat) = (e¥¥2t 4 ¢i®2t) /2 defining

R = i@ (blbitbbba)t (3.2)

and ignoring fast-rotating terms gives the Hamiltonian
Hp=R'HrR—iR'R
= Ablby + J(b]ba + b1b) +

Q
§(b1+b1)
0 0 Q2 0
0 0 J Q2

Q2 J A 0 | (3.3)

0 Q2 0 A

where A = &1 — @y. From the form of Hg there are nat-
urally two 2 x 2 blocks, one corresponding to the states
|00), |01) with energy scale 0 and the other correspond-
ing to the states |10), |11) with energy scale A. Using
the method of Sec. A1, which in this case corresponds
to the standard Schrieffer-Wolff transformation, one can
find the closest block-diagonal Hermitian matrix to Hg
under the principle of least action. Let X be the eigen-
vector matrix of Hg, that is, X has columns consisting
of the normalized eigenvectors of Hr. Let X be the un-



normalized version of X with columns given by
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and re-scaling the eigenvectors implies X takes the form
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The least-action unitary T that block-diagonalizes Hp is
given by
T=XX},Xp?, (3.7)

where Xpp is the block-diagonalization of X and Xp =
XBDX}LBD. We have

1 L0
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Ignoring terms of order J? gives the following unnormal-
ized columns for T,

_ Y o 0 .
0 V2
—/20 0
(A+V/A21Q2) ’ /30 ’
0 (A+VAZ107)
- N . 0 -
0 V2
_ﬁQ
e | 0 (3.11)
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Finally computing the block-diagonal of Hr and moving
back to the physical frame consisting of the transmons
rotating at their respective frequencies gives the block-
diagonal Hamiltonian Hcgr with 2 x 2 blocks given by

JQ
A-VAZHO? e

% e AT (3.12)
LA+ W ot
5 e ~A+ VAT + 02 (3.13)
The ZX term is thus given by
S o L



where by virtue of the system Hamiltonian definition, the
two-qubit Pauli operators are scaled by % (in an n-qubit
system they are scaled by 2%1) The Stark-shift term
on the control qubit is given by

tr (H [Zf]) _ A VAT OE

: (3.15)

and so in total

71 JO ZX
— _ 2 2 _ - -
HCR_(A VA +Q) 5 ( 2_|_Q2> .

IV. EFFECTIVE CR HAMILTONIAN FOR A
HIGHER-LEVEL MODEL

For a model including higher levels the approach is

to first dress H§$2 in Eq. 2.12 and then rotate the drive
term into this frame. The system is then moved into
the frame rotating at the target qubit frequency on both
qubits and an RWA is performed. In this rotating frame
the control |0) and |1) states define two subspaces that
are far detuned by ~ A and an effective block-diagonal
Hamiltonian is obtained via the perturbative analysis of
Sec. A 2. Unlike the qubit case, exact analytical expres-
sions are not straightforward to obtain and so realistic
parameters are used for the exact method of Sec. Al.
For these parameters we find that the perturbative ex-
pressions and the exact block-diagonalization agree up
to medium power drives of 2 ~ 50 MHz with the exact
method holding for much larger values of (2.

To start we assume that P < 1 and obtain an

|w1 w2
effective diagonal Hamiltonian for Hs(ys) Letting U be
the diagonalizing (dressing) unitary the effective diagonal
Hamiltonian is given by

7(0) _ 0
a) = UutHO)U, (4.1)
where to second order in the two-qubit subspace
Z1 1Z Z
HQ) == +wr— +67- (4.2)
with
- J?
Wy = —Wi1 — K Ea (43)
J2
w2 = _(:)2 + A ga (44)
J?(61 + 6
£=— ( L+ 2) (4.5)

(A+01)(02 — A)

The presence of higher levels has produced an effective
Z 7 interaction in the two-qubit subspace. The drive
term of Eq. 2.14 is rotated into this frame by applying

the diagonalizing unitary U,

(t) cos(wa, t) + Qy, (t) sin(wg, )] By,
(4.6)

where B; = UT(b; +b;)U for j = 1,2. We set wq, =
wd, = wq and the Hamiltonian in the dressed frame is
given by

H(t) = HE) + Hy(t),

sys

(4.7)

Moving into the frame rotating at wy on both transmons
and making the RWA as outlined in Sec. B gives the
Hamiltonian

Hpwa = Havige + Ha rwa, (4.8)
where
Hairy := HY)) — Ha,
Harwa := (RTHyR)FVA,
Ha = wq(blby + bibo), (4.9)

and the matrix elements of (RTdediagR)RWA are given by
the cases in Eq. B1. The drive frequency on the control
transmon, wg, is set to be the average of the dressed
target transmon frequencies over the ground and excited
states of the control transmon,

A§ 1) — A)(10) + AL (01) — AS(00)
: .

Wy =
(4.10)

We suppose the states are ladder-ordered as
{00,01, 10,11, 02,20, 03, 12,21, 30, ....,0d, ...,d0} with F
denoting the permutation matrix that moves to ladder or-
dering from standard Kronecker ordering. To second or-
der in J the {00, 01} subspace has energy J{, the {10, 11}

subspace has energy A + JKZ, and {rest} is assumed to be
detuned from both of these subspaces. Loosely speaking,
the energy of the state |jk) is given by

jG =1 k(k—1)
5 01 + 3

JA + da, (4.11)
so that Hgyis s naturally partitioned according to the rel-
ative detunings with respect to wy. Therefore the space
can be partitioned as {00,01},{10,11}, {rest}. The off-
diagonal elements have a magnitude set by (%)m for
m > 0. Let us now analyze the perturbative approach to
obtain analytic expressions in the weak-drive limit and
then investigate the exact method under the principle of
least action.



A. Effective perturbative Hamiltonian

Under the assumption % < 1 a canonical transforma-
tion can be perturbatively constructed to find an effective
block-diagonal Hamiltonian via the method outlined in
Sec A2b. We assume the drive term in Eq. 4.6 con-
tains only a drive on the X quadrature of the control
with a constant amplitude 2. The unperturbed Hamilto-
nian, denoted Hy, can be defined in a few different ways.
For instance it can be defined via the block-diagonals of
Hgrwa,

Hy = Pooo1 Hrwa Pooo1 + Pio11Hrwa Pio11

+ Prest Hrwa Prest (4.12)
with perturbative term given by
H, = M, (4.13)
Q
so that
Hprwa = Ho + \H,. (4.14)

Unfortunately, defining Hy to be block-diagonal does
not provide simple analytic expressions for the effec-
tive block-diagonal Hamiltonian components because one
needs to analytically compute the inverse of Hp (see
Sec. A2b). As a result, we approach the construction
by defining an unperturbed Hamiltonian via the diago-
nals of HRWA

HO = diag(HRWA), (415)
and define the perturbative term by
H, — H,

Hy, = % (4.16)

At each order we enforce block-diagonality as usual
where the diagonal unperturbed Hamiltonian is treated
as block-diagonal. In this picture all terms of the Hamil-
tonian containing the drive are included in the pertur-
bation Hamiltonian and the inverse of Hy is simple to
compute. The order parameter is given by A = Q and

Hrwa = Ho + \H;. (417)

The perturbation proceeds as follows. The effective

Hamiltonian takes the form

oo
Heg= Y A"H™, (4.18)
m=0

where H(®) = Hy is diagonal (block-diagonal) and for

m > 0,

H™ = [S(’"), HO} +HM, (4.19)
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with Hg(cm) defined in Sec. A 2b. We define the m’th order
approximation to Heg by

HY = HO L HD 4 X2H® 4 4 XmH™, (4.20)

where at each order H(™ is enforced to be block-diagonal
by the choice of S™). Usually for m = 1, H;gl) =H
is orthogonal to the desired form of Hég) and so S

typically eliminates the first-order term H("). Here how-
ever by choosing Hj to be diagonal, H; has non-zero
super /sub-diagonals of order %Q. Therefore while we as-
sume as usual that S() is off-block-diagonal, the non-zero
super /sub-diagonals of H; survive to give a contribution
at first order in 2 so that H, é;f) has leading diagonals of
order %Q and unchanged diagonal elements (which have

shifts of order Jg from the dressing) .

Keeping terms to first order in J,

1
HE) = - [S(l), [S“),HOH i {S(l),Hl} (4.21)
has sub/super diagonals equal to 0 and contributions of
order Q2 on the diagonals. Thus the second order term
contributes only to the diagonals and the off-diagonals of

H é?f) are the same as in the first-order expression,

1 2 JQx 1

HGEH)[LQ] = Héff)[la 2] = - 2A )

1) ) JQx1(A —0y)
H 4 =H 4] = ———~— 2 4.22
eff [3’ } eff [37 ] 2A(A+51) ( )

Going to third-order one again obtains corrections to the
off-diagonals and we use the third-order effective Hamil-
tonian for the analytic expressions of the Hamiltonian.
Moving back into the physical frame to restore the cor-
rect energies relative to the respective qubit frequencies
gives the final Hamiltonian H¢g,

Hor = Hep + (wg — wa,) FOTb @ 1)FT. (4.23)
where
o H(1) — AR01) + AL(10) — Hipl(00)
dy, —
2

(4.24)

is the dressed frequency of the control qubit.

The ZX coefficient to third order is given by

zx _zx

7coeff N 2 linear
JO363(303 + 1162A + 1551 A% + 9A3)
2A3(61 + A)3(6; + 2A)(36, +24)
(4.25)




where

2 :_JQ( 0 ) (4.26)

2 linear A 61 + A

and the full set of Pauli coefficients is given in Sec. C.
The poles in the ZX expression occur at A = 0, —%1,
—d1, —%. The point A = 0 corresponds to the qubits

on-resonance and the point A = —§; corresponds to the

w(()ll) = wg). The points A = —% and A = —6y, —%
are two-photon processes, the first of which corresponds

(2)
to w((ﬁ) = 202 If these points are avoided one expects

the perturbative expressions to model the system well in
the weak drive limit.

B. Effective Hamiltonian from principle of least
action

An effective block-diagonal CR Hamiltonian obtained
under the principle of least action (outlined in Sec. A 1)
provides a valid model in the limit of strong drives where
the perturbative model breaks down. Since a general an-
alytic expression for the effective Hamiltonian can not
be obtained we use the device parameters of Ref. [0]
to form the basis of our study; wi/27 = 5.114 GHgz,
wa/2m = 4.914 GHz, §;/2r = —0.330 GHz, /27 =
—0.330 GHz, g1/27 = 0.098 GHz, ¢5/27 = 0.083 GHz,
wr /27 = 6.31 GHz, and £/2m = 277 kHz. Using the ap-
proximation from Eq.4.5

2J2((51 + 52)
(Agg +61) (02 — Aqa)’

£=— (4.27)

the exchange coupling rate is given by J/27 = 3.8 MHz.
Fig. 1 contains all of the relevant Pauli coefficients except
Z I which is given in Fig. 2 and diverges quickly since the
control qubit is driven far off-resonance. The presence of
higher-levels and finite anharmonicity produces a large
IX term in the Hamiltonian that is not present in the
pure qubit model. The ZX and IX coefficients have the
largest magnitude and so the other coeflicients are also
contained alone in Fig. 3. The IZ and ZZ terms do not
deviate significantly from their initial values as the drive
amplitude increases. Note that the non-zero offset of the
7 7 coefficient corresponds to the static ZZ term.
Importantly, there is no IY term present which is also
expected from the perturbative expressions for the Pauli
coefficients in Sec. C. This is in contrast to the experi-
mental results of Ref. [6] where there is a large IY com-
ponent for this for set of parameters. We revisit this dis-
crepancy in Sec. V. Fig. 4 contains expressions for the
ZX term from the different Hamiltonian models; prin-
ciple of least action, first order perturbative expression,
third-order perturbative expression, and the ideal qubit
limit. As expected the perturbative expressions match
the principle of least action for weak Q but diverge as (2
grows large. In addition there is a significant deviation

Pauli coefficients with drive power
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FIG. 1: Pauli coefficients for model with higher levels.
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FIG. 2: ZI Pauli coefficient for model with higher levels.

between the ZX coefficient for the perfect qubit model
and that from the principle of least action which indicates
the presence of higher levels with finite anharmonicity
needs to be taken into account for accurate Hamiltonian
modeling.

Next, both the frequency of the control transmon, wq,
and the drive amplitude  are swept with A/27 varied
from 0 to 600 MHz and /27 from 0 to 100 MHz. From
the poles in the expressions of the Pauli coefficients found
in Sec. IV A one expects that when A = —%1, —d1, —%,
Heg will be a poor model for H. A method for quantify-
ing how well H.g captures the full dynamics is discussed
in Sec. A 1. The ZX coefficient is shown in Fig. 5 and up
to —d; there is a sizable Z X rate, however past this point
the rate quickly goes to 0. Intuitively this phenomenon
is explained by the fact that when two transmons are
detuned by an amount greater than their anharmonicity,
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FIG. 3: 1Y, 1Z, ZY, and ZZ Pauli coefficients for model with

higher levels.
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FIG. 4: Various expressions for ZX term.

they begin to look like harmonic oscillators with respect
to each other. Therefore since entanglement can not be
created between two harmonic oscillators, the ZX term
approaches 0 as the detuning A grows large.

V. MODELING CLASSICAL CROSS-TALK
FROM CR DRIVE

In Ref. [6] a CR gate with the parameters of Sec. IVB
was calibrated based on the block-diagonal effective
Hamiltonian in a scheme called partial Hamiltonian to-
mography. A large IY term was found to be present but
clearly the results of Sec. IV B predict no such term can
arise from from the Hamiltonian model considered to this
point. Onme potential model for the source of this term
that we investigate here is classical cross-talk induced on

ZX coefficient (MHz)
OF :
4
10 -
2
.20
T
S 30 0
o
= 40 -2
I}
a
250 4
a
60 | 5
70 .
| -8
-0.5 0 0.5
Detuning (GHz)
FIG. 5: Two-dimensional ZX coefficient sweep (color scale
in MHz).

the target from driving the control.

To analyze this model we go back to Eq. 4.6 and allow
for a drive term on the target qubit whose amplitude and
phase depend on the drive on the control. The total drive
term then takes the form

Hy = Q(t) cos(wat + ¢.) By

+ AQ(t) cos(wat + ¢¢)Ba, (5.1)
where B; = UT(b;r- +b;)U for j = 1,2, A < 1is a scale
factor modeling the amplitude of the cross-talk term, and
¢ is the phase lag that occurs on the target. The values
of these parameters depend on the form of the cross-talk
channel. Since the cross-talk term corresponds directly
to a rotation on the target qubit, the condition for block-
diagonalization Ailz < 1 is unchanged and the methods
discussed here can be used to obtain an effective Hamil-
tonian.

Using the parameters of Ref. [6] we find the following
values for A, ¢., and ¢y,

A=0.071,
(bc =T,
¢ = —0.62, (5.2)

produces the Pauli coefficients seen in Fig. 6 which agree
well with those in Fig. 2b of Ref. [6]. It is important
to note that this agreement only suggests classical cross-
talk as a potential source for the presence of the Y term
in Ref. [0]. Potential sources of cross-talk channels are
an area of current investigation.
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VI. DISCUSSION

We have provided detailed theoretical models of the
cross-resonance gate via effective block-diagonal Hamil-
tonian techniques. For the idealized qubit model, an-
alytic expressions for the Hamiltonian components us-
ing the principle of least action [14] were obtained. The
only two non-zero components are a large Stark shift
term on the control qubit from off-resonant driving as
well as the ZX term required for generating entangle-
ment. For the realistic transmon model effective Hamil-
tonians were constructed via both a perturbative ap-
proach as well as the principle of least action. These
two approaches agree well in the weak drive limit and
predict non-zero Pauli coefficients of the form A ® B
with A € {I,Z}, B € {I,X,Z}. The presence of ex-
tra Hamiltonian terms compared to those from the ideal
qubit case implies higher levels play an important role
to understand the precise error terms for implementing
a two-qubit gate.

In the experiment of Ref. [6] an IY term was found to
be present in contrast to what is predicted from our anal-
ysis with a single CR drive on the control transmon. We
propose this discrepancy is a result of classical cross-talk
between the two transmons and generalized the model to
include this effect via an additional phase-shifted drive
term on the target transmon. For a set of realistic model
parameters we found good agreement between the the-
oretical results here and those of Ref. [6] which implies
classical cross-talk may be a significant issue in real sys-
tems. Understanding the cross-talk channels leading to
drive terms on the target transmon is an important area
of further research.

Various interesting questions remain as directions for
future research. First, it is useful to understand whether
the perturbative construction converges to that of the

principle of least action. For the standard two-block
Schrieffer-Wolff transformation the perturbative con-
struction does converge to exact unitary rotation and
ideally this property holds for the multi-block case as
well. It will also be interesting to apply these methods
to larger multi-qubit systems, especially in the context of
finding points to avoid in frequency space when dealing
with fixed-frequency transmons in a circuit-QED archi-
tecture. The results from a multi-qubit analysis will have
an impact on future design considerations in supercon-
ducting circuit systems.
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Appendix A: Effective Hamiltonians

1. Effective Hamiltonian from principle of least
action

Suppose one is given a Hamiltonian H on the Hilbert
space H with eigenvalues E, and eigenvectors |s,);

H =" Eu|sa){sal-

A Hermitian matrix H.g is said to be an effective Hamil-
tonian for H with respect to the orthogonal subspaces
{K.} (UaKy = H) if the following are satisfied,

1. Heg has the same energy spectrum as H,
2. H.g only has support on the .

Suppose each subspace K, has dimension dix, and let
Py, be the projector onto K,. We set an orthonormal
basis for each K., denoted {\q{f”)}, b=1,..,dk,, to be
the standard basis for working in coordinates. Note that
for each K, any linear combination of the |ql’f“> is still
supported only on IC,. The full orthonormal basis for
‘H comprised of the union of these bases will be denoted
{|¢a)}. Hegr is uniquely defined by a unitary matrix T'
that maps the eigenvectors of H, |s,), to the eigenvectors
|rq) of Heg with the eigenvalues being preserved since T
is unitary. From the desired form of Heg having support
only on the K,, the sole restriction on the |r,) is that the
first di, vectors have support only on K, the next di,
have support only on Ks, and so on.

Let us now discuss how to actually compute T. The
first step is to map the eigenvalues of H onto the {|g;)}
basis via the eigenvector matrix X of H so that all of the
freedom in computing T' comes from choosing a block-
diagonal (with respect to {|g;)}) unitary matrix F'. Since



H =3, Fq|sa)(sq|, the columns of X are equal to |s;)
when written with respect to the basis {|g)},

X =Y Is) o, (A1)

and so

XTHX = > |g;) (s (ZEalsaMsaI) (lemqk)
j a k
= ZEa|Qa><Qa|'

The unitary matrix F' now rotates into the desired eigen-
basis {|r;)} and since the |r;) only have support on the
subspaces K, F represented in |¢;) is a unitary block-
diagonal matrix. The total block-diagonalizing unitary
T can be written as the composition of F' with X where
X is given in Eq. A1 and

P =3Il (42)

It is clear the freedom in choosing H.g comes entirely
from choosing F. Ideally, one would like to obtain a
unique Heg given H. The approach given in Ref. [11] is
to solve the following optimization problem:

argming ([T = Z||2) , (A3)
which means to find the unitary matrix F' that minimizes
the 2-norm (Euclidean) distance between T and Z. The
unique solution of this problem is given by

XBD
\/ XppXhp

where X gp is the projection of X onto the subspaces K,
and is assumed to be non-singular. Intuitively this can be
thought of as first rotating H into its eigenvalue matrix
and attempting to rotate back to H under the constraint
of block-diagonality.

F =

There are a variety of different metrics one could use to
quantify the extent to which Heg captures the dynamics
of H. For instance one could directly compute the objec-
tive function in Eq. A3. Alternatively, one can see that
H = H.g if and only if X = Xpgp and if the eigenvectors
of H are highly mixed across different blocks then the
quality of Heg as a model of H decreases. As a result
one can define a simple figure of merit, denoted I(Heg),
to be the normalized sum of the squared magnitudes of
the eigenvectors of H after being projected onto the sub-
spaces K,

;
o (XBDXBD) _ I Xspl13
dim(H) dim(H)

I(He ):
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Since
0 < tr (XppXhp) < dim(H),

I(Hegr) € [0,1]. A plot of I(Heg) for the parameters of
Ref. [6] is contained in Fig. 7 where the control trans-
mon frequency is fixed wy /27 = 5.114 GHz. As expected
I(H.g) deviates from 1 near the poles predicted from the

perturbative analysis in Sec. IV A
0.98
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FIG. 7: I(Hes) with transmon detuning and drive power.
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2. Effective Hamiltonian from perturbative
construction of canonical transformations

In this section we will discuss how to perturbatively
obtain a canonical transformation U = e~** and an effec-
tive Hamiltonian Heg that describes the dynamics of our
system. We will focus our attention on the case where we
have an unperturbed Hamiltonian H, that we can solve
exactly and a perturbative term H; with order parameter
A such that

H = Hy + \H,.

Obtaining H.g from H depends on the desired form we
would like Hqg to have. Here, we derive an iterative pro-
cedure to build the Hermitian matrix .S which provides
the desired form of the Hamiltonian. Common examples
of this method corresponds to diagonalization of H and
modeling the dynamics on the low-energy subspace as in
the standard Schrieffer-Wolff (SW) transformation. We
apply these methods to provide a complete perturbative
solution to the simultaneous block-diagonalization of H
into an arbitrary number of blocks. In the case of two
blocks the standard SW transformation is recovered.

The Hermitian operator S in U = e~ can be ex-



panded as

[e ]
S=>3 A5,
n=1
Computing powers of S results in the expressions

S =AS; + A28y + A395 + A4S, + ...

5% = 2282 4 \3(S5152 + S951) + A (S2 4+ 5185 + S351) + .

S% = N353 + A\4(S28n + $15251 + 8257) + ...
St =51+

We can expand U = e in an exponential series to

obtain
15 = 1 £ i(AS) + X2 + A5 + 1Sy + )
R RN CCCR.
+ A4 (S3 + 5185 + S350 +...))
+ 3%035? + X (5792 + 515551 + S257) + ...)
+ % (M'ST+.) + ..

Collecting in powers of A we have

. 1
eﬂS:ﬂ+Miwn+A2G@$—2$>
) .
+ﬁ(ﬂ$—%&&+&&ﬂé$)
1
+ A ( +iS, — 5(5§ + 5185 4 S351)

) 1

Writing
e (Ho + A\V)e ™™ = e Hye ™™ 4 Ae™Ve ™™,

we first deal with e Hye™ " from which an expression
for A\e?¥Ve~ will follow in a straightforward manner.

Expanding the exponentials in Eq. (A4) and collecting
powers in A gives the following coefficients at each order.

AOZ Ho.
)\712 i[Sl,Ho}.

2 2
A2 —1[8y,[S1, Hol] = *%Ho - Ho% + S1HpSh,

i[SQ, Ho] = iSQHQ — iHOSQ.

11
)\73: Z.[S3>H0]>

~ 181, [51, 151, Holl

_ Z(3S%H051 _ 351H05% H()Sf B SfHo)
6 6 6 6 ’

and
1
—3 ([S1, [S2, Hol] + [S2, [S1, Hol])
1
=3 (251H052 425, HySy — HySy1.Ss

—HyS,S) — 515, Hy — SgSlH()).

)\74: Z’[S47 H0]7

— 2 ([0, 151, 52, Holll + [0, 182, 51, Holll + [, [$1, 51, Holl)
:émw§&+&&&+5ﬁﬂ

+- % (5285 + $18251 + $5.57) Hy

7

—iSlHo(Sng + 5251) . %SQHOS%

+5 ST H Sz + 5 (5152 + S251) HoS,

1
5 (51 (51,151, [S1, Holl]

1
= 57 (HoS{ — 481 HoS} + 657 HySF — 457 HoSy + S{Ho) ,
1 1 2 2
—5[52, [SQ,H()H = —5 (H052 —2S55HyS5 + S2Ho) s

1
_5 ([Slv [537H0]] + [537 [SlvHU]])
1
= _5 (HO(SISS + 5351) —251HyS5 — 253HyS;

+(5153 + SgSl)H()).



This gives to 5'th order in A
" Hoe ™ = Ho + A (i[S1, Ho))
. 1
+>\2 <'L[SQ,HO} - 5[517 [SbHO]])
) i
2% (i[Sa, Hol = £[1, 51, [y, Holl]

—% ([S1, [S2, Hol] + [Sa, [Sl,Ho]]))
A4 (i[S4, Hy) — é([sh [S1,[S2, Holl]

(51, (52, [S1, Holl) + [S2, 51, [S1, Ho]l]

1 1
+ﬂ[51, [S1, [S1, [S1, Holl]] — 5[527 [Sa, Hol]

_% ([S, [Ss, Hol] + [Ss, [S1, Hol]) )

Replacing Hy with AV we see that to 5’th order in A
eSAVe ™ = AV + X2 (i[S1, V])
123 (i[sg, V] - %[51, [sl,vn>
X (i[85, V] - é[sl, 1S4, S0, V)]
—5 (51,152 VI + 82,15, V) ).

Hence in total
e (Ho + A\V)e ™ = Hy + \(i[S1, Ho) + V)

A2 (i[SQ,HO} _ %[51, (S, Hol] + i[Sh, V]>
a7 (z’[sg,Ho] ~ £[50,151, (1, Hol]
([S1, [S2, Hol] + [S2, [S1, Hol])

S181, 51, V1))

l\.')\»—l

+Z[52,V] —
)‘4 (Z[S4a HO] - %([Sh [Sla [525 HOH] + [Slv [S27 [Sla HOH]

+[52,[517[517H0]]]) 4[51,[51,[51,[517110}]]]

582,185, Holl = 5 (151,15, Holl + [55, 151, Hol)

1
2

+i[S3, V] — 6[51, [S1, [S1, V]|

_% ([S1, [Sa, V] + [Sa, [St, V]]))

+0 (X%). (A5)

Eq. A5 can be  written in a more com-
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pact fashion by defining two sequences

=7 ((ar)}
{HO = 0O ((ay27)}

determinate variables indicating the number of inputs to
each function,

of functions { and

where the A; are in-

e (Ho + \V)e ™ Z/\’“H(’“) ({S;}5y, Ho, V)

k=0
A° [fo(Ho)]
+/\1 [f1({S)}j=1, Ho) + fo(V)]
+ A2 ({85} F=1: Ho) + f1({S)}j=1, V)]
+ A [f5({85} =1, Ho) + f2({S;}=1, V)]
M [f2({85} =1, Ho) + f3({S5 1521, V)]
+0(N).
The f; can be constructed in a straightforward manner
which allows for the computation of the perturbation to

any order. First, write all decompositions of & > 0 into
a sum of non-negative integers as follows

k: (k),
E—1: (k—1,1),(1,k—1),
k—2: (k—2,1,1),(1,k—21),(1, 1,k —2),
(k—2,2),(2,k —2),
k—3: (k—3,1,1,1),(Lk—3,1,1),(1,1,k — 3,1),
(1,1,1,k - 3), (k —3,1,2), (k — 3,2,1),
(1,k—3,2),(2,k —3,1),(1,2,k — 3),(2,1,k — 3),

0: (1,1,1,..,1),
where (1,1,1,...,1) has k indices. We now take each
(j1, -y jp) from the above expression and make the as-
signment

ib

E[Sjw [Sjw sy [Sjn717 [Sjn7

olJ--J]-

As an example we compute the fifth order expression.
We have

(j17 "'7jb) —

(),
(4,1),(1,4),
3,1,1),(1,3,1), (1, 1,3),
(3,2),(2,3),

(2,1,1,1),(1,2,1,1),(1,1,2,1),(1,1,1,2),
(2,2,1),(2,1,2),(1,2,2),
(1,1,1,1,1).



This gives
F5(18) 31, Ho)
= 1%[55’H0]
— 5 (84, 1, Holl + (51,81, Hol)
(185 151,11, Holll + (51, 5, [S1, Hol]
+[51, [S1, [Ss, Holl] + [S3, [S2, Hol] + [S2, [Ss’HOH)

437 (182,151, 80,181, Hollll + [, 152, 81, (51, Holl]
+[51,[S1, [S2, [S1, Holll] + [S1, [S1, [S1, [S2, Holll]
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ensuring H*) satisfies the required form set by the prob-
lem. We now illustrate the method with two examples,
diagonalization and block-diagonalization.

a. FExample 1: Diagonalization

Suppose we want our effective dynamics to be diagonal
at each order m, that is we want H(™ to be diagonal for
every m (Hj is diagonal and V' is a perturbation contain-
ing off-diagonal components). We have

H® = Hy,
HY = H;.

+[S2, [S2, [S1, Holl] + [S2, [51, [S2, Holl] + [51, [S2, [S2, HO]H) One can see from Eq. (A6) that if H(™ is diagonal

+5£![51, [S1, [S1. [S1. [S1, Holl]]]-

Combining this with the expression for fi ({S;}]-1,V)
already computed gives the full fifth order term

[ 1
A [1![55’}[0] ] ([Sa, [S1, Hol] + [S1, [S4, Ho]])

(185,151,151, Holll + (51, 5, [S1. Holl
(51, [S1, 1S5, Holll + S5, [S2, Hol] + [Sa, [S5, Hol))

47 (182,151, 50,181, Hollll + [, 152, 81, [51, Holl]

+[S1, [S1, [S2, [S1, Holl]] + [S1, [S1, [S1, [S2, Hol]l]
+[S2, [S2, [S1, Hol]] + [S2, [S1, [S2, Hol]]

+[S1, [S2, [52»H0m) Z =151, 191, 151, [S1, [S1, Hollll]
+ <i[54’ V] - é([sh [‘917 [‘927 Vm + [Slv [SQ, [Sla Vm
#8281, 181, V) + 5180, (81,181, 81, V]

5182185, VI = 5 (11,85, V] + [85, 151, vm)

Now that we can compute each f; we are able to re-
cursively compute every order H). What remains is to
compute the S; which is done by noting that at each or-

der, H® ({S; }j 1, Ho, V) contains only one term with
Sk in it, i[Sk, Ho]. Hence one can write

H™ ({S»};” 1, Ho, V)
[vaHO] +H ({S }] 1 7H03 )7 (AG)

and assuming {Sj} { have already been computed, Hy (k)
can be computed as well Hence one need only solve for
Sj, at each order to compute H*). Sy is computed by

™ |p)(p| — Ip)(p|S™)

ZE% (| —zZE“”
+ H;m>. (A7)

Without loss of generality we can assume that S is an
off-diagonal matrix (has diagonal entries of 0) and so the
above is satisfied if

E™ = (p|H™|p),

<p|H<'”>|q>

pIS™]q) = D #q.
EY -

b. Ezample 2: Block-Diagonalization

Suppose we want our effective dynamics to be block-
diagonal at each order m, that is we want H(™) to be
block-diagonal for every m (Hy is block-diagonal and V'
is a perturbation containing off-block-diagonal compo-
nents). We have

H = Hy,

HY = H,.
One can see from Eq. (A6) that if H(™) is block-diagonal
HM —=H" e . eH™o..

then acting subspace projectors P; and P} on both sides
of Eq. (A6) gives
PH™ e .o H™ .. .P
- i(PjS(m)(H{O) ®.oHY®..)P
_PH" .. o H e ...)S(m))Pk + PH™ P,

H5, = i(PS™ PH — H® PS™ Py) 4 H™)

Tk



and

H(m) + H m)é-

(m) £7(0) (0) g(m)
5 0 Sj,k H,™ — H; Sj,k.

Since S is an off-block-diagonal matrix (has block-
diagonal entries of 0) we have

H™ = H™ i j = k,
0 0 crrlm) o
HOS — SO = —iH (™ i £ k.

In the case that H® is diagonal we can solve easily
for ™) at each order,

—i(p|HS™|q)
(plH” p) — (alHL|q)

(plSV1q) =

However if H(® is not diagonal we need to use the fol-
lowing matrix-vector correspondence. For any A, B, C

(A ® B)vec(C) = vec(ACBT),

where “vec” is defined as vec(|a)(b|) = |a) ® |b). Hence

AB-BC=D <«

AB1" —1BC =D &

vec(AB1T) — vec(1BC) = vec(D) <
(A1 — 1 ® CT)vec(B) = vec(D) <
vec(B) = (A@ 1 —1® CT) lvec(D) &
B=mat((A®1-1&C") 'vec(D)).

Letting
0
A=Hj;
C=HY
D=—iH{",

allows for Sj(.?,:) to be solved at each order m.

c.  Summary of results for perturbative construction

The main result is

Heg=UTHU = > A\"H™,

m=0
where

H™ = qH™ ({S;}m, Hy, Hy)

= i[ Sy, Ho] + H™ ({85}, Ho, Hy) .

Jj=1>
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At each order m, Hém) is a function of only
{S1,...,Sm—1} and so can be computed since we as-
sume the lower order {Si,...,S;,,—1} are known. Hence
H™ ({S; }1, Ho, Hy) has only one term containing
Sy [Sm, Hol. Solving for S, subject to the desired dy-
namics allows for computation of H("™). For instance in
the case of the SW transformation, the desired dynamics
is to have H(™) be block-diagonal on H; and H..
We have

HO = H,,
H = H,.

If H™ is block-diagonal

HM=H" e .eH™o..

then since S can without loss of generality be an off-
block-diagonal matrix (the block-diagonal entries of S
are 0)

H™ = H™ i j =k,
HOSW —$YWHY = —iH™ i j # k.

Note that if H(©) is diagonal then

—i(p|H™ |q)

(S q) = :
! (p[H” |p) — (gl H|q)

If HO is not diagonal we use the following matrix-vector
correspondence

(A ® B)vec(C) = vec(ACBT),

which holds for any A, B, C, where “vec”
vec(|a)(b]) = |a) ® |b). Hence

AB-BC=D<¢ B=mat (A®1—1®C") 'vec(D)).

is defined as

Letting A = (O) B = S](n,z, C = H,go), and D =

—zHg(cJ ,3 allows us to solve for S; k) at each order m.

Appendix B: Making the RWA in the Duffing model
case

We move into a frame rotating at wy on both qubits.
The unitary operator R corresponding to this frame
transformation is defined by the Hamiltonian Hy =

wa(blby + bibs),
R = o ilwa(®bi+blba)]t
This gives the Hamiltonian

ﬁ(o) — I:IA + RTﬁdR =: I:Idrift + RTﬁdR.

sys



Let us now focus on the term R H;R and make the RWA,
which amounts to ignoring all excitations of energy cost
2wq or higher.

We have

!

R'H,R

M-

[Qx, (t) cos(wat) + Qy, () sin(wqt)] R'B; R

(2, (1) ( ) -

iwdt _ 7iwdt -
iQy (t) (626> }R*BjR.

1

J
ezwdt + 677,wd,t

2

M-

1

J

First, let’s analyze the term R'B; R,
RIBIR = e~ iwa(bibi4bibo)t B piwa(blbiblb)t
Let

Bi= Y B Plind +iz)(jid + o,

11,12,J1,J2

and
e iwa(bibrtbiba)t > ettt R iy d o) iy d + i,
01,12
yhere the irLdex in each sum is taken from 0 to d — 1. If
1= <i177;2)7 .7 = (jhj?) then
RIBIR = Z efiwdt(iﬁriz*jl*jz)é?j

“j

i1d +i2) (j1d + jal.

and so if

(

RYH,R
-0 Z e wat(i1tiz —j1—j2)§i»j livd + i2)(j1d + ja|
ij
+9Q, Z e_iwdt(i1+i2_j1_j2)3;’j|i1d + Zg><]1d + .72|
ij
Now we want to ignore all terms rotating at 2w, or higher.
Let us focus on the Qx, (t) term first. We have
eiwdt + e—iwdt
2
QXI (t)

2

—iwat(i1+i2—j1—72) N?J'
QXI (t) € Bl
Bf’f [eiwdt(1*i1*i2+j1+j2)

iogt(1iytig—ii—i
+e iwat(1+41+i2—j1 .72):|7

eiwdt _ e—iwdt

).
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) eiwdt + e—iwdt
~ify, ()

=iy, (t)
o 2

—iwgt(i1+i2—j1—72) ~;;
2 By
B [eiwdt(l—il—i2+j1+j2)

_e—iwdt(l-‘ril +iz—J1 —jz)}
b

eiwdt +efio.)dt
2
QXz (t)

2

e*iwdt(i1+i2*j1 *]‘2)3 »J

SR

Qx, (1)
Bg} [eiwdt(l—h —iz+j1+52)

+efz‘wdt(1+i1+z'2*jfj2)}

)

) eiwdt+e—iwdt L . L a7
—ZQY2 (t) 5 e twgt(ii+iz—J1 jz)B;,J

7Z'Qy2 (t) i

Hid | iwat(1—iy—is+j1+jz2)
5 B, [6

— e~ wat(l4ii+iz—j *jz)} .

Looking at the terms in the brackets on the right-hand
side we see that

if |i1 +i2 —jl —j2| 7é 1 then

eiwdt(1*i1*i2+j1+j2) =0, efiwdt(1+i1+i2*j1*j2) =0,
lf’Ll —|—22 _jl —j2 =1 then

eiwdt(l—i1—i2+j1+jz) =1, e—iwdt(l-‘ril-i'iz—jl —Jj2) — 0,

lf’l,l +i2*j1*j2:71 then
ot t(1—iy—iotintia) it (1 o — i1 —da)
etwd (1—i1—ia+j1+j2) — 0,6 twqt(1+i1+ia—j1—Jj2) — 1.

Hence, in total,

if |i1 + 42 — j1 — jo| # 1 then(RHq daiagR") i1 42,51,5, = 0,
ifl'1+7:27j1 7]‘2 =1 then
~ Qx, () —iQyy (t) 57,7
(RHGRY)i, iy, o = 2005500 Bl ..
+w1§;j7
if iy +i2 — j1 — j2 = —1then
- Oy ()i, (1) 577
(RH4RY)i iy oo = =5 By
4_%@;@

The full rotating wave approximated Hamiltonian be-
comes

Hpwa = Havige + Harwa,
where
Hawige == H) — Ha,
Hqrwa = (RTH R)™A,

Hy = wy(blby + blby), (B1)

and the matrix elements of (RTHd,diagR)”"a are as de-
fined by the above cases.



Appendix C: Pauli coefficients

The full set of Pauli coefficients of the form A ® B for
Ae{l,Z} and B € {I,X,Y, Z} are given below.

X __Je N
2 coeff A+ 6y (A+(51)3(2A+(51>(2A+351)7

1Y
2 coeff N

)

1z Q[ 6 —25A% — 2A° 62 4+ A?
2 coeff B 2 (SlAQ((Sl + A)Q(A — (52) A262((51 + A)Q
661° + 401 A — 665 A% + T02A% 4+ 126; A* + 4A°
A2(6; + A)2(20; 4+ A)2(6; + 2A)(36; + 2A)
N 2
01(01 +A)(01 + A —52)
+ 2 + !
(61+A)(01 +A—6)2 " A(A—52)2 )
ZI 5,02

2 coeft | 2A(01 + A)
J202 (2 (63 + 1A + A%) (6, + A)

" 2(61 +A)3 61A(02 — A)
N 15 (ﬁ 116, 301
2 A3 A2 (261 + A)?
2 6 12
_ B 12
01 +2A 361 +2A A
2(61 + A)? 2060 + A 201(6 +A)
01 (51 + A — 52) ((51 + A — (52)2 Ady

16

X  _ Jo( 4
2coef‘f_ A 51+A

JO352(30% + 11682A + 156, A2 + 9A3)
2A3(51 + A)3(d; + 2A) (30, + 24)

zY
Tcoeﬁ B 07
2z _ 7 (e[ f-208% - 2a8
2 coeff 2((51 + A)2 51A2((52 — A)

1 (430 +A) (0 + 1A +4A%) 16A
2 A2(26; + A)? 307 + 801A + 4A?

20 20 4+A) 261+ A
Ady (01 +A—62)2  61(6 +A—0y)

2(61 + A) (61 + 92)
A — by '

)
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