
Characterize noise correlation and enhance coherence via qubit motion
Jiaxiu Han1, Zhiyuan Li1, Jingning Zhang, Huikai Xu, Kehuan Linghu, Yongchao Li, Chengyao Li,
Mo Chen, Zhen Yang, Junhua Wang, Teng Ma, Guangming Xue∗, Yirong Jin∗ and Haifeng Yu

Beijing Academy of Quantum Information Sciences, Beijing 100193, China

ART ICLE INFO

Keywords:
Qubit Motion
Noise Correlation
Decoherence
CPMG
Quantum Error Correction

ABSTRACT

The identification of spacial noise correlation is of critical importance in developing error-corrected
quantum devices, but it has barely been studied so far. In this work, we utilize an effective newmethod
called qubit motion, to efficiently determine the noise correlations between any pair of qubits in a 7-
qubit superconducting quantum system. The noise correlations between the same pairs of qubits are
also investigated when the qubits are at distinct operating frequencies. What’s more, in this multi-
qubit system with the presence of noise correlations, we demonstrate the enhancing effect of qubit
motion on the coherence of logic qubit, and we propose a Motion-CPMG operation sequence to more
efficiently protect the logic state from decoherence, which is experimentally demonstrated to extend
the decoherence time of logic qubit by nearly one order of magnitude.

1. Introduction
As one of the most promising platforms to realize quan-

tum computer, superconducting quantum computation (SQC)
has reached a level of medium scale with the rapid develop-
ment in the past two decades. We’ll move into the era of real-
izing the Noisy Intermediate-Scale Quantum (NISQ) device
[1] and building logic qubits that allow fault-tolerant quan-
tum computation [2]. Nowadays, developing viable meth-
ods to characterize spacial noise correlation has become an
important issue, because knowing the correlation is vital for
removing unwanted correlated errors [3] and performing op-
timal quantum error correction (QEC) [4, 5]. The threshold
of error rate for fault-tolerant quantum computation was the-
oretically predicted to be 10−5 [6] if the environmental noise
on individual qubits is uncorrelated. On the contrary, the
error rate threshold would drop as low as 10−10 [4] in the
presence of spacially correlated noise, because most of the
existing QEC codes [7–11] are based on the assumption that
there is no correlation between qubits, and offer poor protec-
tion against correlated errors. One should first characterize
the noise correlation in the multi-qubit system, diagnose and
understand its source, so as to eliminate or avoid its adverse
effect.

Besides, noise results in quantum decoherence. The noise
correlations between different qubits in the same quantum
chip provide a clue to qualitatively determine the character-
istics and source of the noise, so that one can suppress the
influence of the noise by different kinds of methods and tech-
niques such as improving circuit layout, and dynamical de-
coupling [12–14], decoherence-free subspaces [15–18], etc,
thereby increasing the quantum decoherence time.

In the previous studies, there have been several experi-
mental protocols for determining nearest-neighbor-qubit noise
correlation [19–28] in different quantum systems, but there
is fewwork for characterizing noise correlation between qubits
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with long-range spacial distances (non-nearest neighbors).
A recent work [29] proposed a method to construct a quan-
tum noise correlation matrix allowing visualization of cor-
relations between all pairs of qubits, but the method is rela-
tively complicated to implement experimentally. In this arti-
cle, we achieve the calibration of noise correlation between
any two qubits in a one-dimensional qubit chain by an ef-
ficient and scalable method called qubit motion [30]. The
method requires only several single-qubit gates and SWAP
gates for the experiment and simple fitting for the construc-
tion of quantum noise correlation matrix, which is easy to
implement and can be used as a routine to calibrate the noise
correlation for the system at any moment. In addition to
calibrating the noise correlation, the method of qubit mo-
tion has also been demonstrated to increase the decoherence
time of logic states. We experimentally verify the enhance-
ment effect on the coherence of qubit motion, and combine
it with Carr-Purcell-Meiboom-Gill (CPMG) pulse sequence
[31, 32], theMotion-CPMG sequence is experimentally demon-
strated to provide a stronger protection for logic qubit’s co-
herence.

2. Principle
In a multi-qubit quantum system, a logic state encoded

with quantum information is initialized on one of the physi-
cal qubits, and then the logic state is transferred along differ-
ent physical qubits one by one. The decoherence time of the
logic qubit depends on the decoherence time of each physi-
cal qubit and the noise correlation between any two physical
qubits.

Consider a system with n independent physical qubits.
Each qubit is coupled to a source of Gaussian fluctuations
�i (i = 1, 2,… , n) of the energy difference between |0⟩ and
|1⟩. Then the Hamiltonian of the system is:

H = −1
2

n∑
i=1

�zi �i(t),

⟨
�i(0)�j(t)

⟩
= ∫

d!
2�
Si,j(!)e−i!t.

(1)
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where �zi is the z Pauli matrix of the ith qubitQi, theSi(!) ≡
Si,i(!) is the spectral density of noise �i(t) in Qi, and the
Si,j(!) (i ≠ j) induces the noise correlation betweenQi and
Qj . Assuming that the logic state spends equal amount of
time on each physical qubit, and the transfer time is much
shorter than the residence time, the previous work [30] gives
a general formula of the logic qubit’s decoherence:

1
�2L

= 1
2n2

n∑
i,j=1

∫
d!
2�
Si,j(!). (2)

If the logic state stays on a single qubitQi all the time, which
means n = 1, the decoherence time of the logic state is

�L,n=1 = �i =
√

2
∫ d!

2� Si,i(!)
, (3)

while if n ≠ 1, define

∫
d!
2�
Si,j(!) ≡ ri,j ∫

d!
2�

[Si,i(!) + Sj,j(!)
2

]
, (4)

where ri,j represents the noise correlation between Qi and
Qj , then the decoherence time of the logic qubit with n-qubit
motion can be rewritten as

�L =
√

n2∑n
i=1 �

−2
i +

∑
i<j ri,j(�

−2
i + �−2j )

. (5)

The noise correlation coefficient ri,j has the property
|||rij

||| <
1, with rij = ±1 corresponding to full correlation and full
anticorrelation, respectively. According to [Eq. (5)], one can
determine the noise correlation coefficient between any two
physical qubits in the system ri,j (1≤i<j≤n) through a series of
measurements of qubit motion.

3. Experiment and results
The device we use is a chain of seven superconducting

Xmon qubits, and the circuit diagram of which is shown in
Fig. 1. The adjacent qubits are coupled by capacitance. The
transition frequency of each qubit is independently tunable,
and independent XY drives can be realized when the fre-
quencies of the qubits do not coincide with each other, al-
though there are some cases that two qubits share one drive
line. Seven, four and three adjacent qubits are selected from
the same device for the following three experiments respec-
tively.

The sequence of measuring Ramsey fringe of a logic
qubit with n-qubit motion is shown in Fig. 2(a) [30]. Firstly,
the qubits are tuned to their operating frequencies. Then we
prepare the initial logic state || 0⟩L = |0⟩ − i |1⟩ on the first
physical qubit. The logic state is transferred successively to
the second, the third, … , until the last physical qubit by a
series of SWAP gates, which is realized by adjusting two ad-
jacent qubits to frequency resonance for a short period of
time (around 10ns, far shorter than the residence time of

Q6 Q7

XY

...

...

Readout

Qubit

Control

Q1

R1 R6 R7

Q2 Q3

XY

R2 R3

XY Z Z Z Z Z

Figure 1: Circuit diagram of the experimental device. Qubits
are coupled by capacitance. The transition frequency of each
qubit is adjustable. Q2 and Q3, Q4 and Q5, Q6 and Q7 share
common XY drive lines.

logic qubit on each physical qubit). During the process of
motion, the residence time of logic state on each physical
qubit �0 is artificially set to be equal. Finally, the last phys-
ical qubit is rotated with a unitary operation R�∕2n̂ , where
n̂ = ⟨cos(!rt), sin(!rt), 0⟩ (!r is the rotation frequency of
n̂), then we measure the population of state |1⟩ on the last
physical qubit, and thus the Ramsey fringe of the logic state
is obtained. Fitting the curves with

P|1⟩(t) ∝ exp

(
− t
2T ave1

− t2

�2L

)
cos(!rt + �), (6)

where T ave1 is the average of the T1 for all the qubits attending
the motion, one can get the decoherence time �L of the logic
qubit [33].

We determine the noise correlation coefficient ri,j be-
tween any two physical qubits in the system by the method of
qubit motion. First, we adjust the 7 qubits to their operating
frequencies with no interference, and measure their decoher-
ence time T ∗

2 at their own operating frequencies. Then, we
measure the Ramsey fringes of logic states with qubit motion
between all groups of two adjacent qubits (e.g., Q1 → Q2,
Q2 → Q3, and so on), and get the decoherence time �L,n=2
of each set of measurements by fitting the Ramsey fringes
with [Eq. (6)] as mentioned above, and thus ri,j (j=i+1) could
be calculated according to [Eq. (5)]. Next, we measure the
Ramsey fringes of logic states with all groups of three-adjacent-
qubit motion (Q1 → Q2 → Q3, Q2 → Q3 → Q4, … ). By
using the ri,j (j=i+1) measured previously, ri,j (j=i+2) could
be calculated according to [Eq. (5)]. The same could be done
to all sets of four-, five-, six-, and seven-adjacent-qubit mo-
tion. Finally, a total of 28 Ramsey fringes are measured and
fitted, until we get ri,j (j=i+6). By then, we could determine
all the noise correlation coefficients between any two physi-
cal qubits in the 7-qubit quantum system.

Fig. 2(b) shows the measured noise correlation matrix of
the seven qubits. As is indicated by [Eq. (4)], ri,j = rj,i, and
ri,i = 1, so we only show the elements ri,j (i<j) in Fig. 2(b),
as well as in Fig. 2(c). The gray slash indicates that the
corresponding data is indeterminate. As the experiment is
repeated, the measured r1,5 fluctuates within a range of al-
most the same magnitude as itself, so the measured value
is not reliable. While r1,6 and r1,7 need to be calculated
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Figure 2: (a) The experimental sequence for measuring the Ramsey fringe of the logic qubit with n-qubit motion. The logic
qubit spends equal amount of time �0 on each physical qubit. The SWAP gates are realized by adjusting two adjacent qubits
to frequency resonance for a short period of time. The rotation operation on the last qubit has a time-dependent direction
n̂ = ⟨cos(!rt), sin(!rt), 0⟩. (b) The measured noise correlation matrix of a 7-qubit system. The gray slash indicates that the
corresponding data is indeterminate. (c) The measured ri,j of a subsystem with 4 qubits. Q1′ , Q2′ , Q3′ and Q4′ are the same
qubits as Q1, Q2, Q3 and Q4 respectively, but they are at different operating frequencies.

from r1,5, thus r1,6 and r1,7 cannot be determined either. Be-
sides the previous measured ri,j (i<j<5), the accuracy of gates
and the stability of the measurement system will also influ-
ence the uncertainty of r1,5, and the indeterminate r1,5 in
our experiment is induced by the fact that Q1 and Q5 have
non-ignorable driving crosstalk since their detuning is only
around 70 MHz. In general, all the ri,j can be measured
by the method of qubit motion. Moreover, we can see from
Fig.2(b) that all the correlation coefficients associated with
Q3 are larger in absolute value, which reveals that there is a
noise source located near Q3, and it affects all the qubits in
the system. Another phenomenon also supports this conclu-
sion: compared with other identical qubits, the decoherence
time of Q3 is only about a third of the decoherence time of
other qubits under the same magnetic flux. The r2,6, r2,7,
and r6,7 have large absolute values simultaneously, which
most likelymeans that the three qubits share a common noise
source. And the large noise correlation between Q5 and Q7
is due to the driving crosstalk, as their operating frequen-
cies differ by only about 90 MHz. One can find the detailed
information in Table 2 in the Appendix. Furthermore, one
should note that, for the same physical qubits, the noise cor-
relation coefficients between the two qubits may be differ-
ent when the qubits are at different operating frequencies,
because the noise is frequency dependent, which is explicit
in [Eq. (4)]. The experimental results (Fig. 2(c)) also show
the different noise correlations when Q1, Q2, Q3, Q4 are at
different operating frequencies (denoted as Q1′ , Q2′ , Q3′ ,
Q4′ ). The above results show that qubit motion is an ef-
ficient method for characterizing spacial noise correlation,
and what’s even more exhilarating is that, for a multi-qubit

quantum system with a structure of two-dimensional array,
the steps required to calibrate the noise correlation between
any two physical qubits by the method of qubit motion will
not increase rapidly with the increase of qubit number, be-
causewe can choose the shortest route for themotion of logic
state by taking advantage of the coupling structure. Further-
more, the above results indicate that, the characterization of
noise correlation between any two qubits provides a judg-
ment basis for the diagnosis of noise, and offers a way to
do better correlation-sensitive tasks by selecting appropriate
operating frequencies for the physical qubits, for instance,
getting a set of operating frequencies for physical qubits to
do QEC, at which the physical qubits have weak noise cor-
relations.

In addition to characterizing the noise correlation be-
tween any two physical qubits, qubit motion can also en-
hance the coherence of logic qubit, which has been observed
in a phase-qubit systemwith all qubits coupled together through
a common resonator [30]. We have verified this effect in our
quantum system, and our results indicate that qubit motion
still has suppression effect on decoherence even if the sys-
tem has a different structure, coupling form and noise level.
In order to make the effect easy to be observed, we first ad-
just the four adjacent physical qubits to the same flux-noise
level, which means that they have basically equal T ∗

2 [34],
by tuning their transition frequencies. Then the sequence of
qubit motion is applied to the four qubits. Fig. 3 shows the
Ramsey fringes of logic qubit with single-, two-, three- and
four-qubit motion. Fitting the Ramsey fringes with [Eq. (6)],
the decoherence time �L of the logic qubit with two-, three-
and four-qubit motion are 1.41�s, 1.55�s, and 1.65�s re-

Jiaxiu Han et al.: Preprint submitted to Elsevier Page 3 of 6



Characterize noise correlation and enhance coherence via qubit motion

1.0

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

0.0
2.52.01.51.00.50.0

time (    )

P
( 

   
)

1
Q1' Ramsey

Q1'    Q2'

�s

|⟩

Q1'    Q2'    Q3'

Q1'    Q2'    Q3'    Q4'

Figure 3: The coherence enhancement of logic qubit with qubit
motion. The dots are the experimental data with an average
of 10 thousands repeated measurements, and the lines are the
fitting curves of the experimental data with [Eq. (6)]. The T ∗

2
of physical qubit Q1′ is 1.12�s (Red), while the decoherence
time of the logic qubit with 2-, 3-, and 4-qubit motion is ex-
tended to 1.41�s (Blue), 1.55�s (Green) and 1.65�s (Cyan)
respectively.

spectively, which shows a definitive improvement compared
with the T ∗

2 of the single physical qubits. Table 1 lists the
detail results of this experiment, from which we find that the
qubit motion of arbitrary adjacent physical qubits will en-
hance the coherence of logic state, and the degree of this
enhancement depends on each physical qubit’s coherence,
the noise correlation between any two physical qubits in the
motion, and the number of physical qubits involved in the
motion.

Table 1
The detailed information of four-qubit motion

Qubit ID Q1′ Q2′ Q3′ Q4′

Frequency (GHz) 3.690 4.350 4.291 3.824
T1 (�s) 12.9 14.0 12.8 10.4
T ∗
2 (�s) 1.12 1.17 1.23 1.14

qubit motion �L (�s) correlation ri,j(±)

Q1′→Q2′ 1.41 r1′ ,2′ 0.32 (0.02)
Q2′→Q3′ 1.37 r2′ ,3′ 0.53 (0.02)
Q3′→Q4′ 1.39 r3′ ,4′ 0.45 (0.02)

Q1′→Q2′→Q3′ 1.55 r1′ ,3′ 0.23 (0.03)
Q2′→Q3′→Q4′ 1.51 r2′ ,4′ 0.27 (0.04)

Q1′→Q2′→Q3′→Q4′ 1.65 r1′ ,4′ 0.20 (0.05)

The motion of logic state reduces the time that the logic
state spends at each local noisy spot, and greatly suppresses
the influence of noise distributed at a certain point in the
space on dephasing. Therefore, we can say that qubit mo-
tion reduces the effect of space-dependent noise. However,
for each location where the logic state stays, low-frequency
noise causes spectral diffusion of qubit’s transition frequency,
and results in decoherence. The famous CPMG pulse se-
quence [31, 32] can be utilized to effectively suppress this
kind of decoherence. So, if we combine qubit motion and
CPMG pulse sequence together, we can protect the coher-

ence of the logic state against noise both in time and in space,
thus further improving the coherence of the logic qubit.

The schematic diagram of a single-qubit CPMG-n pulse
sequence is shown in Fig. 4(a), n equally-spaced R�y pulses
are inserted into the Ramsey sequence, which flip the qubit
multiple times to cancel the effect of spectral diffusion on
dephasing. The operation sequence that combines qubit mo-
tion with CPMG pulse sequence (Motion-CPMG) is shown
in Fig. 4(b): based on the sequence of qubit motion, ni R�y
pulses are inserted into the period when logic state remains
on physical qubit Qi. Fig. 4(c) shows the experimental re-
sults of Motion-CPMG operation sequences, where the ro-
tation before the final measurement is around the direction of
x̂, so that the Ramsey fringe has only an envelope of exp(−t∕2T ave1 −
t2∕�2L) [33]. The T ∗

2 of Q2, Q3, Q4 at their operating fre-
quencies are 754ns, 872ns, and 233ns respectively, how-
ever, when an Motion-CPMG operation sequence is applied
to these three physical qubits, the dephasing time of the logic
state is extended to 5.87�s, an increase by nearly an order
of magnitude. In order to distinguish the effect of Motion-
CPMGoperation sequence on the enhancement of coherence
from that of pure CPMG sequence and pure qubit motion,
several comparisons are made. For the situation of Motion-
CPMG (Q2 CPMG-1 → Q3 CPMG-1), it is equivalent to
a logic CPMG-2 pulse sequence for the logic qubit, so we
measure the decoherence time of the single physical qubit
(Q2 and Q3 respectively) under a pure CPMG-2 pulse se-
quence as a comparison, and the pure qubit motionQ2 → Q3
is measured too. The results are shown in Fig. 4(d), the
decoherence times of the logic qubit under Motion-CPMG
(Q2 CPMG-1→Q3 CPMG-1) sequence, the single physcial
qubit Q2 under pure CPMG-2 sequence, the single physcial
qubit Q3 under pure CPMG-2 sequence, and the logic qubit
under pure 2-qubit motion sequence (Q2 → Q3) are 4.49�s,
3.46�s, 3.61�s and 0.93�s respectively, which reveals that
Motion-CPMG operation sequence suppresses decoherence
more significantly. More detailed information can be found
in Table 3 in the Appendix.

4. Conclusion
In summary, we experimentally characterize the noise

correlation between any two physical qubits in a multi-qubit
system by an efficient method of qubit motion. This relay-
based quantum state transfer method can also be applied to
the two-dimensional array structure required by the surface
code QEC scheme, which paves a way for the realization
of QEC and fault-tolerant quantum computation. The mea-
sured correlations offer a judgment basis for the diagnosis of
noise, and our results show that one can do a better correlation-
sensitive task by selecting appropriate operating frequencies
for the physical qubits. In addition, we propose an effica-
cious operation sequence which combines qubit motion and
CPMG technique to enhance the coherence of logic qubit,
and the experimental results show that the decoherence time
of logic qubit is extended by nearly an order of magnitude.
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Characterize noise correlation and enhance coherence via qubit motion

Table 2
The detailed information of the 7-qubit motion

Qubit ID Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4 Q5 Q6 Q7

Frequency (GHz) 4.276 3.708 4.114 3.607 4.205 3.503 4.294
T1 (�s) 15.3 12.8 11.6 10.3 18.6 19.0 13.7
T ∗
2 (�s) 3.45 0.75 0.87 0.23 2.35 1.17 3.04

qubit motion �L (�s) correlation ri,j(±)

Q1 → Q2 1.39 r1,2 0.11 (0.02)
Q2 → Q3 0.93 r2,3 0.51 (0.03)
Q3 → Q4 0.38 r3,4 0.37 (0.02)
Q4 → Q5 0.46 r4,5 -0.01 (0.01)
Q5 → Q6 2.09 r5,6 0.00 (0.02)
Q6 → Q7 1.94 r6,7 0.27 (0.03)

Q1 → Q2 → Q3 1.54 r1,3 -0.82 (0.04)
Q2 → Q3 → Q4 0.53 r2,4 0.05 (0.03)
Q3 → Q4 → Q5 0.64 r3,5 -0.57 (0.13)
Q4 → Q5 → Q6 0.69 r4,6 -0.04 (0.02)
Q5 → Q6 → Q7 2.56 r5,7 0.42 (0.11)

Q1 → Q2 → Q3 → Q4 0.69 r1,4 0.13 (0.07)
Q2 → Q3 → Q4 → Q5 0.72 r2,5 -0.17 (0.14)
Q3 → Q4 → Q5 → Q6 0.80 r3,6 -0.87 (0.16)
Q4 → Q5 → Q6 → Q7 0.90 r4,7 0.02 (0.01)

Q1 → Q2 → Q3 → Q4 → Q5 0.84 r1,5 –
Q2 → Q3 → Q4 → Q5 → Q6 0.85 r2,6 -0.75 (0.17)
Q3 → Q4 → Q5 → Q6 → Q7 0.89 r3,7 -0.57 (0.22)

Q1 → Q2 → Q3 → Q4 → Q5 → Q6 1.20 r1,6 –
Q2 → Q3 → Q4 → Q5 → Q6 → Q7 1.04 r2,7 -0.70 (0.26)

Q1 → Q2 → Q3 → Q4 → Q5 → Q6 → Q7 1.24 r1,7 –

Table 3
The detailed information of three-qubit Motion-CPMG experiment.

Qubit ID Q2 Q3 Q4

T1 (�s) 12.8 11.6 10.3
T ∗
2 (�s) 0.75 0.87 0.23

�CPMG−2 (�s) 3.46 3.61 –
�CPMG−4 (�s) – – 3.68

Motion-CPMG �L (�s) correlation ri,j(±)

Q2 CPMG − 1 → Q3 CPMG − 1 4.49 r2,3 0.24 (0.02)
Q3 CPMG − 1 → Q4 CPMG − 2 5.34 r3,4 -0.07 (0.02)

Q2 CPMG − 1 → Q3 CPMG − 1 → Q4 CPMG − 2 5.87 r2,4 -0.01 (0.05)
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