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Quantum computation is conventionally performed using quantum operations acting on two-level
quantum bits, or qubits. Qubits in modern quantum computers suffer from inevitable detrimental
interactions with the environment that cause errors during computation, with multi-qubit operations
often being a primary limitation. Most quantum devices naturally have multiple accessible energy
levels beyond the lowest two traditionally used to define a qubit. Qudits offer a larger state space
to store and process quantum information, reducing complexity of quantum circuits and improving
efficiency of quantum algorithms. Here, we experimentally demonstrate a ternary decomposition of
a multi-qubit operation on cloud-enabled fixed-frequency superconducting transmons. Specifically,
we realize an order-preserving Toffoli gate consisting of four two-transmon operations, whereas the
optimal order-preserving binary decomposition uses eight CNOTs on a linear transmon topology. Both
decompositions are benchmarked via truth table fidelity where the ternary approach outperforms
on most sets of transmons on ibmq_jakarta, and is further benchmarked via quantum process
tomography on one set of transmons to achieve an average gate fidelity of 78.00% ± 1.93%.

I.

INTRODUCTION

With the accelerating interest in near-term practical
quantum advantage, there is a push to improve the performance of short-depth quantum circuits. Conventionally, these circuits are decomposed into a set of native
instructions, or basis gates, limited to operations on twolevel quantum systems. However, most quantum devices
naturally have multiple accessible energy levels beyond
the lowest two traditionally used to define a qubit. By
extending the available set of basis gates to include quditbased operations, one can achieve several advantages,
such as alternate qubit gates [1–8], improved qubit readout [9, 10], higher encoding capabilities [11–17], and more
efficient qubit circuit decompositions [18], such as with
qutrits and the Toffoli gate [18–23].
The Toffoli gate, a controlled-controlled-NOT (CCNOT),
and its n-qubit generalization [18] is of great interest in
quantum computing as reversible multi-qubit gates play
a crucial role in a number of quantum computing applications such as quantum error correction schemes [24, 25],
fault-tolerant quantum computing [26, 27], and quantum
search algorithms [28, 29]. While it has been shown that
the optimal binary decomposition of the quantum CCNOT
gate requires five general two-qubit gates [30], when we
constrain the native gate set to include only CNOTs and
arbitrary single-qubit gates, the optimal and standard
decomposition of CCNOT requires six CNOT gates [31]. In
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the case of the heavy-hex lattice configuration [32] architecture employed by IBM Quantum - the most efficient decomposition can be achieved with seven CNOTs,
or eight CNOTs if we additionally constrain the initial
logical qubit order to be preserved [33]. By leveraging
intermediate ternary quantum logic with qutrit gates,
we achieve asymptotic improvements to entangling gate
counts relative to qubit-based decompositions of CCNOT
and its multi-controlled generalizations [18, 19]. Using
Qiskit Pulse [34], we can efficiently expand the existing native gate set of IBM Quantum’s [35] superconducting transmon devices to include single-qutrit and
two-qutrit gates, allowing users to experimentally implement shorter-depth decompositions of the CCNOT gate using fewer entangling operations, with minimal calibration
overhead.
In this work, we demonstrate that the extension to
ternary quantum logic provides a path for reducing circuit depth of quantum circuits that rely on CCNOT gates,
with an emphasis on experimentally implementing twoqutrit gates with the cross-resonance interaction [36] on
fixed-frequency transmons [37]. In doing so, we reveal
some of the functional behavior arising from the crossresonance interaction between qutrits, and demonstrate
an optimization on cloud-enabled near-term quantum
hardware by extending the framework of quantum computation to encompass ternary quantum logic. Our work
is distinct from previous ternary decompositions of CCNOT
gates [20, 21] due to its experimental implementation
on a fixed-frequency transmon architecture, the use of
newly-developed techniques [38] to expand the basis gate
set with no additional calibration experiments, as well as
the development of a just-in-time error mitigation tech-
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where Rβ (θ) is a unitary operation represented by
(ij)

Figure 1. Circuit diagram representation of a) CCNOT gate and b)
its decomposition using single- and two-qutrit gates. Only one
transmon (control c2 ) is a qutrit, with the other control and
target transmons remaining in the qubit subspace. c) Physical
topology of ibmq_jakarta, with the arrows indicating the native
CNOT direction that is calibrated. d) Order-preserving qubitbased CCNOT gate decomposition using single-qubit gates and
eight CNOTs on the heavy-hex topology [33].

nique [39] which is a software-compatible approach to
reduce charge noise induced errors.
The remainder of this paper is structured as follows: in
Section II, we introduce the CCNOT gate and its decomposition on devices with the heavy-hex topology, highlighting the necessary gates for a qutrit-based implementation. Section III discusses the experimental results,
demonstrating limitations arising from charge noise and
our methods to mitigate its impact. We then end with
conclusions in Section IV, and a discussion of the impact
of this work.

II.

TOFFOLI DECOMPOSITION AND
EXPERIMENTAL GATES

To experimentally implement our ternary CCNOT decomposition, we explore modifications to previous theoretical proposals [18, 19, 40], taking into account the experimental interaction of the cross-resonance gates available on the IBM Quantum superconducting quantum
processor ibmq_jakarta, shown in Fig. 1c. The corresponding quantum circuit consists of single-qutrit gates
X± , defined as X± |ii = |(i ± 1) mod 3i. This quantum
operation requires different transition energies depending
on |ii ∈ {|0i , |1i , |2i} in the anharmonic oscillator system, and one cannot coherently drive all of these transitions with a single excitation pulse. Thus, X± gates employ the following experimental realization using a combination of coherent excitations on different energy subspaces as shown in Fig. 2a and b, namely the transitions
between |0i and |1i at frequency ω01 , and |1i and |2i at
frequency ω12 :
X+ = Ry(01) (π)Ry(12) (π) ,
X− =

Ry(12) (−π)Ry(01) (−π) ,

(1)
(2)

(ij)

exp(−i θ2 σβ ), the σβ is a generalized Pauli operator,
β ∈ {x, y, z} is the operational Pauli basis of the truncated three-dimensional Hilbert space and ij ∈ {0, 1, 2}2
represents a pair of excitation levels to operate.
Furthermore, standard CNOT gates between control
qubits c1 and c2 , and a |2i-controlled NOT gate between
control qutrit c2 and target qubit t, allow us to achieve
the ternary decomposition for a CCNOT gate shown in
Fig.1b. The |2i-controlled NOT gate is defined as inverting
the state of the target qubit if and only if the control is in
the |2i state, which we achieve by constructing a composite two-qutrit gate as shown in Fig. 2c (inset), bringing
the total two-transmon gate count to four [41].
One key advantage of this ternary decomposition of
the CCNOT gate is that it can be realized on the heavyhex architecture and does not require all three transmons
to be physically connected. More specifically, the ternary
decomposition is inherently “order-preserving”, as it does
not require the insertion of any additional SWAP gates,
provided the target qubit is allocated to one end, and control qutrit c2 is allocated to the middle transmon. The
analogous depth-optimal, order-preserving, qubit-based
decomposition of the CCNOT gate on the heavy-hex architecture requires eight CNOT gates [33], as shown in Fig. 1d.
An important consideration when carrying out qutrit
gates is the relative phase precession between different qutrit subspaces originating from the transmon anharmonicity. When a pulse is applied in the (01) subspace, the phase of quantum states in the (12) qutrit
subspace experiences a precession with anharmonic frequency α = ω12 −ω01 . As a result, tracking of the relative
phase between qutrit subspaces has to be actively implemented in order to account for this precession and to
retain the desired phase in all subspaces. The details of
accounting for this phase precession can vary depending
on the underlying qubit architecture and the available
control and drive channels. At the time of writing, qutrit
phase tracking for IBM quantum processors is not currently implemented in Qiskit Pulse and was thus implemented by the authors.
For the required two-qutrit gate, |2i-controlled NOT,
we leverage the existing all-microwave-echoed crossresonance gate available on IBM transmon devices. While
this gate has been studied extensively in the context of
qubits [36, 42, 43], generally these studies restrict the resulting interaction analysis to the qubit subspace. In this
work, we focus on the dynamics of the target transmon
when the control transmon stays in the |2i state, and analytically and experimentally investigate such dynamics.
Firstly, we prepare the control transmon c2 in either the
|1i or |2i state, then apply the echoed cross-resonance
(ECR) tone that is resonant to ω01 of the target transmon. Each cross-resonance tone forms a flat-topped pulse
with Gaussian rising and falling edges with σ fixed at
14.08 ns. We vary the total gate duration of the ECR
tone using a calibration-free scaling technique [38] and
measure the target qubit in the Z basis to extract its
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Figure 2. a) and b) The X+ and X− pulse schedules and the corresponding gate on the right describing its state transitions. Pulses
are played on the drive channel of transmon 3 of ibmq_jakarta (D3) with the phase shift implemented by the virtual-Z gate and
frequency shift represented by VZ and ∆f with its amount, respectively. c) Dynamics of the standard echoed cross resonance pulse
under different control transmon states. Dots are the experimental results which use the scaling technique presented in [38], and
bold lines are the model calculation described in the main text. The horizontal axis shows the pulse duration normalized by the cross
resonance duration of the device calibrated CNOT gate. The inset shows the decomposition of the |2i-controlled-NOT gate.

expectation value. As shown in Fig. 2c, the controlled
rotation rate is halved when the control qubit stays in
|2i state. These dynamics may be interpreted by the
naive extension of the cross-resonance Hamiltonian [44]
in which unwanted interactions from higher levels are ignored for the sake of simplicity, ZI and IX terms are
eliminated by the echo, and under the assumption of the
time-invariant microwave drive
!
(01)
(01)
⊗ σX
(01) σZ
τ ,
(3)
UZX (τ ) = exp −iΩZX
2
where the interaction term of interest is redefined in the
two-qutrit subspace. We calculate the same expectation
value at each gate time τ with different initial states. This
calculation agrees well with the experimental result, indicating that the state-dependent interaction rate arises
from the ZX term of the cross-resonance Hamiltonian.
Thus, we find the |2i-controlled NOT gate can be implemented with two consecutive CNOT gates, without any
modification of the pulse schedule. In principle, one can
implement the same gate dynamics with a single ECR
with the high-power drive, however, this is not practical due to saturation of the interaction rate as well as
leakage to higher energy levels. Note that the result of
Fig. 2c is insensitive to the phase accumulation in each
energy level, which should be corrected for in order to
implement the decomposition of Fig. 1b.

III.

EXPERIMENTAL IMPLEMENTATION OF
TOFFOLI GATE

Using the developments discussed in the previous section, we then implemented the full CCNOT gate using our
proposed ternary decomposition. We began benchmarking our ternary gates on all eight classical computational
state inputs |ijki ∀i, j, k ∈ {0, 1}3 to get an overall truth

†
Uideal ]
table fidelity as defined by FT T = (1/8)Tr[Uexp
for classical input states, with the corresponding results
shown in Fig. 3a. This simple fidelity benchmark is a
good first step in gate characterization and verification,
because it just consists of 23 = 8 different circuit inputs.
We test this across four three-transmon subsystems of
the backend ibmq_jakarta, with and without usage of
the tensor product readout error mitigation (REM) [45],
and find that the ternary decomposition outperforms the
best binary decomposition, giving a mean improvement
of FT T by 3.82% without REM and 3.16% with REM,
when averaged over all benchmarked three-transmon subsystems of ibmq_jakarta. Furthermore, the total gate
time of the ternary decomposition used in these experiments was 1.593 µs, compared to the gate time of the
binary decomposition of 2.510 µs. This result indicates
two-qubit gate number reduction in the CCNOT decomposition can improve the gate performance.

For a more holistic characterization of our gate implementation, one should use quantum process tomography
(QPT) and verify the average gate fidelity Favg . The process is measured with the input basis {|0i , |1i , |+i , |+ii}
and measurement basis {X, Y, Z} for each qubit, namely,
43 × 33 = 1728 circuits are used to reconstruct the
quantum process of the CCNOT gate. We perform 1024
repetitions for each QPT basis configuration and 2048
repetitions for the REM calibration routine. The quantum channel is tomographically reconstructed using the
convex maximum likelihood estimation method with the
completely positive and trace-preserving constraints. After conducting several QPT experiments on the same
qutrit decomposition that gave improved average FT T ,
we observed the more holistic average gate fidelity Favg
(calculated from QPT in conjunction with REM over
several three-transmon subsystems and days) can range
from as low as 18.62% to as high as 78.75%. This instability is likely caused by the unexpected phase accumulation by random telegraph noise (RTN) [46] especially
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Figure 3. a) Truth table fidelities FT T for the ternary CCNOT
decomposition benchmarked against the analogous qubit-based
decomposition on ibmq_jakarta with and without REM. b) Detailed gate error of a specific experiment with transmons (0, 1,
3) of ibmq_jakarta. The gate error is visualized in the form
of difference of the Pauli transfer matrix (PTM) from the ideal
PTM of the CCNOT gate.

in the qutrit frame during the |2i-controlled NOT operation. Note that the truth table benchmarks are insensitive to such phase noise because these experiments are
always performed with the control transmon c2 in the
(12)
(01)
eigenstate of σZ or σZ . The reconstructed process
matrix shown in Fig. 3b also indicates a significant nonlocal error, which cannot be easily corrected by any post
single-qubit rotations.
In order to implement a stable, high-fidelity decomposition, we introduce a just-in-time software-based method
to mitigate the observed phase uncertainty by incorporating the dynamical decoupling (DD) technique [46–51]
in the (12) subspace, and appending phase corrections
to different parts of the circuit as shown in Fig. 4a and
further described in subsequent text. This technique is
known to be effective to improve conventional circuit decompositions in which an even number of X gates are
inserted onto idle qubits, instead of delays, to protect
them from the RTN [9]. In the frame of the qubit, this
sequence can be seen as τ /4 · X (12) · τ /2 · X (12) · τ /4,

where τ indicates the delay in between instructions. In
this sequence, an arbitrary unknown phase offset is accumulated for τ /2 with the opposite sign and is thus
cancelled out. The efficacy of this method is confirmed
with the Ramsey experiment shown in Fig. 4b. In this
experiment, we prepare the transmon c2 in (|0i + |2i)/2
and measure in the same basis after the total delay of τ .
Without using DD, the input quantum state rapidly decays due to the phase noise, whereas with DD the state
is well-protected for sufficient time to play two devicecalibrated CNOT gates with gate times of 341 ns each for
ibmq_jakarta transmons 3 and 5.
However, the implementation of DD simultaneously
with the |2i-controlled NOT is not as straightforward as
the above scenario due to the non-negligible AC-Stark
shift arising from the off-resonant driving of the control
transmon c2 [44]. Here, we replace the first and last delay
with the device calibrated CNOT gates, but we must aim
to keep the appropriate amount of phase accumulation
to implement DD. We first calibrate the amount of extra
phase accumulation in the |2i state imparted by the cross
resonance drive. This is experimentally obtained by a different Ramsey experiment, in which the transmon c2 is
(12)
prepared in the same state but rotated by RZ (θZI ) for
θZI ∈ [−π, π] before the measurement. The delay time is
set to the gate time of the default CNOT gate and the measured population peaks at the θZI that cancels the extra
phase accumulation. As shown in Fig. 4c, the population
measured after the delay peaks at θZI,0 = 0.1083 rad.,
whereas one after the CNOT gate shows θZI,1 = 1.1916
rad. The difference ∆θ = θZI,1 −θZI,0 indicates the phase
imparted by the Stark shift, which is further corrected by
(12)
the virtual RZ gates [52] in Fig. 4a.
While the Toffoli gate decomposition shown in Fig. 1b
calls for two CNOT gates between control qubits c1 and
c2 , they can be replaced by a pair of controlled-Xp and
controlled-Xm gates, where Xp,m ≡ Rx (±π), as shown
in Fig. 4a, without affecting the result. It is important
to note that while in SU (2) the X and Xp,m gates are
equivalent because the ±i prefactor can be absorbed into
an immeasurable global phase. For qutrit gates in SU (3),
this is not the case and extra care needs to be exercised
when generalizing qubit gates, such as X or CNOT, to
qutrit systems. For the purpose of implementing the highfidelity decomposition, we used the unitarily-equivalent
variant with controlled- Xp and Xm gates, rather than
CNOTs between the transmons c1 and c2 .
By combining these techniques, we arrive at our final
experimental ternary decomposition shown in Fig. 4a,
from which we can achieve a relatively good average
gate fidelity as shown in Fig. 4d where the fidelities of
the ternary decomposition end up being comparable to
the qubit-based implementation, albeit with less variance. We also confirmed the effectiveness of this technique with other transmon subsystems as well as with
another device available in the IBM Quantum service.
In the current implementation, achievable Favg seems to
be limited by the total gate time, notably due to the
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(12)

Figure 4. a) The CCNOT gate decomposition with correction for unwanted phase accumulation. RZ (θ) corrects for the phase imparted
by the cross resonance drive, whereas RZ (θ) is a local phase correction to maximize the measured process fidelity as shown in the
Ref [34]. These phase corrections are implemented by the virtual-Z gate with zero duration, and values are determined by the justin-time calibration procedure prior to the execution of a QPT experiment. The delay in the middle has the twice duration of the
device calibrated CNOT gate. b) The impact of dynamical decoupling in the qutrit subspace confirmed by the conventional Ramsey
experiment. Red (blue) curve is measured without (with) the dynamical decoupling. No drive is applied during the delay. c) The
calibration of the AC-Stark shift -induced phase accumulation in the |2i state. Red (blue) curve indicates the Ramsey experiment
with various phase rotations without (with) the ECR drive. The maximum point indicates the phase that cancels out the accumulated
phase. d) Box plots of the ternary decomposition average gate fidelity as determined by QPT, as well as the most efficient qubit-based
implementation.

fact that the employed DD technique doubles the gate
time of the the |2i-controlled NOT in exchange for phase
stability. As a consequence, the total gate time of the
phase-stabilized ternary decomposition becomes 2.432 µs
whereas the eight-CNOT decomposition is 2.510 µs, despite
the halving of the CNOT gate count. This indicates there
is ample room for improving the phase error correction
techniques either via improved software methods or hardware adjustments. For example, increasing the Ej /Ec ratio of the Josephson junction (∼ 35 for devices used in
this work) can reduce sensitivity to charge noise [53],
with recent qutrit-based work demonstrating higher fidelity qutrit-based operations for Ej /EC ∼ 70 [11, 12].

qutrit pulses were also introduced in some recent quantum computing systems for the excited state promotion
readout technique [9]. That is to say, our decomposition is
readily available by combining existing system resources.
The gate duration of the phase-corrected ternary decomposition can be further reduced by adopting the direct
CNOT gate instead of the ECR realization [55]. These advantages may drastically benefit the scalability of quantum processors.

The correction technique we introduce in this work is
readily available in many qutrit realizations, not limited
to superconducting devices, as long as the noise characteristic time is sufficiently longer than the gate time of a
CNOT. Recently, an alternate way of implementing CCNOTlike decompositions for the fixed-frequency transmon system was proposed [54], in which all three qubits were
simultaneously driven to implement the Hamiltonian in
the form of ZIX + IZX, which effectively implements
a three-transmon operation. It is demonstrated that this
Hamiltonian realizes the fast and high-fidelity CCNOT operation at the cost of extra calibration overhead. On the
other hand, we demonstrate that the |2i-controlled NOT
gate can be implemented with two consecutive standard
CNOT gates, which are contained in the native instruction
sets of many superconducting devices. The fundamental

In conclusion, we experimentally implemented and
benchmarked the CCNOT gate decomposition by leveraging qutrit gates on fixed-frequency transmons and modifications to the existing ECR gate, neither requiring further calibration experiments to achieve truth table fidelity that outperforms the default approach by considerable margins. Moreover, by introducing the dynamical decoupling technique to overcome the phase instability of higher-energy states and our own just-in-time
error mitigation technique to correct for local phase offsets, we achieved an stable QPT gate fidelity witgh an
average of 78.00% ± 1.93% on IBM Quantum backend
ibmq_jakarta (transmons 6,5,4) - which is comparable
with the most efficient qubit decomposition, albeit with
considerably less variance. Since most of the key ingredients to realize our decomposition are readily available in

IV.

CONCLUSION
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the today’s standard quantum computing systems, this
decomposition offers the benefit of efficient execution of
the CCNOT gate with minimum calibration overhead. Further fidelity improvements can be achieved by careful
engineering of the hardware itself to reduce the charge
noise sensitivity of the higher-energy levels comprising
the qutrit computational subspace. Given that these systems are not optimized for qutrit operation yet still result in comparable fidelities, this work demonstrates the
promise of qutrit-based computation. Future work may
include reduced overhead for error mitigation experiments, implementations on qutrit-optimized hardware,
and experimental realization of more general qudit-based
gates for system-efficient multi-controlled gate decompositions.
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