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Rydberg atoms, with their giant electronic orbitals, exhibit dipole-dipole interaction reaching
the GHz range at a distance of a micron, making them a prominent contender for realizing quan-
tum operations well within their coherence time. However, such strong interactions have never
been harnessed so far, mainly because of the stringent requirements on the fluctuation of the atom
positions and the necessary excitation strength. Here, using atoms trapped in the motional ground-
state of optical tweezers and excited to a Rydberg state with picosecond pulsed lasers, we observe an
interaction-driven energy exchange, i.e., a Förster oscilation, occuring in a timescale of nanoseconds,
two orders of magnitude faster than in any previous work with Rydberg atoms. This ultrafast coher-
ent dynamics gives rise to a conditional phase which is the key resource for an ultrafast controlled-Z
gate. This opens the path for quantum simulation and computation operating at the speed-limit
set by dipole-dipole interactions with this ultrafast Rydberg platform.

I. INTRODUCTION

Progress in the field of quantum simulation and com-
putation is fueled by efforts made on a variety of plat-
forms (e.g., superconducting (SC) qubits, quantum dots,
trapped ions, neutral atoms, ...) to reach a critical fi-
delity of quantum operations. This requires to operate
on these systems orders of magnitude faster than the
timescale set by the coupling to the environment. There
is thus a continuous strive to better insulate qubits [1–5]
and to design faster quantum operations [6–9]. Among
the latter, a critical operation is the entanglement of
two qubits, which requires a time lower-bounded by a
speed limit tJ = π/J set by a platform-dependent in-
teraction strength J , e.g., proportional to a capacitance
between two SC qubits [10]. While gates were often first
realized in an adiabatic regime t � tJ [11–14] to mini-
mize couplings to unwanted states or degrees of freedom
(d.o.f.) giving unitary errors, entanglement protocols sat-
urating the bound while dealing with these parasitic cou-
plings are highly sought after as they minimize decoher-
ence (non-unitary errors). Devising and realizing such
protocols are the subject of intense efforts on all plat-
forms [10, 15–23].

Arrays of Rydberg atoms in optical tweezers are one of
the most exciting systems for quantum simulation [24–
27] and computation [28–30]. At its core, the dipole-

dipole interaction Ĥdip ∼ d̂1d̂2/4πε0R
3 [31, 32] is used

to operate entanglement between two neutral atoms sep-
arated by a microscopic distance R thanks to the large

matrix elements of the dipole operator d̂ (∼ 1000 ea0).
For two Rydberg atoms with principal quantum number
n = 40, distant by R ∼ 1µm (to trap them in indepen-
dent tweezers), the coupling strength between pairs of
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orbitals reaches J = 〈r′r′′|Ĥdip|rr〉 ∼ 2π × 1 GHz, set-
ting the speed limit of entanglement at tJ ∼ 1 ns, five
orders of magnitude faster than the 100µs radiative life-
time of Rydberg states, as shown in Fig. 1(a). Currently,
the best entangling protocols of Rydberg atoms [28–30]
are performed deeply in the adiabatic regime compared to
the available interaction strength, with a typical duration
of 0.5µs, as they rely on Rydberg blockade [33]. In this
scenario, the interaction strength, — either the dipole-
dipole coupling J , or more often the weaker second-order
van der Waals shift V —, is larger than the coupling
Ωcw from ground to Rydberg states with continuous-wave
(cw) lasers, such that excitation of two atoms is pro-
hibited. This gives rise to entanglement in a timescale
π/Ωcw � tJ , with a gate speed technically limited by
the available power of cw lasers. This approach is mo-
tivated by the suppression of population of the strongly
interacting state |rr〉, thus avoiding (i) leakage into other
Rydberg states |r′r′′〉, and (ii) motional coupling to
the atoms’ external d.o.f. (x̂, p̂) caused by the distance-
dependent dipole-dipole interaction. Interestingly, other
communities have learned to minimize exactly these ef-
fects (e.g., leakage to non-computational states in SC
qubits [20], motional coupling in ion traps [15]), while
approaching the entanglement speed limit [10, 17, 18, 21–
23]. On the other hand, the “slow” blockade gate requires
to spend a relatively long time in Rydberg states affected
by: finite lifetime, black-body radiation [34], Doppler ef-
fect, laser phase noise [35, 36], electric field fluctuation,
and motional coupling due to different trapping poten-
tials of Rydberg atoms [37, 38].

Here, we take a first step into achieving an entangle-
ment protocol with Rydberg atoms at the speed limit set
by the dipole-dipole interaction. Two single 87Rb atoms
separated by a distance as small as 1.5 µm are both
excited to a nD Rydberg state by using pulsed lasers
with a duration of tens of picoseconds [39, 40]. This
is faster than the timescale of interaction J but slow
enough to resolve the Rydberg orbitals whose splitting
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(∆En/∆n)−1 is 10 ps at n = 40. A natural resonance
between the dipole-dipole coupled states |43D, 43D〉 and
|45P, 41F 〉 gives rise to a Förster oscillation [41, 42], ide-
ally imprinting a conditional π-phase shift |43D, 43D〉 →
eiπ|43D, 43D〉 after a time t = π/J : the key resource
for a controlled-Z (CZ) gate [10, 21–23, 28, 29], one of
the two-qubit gates allowing quantum computation. We
first observe this ultrafast dynamics through the popu-
lation of the D state, and then probe the conditional
phase φ with Ramsey interferometry, obtaining excellent
agreement with a calculated φ = 1.17π when taking into
account perturbing channels.

II. ULTRAFAST RYDBERG PLATFORM

The experiment starts by trapping single 87Rb atoms
in a two-dimensional array of tweezers. The array is gen-
erated by imprinting a phase hologram with a spatial
light modulator (SLM) on a 810 nm laser beam which
is then focused with a high-NA objective lens shown
in Fig. 1(b). The array consists of pairs of traps with
an adjustable spacing ranging from 1.5 µm to 5 µm
[Fig. 1(c,d)], obtained by summing two holograms: one
computed by the weighted Gerchberg-Saxton algorithm
to generate a regular 2D array and a binary phase grat-
ing with tunable period to diffract each single trap into a
pair. The measured trap depth is 0.62 mK and the trap
frequencies are (ωx, ωy, ωz) = 2π × (147, 117, 35) kHz.
From these values, we calculate a tweezers waist of
0.53/0.62 µm [43] and a Rayleigh length of 1.56 µm,
within 15 % of the diffraction theory limit. Single atoms
are randomly loaded in the traps and detected by taking
10 ms fluorescence images at the beginning and end of
each experiment. We post-select the runs where one or
two traps of a given pair are loaded when necessary.

By operating in a regime where the dynamics is driven
by the dipole-dipole interaction J = C3/R

3 (in contrast
to the blockade regime where it is driven by the laser
coupling Ωcw), it becomes crucial to control the inter-
atomic distance R and to minimize its uncertainty ∆R
as it translates into an interaction noise ∆J/J = 3∆R/R.
Usually, experiments with Rydberg atoms in tweezers are
performed with “hot” atoms (T ∼ 30µK) whose position

fluctuates by
√
kBT/mω2 ∼ 100 nm (500 nm along z),

either because they rely on Rydberg blockade or because
large distances (R ∼ 10µm) are used [24, 44, 45]. For
us, these thermal fluctuations give an unacceptable noise
∆Rth/R ∼ 10 %. Here, we successfully suppress them
by applying Raman sideband cooling to bring the atoms
into the motional ground-state of the tweezers [46, 47].
From the sideband spectra shown in Fig. 1(e), we extract
the mean motional quanta n̄ = (0.11, 0.11, 0.56) giving

a position spread
√
n̄+ 1/2

√
h̄/mω = (22, 25, 60) nm.

This translates into an uncertainty ∆Rqu = 35 nm
(∆Rqu/R < 2 %) dominated at 90 % by zero-point quan-
tum fluctuations. We emphasize that, in this limit, the
coupling with the external d.o.f. is mostly coherent.

FIG. 1. Ultrafast Rydberg platform. (a) Rydberg
physics timescale. Ωcw and Ωp are the typical laser couplings
to a Rydberg state with continuous-wave and pulsed lasers.
J is the dipole-dipole coupling. V is the van der Waals shift.
(b) Experimental setup: the trapping beam, diffracted by the
SLM, forms a tweezers array at the focus of the objective
(NA = 0.75). The 780 and 480 nm picosecond laser pulses
are shone along the quantization axis (y) to excite the atoms
to a Rydberg state. (c) Averaged fluorescence image of the
atomic array containing 14 × 16 pairs of atoms separated by
8 (10) µm along x (y). All pairs are aligned along the quan-
tization axis. The Rydberg experiments are performed with
the column highlighted in blue, where the intensity of the 480
nm pulse laser is highest. (d) Zoom-in on a pair of atoms for
a few inter-atomic distances R. (e) Raman sideband spectra,
averaged over all atoms, for two different orientations of the
Raman beams (orange: x and y, black: y and z) showing all
three modes of atomic motion (dashed lines). From the asym-
metry of the sidebands we extract the mean motional number
for each mode n̄x,y,z = (0.11, 0.11, 0.56).

We now briefly describe the ultrafast (∼ 100 ps) coher-
ent excitation of Rydberg atoms [39, 40] with two single-
photon Rabi π-pulses from the ground state |g〉 = |5S1/2〉
to the intermediate state |e〉 = |5P3/2〉, and then up
to the Rydberg state |d〉 = |43D5/2〉, as depicted in
Fig. 1(b). A first 780 nm laser pulse (duration: 2 ps,
bandwidth: 700 GHz) drives the g ↔ e transition with
its energy set to achieve a Rabi π-pulse, thus fully trans-
ferring the valence electron to the intermediate level. Af-
ter tens of picoseconds, a 480 nm pulse drives the e↔ d
transition. To account for the finite energy splitting of
the Rydberg series [see Fig. 2(a)], we cut the 480 nm
bandwidth down to 100 GHz (14 ps) to avoid exciting the
nearby 42D and 44D levels, as checked by numerical sim-
ulations. To achieve sufficient driving strength we focus
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the 480 nm beam to a diameter of 20µm; consequently
only a single column of the array, shown in Fig. 1(c),
experiences the maximum intensity. We succeed in driv-
ing more than 2π cycles on the e ↔ d transition with
a single pulse, or two π-pulses in a pump-probe config-
uration. Large pulse-to-pulse energy fluctuation of the
480 nm laser currently limits the π-pulse fidelity to 75 %.

The excitation is performed in ∼ 100 ps (dominated by
the delay between the two pulses), fast enough to neglect
spontaneous emission from the 5P orbital (25 ns), as well
as interaction between Rydberg states. We also ensure
that the electronic (mS) and nuclear (mI) spin degrees of
freedom do not mix with the electronic orbital (mL) after
the excitation. To this end, we initially prepare the atoms
in the spin-polarized state |5S1/2, F = 2,mF = 2〉 =
|5S,mL = 0〉 |mS = 1/2,mI = 3/2〉 and adjust the two
excitation lasers to be σ+-polarized to prepare the state
|d〉 = |43D,mL = 2〉 |mS = 1/2,mI = 3/2〉 (this also for-
bids the excitation of S-orbitals). From now on, we drop
the spin degrees of freedom as they will not mix with the
Rydberg orbital dynamics.

III. ULTRAFAST FÖRSTER OSCILLATION

Following the excitation, a pair of atoms in |dd〉 expe-

riences the effect of the dipole-dipole Hamiltonian Ĥdip,
which is dominated by the coupling to the pair state
|pf〉 = |45P ; 41F 〉, as shown in Fig. 2. The detun-
ing ∆E of this channel is accidentally small in 87Rb
(−8 MHz), giving rise to the so-called Förster oscilla-
tion between |dd〉 and the quasi-resonant symmetric state

|p̃f〉 = (|pf〉+ |fp〉) /
√

2 with a coupling J =
√

2C3/R
3.

With increasing interaction time t, the atoms evolve into
|Ψ(t)〉 = cos(Jt) |dd〉−i sin(Jt) |p̃f〉, and at t = π/J , they
are back into − |dd〉 having acquired a π-phase shift. A
refined description of the system requires to account for
the finite size ∆Rqu of the wavefunction ψ(R) describ-
ing the relative position of the two atoms, leading to the
following entangled state of internal and external d.o.f.:

|Ψ(t)〉 =

∫
dRψ(R)

[
cos

(√
2C3

R3
t

)
|R; dd〉

−i sin

(√
2C3

R3
t

)
|R; p̃f〉

]
(1)

Other channels or degrees of freedom could perturb
this ideal dynamics. We find that |44P ; 42F 〉 is the next
relevant channel, however for R > 1.5µm the coupling
remains weaker than the energy difference, only giving
a weak non-resonant perturbation, i.e., a van der Waals
shift V [Fig. 2(c)]. Other dipole-dipole channels, as well
as higher-order ones (e.g., dipole-quadrupole) are further
negligible: they are taken into account in numerical sim-
ulations but are left aside of the discussion. We now con-
sider the projection of orbital angular momentum mL,

FIG. 2. Rydberg levels and dipole-dipole couplings.
(a,b) Single-atom spectrum showing dipole matrix elements d
from state 43D (a), and the different mL sublevels (b), high-
lighting the selection rule for a pair of atoms aligned with
the quantization axis. Atomic orbitals for mL = L are rep-
resented. (c) Two-atom spectrum obtained by diagonalizing

Ĥdip. The inset shows the coupling |C3| = d1d2/4πε0 and
energy difference ∆E between the relevant pair-states. The
resonant coupling gives a splitting J =

√
2C3/R

3 between the
two eigenstates (solid lines), while the off-resonant channel
adds a van der Waals shift V = −(

√
2C3/R

3)2/∆E (dashed
lines). The probability distribution of inter-atomic distance
|ψ(R)|2 is shown for the measured ∆Rqu = 35 nm.

whose dynamics is in general non-trivial as Ĥdip con-
tains terms changing each atom angular momentum [42]
by ∆mL = 0,±1. As shown in Fig. 2(b), with our choice
of initial state and by aligning the pair of atoms with the
quantization axis such that the total angular momentum
projection is conserved, we ensure that mL = L through-
out the dynamics which effectively decouples this degree
of freedom.

To observe the ultrafast Förster oscillation, we first
perform a pump-probe experiment, as illustrated in
Fig. 3(a). A first 480 nm π-pulse brings the atoms to
|d〉 and initiates the interaction-driven dynamics. After a
delay t of a few nanoseconds, a second π-pulse de-excites
the atoms in |d〉 to |e〉, which are then recaptured in the
tweezers, while atoms in other Rydberg states are field-
ionized. Figure 3(b,d) show the probability for atoms to
be detected in |d〉 after a delay t = 2.29 ns or t = 6.51 ns
as a function of the measured distance R [48], which is
varied by adjusting the binary phase grating. We also
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FIG. 3. Ultrafast Förster oscillation. (a) Pump-probe
sequence. (b-e) Probability Pd to be in state |d〉 after a de-
lay t = 2.29 ns (b,c) or t = 6.51 ns (c,e). The oscillation is
shown as a function of the interatomic distance R (b,d), or
the interaction area Jt =

√
2C3t/R

3 (c,f). The black curves
are simulations of the ideal Förster oscillation rescaled by the
SPAM errors (dotted), including the effect of quantum uncer-
tainty in position (dashed), and perturbing interaction chan-
nels (solid). In (e), we show the data of all 16 pairs of atoms,
while this is averaged in (b-d). For each distance, we repeat
the experiment 2000 times, out of which we select the ∼ 25 %
shots where both atoms of a pair are loaded, resulting in a
quantum projection noise < 3 % for each point in (e), and
< 1 % in (b-d).

display the oscillation as a function of the interaction
area Jt =

√
2C3t/R

3 [Fig. 3(c,e)]. Satisfyingly, the pe-
riod matches the ab-initio theory (dotted curves) for the
two datasets, clearly demonstrating that the dynamics is
coherently driven by the Förster channel.

We now discuss the finite contrast and damping of the
oscillation. The 40 % contrast is caused by state prepa-
ration and measurement (SPAM) errors, i.e., imperfect
π-pulse in the excitation and de-excitation processes, and
is not related to the Förster oscillation. These errors are
independently measured and used to rescale the contrast
of all simulations, giving good agreement with the exper-
imental data. Concerning the damping, a first source is
the quantum uncertainty of the atoms’ position in their
traps. Calculations (dashed curves), consisting in tracing
over the external d.o.f. in Eq. (1), demonstrate that this
effect is indeed responsible for most of the damping for
large values of Jt, as clearly seen in Fig. 3(e). The effect
of perturbing channels (solid lines) effectively gives an ad-

FIG. 4. Probing the conditional phase φ. (a) Ram-
sey pump-probe sequence. (b) Ramsey fringes for Jt =
0.1π, π, 2π (R = 5, 2.4, 1.9µm) when one (gray) or two (red)
atoms are loaded in a pair of tweezers. The fine delay offset
is arbitrary defined to be 0 fs in each interferogram. (c) Rel-
ative Ramsey contrast CR and phase shift θR extracted from
(b) with numerical simulations. Errors bars represent the es-
timated fitting error. (d) Bloch sphere representation of the
state of atom 1 which remains in |e〉+ |d〉 when atom 2 is in
|e〉, but is driven into |e〉+|c|eiφ |d〉 when atom 2 is in |d〉. Tra-
jectories of the state vector are shown for three scenarios de-
pending on the parameters (J, V,∆E) illustrated in (e): (red)
resonant energy-exchange V = ∆E = 0, (blue) real param-
eters (J, V,∆E)/(2π) = (75,−23,−8) MHz at R = 2.4µm,
and (green) with envisioned active correction ∆E = −V .

ditional damping, which is more pronounced in Fig. 3(c),
where we use smaller distances increasing the perturba-
tion. By plotting data points for each pair of trap, we
also notice a horizontal scatter increasing with Jt. These
errors in the measured distance R are most likely caused
by our assumption that atoms in a pair are exactly in the
same z-plane [48]. Eventually, there remains a slight dis-
crepancy between the measured damping and our simu-
lations. We attribute this to imperfect polarization of the
excitation lasers leading to a coupling of the ideal Förster
dynamics with the mL and mS degrees of freedom. These
last two points could be addressed in future experiments
by devising independent in-situ measurements.

IV. CONDITIONAL PHASE

We then investigate the conditional phase φ imprinted
on a pair of atoms. To this end, we now consider atoms
initialized in a coherent superposition |e〉+ |d〉 of the in-
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termediate and Rydberg state. The interaction drives
the state of atom 1 of a pair into |e〉 + |c|eiφ |d〉 when
atom 2 in state |d〉. Ideally, |c|eiφ = cos(Jt) would re-
alize a controlled-Z gate at Jt = π. Having previously
measured the population |c|2, we now gain sensitivity to
the phase φ by performing a Ramsey pump-probe exper-
iment [39, 49]. As depicted in Fig. 4(a), a first π/2-pulse
prepares the coherent state, which is then probed after
an interaction time t = 6.51 ns with a second π/2-pulse
whose arrival time is scanned with attosecond precision
over 3 fs to realize a variable phase θ. The Ramsey sig-
nal given by atom 1, conditioned on the state of atom
2, could be observed with single-atom addressing tech-
niques [9, 29]. Here, Ramsey fringes are recorded irre-
spective of the state of atom 2 [45, 50], thus giving a sig-
nal oscillating as cos(θ) + |c| cos(θ+ φ) = CR cos(θ+ θR)
with a relative contrast CR and phase shift θR from ref-
erence fringes obtained with a single atom. In the ideal
case, the interaction produces a maximally-entangled
state at Jt = π (CR = 0), and returns the atoms to a
pure product state at Jt = 2π (CR = 1, θR = 0). While
the measured fringes shown in Fig. 4(b) approximately
follow this simple scenario, there are clear deviations: the
contrast is imperfect and there are phase shifts.

To capture these, we need to account for the van
der Waals shift V caused by the off-resonant chan-
nels, and the natural energy defect ∆E of the reso-
nance. In the limit V,∆E � J , we can derive |c|eiφ '
cos(Jt)e−i(V+∆E)t/2, which is represented on the Bloch
sphere. We then show, in Fig. 4(c), the expected Ram-
sey contrast and phase shift as a function of the interac-
tion area Jt as two atoms are brought closer. We now
obtain an excellent agreement with the measurements,
supporting that we accurately capture the evolution of
the conditional phase φ. For our experimental param-
eters, we calculate that φ = 1.17π, thus overshooting
the ideal π-phase shift. This could be corrected by tun-
ing the energy of the resonant |pf〉 state to ∆E = −V ,
for example with a weak electric field (< 1 V/cm) apply-
ing a Stark shift [41]. Finally, we point that a related
interaction-driven procedure was used by Jo et al. [45]
to obtain a conditional phase between Rydberg atoms at
a distance R ∼ 10µm, using a pure van der Waals cou-
pling, in a time π/V = 2.6µs. Here, we demonstrate a
400 times faster dynamics thanks to the use of ultrafast
pulsed-laser technology to excite Rydberg states in tens
of picoseconds, and much closer distances bringing the
interaction strength towards the GHz range.

V. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

The next step towards an ultrafast CZ gate would be
to improve the fidelity of the pulsed excitation; and to
map a long-lived hyperfine qubit to a ground-Rydberg
superposition, which can also be achieved in an ultra-
fast timescale set by the 6.8 GHz ground-state hyperfine
splitting [6]. Errors originating from perturbing chan-

nels, such as leaks in other pair-states |r′r′′〉 or dynamical
phases, can be eliminated by fine-tuning the energy levels
using electric fields (dc-Stark shift) or non-resonant laser
or microwave fields (ac-Stark shift), to achieve synchro-
nization of maximal entanglement and minima of leaks,
as performed with SC qubits [10, 21–23]. The funda-
mental source of infidelity for an interaction-driven gate
is entanglement with the external d.o.f. of the atoms,
with the quantum uncertainty in distance leading here
to a finite probability for the atoms to remain in the res-
onant |pf〉 state of | sin(Jt)|2 ' (3π∆R/R)2 = 1.8 %.
We envision that advanced coherent control techniques
can further suppress such errors. The motional coupling
can be reduced by an order of magnitude by preparing
squeezed states of motions [51, 52], and even further by
using a decoupling echo-like sequence [16]. One could
also dynamically adjust the Förster resonance defect ∆E
to perform robust fast adiabatic gates [20].

In summary, we have observed an ultrafast quasi-
resonant energy exchange between two single Rydberg
atoms trapped in individual tweezers, with an inter-
atomic distance controlled with a precision limited by
quantum fluctuations. The interaction-driven dynamics
gives rise to a calculated conditional phase φ = 1.17π,
in good agreement with observations. This is the key re-
source for an ultrafast two-qubit gate operating at the
fundamental speed-limit set by the dipole-dipole Hamil-
tonian, and not by technical limitations set by the avail-
able power of cw lasers. Such a gate would be two orders
of magnitude faster than with state-of-the-art protocols
based on the blockade mechanism, thus evading decoher-
ence mechanisms affecting Rydberg atoms on a timescale
of tens of microseconds. Furthermore, our experimental
platform could be used to simulate the dynamics of inter-
acting spin-1 models by bringing more than two atoms at
close distance, to investigate Rydberg interactions when
orbitals of neighbor atoms overlap [40], or the use of Ry-
dberg wavepackets instead of single Rydberg levels.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We acknowledge D. Barredo, A. Browaeys, D. Jacksch,
T. Lahaye and M. Weidemüller for fruitful discussions
about this work. We thank Z. Meng, V. Bharti and N.
Takei for contributions at the early stage of this work;
R. Villela for a careful reading of the manuscript; Y.
Okano, T. Toyoda, M. Aoyama and H. Chiba for the
technical support; R. Iino and R. Yokokawa for fruit-
ful discussions on the development of the objective lens
and for providing equipment to evaluate its performance;
and, from Hamamatsu Photonics K.K., Y. Ohbayashi for
coating the viewports and H. Toyoda, Y. Ohtake, T.
Ando, H. Sakai, Y. Takiguchi, K. Nishimura for fruit-
ful discussions about the optical system and providing
the spatial light modulator. This work was supported
by MEXT Quantum Leap Flagship Program (MEXT Q-
LEAP) JPMXS0118069021 and JSPS Grant-in-Aid for



6

Specially Promoted Research Grant No. 16H06289. T.T.
and S.dL. acknowledge partial support by JSPS Grant-
in-Aid for Research Activity Start-up (19K23431, and
19K23429 respectively). K.O. acknowledges partial sup-
port by the Alexander von Humboldt Foundation and
Heidelberg University.

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS

Y.C., T.T., T.P.M. and S.dL. designed and carried out
the experiments. Y.C. and S.dL. performed data anal-
ysis, theory and simulations, and wrote the manuscript
with contributions from all authors. S.dL. and K.O. su-
pervised and guided this work.

[1] M. Veldhorst, J. C. C. Hwang, C. H. Yang, A. W. Leen-
stra, B. de Ronde, J. P. Dehollain, J. T. Muhonen, F. E.
Hudson, K. M. Itoh, A. Morello and A. S. Dzurak, An
addressable quantum dot qubit with fault-tolerant control-
fidelity, Nat. Nanotechnol. 9, 981 (2014).

[2] S. Kono, K. Koshino, D. Lachance-Quirion, A. F. van
Loo, Y. Tabuchi, A. Noguchi and Y. Nakamura, Breaking
the trade-off between fast control and long lifetime of a
superconducting qubit, Nat. Commun. 11, 3683 (2020).

[3] T. Cantat-Moltrecht, R. Cortiñas, B. Ravon,
P. Méhaignerie, S. Haroche, J. M. Raimond, M. Favier,
M. Brune and C. Sayrin, Long-lived circular Rydberg
states of laser-cooled rubidium atoms in a cryostat, Phys.
Rev. Research 2, 022032(R) (2020).

[4] P. Wang, C.-Y. Luan, M. Qiao, M. Um, J. Zhang,
Y. Wang, X. Yuan, M. Gu, J. Zhang and K. Kim, Sin-
gle ion qubit with estimated coherence time exceeding one
hour, Nat. Commun. 12, 233 (2021).

[5] A. Somoroff, Q. Ficheux, R. A. Mencia, H. Xiong, R. V.
Kuzmin and V. E. Manucharyan, Millisecond coherence
in a superconducting qubit, arXiv:2103.08578.

[6] W. C. Campbell, J. Mizrahi, Q. Quraishi, C. Senko,
D. Hayes, D. Hucul, D. N. Matsukevich, P. Maunz and
C. Monroe, Ultrafast gates for single atomic qubits, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 105, 090502 (2010).

[7] K. Takeda, J. Kamioka, T. Otsuka, J. Yoneda, T. Naka-
jima, M. R. Delbecq, S. Amaha, G. Allison, T. Kodera,
S. Oda and S. Tarucha, A fault-tolerant addressable spin
qubit in a natural silicon quantum dot, Science Advances
2, e1600694 (2016).

[8] Y. Song, H.-g. Lee, H. Kim, H. Jo and J. Ahn, Subpi-
cosecond X rotations of atomic clock states, Phys. Rev.
A 97, 052322 (2018).

[9] C. Zhang, F. Pokorny, W. Li, G. Higgins, A. Pöschl,
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V. Vuletić and M. D. Lukin, Controlling quantum many-
body dynamics in driven Rydberg atom arrays, Science
371, 1355 (2021).

[28] H. Levine, A. Keesling, G. Semeghini, A. Omran, T. T.
Wang, S. Ebadi, H. Bernien, M. Greiner, V. Vuletić,
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and M. D. Lukin, Coherence and Raman sideband cooling
of a single atom in an optical tweezer, Phys. Rev. Lett.
110, 133001 (2013).

[48] The distance R is extracted from fluorescence images giv-
ing the x, y position of each atom. The magnification of
the imaging system was calibrated to 1 % using a retro-
reflected resonant beam as an in-situ ruler, giving a scat-
tering rate spatially modulated with a period of 390 nm
which we detect by scanning the position of the atoms.

[49] C. M. Liu, J. Manz, K. Ohmori, C. Sommer, N. Takei,
J. C. Tremblay and Y. Zhang, Attosecond control of
restoration of electronic structure symmetry, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 121, 173201 (2018).

[50] O. Mandel, M. Greiner, A. Widera, T. Rom, T. W.
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