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Besides striving to assemble more and more qubits in a single monolithic quantum device, taking a modular
design strategy may mitigate numerous engineering challenges for achieving large-scalable quantum processors
with superconducting qubits. Nevertheless, a major challenge in the modular quantum device is how to realize
high-fidelity entanglement operations on qubits housed in different modules while preserving the desired iso-
lation between modules. In this work, we propose a conceptual design of a modular quantum device, where
nearby modules are spatially separated by centimeters. In principle, each module can contain tens of supercon-
ducting qubits, and can be separately fabricated, characterized, packaged, and replaced. By introducing a bridge
module between nearby qubit modules and taking the coupling scheme utilizing a tunable bus, tunable coupling
of qubits that are housed in nearby qubit modules, could be realized. Given physically reasonable assumptions,
we expect that sub-100-ns two-qubit gates for qubits housed in nearby modules which are spatially separated by
more than two centimeters could be obtained. In this way, the inter-module gate operations are promising to be
implemented with gate performance comparable with that of intra-module gate operations. Moreover, with help
of through-silicon vias technologies, this long-range coupling scheme may also allow one to implement inter-
module couplers in a multi-chip stacked processor. Thus, the tunable longer-range coupling scheme and the
proposed modular architecture may provide a promising foundation for solving challenges toward large-scale
quantum information processing with superconducting qubits.

I. INTRODUCTION

After sustained and intense effort in the improvement of
qubit performance and functionality, quantum devices with
tens of superconducting qubits have been realized. This has
led to impressive achievements in superconducting quantum-
information processing [1–3]. Nevertheless, the current small-
scale noisy quantum processor is still insufficient to support
the pursuit of quantum advantage (e.g., solving complex prob-
lems that are intractable for classical computing) for practical
applications [4] and the long-term goal of fault-tolerant quan-
tum computing [5, 6]. Thus, in addition to striving for fur-
ther improvement of qubit performance, focus also begins to
shift to the scaling of these small-scale quantum devices into
large-scale quantum systems. Integrating an increasing num-
ber of qubits without scarifying qubit performance, especially
in monolithic quantum devices, requires overcoming several
scientific and technical challenges, such as the wiring problem
[7–9], crosstalk [10–12], and fabrication yield [13, 14]. To
overcome these limitations, various schemes have been pro-
posed and demonstrated, such as the compact integration of
quantum devices with the classical cryogenic control systems
[15–19], the three-dimensional (3D) integration technologies
[20–25], and the post-processing of the fabricated qubit de-
vices [26–28].

From a system integration perspective, building large quan-
tum systems out of smaller modules may mitigate various
challenges faced by the monolithic integration strategy [17,
29–32]. As in modular devices incorporating several mod-
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ules, each module can be separately fabricated, characterized,
and replaced. Thus, the fabrication yield of the large modular
system can be improved, and the electromagnetic crosstalk or
impact of some correlated errors, such as caused by the high
energy background radiation [33–35], may be restricted to the
module scale. In addition, for modular devices with larger
spatial separation between modules, the vacant space between
modules could be employed to increase the control footprint
area for qubit control, and could even be used to integrate on-
chip control electronics [15, 17, 19, 36]. This allows for a
more-compact integration of the qubit device and its classical
control system, thus potentially mitigating the wiring prob-
lem [7, 8]. Despite these appealing features, there is a ma-
jor challenge in modular quantum devices, i.e., how to real-
ize fast-speed, high-fidelity entanglement operations across
qubits housed in different modules while keeping adequate
physical isolation between modules.

For multiqubit quantum processors, to ensure high-fidelity
gate operations, qubits are generally coupled via a coupler
circuit [37–40], which is employed to mitigate various quan-
tum crosstalks due to parasitic couplings, such as ZZ crosstalk
[40]. In this way, the entanglement gate operations are gen-
erally implemented with short-ranged couplings, limiting the
spatial distance between coupled qubits to a few millimeters.
In principle, by using these short-range coupling schemes,
inter-module gate operations can be implemented with per-
formance comparable with that of the intra-module gate op-
eration [32]. However, in an ideal modular device, this short-
ranged coupling between inter-module qubits is not compati-
ble with the pursuit of the desired physical isolation between
modules.

In this work, we propose a conceptual design of a mod-
ular quantum device, where inter-module qubits are coupled
via a bridge module. The inter-module coupling scheme is a
natural extension of a previously proposed scheme utilizing a
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FIG. 1: Conceptual schematic of a possible modular quantum device
utilizing bump-bonding technologies (not to scale). (a) The modular
device comprises two types of functional modules: qubit modules
and bridge modules. Before assembly, each module can be sepa-
rately fabricated, packaged, and characterized. After chip assembly
and test, damaged modules due to junction aging of qubits can also
be replaced. The inset (outlined with the black dashed box) shows
the cross-sectional view of the modular device. (b) As in traditional
monolithic devices utilizing bump-bonding technologies [22, 24],
each qubit module can contain tens of qubits (hosted on the top chip,
grey) and their ancillary circuits (patterned on the carrier chip, or-
ange) for qubit operations. Here, for example, each qubit module
contains a 3× 3 qubit lattice. (c) The bridge modules are introduced
to mediate coupling between qubits residing in nearby qubit mod-
ules, thus allowing for intra-module entanglement gate operations.
The plot presented here shows that each bridge module comprises
three coupler circuits, which are used to mediate inter-qubit coupling
between qubits external to each qubit module. The coupler circuit
consists of two λ/2 CPW resonators which are interconnected by a
tunable bus, and all three elements are hosted on the top chip (grey).

tunable bus [41], which can be employed for suppressing par-
asitic interactions and implementing sub-100-ns Controlled-Z
(CZ) gates for inter-module qubits. Given physical assump-
tions, we expect that tunable coupling (entanglement gate op-
erations) of qubits housed in nearby qubit modules, and which
are spatially separated by more than two centimeters could
be obtained. Thus, here, it is promising to implement high-
fidelity inter-module gate operations while maintaining the
desired physical isolation between modules.

II. OVERVIEW OF A MODULAR SUPERCONDUCTING
QUANTUM PROCESSOR

As sketched in Fig. 1(a), we consider a modular quan-
tum device comprising two types of functional module: qubit
modules and bridge modules. In principle, before the device
assembly, each module can be separately fabricated, pack-
aged, and characterized. Therefore, only the modules which
function properly during the test, are assembled into the mod-
ular device. This could improve the fabrication yield of the
large modular system.

In addition, after device assembly, damaged modules can
arise, such as due to junction aging of qubits [42–45]. The
aging process is generally attributed to aluminum hydrates
present in the junction barrier, which can result from fabrica-
tion residuals [43, 44]. Moreover, the non-uniformity present
in qubit fabrication [46] could make the aging process differ-
ently over qubits and qubit modules. To improve the fabri-
cation efficiency of modular devices, it is highly desirable to
replace the damaged module while keeping minimal impacts
on the performance of other functional modules. For this pur-
pose, rather than taking bump-bonding or wire-bonding tech-
nologies for integrating the two-type modules, where qubit
modules should have, e.g., galvanic connections, with bridge
modules, one may prefer underfill technologies [17]. In this
situation, all modules are underfilled to a chip mount or an ad-
ditional large carrier chip, as shown in the inset of Fig. 1(a),
and the coupler circuits housed on the bridge module are cou-
pled capacitively to the qubits that reside in the qubit module.
This makes it possible to have a modular device with replace-
able modules. However, the underfill epoxies can induce di-
electric loss, which should be minimized to avoid degradation
of qubit coherence [17].

Similar to traditional monolithic quantum devices, each
qubit module can contain tens of qubits and their ancillary
circuits for qubit control, e.g., readout resonators for qubit
measurement, and control lines for gate operations. Fig. 1(b)
shows a typical qubit module utilizing bump-bonding tech-
nologies, where both qubits and their ancillary circuits can be
fabricated by lithographically patterned superconducting met-
allization layer, e.g., aluminum, on high-quality substrates,
e.g., high resistivity silicon substrates.

As the surface code scheme requires a two-dimensional
(2D) lattice of qubits with only nearest-neighbor couplings
[5], here, intra-module qubits can be coupled via the tra-
ditional short-range couplers, and inter-module qubits, i.e.,
qubits in the outer perimeter of each qubit module, can be
coupled through the coupler circuits housed in bridge mod-
ules. Thus, the proposed modular architecture can be scaled
up without any sacrifice of qubit connectivity. Moreover, the
bridge module can decrease qubit density and create vacant
space, thus increasing the control footprint area for qubit con-
trol and potentially mitigating the wire problem [36].

To couple inter-module qubits, we consider a bus-mediated
longer-range coupling scheme. The scheme is an extension
of the recently proposed coupling scheme [41], where two
qubits are coupled via a bus, and tunable ZZ coupling can be
achieved through tuning the bus frequency. In addition, weak
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FIG. 2: Circuit schematic of the proposed coupler circuit for cou-
pling qubits in nearby qubit modules (not to scale). (a) Two fixed-
frequency transmon qubits, that are spatially separated by 2 cm, are
coupled together via a coupler circuit. The circuit consists of two λ/2
resonators, which are interconnected via a frequency-tunable trans-
mon qubit (acted as the tunable bus). (b) Frequency arrangement
of the qubit and the coupler circuit (two resonators and one tunable
bus). The qubit frequency is around 5.0GHz, the bus idle frequency
is typically 500MHz above the qubit’s, and the fundamental mode
frequency of the resonator is about 7.0GHz.

qubit-bus coupling, typically with a strength of 20MHz, is
adequate for implementing sub-100-ns CZ gates. Since strong
interactions have been demonstrated for distant qubits coupled
to a common half-wave superconducting coplanar waveguide
resonator (λ/2 CPW resonator) [47, 48], resonator-mediated
qubit-bus couplings with strengths of 20MHz should be
achieved. Thus, we expect that the coupler circuit, which con-
sists of two λ/2 CPW resonators connected via a frequency-
tunable transmon qubit (acted as a tunable bus), as shown in
Fig. 1(c), should be a feasible longer-range coupler for real-
izing tunable ZZ coupling and implementing sub-100-ns CZ
gates for inter-module qubits.

III. ENTANGLEMENT OPERATIONS ON QUBITS
HOUSED IN NEARBY MODULES

Figure 2(a) shows the circuit schematic of a coupled two-
qubit system, where two fixed-frequency transmon qubits [49]
(housed in the nearby qubit modules) are coupled via the pro-
posed coupler circuit (housed in the bridge module). The
full system can be modeled by a chain of five modes in-
cluding three anharmonic modes (two qubits and one tunable
bus) and two harmonic modes (two resonators) with nearest-
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FIG. 3: Tunable ZZ coupling and its application for implement-
ing two-qubit CZ gates. The parameters used here are: qubit
frequency ω1(2)/2π = 5.0(5.2)GHz, qubit (bus) anharmonicity
η1 = η2 = ηt = η with η/2π = −300MHz, resonator frequency
ωr1(r2)/2π = 7.0(7.2)GHz, and resonator coupling strength gtk =
grk = g (calculated at ωi/2π = ωrj/2π = 6.0GHz) with
g/2π = {130, 150, 170, 190}MHz. (a) ZZ coupling strength ζZZ
as a function of the bus frequency ωt for the coupled qubit system il-
lustrated in Fig. 2(a). The inset shows the typical control pulse shape
of the bus frequency for an 80-ns CZ gate, where the bus frequency
is tuned from the idle point at 5.65GHz to the working point near
5.27GHz, and then coming back. (b) CZ gate errors versus gate time
without the consideration of the system decoherence process.

neighboring coupling, described by (hereafter ~ = 1)

H =
∑

i=1,2,t

(
ωia
†
iai +

ηi
2
a†ia
†
iaiai

)
+
∑

j=1,2

ωrjb
†
jbj

+
∑

k=1,2

gtk(a
†
t + at)(bk + b†k)

+
∑

k=1,2

grk(a
†
k + ak)(bk + b†k),

(1)

where the subscript i labels the anharmonic mode Qi with an-
harmonicity ηi and bare mode frequency ωi, and the subscript
j labels the harmonic modeRj with bare mode frequency ωrj .
ai (a

†
i ) is the annihilation (creation) operator for the modes

Qi, and bj (b
†
j) is for modes Rj . gtk (grk) denotes the cou-

pling strength between the mode Qt (Qk) and the resonator
Rk.

As shown in Fig. 2(b), here we consider that the qubit fre-
quency is around 5.0GHz, the bus idle frequency is typically
500MHz above the qubit’s, and the resonator frequency is
about 7.0GHz. Assuming that the dielectric constant of the
substrate (silicon) is εr = 11.45, the λ/2 CPW resonator with
the length 9mm has the fundamental mode at 7GHz [50, 51].
As the typical size of the transom qubit is about 1mm [9], we
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expect that coupling of qubits that are spatially separated by
more than 2 cm can be realized. Thus, given this long-range
coupling scheme, modular devices with large intra-module
separation distance could be achieved, potentially enabling
the desired physical isolation between qubit modules.

As mentioned earlier, here, the ZZ coupling of qubits can
be controlled by adjusting the bus frequency. Fig. 3(a) show
the ZZ coupling strength versus the bus frequency with dif-
ferent resonator coupling strength. Here, the ZZ coupling
strength is defined as (hereafter, notation |Q1R1QtR2Q2〉
denotes the full system state, and when confined to qubit sub-
space, notation |Q1Q2〉 is used)

ζZZ ≡ (E11 − E10)− (E01 − E00), (2)

and can be obtained numerically by dialogizing the full system
Hamiltonian in Eq. (1). In Eq. (2), Ejk denotes the eigenen-
ergy of the full system associated with eigenstate |j̃k〉, which
is adiabatically connected to the bare state |j000k〉 [52].

From the results shown in Fig. 3(a), one can find that
the ZZ coupling can be suppressed below 10 kHz by tun-
ing the bus frequency above 5.5GHz, thus high-performance
single-qubit control can be realized with ZZ-suppression.
Furthermore, when the resonator coupling strength g takes
values larger than 170MHz, ZZ coupling with strength
above 10MHz can be achieved with the bus frequency near
5.27GHz, thus sub-100-ns CZ gates should be obtainable.
Here, we consider that the CZ gate is implemented by tun-
ing the bus frequency according to a fast adiabatic control
pulse [54]. The typical control pulse shape of the bus fre-
quency can be found in the inset of Fig. 3(a), where the bus
frequency is tuned from the idle point (at 5.65GHz, where ZZ
coupling is suppressed below 10 kHz) to the working point
(near 5.27GHz, where the ZZ coupling takes its maximum
value, i.e., about 10MHz), and then coming back. The de-
tailed procedure for tuning up the fast-adiabatic CZ gate and
characterizing the intrinsic CZ gate performance (i.e., in the
absent of decoherence) can be found in Ref.[41].

To evaluate gate performance, Figure 3(b) shows the CZ
gate error as a function of the gate time without the considera-
tion of the system decoherence process [53]. One can find that
with the resonator coupling strength above 170MHz, high-
fidelity sub-100-ns CZ gates can be achieved. This suggests
that with this tunable coupling scheme, the inter-module gate
operations are promising to be implemented with gate perfor-
mance comparable with that of intra-module gate operations.

In practical implementations, compared with the original
scheme, one may expect that besides the decoherence pro-
cesses of the qubits and the bus, the difficulties to face with
the present scheme depend on one additional limitation, i.e.,
the resonator decay process. Here, to study the influence of
the resonator decay process on the CZ gate performance, the
Lindblad master equation is employed. To be more specific,
by considering the resonator decay process, the master equa-
tion can be expressed as

dρ

dt
= −i[H, ρ] +

∑

j=1,2

κjL[bj ], (3)
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FIG. 4: CZ gate error versus the internal quality factor of the res-
onator. The resonator coupling strength is g/2π = 170MHz for (a),
and g/2π = 190MHz for (b), and the decay rate of the resonator is
κj = ωrj/Qj (here, the internal quality factors of the two resonators
take the same value). The other system parameters are the same as in
Fig. 3.

where the Hamiltonian H is given in Eq. (1), ρ is the density
matrix of the system, L[bj ] = bjρb

†
j − b†jbjρ/2 − ρb†jbj/2

describes the resonator decay terms, κj denotes the photon
decay rate of resonator Rj . The average gate fidelity of the
CZ gate under the resonator decay process is defined as [55]

F =
dFp + 1− L1

d+ 1
, (4)

where d denotes the dimension of the computational subspace
of the system, L1 represents the leakage of the gate operation,
and Fp is the process fidelity of the implemented CZ gate. The
process fidelity Fp can be obtained by numerically perform-
ing quantum process tomography of the implemented CZ gate
based on the master equation given in Eq. (3). Similarly, the
leakage L1 can be obtained by solving the master equation
with the system initialized in different computational states
[55].

Figure 4 shows the CZ gate error 1− F versus the internal
quality factor of the resonator. one can find that sub-100-ns
CZ gates with gate errors below 0.01 (0.001) can be achieved
with the resonator internal quality factor exceeding 5 × 103

(5× 104). Given the state-of-the-art results, planar supercon-
ducting CPW resonators with internal quality factors above
106 have been demonstrated [56–58]. Therefore, the result
shown in Fig. 4 suggests that with current technologies, the
gate error from the resonator decay process is promising to be
pushed below 0.001.

In addition, in the presence of decoherence, there gener-
ally exists two gate error channels, i.e., decoherence error due
to the resonator decay and coherence error including leakage
resulting from non-adiabatic transitions. The two channels fa-
vor opposite gate strategies, i.e., short gate times for mitigat-
ing decoherence error and longer gate times for suppressing
coherence error. The tradeoff between the two types of error
can explain that the gates with longer gate times do not al-
ways show better performance, as shown in Fig. 4. Moreover,
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by comparing the results in Fig. 4(a) and 4(b), one can find
that although larger resonator coupling can decrease the co-
herent error, as also shown in Fig. 3(b), it can, on the contrary,
increase the decoherence error through the resonator decay
process. This is to be expected, as larger resonator coupling
can result in a strong state hybrid between the qubit and the
resonator, thus qubit relaxation through the resonator can be-
come more serious [38].

IV. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

In summary, the work aims to show the possibility of solv-
ing challenges toward large-scale quantum devices with tun-
able longer-range coupling. We have shown that with the
proposed tunable longer-range coupler, a modular quantum
device with fast-speed, high-fidelity inter-module gate opera-
tions and desired physical isolation could be obtained. This
could give rise to a promising foundation for mitigating sev-
eral scientific and technical challenges toward large-scale su-
perconducting quantum computing. Though, in practice, the
feasibility of the proposed modular design may be limited be-
cause of several relevant engineering challenges, e.g., the as-
sembly accuracy of modules [32], and the parasitic electro-
magnetic modes within the device package [10, 12], another
goal of this work is to encourage further experimental and the-
oretical research in incorporating long-range inter-qubit cou-

pling into scalable quantum information processing with su-
perconducting qubits [59].

While in the present work, the introduced longer-range cou-
pler is employed for realizing longer-range tunable ZZ cou-
pling and CZ gates, in the supplementary material, we fur-
ther show that the coupler could also be used for implement-
ing other types of two-qubit gate. We will show that by set-
ting the bus frequency at 5.5GHz, the ZZ coupling has been
suppressed heavily, as shown in Fig. 3(a), meanwhile, the
transversal (XY ) coupling between qubits can still be main-
tained [60]. Thus, for qubits coupled via the proposed coupler,
all-microwave-controlled cross-resonance gates (or CX gates)
can be realized with ZZ suppression [61].
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A. D. ÓConnell, D. Sank, H. Wang, M. Weides, A. N. Cleland,

and J. M. Martinis, Wirebond cross talk and cavity modes in
large chip mounts for superconducting qubits, Supercond. Sci.
Technol. 24, 065001 (2011).

[11] R. Barends, J. Kelly, A. Megrant, A. Veitia, D. Sank, E. Jeffrey,
T. C. White, J. Mutus, A. G. Fowler, B. Campbell et al., Super-
conducting quantum circuits at the surface code threshold for
fault tolerance, Nature 508, 500 (2014).

[12] S. Huang, B. Lienhard, G. Calusine, A. Vepsäläinen, J.
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[19] A. Potočnik, S. Brebels, J. Verjauw, R. Acharya, A. Grill, D.
Wan, M. Mongillo, R. Li, T. Ivanov, S. V. Winckel et al., Mil-
likelvin temperature cryo-CMOS multiplexer for scalable quan-
tum device characterisation , Quantum Sci. Technol. 7, 015004
(2021).
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Cross-resonance gate

In the main text, we show that the introduced longer-range coupler can be employed for realizing longer-range tunable ZZ
coupling and CZ gates by controlling the bus frequency. Here, we further show that the proposed coupler can also be used
to implement cross-resonance gates [1]. Cross-resonance (CR) gate is an all-microwave-controlled two-qubit gate, which is
realized by driving the control qubit at the frequency of the target qubit, and has been demonstrated as a leading two-qubit
gate scheme for qubit architectures with fixed-frequency qubits [2]. One of the major parasitic interactions, that degrade the
performance of CR gates, is the parasitic ZZ coupling [1, 3]. Since the implementation of CR gates is based on the transversal
(XY ) coupling between qubits, it is highly desirable to suppress the parasitic ZZ coupling while keeping adequateXY coupling
strength for implementing CR gates [4, 5]. From the point of view of perturbation theory, the XY and ZZ coupling are
generally enabled by different virtual transition paths, thus the suppression of ZZ coupling does not always mean that the XY
coupling is also suppressed [4]. This suggests that one can maintain the XY interaction while suppressing ZZ coupling, thus
XY-interaction-based two-qubit gates, such as iSWAP gates or CR gates, can be realized with ZZ suppression [4, 5].

CX gate

In the following discussion, we will show that CR gates can be realized with ZZ suppression for two qubits coupled via the
proposed longer-range coupler (see Fig.2 of the main text). For this system, by setting the bus frequency above 5.5 GHz, the ZZ
coupling can be suppressed below 10 kHz (see Fig.3(a) of the main text). Thus, we consider that in the coupled qubit system,
the bus takes the fixed frequency at 5.5 GHz, suppressing the parasitic ZZ coupling for implementing CR gates. The resonator
coupling strength g is 190 MHz, and other system parameters are the same as in Fig.3(a) of the main text.

Here, we intend to realize CX (CNOT) gate using the CR gate scheme, i.e., driving the control qubit Q2 at the frequency of
the target qubit Q1. In addition, besides the CR drive applied to Q2, here we consider that an additional cancellation drive is
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FIG. S1: Typical control pulse with cosine-shaped ramp for implementing CX (CNOT) gates, where the full width at maximum is defined as
the hold time.
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FIG. S2: Populations versus the hold time for four initial states with the CR drive and the cancellation drive applied toQ2 andQ1, respectively.
The typical pulse shape is given in Fig. S1. Here, the ramp time is 20 ns. (a-d) the amplitude of the CR drive is Ω2/2π = 50 MHz and the
amplitude of the cancellation drive is Ω1 = −0.0054Ω2. (e-h) the amplitude of the CR drive is Ω2/2π = 100 MHz and the amplitude of the
cancellation drive is Ω1 = −0.0058Ω2.

applied to Q1 [2]. The system Hamiltonian under microwave drives can be expressed as

Hfull = H +Hd, Hd =
∑

i=1,2

Ωi(a
†
i + ai) cos(ωdt), (S1)

where H is the undriven system Hamiltonian given in Eq.(1) of the main text, Ω1(2) denotes the amplitude of the cancellation
drive (CR drive) applied to Q1(2), and ωd is the drive frequency, i.e., the (dressed) frequency of Q1.

For the CX gate calibration, the amplitude of the cancellation drive is chosen to ensure no operation on the target qubit Q1

when the control qubit Q2 is in state |0〉 [6]. Thus, up to single-qubit phase compensation (single-qubit phase gate), the CX gate
can be implemented by carefully choosing the amplitude of the CR drive and the gate time. The typical pulse shape for the CX
gate is shown in Fig. S1, where the pulse has cosine-shaped ramps, and the full width at maximum is defined as the hold time.

Figure S2 shows the qubit population versus the hold time during the gate operations. One can find that with the cancellation
drive, there is indeed no operation on Q1 when Q2 in state |0〉. On the contrary, when Q2 is in state |1〉, the population of Q1

shows a normal Rabi oscillation. Thus, by choosing optimal hold times, CX gates can be obtained.
As shown in Fig. S2(a-d), for a CR drive with Ω2/2π = 50 MHz, a CX gate can be obtained with hold time of 365 ns, and

the gate fidelity is 0.9996 [7]. The gate time could be shorter by increasing the CR drive amplitude. For example, as shown in
Fig. S2(e-h), where the amplitude is 100 MHz, a CX gate can be achieved with the hold time of 220 ns and the gate fidelity is
0.9988. The increased gate error can be reduced by increasing the ramp time [6]. When increasing the ramp time to 25 ns, a
higher-fidelity (0.9996) CX gate can be obtained with the hold time of 213 ns.
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