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Spin qubits in silicon and germanium quantum dots are promising platforms for quantum com-
puting, but entangling spin qubits over micrometer distances remains a critical challenge. Current
prototypical architectures maximize transversal interactions between qubits and microwave res-
onators, where the spin state is flipped by nearly resonant photons. However, these interactions
cause back-action on the qubit, that yield unavoidable residual qubit-qubit couplings and signifi-
cantly affect the gate fidelity. Strikingly, residual couplings vanish when spin-photon interactions
are longitudinal and photons couple to the phase of the qubit. We show that large longitudinal
interactions emerge naturally in state-of-the-art hole spin qubits. These interactions are fully tun-
able and can be parametrically modulated by external oscillating electric fields. We propose realistic
protocols to measure these interactions and to implement fast and high-fidelity two-qubit entangling
gates. These protocols work also at high temperatures, paving the way towards the implementation
of large-scale quantum processors.

Introduction. Spin qubits in silicon (Si) and germa-
nium (Ge) quantum dots are frontrunner candidates to
process quantum information [1–6]. Hole spin qubits
hold particular promise because of their large and fully
tunable spin-orbit interactions (SOI) [7–15], enabling ul-
trafast all-electrical gates at low power [16–25], and be-
cause of their resilience to hyperfine noise even in nat-
ural materials [26–31]. In current quantum processors,
engineering long-range interactions of distant qubits re-
mains a critical challenge. A fast and coherent interface
between qubits separated by a few micrometers will en-
able modular architectures with cryogenic classical con-
trol on-chip [32–36], as well as significantly improve qubit
connectivity, with great advantages for near-term quan-
tum processors [37, 38] and opening up to new classes of
efficient quantum error correcting codes [39–41].

Driven by significant technological progress in enhanc-
ing the amplitude of spin-photon interactions [42–44],
coupling distant spin qubits via microwave resonators is
an appealing approach [45]. In analogy to superconduct-
ing circuits [46, 47], current spin-photon interfaces are
designed to be transversal, where nearly resonant pho-
tons flip the spin state. However, these interactions cause
a significant back-action of the resonator on the qubit,
resulting in unavoidable residual qubit-qubit couplings.
These unwanted couplings are critical issues in scalable
quantum processors [48, 49], and they are minimized by
operating in the dispersive regime [50], where a large
detuning between resonator and qubit frequencies sup-
presses also the effective spin-spin interactions.

In this work, we investigate a different approach where
fast high-fidelity two-qubit gates are implemented by
tunable longitudinal spin-photon interactions, where the
photon couples to the phase of the qubit. These in-
teractions do not cause back-action on the qubit, thus
eliminating residual couplings and suppressing Purcell
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decay [48]. Moreover, because longitudinal interactions
do not rely on resonant processes, fast two-qubit gates
are possible at arbitrarily large detuning, relaxing strin-
gent constraints imposed by dispersive interactions and
frequency crowding, and helping in scaling up the next-
generation of quantum processors.

While challenging to engineer in superconducting cir-
cuits [48, 49], large longitudinal interactions emerge natu-
rally in hole spin qubits, where, in contrast to alternative
theoretical proposals [51–56] and recent experiments [52],
they do not require multiple quantum dots, nor paramet-
ric driving. We show that longitudinal interactions in
hole dots are fully tunable and can be modulated by os-
cillating electric fields, enabling significantly faster qubit
readout protocols [57, 58] and two-qubit gates [59, 60].
We propose protocols to reliably measure and control
these interactions, yielding fast entangling gates between
distant qubits, with high fidelities above the surface code
threshold [61]. Strikingly, these gates work also at high
temperatures with resonators in hot thermal states [62],
thus providing a significant step towards large-scale uni-
versal semiconducting quantum processors.

Static spin-photon interactions. The interactions be-
tween spins in a quantum dot and photons confined in
a microwave resonator with frequency ωr is described by
the Hamiltonian

H =
~ωB

2
σ3 + ~ωra†a+ ~γγγ · σσσ(a† + a) , (1)

where a is the photon annihilation operator and σσσ is a
vector of Pauli matrices. The qubit frequency ωB and the
direction of Zeeman field e3 are related to the magnetic
field B and to the matrix g of quantum dot g-factors by
µBB · g = ~ωBe3. The spin-photon interactions are de-
termined by the vector γγγ, whose magnitude and direction
strongly depends on the setup.

In long quantum dots, where the confinement potential
in one direction, e.g. ez, is smoother than in the other
directions, the spin-photon interactions are mediated by
the SOI, and when the electric field Er of the resonator
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Figure 1. Interactions of hole spin qubits and microwave
photons. At the top, we sketch the devices analyzed and the
color code used. In (a) and (b) we show the magnitude of the
static interactions γγγL and γγγS against E. In state-of-the-art
architectures, γγγ ∼ 100 MHz, and E is in the V/µm range,
enabling strong spin-photon interactions. In (c) and (d), we
examine the tunability of γγγ. In (c), we show how to turn
on/off γγγL by modulating l in a time τon. A control gate C
tunes l and, in the off state, screens the gate R connected
to the resonator. In the inset, we show the variation of the
g-factor during the protocol. In Si and Ge eEL = 3εc and
eEL = 5εc, respectively, and gpGe

W = 0.27, gSi�
W = 1.15, and

gSi∆
W = 2.8. In (d), we show the ac modulations of the inter-

actions γγγ1
L,S . Squares and triangles indicate where γγγ0 = 0.

Here, qr = e2ErL/εc and εc = ~2π2/m̄L2. The Ge qubits are
encoded in squeezed dots [2] in planar Ge/SiGe heterostruc-
tures with L = 30 nm, l = 5w = 50 nm, and strain energy
εs = 15 meV [63], and in Ge/Si core/shell nanowires with
l = 5L = 50 nm and εs = 25 meV [64]. The Si qubits are en-
coded in square and triangular finFETs with l = 2L = 20 nm.
We consider isotropic Ge [65], and in Si we use the growth di-
rection ez ‖ [001], E ‖ [110], where SOIs are maximal [10]
(fully tunable [11, 26]) in square (triangular) FETs.

is aligned to ez, we obtain [66]

γγγL =
l

lso

eErl

~ω̄
ωreso ≈ α

l

lso

√
Zr√
~ω̄

ω2
reso . (2)

The spin-orbit length lso and the unit vector eso describe
the magnitude and direction of the vector of SOI, respec-
tively. We parametrize the soft and hard confinement by
the harmonic length l and frequency ω̄ = ~/m̄l2, and

by the length L and energy εc = ~2π2/m̄L2, respec-
tively. Also, in hole quantum dots the average mass is
m̄ = m/γ1, where m is the bare electron mass and γ1

is a Luttinger parameter [65]. We estimate eErl ≈ αVr,
where Vr = ωr

√
~Zr is the zero-point-fluctuation poten-

tial of photons at the antinode of a resonator with char-
acteristic impedance Zr [46, 47] and α is the lever arm
describing the electrostatic coupling of the plunger gate
connecting the resonator to the dot [67].

The type of spin-photon interactions depends on the
direction of B. Transversal interactions are tuned into
longitudinal interactions by aligning the Zeeman field to
the spin-orbit vector, i.e. e3 ‖ eso. The magnitude of γγγL
is particularly large in hole spin qubits, where lso of a few
tens of nanometers, comparable to l, were measured [20,
21, 68], enabling strong interactions in single quantum
dots [69–71].

In Fig. 1(a), we compare γγγL in state-of-the-art hole
spin qubits encoded in Si and Ge quantum dots. More
details on the simulation are given in Sec. I of [66]. Im-
portantly, the amplitude of γγγL is large and fully tunable
by an external electric field E. By simulating long quan-
tum dots in Ge/Si core/shell nanowires [9, 21, 68, 69] and
in square Si finFETs [23–25], we observe that large cou-
pling strengths |γγγGeO

L |/2π ≈ 200 MHz and |γγγSi�
L |/2π ≈

100 MHz are experimentally achievable at realistic fields
E ∼ 10 V/µm and for typical parameters α = 0.4e,
ωr/2π = 5 GHz and Zr = 4 kΩ (yielding Vr =
20 µV) [72]. At small E, similar values of |γγγL| emerge in
triangular Si finFETs [22, 73–75], where the lower sym-
metry of the cross-section permits to completely turn off
the SOI at finite values of E [11] (marked with a tri-
angle). We also examine a quantum dot in strained pla-
nar Ge/SiGe heterostructures, an architecture that holds
much promise for scaling up quantum computers [17–
19]. Squeezing the quantum dot, such that the harmonic
lengths defining the dot are w and l, and satisfy w � l,
induces a large SOI [13], and enables significant spin-

photon interactions, with |γγγpGe
L |/2π ≈ 20 MHz.

These interactions are enhanced by modifying the
quantum dot, e.g. using lightly strained materials and
tightly squeezed dots [13], or by increasing the resonators
impedance, either in superconducting platforms [76–79]
or in carbon nanotubes [80–82] and quantum Hall materi-
als [55, 60, 83, 84], where Zr ≈ 25 kΩ. Also, importantly,
γγγL depends quadratically on the resonator frequency, see
Eq. (2), and increasing ωr has a large effect on the inter-
actions, enabling |γγγL| ∼ 1 GHz at ωr/2π = 20 GHz.
In striking contrast to transversal interactions, longi-
tudinal interactions do not require ωr and ωB to be
matched [59], and working at ωr/2π ∼ 20 GHz and
ωB/2π ∼ 1 GHz suppresses unwanted residual disper-
sive couplings χ, that affect scalability [48, 49]. When
B is misaligned by η = 1% from eso, we estimate
χ ≈ η2|γγγL|2/(ωr − ωB) . 10−5|γγγL|. Moreover, in this
regime, small values of B suffice to strongly couple the
spin to the resonator, yielding longer photon lifetime in
superconducting cavities and strong interactions in qubit
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architectures with small g-factors [17–19].
In hole spin qubits, large spin-photon interactions arise

also from the electrical tunability of the Zeeman en-
ergy [21]. When B is misaligned to a principal axis i of
the g-factor (defined by g = δijgi), this tunability yields
fast spin-flip transitions [85–89] and transversal interac-
tions, while when B ‖ ei the interactions are longitudinal.
In the architectures examined, ei coincide with the main
confinement axis [90] and a resonator field Er ‖ E yields

γγγS =
µB
2~

∂g ·B
∂E

Er ≈
α

2elgi

∂gi
∂E

√
~ZrωrωBe3 . (3)

In Fig. 1(b), we compare γγγS in Si finFETs and in pla-
nar Ge for different directions of B. We assume that ωB
is constant and variations of gi at different E are com-
pensated by B. Importantly, this interaction is turned off
at the sweet-spots with ∂gi/∂E = 0, where charge noise
is suppressed to first order (marked with a square). In
contrast to γγγL, here γγγS ∝ ωBωr, resulting in a lower en-
hancement of the longitudinal interactions by operating
at ωB � ωr. Working in this regime however still sup-
presses residual dispersive interactions arising, e.g. from
small misalignments of B from ei. We emphasize that
while typically smaller than γγγL, γγγS conveniently results
in significant interactions also in short quantum dots.

Modulating the interactions. The spin-photon inter-
actions are fully tunable. By changing electric potentials,
the interactions can be turned on and off on-demand and
can also be harmonically modulated, enabling efficient
qubit readout [57] and two-qubit gates [59, 60].

To tune γγγL, we consider the protocol sketched in
Fig. 1(c), where a gate (C) controls the length l and
the position of the dot. In the off-state, the dot is short
and C screens the electric field of the gate (R) connected
to the resonator, suppressing γγγL. By squeezing the dot,
the interactions are turned on and γγγL is enhanced by or-
ders of magnitude because γγγL ∝ l4 [Eq. (2)] and Er is
not screened by C. Adiabatically switching on γγγL in a
time τon . ωB/2π reduces errors and leakage during this
protocol. We emphasize that, as shown in the inset of
Fig. 1(c), the g-factor is also modified [13, 64] during the
protocol, resulting in an additional phase accumulation
in the qubit, that can be compensated for by single qubit
gates or by appropriately modifying B.

In current experiments, the size of the dot is routinely
varied in τon ∼ 1 ns [91–93], suggesting that this proto-
col could modulate γγγL in ac. However, the strong non-
linear dependence of γγγL on l might significantly distort
the ac signal. To reduce distortion, we propose instead to
parametrically modulate the interactions via the E de-
pendence of γγγ. By superimposing a small ac field δE(t)
to the dc field E, we obtain

γγγL,S(t) ≈ γγγ0
L,S + γγγ1

L,SδE(t) . (4)

The dependence of the modulated interactions γγγ1
L,S on

the dc field E in Si finFETs is shown in Fig. 1(d). Partic-
ularly relevant working points are the sweet spots where
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Figure 2. Signatures of longitudinal interactions in the Rabi
frequency ωR. In (a) we show ωR against λz. Here, ωB = ωx,
and we vary ωz and the phase φ̄ = 2ωx(φ+ π)/ωz. In (b), we
show the spin-flip probability in time, computed numerically
from the Hamiltonian in Eq. (5). We use ωx = 5λz = 50λx,
φ̄ = 0, and ωz/ωx = 1(2) for the blue (red) line. For reference,
we show with a dashed line the oscillations at λz = 0.

γγγ0 = 0 (marked with squares and triangles). At those
points, longitudinal interactions are off at δE(t) = 0,
and the qubit lifetime is strongly enhanced because of a
low susceptibility to charge noise. The ac modulation of
the interactions is much smaller than the static coupling,
yielding γγγ1

L ∼ 10γγγ1
S ≈ 0.5 MHz, comparable to paramet-

ric longitudinal coupling in ST qubits [52]. We consider
here large ac amplitudes δE = 0.1 V/µm, and in analogy
to before ωr/2π = ωB/2π = 5 GHz, Vr = 20 µV and
α = 0.4e. If the coupling is longitudinal, γγγ1

L is signifi-
cantly enhanced by enlarging ωr, and γγγ1

L ≈ 10 MHz is
obtained for ωr/2π ≈ 25 GHz.

Signature of longitudinal interactions. In striking
contrast to transversal spin-photon interactions, longi-
tudinal interactions do not induce spin flip transitions
nor qubit-dependent shifts of ωr, and thus characterizing
them is a challenging task. When both longitudinal and
transversal interactions are present, ac-modulated longi-
tudinal interactions yield a measurable asymmetry in the
qubit energy as a function of the detuning [52], but this
approach fails to measure static interactions. We propose
an alternative protocol based on the back-action of longi-
tudinal interactions on externally driven spin rotations.
This protocol works in any system described by Eq. (1)
and is not unique of hole spin qubits.

We consider an external driving of the qubit with
frequency ωx and amplitude λx, inducing Rabi oscilla-
tions. By preparing the resonator in the coherent state
|
√
n̄eiωzt〉 with n̄ photons, Eq. (1) at γγγ ‖ e3 yields

HM =
~ωB

2
σ3 + ~λx cos(ωxt)σ1 + ~λz cos(ωzt+ φ)σ3 ,

(5)
with λz = 2

√
n̄|γγγ| and we include a phase difference φ.

At resonance ωB = ωx, and at λz = 0, the state of
the qubit rotates with Rabi frequency ωR = λx ∼ 50 −
500 MHz [17–22]. Finite values of λz significantly alter



4

0 2 4 6 8 100

100

200

300

400

500

0 2 4 6 8 1010-6

10-5

10-4

10-3

10-2

10-1

1

Figure 3. Controlled-Z gate of distant qubits. We show the
gate time Tg in (a) and the infidelity 1 − F (in logarithmic
scale) in (b) against E. We analyze the long quantum dots
described in Fig. 1 (using the same color code), and resonators
with α = 0.3e, Zr = 4 kΩ, and we mark with solid (dashed)
lines the case ωr/2π = 10(15) GHz. The gray line indicates
the surface code threshold 1−F = 7×10−4 [61]. We consider
a fixed qubit frequency ωB/2π = 5 GHz and 1/f charge noise
with αV̄ = 5 µeV.

the speed of spin precession. By moving to the rotating
frame with the operator e−iσz [ωxt/2+λz sin(ωzt+φ)/ωz ], that
accounts exactly for λz, and in the usual rotating wave
approximation (RWA) we find [66]

ωR = λxJ0

(
2λz
ωz

)
= λx

[
1− λ2

z

ω2
z

+O
(
λ4
z

ω4
z

)]
, (6)

with J0 being the Bessel function. The correction is
quadratic in λz/ωz, but is still detectable in state-of-
the-art architectures. For realistic parameters |γγγ|/2π =
100 MHz, ωz/2π = 5 GHz, and in cavities with n̄ = 100
photons, ωR shifts by ∼ 15% from λx.

Eq. (6) is valid for arbitrary values of λz and ωz, how-
ever, strikingly, at certain resonant frequencies ωx = qωz,
with q = 1/2 or q ∈ N , the longitudinal corrections are
modified by an extra phase-dependent term and read

ωqR = λx

∣∣∣∣J0

(
2λz
ωz

)
+ e2iq(φ+π)J2q

(
2λz
ωz

)∣∣∣∣ . (7)

A detailed analysis of these resonances is provided in
Sec. II of [66]. A comparison between these cases for dif-
ferent values of φ is shown in Fig. 2, where we also confirm
the shift of ωR by numerically solving the Schrödinger
equation with the Hamiltonian in Eq. (5). In the weak
driving limit λz . ωz, the sensitivity of ωR on λz
is strongly enhanced at q = 1/2 (ωz = 2ωx), where

ω
q=1/2
R /λx ≈ 1− cos(φ)λz/ωz, with a linear dependence

on λz/ωz. In long quantum dots, doubling ωz ≈ ωr
enhances λz/ωz ∝ ωz, see Eq. (2), yielding a maximal
change of ωR of ∼ 90% for the same parameters used
above. Interestingly, we also observe that at ωz = 2ωx
and φ = π, λz enhances ωR up to 22%.

High-fidelity two-qubit gates. When two qubits are
longitudinally coupled with magnitude γ1,2 to the same

resonator with frequency ωr, the resonator mediates ef-
fective Ising interactions Jσ1

zσ
2
z , with exchange J =

γ1γ2/ωr [48]. A controlled-Z gate between these qubits
UcZ = diag(1, 1, 1,−1) is implemented by switching on
J for a time Tg = π/4J (up to single qubit rota-
tions) [66, 94]. The interactions γ1,2 are turned on and
off with the protocol sketched in Fig. 1(c).

We consider two identical hole spin qubits encoded in
the realistic long quantum dots discussed above, and in
Fig. 3(a) we show Tg. Strikingly, the large value of γ
results in fast gates with Tg ∼ 10 − 100 ns, comparable
to state-of-the-art superconducting qubits [95, 96]. Also,
Tg is significantly shortened at large ωr because J ∝ ω3

r .
In contrast to alternative proposals [56, 59, 60], our

approach does not require an ac modulation of γγγ. Here,
we consider a square pulse of time Tg, and we neglect
the turning on time τon, as well as non-RWA corrections.
These effects are discussed in detail in Sec. III of [66],
where we present an exact solution also valid for smooth
pulses. A small value of τon � Tg only slightly affects Tg,
and the non-RWA corrections are negligible if ωrTg � 1.
Strikingly, at ωrTg = 2πn with n ∈ N, not only the non-
RWA corrections vanish [59], but our protocol works for
arbitrary states of the resonator, including hot thermal
states, suggesting that fast two-qubit gates could be ex-
ecuted at high temperatures. Demonstrating entangling
gates at 4 K, compatible to current single qubit gates [22]
and cryo-CMOS [32–36], will pave the way towards large-
scale quantum computers.

Gates mediated by longitudinal interactions have also
high fidelity. To examine the fidelity F , we consider that
errors can arise from the decay rate κ = ωr/Q of pho-
tons in resonators with quality factor Q. This noise chan-
nel yields a resonator-dependent dephasing of the qubits
with time Tr ≈ ω2

r/γ
2κ ≈ TgQ [59, 60]. However, in

state-of-the-art resonators with Q ∼ 104−5 [72], we esti-
mate Tr & 0.1 ms, much larger than the dephasing time
of current hole spin qubits Tϕ2 ∼ 0.1 − 10 µs. More-
over, residual transversal interactions caused by small
misalignments of B from eso with angle η yield infideli-
ties 1 − F ≈ 0.8(1 + n̄)η2 ∼ 10−3 − 10−4 (see Sec. IIID
of [66]) at η ≈ 1% and for resonators with up to n̄ = 10
photons. Because this infidelity is suppressed by accu-
rately aligning B, we focus now on the intrinsic qubit
noise, resulting in [66]

F = e−(Tg/T
ϕ
2 )2 , with

1

Tϕ2
=

ωB
2g
√
π
V̄
∂g

∂V

√
ln

(
1

ωcoTg

)
,

(8)
where ωco ≈ 1 Hz is a frequency cut-off. The gate
infidelity 1 − F in different architectures is shown in
Fig. 3(b). We consider dephasing caused by a 1/f charge
noise [97–99] with spectral function S(ω) = V̄ 2/|ω| aris-
ing from random fluctuations of the gate potential. As-
suming that the control gate causes the largest fluctu-
ations, we estimate ∂g/∂V ≈ α∂g/e∂El, where typical
values of αV̄ ∼ 0.1− 10 µeV [3, 100], yields realistic Tϕ2
in the µs range. Strikingly, in state-of-the-art devices
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we estimate high fidelities with 1 − F ∼ 10−3 − 10−4,
above the surface code threshold [61], and pushing long-
distance coupling to new speed and coherence standards.

Conclusion. We analyze longitudinal spin-photon
interactions in Si and Ge hole quantum dots. We show
that these interactions are large, fully tunable and they
can be harmonically modulated. These interactions are
enhanced by large qubit-resonator detuning, in striking
contrast to dispersive interactions. We propose protocols
to quantify these interactions and to perform fast and

high-fidelity two-qubit gates, that also work at high
temperature. Engineering large longitudinal interactions
in hole spin qubits will provide a significant step towards
the implementation of a large-scale semiconductor
quantum computer.

We thank L. Camenzind, S. Geyer, T. Patlatiuk and
A. Kuhlmann for useful discussions. This work was sup-
ported as a part of NCCR SPIN funded by the Swiss
National Science Foundation (grant number 51NF40-
180604).
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[4] A. Zwerver, T. Krähenmann, T. Watson, L. Lampert,
H. C. George, R. Pillarisetty, S. Bojarski, P. Amin,
S. Amitonov, J. Boter, R. Caudillo, D. Corras-Serrano,
J. Dehollain, G. Droulers, E. Henry, R. Kotlyar, M. Lo-
dari, F. Luthi, D. Michalak, B. Mueller, S. Neyens,
J. Roberts, N. Samkharadze, G. Zheng, O. Zietz,
G. Scappucci, M. Veldhorst, L. Vandersypen, and
J. Clarke, Qubits made by advanced semiconductor man-
ufacturing, arXiv:2101.12650 (2021).

[5] A. Mills, C. Guinn, M. Gullans, A. Sigillito, M. Feld-
man, E. Nielsen, and J. Petta, Two-qubit silicon quan-
tum processor with operation fidelity exceeding 99%,
arXiv:2111.11937 (2021).

[6] D. Jirovec, A. Hofmann, A. Ballabio, P. M. Mutter,
G. Tavani, M. Botifoll, A. Crippa, J. Kukucka, O. Sagi,
F. Martins, J. Saez-Mollejo, I. Prieto, M. Borovkov,
J. Arbiol, D. Chrastina, G. Isella, and G. Katsaros, A
singlet-triplet hole spin qubit in planar ge, Nature Mate-
rials 20, 1106 (2021).

[7] D. V. Bulaev and D. Loss, Electric dipole spin resonance
for heavy holes in quantum dots, Phys. Rev. Lett. 98,
097202 (2007).

[8] D. V. Bulaev and D. Loss, Spin relaxation and deco-
herence of holes in quantum dots, Phys. Rev. Lett. 95,
076805 (2005).

[9] C. Kloeffel, M. Trif, and D. Loss, Strong spin-orbit inter-
action and helical hole states in ge/si nanowires, Phys.
Rev. B 84, 195314 (2011).
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ABSTRACT

We present the theoretical model of hole spin qubits coupled to microwave resonators, and we derive the analyt-
ical expressions of the spin-photon interaction strength presented in the main text. We also analyze in detail the
modification of the Rabi frequency caused by a longitudinal driving, a mechanism that can be leveraged to measure
longitudinal spin-photon interactions. Finally, we show general exact formulas of the time-evolution operator of a
system comprising two qubits longitudinally coupled to the same resonator. Our results describe also longitudinal
interactions with an arbitrary time dependence. We examine gate time and gate fidelity when the interactions are
smoothly turned on and when the resonator is in a thermal state. We show that fast and high-fidelity entangling
gates can be implemented in state-of-the-art devices.

S1. HOLE SPIN QUBITS

A. Model of hole spin qubits

Here, we describe in detail the microscopic model used to simulate spin qubits in hole quantum dots. Hole nanos-
tructures are well described by the Luttinger-Kohn Hamiltonian [S1]

HLK =

(
γ1 +

5

2
γ2

)
πππ · πππ
2m
− γ2

m
πππ2 · J2 − 2

γ3

m
{πi, πj} {Ji, Jj}+ c.p. , (S1)

where c.p. means cyclic permutation, J = (J1, J2, J3) are spin 3/2 matrices, and πππ = p + eA is the dynamical
momentum with p = −i~∇ being the canonical momentum and A = (zBy − yBz/2,−zBx + xBz/2, 0) is the vector
potential. When simulating germanium (Ge) nanostructures, we use γ1 = 13.35 and we work with the isotropic
approximation, i.e. γ2 = γ3 = 4.965 [S1]; in this case, the results are independent of the growth direction of the wire
and of the heterostructure. In silicon (Si) nanostructures, this approximation is not accurate and we consider fin field
effect transistors (finFETs) with the fin aligned to z ‖ [001] grown on a substrate aligned to x ‖ [110]. To model this

case, we identify pz = p3 and px,y = (p1 ± p2)/
√

2 (Jz = J3 and Jx,y = (J1 ± J2)/
√

2). For Si, we use γ1 = 4.285,
γ2 = 0.339 and γ3 = 1.446 [S1]. We define here the average hole mass m̄ = m/γ1, where m is the bare electron mass.

Different qubit designs are modelled by the confinement potentials and the strain. In the main text, we study several
architectures. Squeezed quantum dots in planar Ge heterostructures [S2] are modelled by considering a hard-wall
confinement in the y-direction in a well with height L, and anisotropic parabolic confinement in x and z directions,
with potential V (x, z) = ~2(x2/w4 + z2/l4)/2m̄, parametrized by the lengths w < l. In these structures, we also
include the strain caused by the mismatch of lattice constants in Ge and Si, that results in the additional energy
HS = −εsJ2

z . We use εs = 15 meV, consistent with recent experiments in lightly strained heterostructures [S3].
Ge/Si core/shell nanowires [S4] are modelled by hard-wall confinement potential in a cross-section of circular shape,

with radius L, and by harmonic potential V (z) = ~2z2/2m̄l4 in the direction of the wire. In this case, we consider
the strain energy HS = εsJ

2
z , with εs = 25 meV, caused by the mismatch of lattice constants of Si and Ge [S5]. In

square [S6] and triangular [S7] Si finFETs, we also consider hard-wall confinement with the appropriate cross-section
with side L and harmonic potential parametrized by l in the z-direction. In all these structures, we include an electric
field in the y-direction, resulting in HE = −eEy.

We find the g-factors by applying a small magnetic field B, that modifies the momenta and induces a Zeeman
energy 2µBκB · J. Here, κ = 3.41 (κ = −0.42) for Ge (Si) and we neglect small corrections ∝ J3

i . By computing the
derivative of g with respect to E, we find the values of the spin-photon interaction γS . The spin-photon interactions
γL are found by including the term Hd = ωrdp(a

† + a) in the Luttinger-Kohn Hamiltonian, where d = eErm̄l
4/~2

is the dipole shift caused by the resonator electric field Er(a
† + a). This term arises naturally by moving to a frame

co-moving with the quantum dot center of mass [S2]. In the case of long-quantum dots, one can derive analytical
expressions for γL, as shown in detail in the next section.
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B. Photon coupling to spins in long quantum dots

We discuss here the interactions of a long quantum dot and a microwave resonator. Hole spin qubits in long
quantum dots are well-approximated by a microscopic Hamiltonian, quadratic in the momentum operator p in the
long direction chosen to be along z-axis [S8]. By including the spin-orbit interaction (SOI) v and a resonator with
frequency ωr, that shifts the position of the dot by an electric field Er, we obtain

H =
p2

2m∗
+
m∗ω2

o

2
z2 + vpσσσ · eso + ~ωra†a− eErz(a† + a) . (S2)

Here, we introduce an effective wire mass m∗ (that typically varies from m̄ by 10− 20%) and an orbital frequency ωo.
These quantities are related to the length l by m∗ω2

o = ~2/m̄l4.
While a magnetic field B is required to split the qubit states, crucially, the coupling of the dot to the resonator

can be defined also at B = 0. To observe this, we move to a frame co-moving with the dot by the translation

T = e−ipd(a†+a)/~, where d = eEr/m
∗ω2

o is characteristic shift of the wavefunction. We then obtain

T †HT =

(
1 + 2

ωrm
∗d2

~

)
p2

2m∗
+
m∗ω2

o

2
z2 + vpσσσ · eso + ~ωra†a− iωrdp

(
a† − a

)
− m∗ω2

od
2

2
(a† + a)2 . (S3)

The SOI is eliminated by the spin-dependent phase shift S = eiσσσ·esoz/lso , with lso = ~/m∗v(1 + 2ωrm
∗d2/~) being

the spin-orbit length. We obtain

S†T †HTS =

(
1 + 2

ωrm
∗d2

~

)
p2

2m∗
+
m∗ω2

o

2
z2 + ~ωra†a− iωrd

(
p− ~

lso
σσσ · eso

)(
a† − a

)
− m∗ω2

od
2

2
(a† + a)2 . (S4)

By projecting onto the lowest energy degenerate Kramers partners of the dot, one finds the spin-photon interaction
Hamiltonian

Hi = i
(
a† − a

)
~ωr

d

lso
σσσ · eso , (S5)

that is equivalent to the Hamiltonian provided in Eq. (1) of the main text once the ladder operators are appropriately
redefined. We emphasize that in our approach, no assumption is made on the size of the SOI, and thus our result is
valid also for short lso ∼ l. In the text, we neglect small corrections of the mass of the particle and of the frequency
of the resonators. These terms do not introduce additional coupling terms between resonator and qubit, and thus do
not alter qualitatively the discussion, and moreover, they are quantitatively small because they are ∝ ω2

r/ω
2
o ∼ 10−4.

The corrections to Hi arising from different orbital eigenstates of the dot are also ∼ d2/l2 and are negligible.
When a magnetic field is applied, there is an additional contribution in Eq. (S2) that takes the form

HZ =
µBB · g0

(p) · σσσ
2

, (S6)

with g
0
(p) being a matrix of wire g-factors, that can depend on momentum. Because [HZ , T ] = 0, the change of frame

T does not affect the Zeeman energy, and thus HZ does not produce additional coupling terms between the quantum
dot and the microwave resonator. In contrast, the transformation S shifts the momentum to p → p − ~/lsoσσσ · eso
and rotates the vector of Pauli matrices around the axis eso [S8]. For typical dependence in hole spin qubits g

0
(p) =

δij [αi−βip2/~2 +O(p4)] the transformation S results in an additional length dependence of the quantum dot g-factor,

and when projecting on the lowest energy Kramer partners of the dot, one obtains g = (α− β/2l2)e−l
2/l2so if B ⊥ eso

and g = α− β/2l2 if B ‖ eso [S2]. By defining ωB = gµB |B|/~ and by using Eq. (S5), we obtain Eq. (1) in the main
text.

S2. TRANSVERSAL AND LONGITUDINAL DRIVING

Here, we derive the change of the Rabi frequency caused by a longitudinal drive. This mechanism enables to
measure the longitudinal spin-photon coupling, as discussed in the main text. We consider the Hamiltonian

H =
ωB
2
σz + λx cos(ωxt+ φx)σx + λz cos(ωzt+ φz)σz , (S7)
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where to simplify the notation we set ~ = 1. The polaron transformation

UP = e−iσz[
ωxt+φx

2 +z sin(ωzt+φz)] , with z =
λz
ωz

, (S8)

accounts exactly for the longitudinal driving and modifies the rotating frame Hamiltonian as

H̃ = U†PHUP − iU
†
P∂tUP =

∆

2
σz + λx cos(ωxt+ φx)ei[ωxt+φx+2z sin(ωzt+φz)]σ+ + h.c. . (S9)

We introduce the detuning ∆ = ωB −ωx between qubit and transverse driving field. At resonance ∆ = 0, the Rabi
frequency is, to a good approximation, given by the time-independent component of the off-diagonal driving, that
does not vanish in the rotating wave approximation (RWA). Without longitudinal driving, i.e. at z = 0, the Rabi
frequency is ωR = λx. We emphasize that the resonance condition ∆ = 0 imposes a constraint on the transversal
driving frequency ωx that needs to match the qubit frequency ωB , but there are no conditions on the longitudinal
driving frequency ωz, that significantly influences the Rabi oscillations even when far detuned from ωB .

It is convenient to rewrite the off-diagonal driving term in Eq. (S9) by using the relation eix sin(t) =∑∞
n=−∞ eintJn(x), with Jn(x) being Bessel functions, resulting in

λx cos(ωxt+ φx)ei[ωxt+φx+2z sin(ωzt+φz)] =
λx
2

∞∑
n=−∞

Jn(2z)ein(ωzt+φz)
(

1 + e2i(ωxt+φx)
)
. (S10)

By discarding fast rotating terms in the RWA, one can generally neglect the second term in the right hand side
of Eq. (S10), and only the n = 0 element of first term in the sum does not vanish. In this case, we obtain the Rabi
frequency

ωR = λxJ0(2z) = λx
(
1− z2

)
+O

(
z4
)
. (S11)

The longitudinal drive renormalizes the Rabi frequency from its original value by a quadratic correction in z. Strikingly,
because our theory is valid for arbitrary values of z and J0(z) is an oscillating function vanishing at z = 1.2, 2.8, · · · ,
we predict that Rabi oscillations can be suppressed by large longitudinal interactions.

Corrections to Eq. (S11) arise when the driving frequencies ωx and ωz are appropriately chosen, such that the second
term in the parenthesis in the right hand side of Eq. (S10) contributes in the RWA. In particular, when ωx/ωz = q,
with q being a positive integer number or q = 1/2, we find that the Rabi frequency acquires an additional correction
dependent on the phase difference φ = φx − q(φz + π), and

ωR = λx
∣∣J0(2z) + e2iφJ2q(2z)

∣∣ = λx

√
J0(2z)2 + J2q(2z)2 + 2J0(2z)J2q(2z) cos(2φ) . (S12)

Here, we use the relation Jm(z) = (−1)mJ−m(z). Because Jm(z) = zm/2mm! + O(zm+1), in the small longitudinal
driving limit z � 1, the only significant contributions of the additional phase-dependent term occur at q = 1 or at
q = 1/2, i.e. when ωz = ωx or ωz = 2ωx, respectively. In these cases, one finds the Rabi frequencies

ωR(q = 1) = λx

∣∣∣J0(2z) + e2i(φx−φz)J2(2z)
∣∣∣ = λx

[
1− z2

(
1− 1

2
cos(2φx − 2φz)

)]
+O

(
z4
)
, (S13a)

ωR(q = 1/2) = λx

∣∣∣J0(2z)− ei(2φx−φz)J1(2z)
∣∣∣ = λx [1− z cos(2φx − φz)] +O

(
z2
)
. (S13b)

We note that at q = 1/2, the Rabi frequency becomes linearly dependent on z, thus enhancing the effect of z on ωR
when z � 1. Interestingly, in this case z can also enable faster Rabi oscillations, with ωR that are 22% larger than
λx at z = 0.41 and 2φx − φz = π.

S3. EFFECTIVE TWO-QUBIT INTERACTIONS

Here, we analyze the exact time evolution of a system comprising two qubits longitudinally coupled to the same
resonator. In particular, we examine the time-dependent effective qubit-qubit interactions mediated by the resonator,
and we show how to use them to implement fast and high-fidelity two-qubit gates.
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Figure S1. Exact time evolution with smooth pulses. In a), we show the time-dependent Ising exchange interaction J(t).
We consider a pulse γ1,2(t) = γ1,2[1 − cos2n(πt/T )] with n = 10 and show that neglecting fast rotating terms (black line)
is a well justified approximation at large values of ωrTg. In b) we show the absolute value of the displacement α(t) =
−(γ1σ

1
z + γ2σ

2
z)g(ωrt, ωrTg)/ωr after the gate time Tg for different pulse abruptness n. We note that α(Tg) vanishes at certain

resonator frequencies, that are well described by the condition ωrTg = 2πn at ωrTg � 1. At these frequencies the qubit and
resonator are exactly decoupled after the two-qubit gate and the longitudinal coupling yield no back-action on the qubits.

A. Time-dependent Ising coupling

Two qubits with frequencies ω1,2
B longitudinally coupled to the same resonator with frequency ωr are described by

the Hamiltonian

H =
ω1
Bσ

1
z + ω2

Bσ
2
z

2
+ ωra

†a+
[
γ1(t)σ1

z + γ2(t)σ2
z

]
(a† + a) , (S14)

where to simplify the notation we set ~ = 1. We analyze the relevant case where the couplings γ1,2 are time-dependent.
As discussed in the main text, in hole spin qubits, longitudinal interactions can be on-demand switched on and off
and can also be harmonically modulated by oscillating electric fields.

To remove the longitudinal interactions, we move to the polaron frame by the time-dependent displacement operator

D[α(t)] = eα(t)a†−α(t)∗a . (S15)

By using the relation D[α(t)]†∂tD[α(t)] =
∫ 1

0
dsD†(sα)[a†∂tα − a∂tα∗]D(sα), and because longitudinal interactions

commute with the qubit Hamiltonian, we find that when α satisfies

i∂tα(t) = ωrα(t) + γ1(t)σ1
z + γ2(t)σ2

z , (S16)

the terms linear in the ladder operators vanish in the transformed Hamiltonian. Explicitly, we obtain the exact
transformed Hamiltonian

H̃ = D[α(t)]†HD[α(t)]−iD[α(t)]†∂tD[α(t)] =
ω1
Bσ

1
z + ω2

Bσ
2
z

2
+ωra

†a+
ωr
2
|α(t)|2+Re[α(t)]

[
γ1(t)σ1

z+γ2(t)σ2
z

]
. (S17)

The last two terms result in an effective Ising interactions between the two qubits of the form HI = J(t)σ1
zσ

2
z .

When the couplings γ1,2 are time independent, we find the time-independent displacement

α = −γ1σ
1
z + γ2σ

2
z

ωr
, and the Ising coupling HI =

γ1γ2

ωr
σ1
zσ

2
z , (S18)

in agreement with [S9, S10]. Similar expressions can be derived when the interactions are slowly modulated and when
the resonator frequency ωr is much larger than the characteristic frequency of γ1,2(t). This case is analyzed in the
main text, where the interactions are turned on and off in a time Tg ∼ ωr/γ1γ2 � 2π/ωr. One can then approximate

α(t) ≈ −γ1(t)σ1
z + γ2(t)σ2

z

ωr
, with time-dependent exchange interaction J(t) ≈ γ1(t)γ2(t)

ωr
. (S19)



13

To study in more detail the validity of this approximation, we consider the pulse γ1,2(t) = γ1,2[1−cos2n(πt/T )] [S10],
that approaches a square pulse at large values of the integer n, with a ramping time τon ≈ Tg/

√
n. By solving the

differential equation (S16) with initial condition α(0) = 0, one obtains α(t) = −(γ1σ
1
z + γ2σ

2
z)g(ωrt, ωrTg)/ωr, with

g(t, T ) = 1− e−it − 1 + e
2iπt
T

1− 2πn/T
cos2n

(
πt

T

)
2F1

(
1, 1 + n+

T

2π
; 1− n+

T

2π
;−e 2iπt

T

)
+

2e−it

1− 2πn/T
2F1

(
1, 1 + n+

T

2π
; 1− n+

T

2π
;−1

)
, (S20)

and where 2F1 is the hypergeometric function. The resulting exchange coupling is then J(t) = γ1γ2

(
2[1 −

cos2n(πt/Tg)]Re[g(ωrt, ωrTg)] − |g(ωrt, ωrTg)|2
)
/ωr. At large values of ωrTg, the exchange approaches J(t) ≈

γ1γ2[1 − cos2n(πt/Tg)]
2/ωr, in agreement with Eq. (S19). A comparison between the exact and approximate re-

sult at large ωr is shown in Fig. S1a).
The results shown here can also be straightforwardly generalized to arbitrary pulse shapes and frequencies. In

general, by considering a time-dependent coupling that is turned on at time t = t0, we find that at a time t, the
displacement α(t) is given by

α(t) = −ie−iωrt
∫ t

t0

dseiωrs
[
γ1(s)σ1

z + γ2(s)σ2
z

]
, (S21)

and by defining the function f(x, y) = [γ1(x)γ2(y) + γ1(y)γ2(x)]/2, the exchange interactions are

J(t) =
1

ωr

[∫ ωrt

ωrt0

ds

∫ ωrt

ωrt0

ds′ei(s−s
′)f(s/ωr, s

′/ωr)− 2

∫ ωrt

ωrt0

ds sin(ωrt− s)f(t, s/ωr)

]
. (S22)

For example, by choosing a harmonic drive γ1,2(t) = γ1,2 cos(ωdt) turned on at t = 0, one obtains

α(t) = −γ1σ
1
z + γ2σ

2
z

2

(
e−itωd − e−itωr

ωr − ωd
+
eitωd − e−itωr
ωd + ωr

)
. (S23)

in agreement with [S11].

B. Two-qubit gates

We now show that the exact time evolution of the system described by the Hamiltonian H in Eq. (S14) yields a
controlled phase gate between the two qubits, and that the fidelity of this gate is independent of the state of the
resonator, even at finite temperature.

By using the displacement operator D[α(t)] defined in Eq. (S15), we find that time evolution induced by H is
determined by the unitary operator

U(t) = D[α(t)]e
−i

∫ t
t0
H̃(τ)dτ

D[α(t0)]† = e−i[σ
1
zω

1
B+σ2

zω
2
B ](t−t0)/2e

−iσ1
zσ

2
z

∫ t
t0
J(τ)dτ

D[α(t)]e−iωr(t−t0)a†aD[α(t0)]† , (S24)

where H̃ is the Hamiltonian in Eq. (S17). The first and second exponentials represent a single and two qubit rotation,
respectively. Because α(t) depends on σ1,2

z , the last term describes the coupled dynamics of qubits and resonator.

Let us first neglect the last term in the time evolution operator, and by calling J̄(t) =
∫ t
t0
J(τ)dτ , we obtain

U(t) ≈ U0(t) = e−i[σ
1
zω

1
B+σ2

zω
2
B ](t−t0)/2e−iσ

1
zσ

2
z J̄(t) . (S25)

This unitary transformation is an entangling controlled phase gate, up to single qubit rotations. In particular,
by turning on the interactions for a time Tg, satisfying J̄(Tg) = π/4, U0(Tg) yields a controlled Z gate UcZ =
diag(1, 1, 1,−1), up to a global phase factor and single qubit Z rotations e−iσzβi with angles βi = −(ωiBTg/2 +
π/4) [S12]. By considering a simple square pulse, one obtains the gate time T sq

g = πωr/4γ1γ2. In the main text, we
estimate T sq

g ∼ 10− 100 ns in realistic devices, enabling fast two-qubit gates. If we consider the trigonometric pulse

shape J(t) = γ1γ2[1− cos2n(πt/T )]2/ωr, see Fig. S1, the gate time increases as

T cos
g = T sq

g

(
1 +

Γ
(
2n+ 1

2

)
√
π(2n)!

−
2Γ
(
n+ 1

2

)
√
πn!

)−1

. (S26)
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The correction to Tg is largest at n = 1, where T cos
g /T sq

g = 8/3 and it approaches 1 as n increases: for example at
n = 10, T cos

g /T sq
g ≈ 1.3. In the main text, we neglect this small correction.

The last exponential in Eq. (S24) introduces additional spin-dependent dynamics in the resonator, resulting in
small non-RWA corrections. These corrections could yield an unwanted residual entanglement between the qubit and
the resonator at the end of the operation, however, by appropriately choosing the gate time Tg and the resonator
frequency ωr these small corrections can be exactly cancelled.

To illustrate this, we assume at first that at t = t0, the resonator is prepared in a coherent state |β〉 and the qubits
are in a general state |Ψ〉 =

∑
s1s2

cs1s2 |s1s2〉, with normalized coefficients cs1s2 ; also α(t0) = 0. At time t > t0, the
resonator state remains coherent and evolves in the spin-dependent coherent state

D[α(t)]e−iωr(t−t0)a†aD[α(t0)]†|Ψ〉|β〉 =
∑
s1s2

cs1s2 |s1s2〉|βe−iωr(t−t0) + αs1s2(t)〉 , (S27)

where we used the eigenvalue equation α(t)|s1s2〉 = αs1s2(t)|s1, s2〉. To suppress unwanted couplings, the gate
time Tg and the resonator frequency ωr needs to satisfy α(Tg + t0) = 0, such that the final state factorizes and

D[α(Tg + t0)]e−iωrTga
†aD[α(t0)]†|Ψ〉|β〉 = |Ψ〉|βe−iωrTg 〉. This condition is always respected in the RWA because in

this approximation α(t) ∝ γ1(t)γ2(t), see Eq. (S19), and γ1,2(Tg + t0) = 0. Even when the RWA is not applicable, we
note that α(Tg + t0) vanishes at certain resonator frequencies, as shown in Fig. S1b). In particular, when ωrTg � 1,
the condition α(Tg+t0) = 0 is satisfied at ωrTg = 2πn. Working at these resonator frequencies thus provides a general
way to exactly remove residual resonator-qubit interactions at the end of the operations [S11].

This important result holds also when the initial state of the resonator is a mixed state. For example, we now
analyze explicitly what happens when at time t = t0 the resonator is in a thermal state and the initial density matrix
ρ of the system reads

ρ(t = t0) = ρ1 ⊗ ρ2 ⊗
e−ωra

†a/T

Z
, with partition function Z = Tr(e−ωra

†a/T ) =
1

1− e−ωr/T
. (S28)

We introduce the temperature T , and to simplify the notation, we set the Boltzmann constant kB = 1. The initial
qubit density matrices are generally given by ρi =

∑
si,s′i

csis′i |si〉〈s
′
i|, with normalized coefficients csis′i , and i = {1, 2}.

By using σiz|si〉 = si|si〉, we find that the system evolves as

ρ(t) =U(t)ρ(t0)U(t)† =
∑

s1s′1s2s
′
2

cs1s′1cs2s′2e
i[(s′1−s1)ω1

B+(s′2−s2)ω2
B ](t−t0)/2ei(s

′
1s
′
2−s1s2)J̄(t)|s1s2〉〈s′1s′2| (S29)

×D[αs1s2(t)]e−iωr(t−t0)a†aD[αs1s2(t0)]†
e−ωra

†a/T

Z
D[αs′1s′2(t0)]eiωr(t−t0)a†aD[αs′1s′2(t)]† . (S30)

The first line of this equation describes the target controlled-phase operation (up to single qubit rotations), while
the last line of this equation describes the time evolution of the state of the resonator caused by the longitudinal
spin-photon interactions. Remarkably, in analogy to the pure state case, if the gate time Tg satisfies α(Tg + t0) = 0
[at ωrTg = 2πn, see Fig. S1b)], the resonator state evolves back into its initial state after the operation, yielding no
back-action on the qubits. This property indicates that the state of the resonator does not need any preparation and
that the proposed long-range entangling gate works well also at high temperatures.

C. Fidelity of two-qubit gate

We now discuss the fidelity of two-qubit gates. We first note that photons in state-of-the-art high-impedance
resonators have a typical lifetime 1/κ ≈ Q/ωr, where the resonator quality factor is Q ≈ 104−105 [S13]. Because 1/κ
is much longer than the typical decoherence time Tϕ2 ∼ 0.1− 10 µs of current hole spin qubits [S14–S17], the fidelity
of the two qubit gates is limited by the qubit noise. In particular, by following [S11], we estimate that the typical
resonator-induced dephasing time Tϕr ≈ ω2

r/κγ
2 ≈ TgQ ≈ 0.1 ms (Q = 104, T−1

g = 100 MHz) is orders of magnitude

larger than Tϕ2 .
To model the decoherence of the qubit , we consider two random variables h1,2(t) coupled to the two qubits by the

noisy Hamiltonian [S18, S19]

HN = H +
h1(t)σ1

z + h2(t)σ2
z

2
, (S31)
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where H is given in Eq. (S14). Because in current experiments the relaxation time T1 is much longer than T2, in our
model we focus only on pure dephasing and neglect transversal noise terms ∝ σx,y. We analyze two quibts that are
rather distant from each other, and thus we do not include correlated noise ∼ σ1

zσ
2
z in the lab frame. Moreover, the

displacement D[α(t)] in Eq. (S15) commutes with the noise, and thus in this model there is no correlated noise arising
from the resonator. The exact transformed Hamiltonian in the polaron frame is

H̃N = H̃ +
h1(t)σ1

z + h2(t)σ2
z

2
, (S32)

with H̃ being given in Eq. (S17). We note that because the photon and qubit degrees of freedom are decoupled in

H̃, the noise of the qubit is independent of the state of the resonator, in striking contrast to transversal spin-photon
interactions.

The time evolution of the system in the lab frame is given by

UN (t) = D[α(t)]e
−i

∫ t
t0
H̃N (τ)dτ

D[α(t0)]† = U(t)e
−i

∫ t
t0

[h1(τ)σ1
z+h2(τ)]dτ/2

. (S33)

Here U(t) is the target unitary evolution of the system, given in Eq. (S24), that enables two-qubit entangling gates
(up to single qubit operations). By following standard derivations [S18, S19] and considering a Gaussian noise, where

the variables xi(t) =
∫ t
t0
dτhi(τ)/2 are Gaussian distributed, we average the time-evolution operator over a Gaussian

probability distribution with standard deviation σi and zero mean value, yielding

ŪN (t) = U(t)

∫
dx1

e−x
2
1/2σ

2
1

√
2πσ1

e−ix1σ
1
z

∫
dx2

e−x
2
2/2σ

2
2

√
2πσ2

e−ix2σ
2
z = U(t)e−[σ2

1(t)+σ2
2(t)]/2 . (S34)

The covariance of xi(t) is given by

σ2
i (t) =

1

π

∫ ∞
0

dω
sin2(ωt/2)

ω2
Si(ω) , (S35)

where Si(ω) =
∫∞
−∞ dteiωt〈hi(t)hi(0)〉 is the spectral function of the noise on qubit i, and the prefactor in the

integration is the usual filter function of free induction decay experiments [S18, S19]. For example, assuming a typical
1/f charge noise with Si(ω) = A2

i /|ω| parametrized by the energies Ai, and introducing a small frequency cut-off ωco,
one obtains the approximate Gaussian decay

ŪN (t) ≈ U(t)e−t
2[(Tϕ2 )−2

1 +(Tϕ2 )−2
2 ]/2 , with

1

(Tϕ2 )i
=

Ai
2
√
π~

√
ln

(
1

ωcot

)
≈ Ai

2
√
π~

. (S36)

We note that the total time evolution of the system decays as a Gaussian function with a rate that is set by the root
mean square of the dephasing rates 1/(Tϕ2 )i of the individual qubits.

More specifically, in the main text we propose a protocol to adiabatically turn on the longitudinal interactions by
electrically tuning the length of the quantum dot in a time τon that satisfies 2π/ωB � τon � Tg. Because of the large
SOI, tuning the length of the dot results in a coherent modulation of the g-factor, and in an extra phase accumulation
in the qubits, see Sec. S1. This effect can be measured and corrected, however, the time-dependent modulation of the
g-factor could also affect the noise and Tϕ2 . In particular, the noise can be modelled as

h1(t) = h2(t) = µBB
∂g(t)

∂V
δV (t) , (S37)

where g(t) accounts for the coherent modulation of g and δV (t) is a random potential fluctuation, with spectral noise
SV (ω) and autocorrelation

〈δV (t)δV (0)〉 =

∫ ∞
−∞

dω

2π
e−iωtSV (ω) . (S38)

The derivations presented above, and in particular Eq. (S34), are still valid, but with covariance

σ2(t) =
(µBB)2

π

∫ ∞
0

dωFg(ω, t)SV (ω) , and Fg(ω, t) =

∣∣∣∣12
∫ t

t0

dτ
∂g(τ)

∂V
eiωτ

∣∣∣∣2 , (S39)
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Figure S2. Filter function Fg of the noise in the presence of a time-dependent noise sensitivity ∂g(t)/∂V . We show the filter
function of the noise Fg in Eq. (S41) evaluated at the gate time Tg as a function of frequency ω and for different ramping
times τon ≈ Tg/

√
n. For the plot we use δg0 = 1 and δg1 = 2. With dashed gray and black lines we show the limiting cases

of constant noise sensitivity F 0
g = δg2

0 sin(ωt/2)2/ω2 and F 1
g = δg2

1 sin(ωt/2)2/ω2, respectively. The filter function at small
frequencies is bounded between those limiting cases and it approaches the black dashed line (F 1

g ) at sufficiently fast τon.

that includes the time-dependent noise sensitivity ∂g(t)/∂V and where Fg(ω, t) is the filter function.
To understand the effect of this time-dependent noise sensitivity, let us consider the insightful example

∂g(t)

∂V
= δg0 + (δg1 − δg0)[1− cos2n(πt/Tg)] , (S40)

where the noise sensitivity smoothly interpolates between the value δg0 at t = 0 and the value δg1 in a time Tg. This
function well describes the protocols we study in the main text and in the previous sections. In this case, the filter
function is

Fg(ω, t) =

∣∣(1− e−iωt)δg0 + g(ωt, ωTg)(δg1 − δg0)
∣∣2

4ω2
, (S41)

where the function g(t, T ) is given in Eq. (S20).
In Fig. S2, we show a comparison between filter functions Fg in the relevant small frequency case for different ramping

times τon ≈ Tg/
√
n. We observe that the filter function is bounded between the limiting cases F 0

g = δg2
0 sin2(ωt/2)/ω2

and F 1
g = δg2

1 sin2(ωt/2)/ω2 obtained by considering constant noise sensitivity. As the ramping time decreases and

the pulse is sharper (at large n), the relevant noise sensitivity is δg1 and the variation from F 1
g become negligible

at small frequencies. For this reason, in the main text, where we analyze a sharp pulse, we use the filter function
F 1
g = δg2

1 sin(ωt/2)2/ω2, yielding

1

Tϕ2
= ωB

δg1V̄

2g
√
π

√
ln

(
1

ωcot

)
, (S42)

for a 1/f noise with SV (ω) = V̄ 2/|ω|.
By defining the average fidelity F of the entangling gate as the average variation of ŪN (t) from the targeted time

evolution operator U(t) at time t = Tg, we obtain the formula

F = Tr[U†(Tg)ŪN (Tg)] = e−(Tg/T
ϕ
2 )2 , (S43)

used in the main text. Here, the trace is normalized over the dimension of the Hilbert space. By considering the
values of gate time Tg ≈ 10 − 100 ns estimated in the main text and a typical experimental value Tϕ2 ≈ 1 µs, we
expect high-fidelity operations, with 1−F ≈ 10−2 − 10−4.

D. Residual transversal interactions

We now discuss the effect of residual transversal interactions on the two-qubit gate. These interactions can arise
from the misalignment of the magnetic field from the desired direction, e.g. the spin-orbit direction or the principal
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axis of the g-tensor, and yield the additional energy

HT = ηγ(t)(σ1
x + σ2

x)(a† + a) , (S44)

where η parametrizes the misalignment of the field. For simplicity, here we consider two identical qubits with the
same γ(t), η, and ωz, however, our treatment can be straightforwardly generalized to different qubits.

By moving to the interaction picture with the unitary transformation U(t) in Eq. (S24) and by setting t0 = 0
without loss of generality, the interaction picture Hamiltonian is

H̃T = U(t)†HTU(t) = ηγ(t)U0(t)†eiωrta
†aD[α(t)]†(a† + a)(σ1

x + σ2
x)D[α(t)]e−iωrta

†aU0(t) (S45)

= ηγ(t)U0(t)†eiωrta
†a

[
a† + a− 2γ(t)

ωr
(σ1
z + σ2

z)

][
(σ1

+ + σ2
+)D

(
2γ(t)

ωr

)
+ (σ1

− + σ2
−)D

(
2γ(t)

ωr

)†]
e−iωrta

†aU0(t) ,

(S46)

≈ ηγ(t)U0(t)†eiωrta
†a
[
(σ1

+ + σ2
+)a+ (σ1

− + σ2
−)a†

]
e−iωrta

†aU0(t) , (S47)

with U0(t) being the operator acting only on the qubits defined in Eq. (S25), and in the second line, we use α(t) =
−γ(t)(σ1

z + σ2
z)/ωr. The third line shows the leading correction at small values of γ(t)/ωr obtained in the RWA. The

unitary evolution operator is then modified as

UT (t) = U(t)T exp

[
−i
∫ t

0

dτH̃T (τ)

]
U(0)† = U(t)

[
1− i

∫ t

0

dτH̃T (τ)−
∫ t

0

dτ

∫ τ

0

dτ ′H̃T (τ)H̃T (τ ′) +O(η3)

]
.

(S48)
We quantify the effect of these interactions on the two qubit gate by studying how the final state differs from the

target state. In analogy to Eq. (S43), we define the average fidelity

FT =
1

d
〈β|TrQ[U†(Tg)UT (Tg)]|β〉 = 1− 1

d

∫ Tg

0

dτ

∫ τ

0

dτ ′〈β|TrQ[H̃T (τ)H̃T (τ ′)]|β〉+O(η3) , (S49)

and we use TrQ[H̃T (τ)] = 0. In striking contrast to Eq. (S43), FT depends on the state of the resonator, and thus we
trace over the qubit degrees of freedom (normalized by d = 4) and we consider a resonator prepared at t = 0 in the
coherent state |β〉. In the RWA, we find

FT ≈ 1− η2

∫ Tg

0

dτγ(τ)

∫ τ

0

dτ ′γ(τ ′) cos[2(J(τ)− J(τ ′))]〈β|
[
eiωB(τ−τ ′)a(τ)a†(τ ′) + e−iωB(τ−τ ′)a†(τ)a(τ ′)

]
|β〉

(S50)

= 1− η2

∫ Tg

0

dτγ(τ)

∫ τ

0

dτ ′γ(τ ′) cos[2(J(τ)− J(τ ′))]
[
e−i(ωr−ωB)(τ−τ ′) + |β|2ei(ωr−ωB)(τ−τ ′)

]
, (S51)

where a(t) = eiωra
†atae−iωra

†at. By assuming for simplicity that the longitudinal interactions γ(t) [and consequently
the exchange interaction J(t)] are abruptly turned on at t = 0, we obtain the infidelity

1−FT =
η2ωrTg

2π(1−X2)2
[f(X) + n̄f(X)∗] , with f(X) = 2 +X

(
iπ
(
X2 − 1

)
+ 4ie

iπX
2 + 2X

)
, (S52)

and X = 2(ωr−ωB)Tg/π. We also introduce the average number of photons n̄ = |β|2 in the cavity at the beginning of
the two-qubit gate. At large values of ωrTg ≈ πX/2, we estimate |1−FT | ≈ 0.8(1+n̄)η2. Using η = 1%, corresponding
to 3.6◦ degrees of misalignment of the magnetic field from the direction of the spin-orbit vector eso and resulting in a
realistic suppression of the Rabi frequency of two orders of magnitude [S20], we obtain an infidelity below the surface
code threshold |1−FT | . 7× 10−4 for coherent states with up to n̄ = 8 photons.
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