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transmon qubit

Josiah Cochran',* Haley M. Cole!',! Hebah Goderya, Zhuoqun Hao,
Yao-Chun Chang, Theo Shaw, Aikaterini Kargioti, and Shyam Shankar?

Chandra Department of Electrical and Computer Engineering,

University of Texas at Austin, 2501 Speedway, Austin, TX 78712, USA
(Dated: January 8, 2026)

Quantum error correction (QEC) requires ancilla qubits to extract error syndromes from data
qubits which store quantum information. However, ancilla errors can propagate back to the data

qubits, introducing additional errors and limiting fault-tolerance.

In superconducting quantum

circuits, Kerr-cat qubits (KCQs), which exhibit strongly biased noise, have been proposed as ancillas
to suppress this back-action and enhance QEC performance. Here, we experimentally demonstrate
a beamsplitter interaction between a KCQ and a transmon, realizing an effective 0,0, coupling that
can be employed for parity measurements in QEC protocols. We characterize the interaction across
a range of cat sizes and drive amplitudes, confirming the expected scaling of the interaction rate.
These results establish a step towards hybrid architectures that combine transmons as data qubits
with noise-biased bosonic ancillas, enabling hardware-efficient syndrome extraction and advancing
the development of fault-tolerant quantum processors.

INTRODUCTION

Quantum computing promises to solve problems that
are classically intractable, but current hardware is lim-
ited by decoherence, gate errors, and measurement in-
fidelity [1]. Achieving fault-tolerant quantum computa-
tion requires quantum error correction (QEC), which en-
codes logical qubits across multiple physical qubits to
detect and correct errors without disturbing the encoded
information [2]. In the circuit quantum electrodynam-
ics (cQED) platform [3, 4], many QEC demonstrations
use large registers of discrete-variable qubits such as the
transmon [5-7], incurring significant hardware overhead.
Bosonic qubits, which encode quantum information in
the infinite-dimensional Hilbert space of a harmonic oscil-
lator, offer a compelling hardware-efficient alternative [8—
10]. Examples include cat codes, GKP codes, dual-rail
codes, etc. which have demonstrated both passive and
active quantum error detection and correction[11-18].

The Kerr-cat qubit (KCQ) is a particular example of
a bosonic cat qubit that encodes quantum information
in superpositions of coherent states stabilized by Kerr
nonlinearity and a two-photon drive [19]. Unlike the re-
lated dissipative cat qubit [20, 21], the KCQ is stabilized
by Hamiltonian dynamics which enables fast gates while
preserving the noise bias intrinsic to cat states. Recent
experimental work on the KCQ has demonstrated bit-flip
lifetimes of ~ 500 us, noise bias ~ 100 and gate fidelities
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above 90% [22, 23]. The noise bias can be exploited in
tailored QEC codes to improve fault tolerance [24, 25].

The biased noise property of the KCQ has also been
theorized to make it an excellent ancilla qubit for
QEC when paired with conventional transmons as data
qubits [26]. Ancilla qubits are critical in QEC proto-
cols for extracting error syndromes from data qubits
[2], but errors on the ancilla can propagate back to
the data qubits, degrading error-correction performance
[27]. Leveraging a bosonic ancilla with strong noise bias,
such as the KCQ, offers a compelling strategy to sup-
press back-action and enhance fault tolerance [26]. Given
that transmons are the most widely adopted qubit in
superconducting quantum processors, demonstrating a
high-fidelity two-qubit interaction between a transmon
and a KCQ is a crucial step toward practical integra-
tion of KCQs as ancilla. While prior work has shown
similar couplings between a dissipative cat qubit and a
transmon[14], as well as a KCQ and an oscillator [28], a
biased-noise-compatible interaction between a KCQ and
a transmon has not been demonstrated.

In this work, we demonstrate a beamsplitter interac-
tion between a Kerr-cat qubit and a transmon that ap-
proximates a 6,6, coupling. Such a coupling may be
extended to measure multi-qubit parity observables for
QEC, such as in the surface code [26]. The interaction,
driven by a single tone at the frequency difference be-
tween the two modes, leverages the unique Hamiltonian
stabilization dynamics of the KCQ to enable the desired
6.6, coupling. Our results establish a key building block
for using the KCQ as a bosonic ancilla for syndrome ex-
traction in fault-tolerant QEC protocols with transmon
qubits.
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SYSTEM DESCRIPTION AND THEORY OF
THE BEAM-SPLITTER INTERACTION

The architecture we employ to investigate this inter-
action is composed of four relevant modes, as shown in
Fig. 1b,c. It consists of a mode associated with the
KCQ (wq), a transmon mode (wyp,) and readout resonator
modes associated with the KCQ (w4,) and transmon
(wpr). The KCQ is realized in a driven capacitively-
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Figure 1. (a) The Bloch sphere of the Kerr-cat with
even/odd parity cat states on the z axis, coherent states on
the z axis and parity-less cat states on the y axis. (b) Car-
toon of the transmon and Kerr-cat with their respective drives
color coded according to panel (c). Frequency spectrum of the
modes and drives.

shunted Superconducting Nonlinear Asymmetric Induc-
tive eLement (SNAIL) circuit [29]. We refer to the cir-
cuit without drive as a SNAILmon in analogy with the
transmon. Ignoring the readout resonator and treating
the transmon as a two-level system, the relevant terms
of the system Hamiltonian can be written as

Hyyo /1 = waila — Koat%a? + 56, + Satas

2 1)
+gs (a+ah)" + s (a6 + a2&+) :

where ¢ is the annihilation operators for the SNAILmon,
0., 64, 6_ are Pauli operators for the transmon, 2K,
is the SNAILmon anharmonicity, x., is the dispersive
coupling between SNAILmon and transmon and g3, g3
are terms arising from the third-order nonlinearity of the
SNAIL potential.

Similar to previous experiments [19, 28, 30], the KCQ
is realized by applying a squeezing drive to the SNAIL-
mon at w; = 2w, resulting in an effective KCQ Hamilto-
nian in the frame rotating at wy, Hch/h = —K,at%a2+
€2a1? + €542, where e is the proportional to g3 and the
amplitude of the squeezing drive [19, 26]. The ground
states of the KCQ Hamiltonian form a degenerate man-
ifold spanned by even- and odd-parity cat states |CT) =

No (o) + |—a)) with N, being a normalization factor.
€2 and K, set the size of the cat, a® = e3/K, and we
assume « is a real number. This degenerate ground state
manifold gives rise to the Bloch sphere, shown in Fig. 1a,
with cat states [CE) chosen to lie along the 2-axis and the
coherent states |[£a) chosen to lie along the z-axis.

To create the 6,6, interaction, we apply a beam-
splitter drive at the difference frequency between the
KCQ and transmon (wps = wp — w,) and with phase
¢. The static effective Hamiltonian of the system in the
rotating frame of the SNAILmon (w,) and transmon (wp)
becomes

ﬂ—/h:ﬁKCQ/TL+X7aa ao, +93£( ¢+&&+67i¢),
(2)
where ¢ is the beam-splitter drive amplitude.

Following Ref. [28], we assume the KCQ remains in the
ground-state manifold and project into the cat-qubit sub-
space with the projector Po = |CI) (CF| + |C,) (C5|.
Moreover, through simulations described in Appendix C |
we find that the effect of the dispersive shift x.; is neg-
ligible. Thus, the effective interaction Hamiltonian for
a > 1, is given as

Hine /T = G3€ad,(cos (¢)d, — sin (¢)d,), (3)

where 6, is an operator on the Kerr-cat Hilbert space
shown in Fig. 1a, corresponding to |C) (C |+|C; ) (CF]
[28]. In the rest of the text, for all Hamiltonians writ-
ten with the KCQ projected into the cat-qubit subspace,
we write tensor products with the KCQ operators first
and transmon operators second. Eqn. 3 shows that the
beam-splitter drive realizes the desired 6,6, interaction
between KCQ and transmon, with an effective interac-
tion rate Q = gséa.

CIRCUIT REALIZATION AND
CHARACTERIZATION

A cartoon of the experimental setup is shown in
Fig. 1b, showing the SNAILmon and transmon with their
respective readout resonators. The sample package is
similar to that of Ref. [31], consisting of two halves ma-
chined out of 6061 aluminum and OFHC copper, with
the package modes designed to be > 1 GHz above ws.
The package has two 3D cavities which house the trans-
mon and SNAILmon, respectively, with a cut-out be-
tween them for capacitive coupling of the qubits, and
thus finite x.p and g3. Each qubit is fabricated through
the Dolan bridge fabrication process on separate sapphire
chips. Each chip also has a lithographically defined on-
chip readout resonator and Purcell filter. The transmon
is designed with a single junction, whereas the SNAIL-
mon is designed with two SNAILs in series to achieve the
desired values of w, and K,. Details of the device design
and fabrication can be found in Appendix D. Magnetic
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Figure 2. (a) Pulse sequence for measurement of beam-splitter interaction. (b) Bloch spheres that represent the final state
(light blue arrows represent the initial state) of the KCQ and transmon for different interaction time and phase (colored stars).
(c, d) Experimental and (e, f) simulated signatures of the beam-splitter interaction for varying interaction time and phase for
& = 2.6. Colored stars in panel (c, d) correspond to the Bloch spheres in panel (b).

flux is applied to the SNAIL loops via a solenoid mag-
net, set to an operating flux ®eyy = 0.33®g, to achieve
appreciable g3 and g3. A selected list of Hamiltonian pa-
rameters and coherence properties of the qubits at the
operating point are given in Tab. I and a complete list is
given in Tab. II.

SNAILmon Value
Fock basis

Mode frequency Wa/2m 5.2 GHz
Relaxation time T 40 us
Ramsey decay time Tor 5 us
Operating flux Dext 0.33 &g
Anharmonicity K, /2w 0.7 MHz
Kerr-cat basis (o = 1.3)

Coherent state lifetime T 25 ps
Cat state lifetime T 2 us
Transmon Value
Mode frequency wy/2m 6.7 GHz
Relaxation time T 33 us
Ramsey decay time Tor 47 us
Hahn echo decay time Tor 52 us

Table I. System parameters. Selected Hamiltonian param-
eters and coherence times for the transmon, SNAILmon in the
Fock basis, and the pumped KCQ in the cat-basis for o = 1.3.

Stabilization, single-qubit gates and readout of the
KCQ are performed with previously demonstrated meth-
ods [19, 23, 30, 31]. Control and readout of the
qubits was performed with a Xilinx RFSoC with QICK
firmware [32, 33], which allowed direct digital synthesis

of the necessary drives with stable phase relationships,
obviating the need for complex mixer setups used in pre-
vious KCQ demonstrations [19, 23, 30-32]. Details of
the experimental setup can be found in Appendix D. The
complete procedure for tuning up the 0,0, experiment
is given in Appendix B.

SIGNATURES OF 6.6, INTERACTION

We demonstrate the beam-splitter interaction between
the KCQ and transmon using the pulse sequence shown
in Fig.2a. The KCQ is initialized in |CT) state by turning
on the squeezing drive, wg and the transmon is initialized
in |X) with a Yy /o pulse at wy. Next the beam-splitter
interaction is applied with a drive at wyg for varying time
and phase. Finally, the KCQ is measured along Y with
a X, /2 gate [23] and cat-quadrature readout [19], while
the transmon is measured along X with a Y5 pulse and
dispersive readout.

Experimental measurements and corresponding simu-
lations as a function of the beam-splitter phase (¢) and
interaction time (7},;) are presented in Fig. 2b-f, with the
system starting in |C}) | X) . From Eq. 3, we see that for
¢=0,m, Hipt ~ +0,0,. Thus the transmon state | X) is
left unchanged, while the KCQ rotates around +o,. The
dashed (¢ = 0) and dotted (¢ = 7) lines in Fig. 2¢,d,e,f
show the corresponding results, while Fig. 2b shows the
final state of the qubits on the Bloch sphere after a quar-
ter (green star) and half (orange star) rotation for ¢ = 0.
We see that the transmon remains unchanged as a func-
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Figure 3. (a) Oscillations of the transmon qubit (Z) observ-
able versus interaction time and drive amplitude £ when start-
ing from |¢) = |CT) |[+Z), with a = 1.3. (b) Data and fit at
drive amplitude {¢ = 2.04 (dashed line in (a)). (c) Beam-
splitter rate versus drive amplitude ¢ for four cat sizes «. (In-
set) Third-order nonlinearity gs extracted from experiment
(circles) and designed value (dashed red line).

tion of interaction time while the KCQ rotates clockwise
for ¢ = 0 and counter clockwise for ¢ = m. Next, for
¢ = w/2, Eq. 3 implies that Hiny ~ —0,0y. Thus, the
transmon rotates counter-clockwise in the x — z plane,
as seen along the dotted-dashed line in Fig. 2d.f. At
the same time, the KCQ rotates around +o, with equal
weight, implying that (V') always evaluates to 0 as shown
by the dotted-dashed line in Fig. 2ce.

Next, we studied the interaction speed as a function
of beam-splitter amplitude, £, and cat size, . The read-
out contrast and coherence times for the KCQ depends
on «, which makes fits to oscillations of the KCQ (Y")
observable to be less reliable as a function of a. Instead
we modified the pulse sequence to observe oscillations of
the transmon state during the beam-splitter interaction.
The KCQ is again initialized in |CJ), while the trans-
mon is initialized in |+Z), such that the beam-splitter
interaction results in oscillations of the transmon (Z) ob-
servable. Fig. 3a shows the transmon (Z) measurement,
which oscillates with increasing rate as the beam-splitter

amplitude is increased. The beam-splitter drive ampli-
tude, £, was calibrated in photon number units via a sep-
arate Stark shift experiment, described in Appendix A. A
representative line cut and fit for amplitude of £ = 2.04
is shown in Fig. 3b, while Fig. 3c shows the extracted
beam-splitter interaction rate, 2, versus £, for several
different cat sizes a. We observe that €2 versus & asymp-
totes to a linear dependence at large enough . Accord-
ing to Eqn. 3, fitting the slope of this dependence and
scaling by a gives the third-order nonlinearity gs. The
inset of Fig 3¢ shows the measured g3 for various o and
compares to the designed value of 0.45 MHz, showing
excellent agreement.

Finally, we extracted the decoherence times experi-
enced by the transmon and KCQ under the beamsplitter
interaction. The decay time of the transmon (X) oscilla-
tions (shown in Fig 2d, see line cuts in Fig. 7a) is approxi-
mately 10 ps, which is consistent with a master equation
simulation (described in Appendix C and Fig. 7a). To
further experimentally characterize decoherence during
the interaction, we fit line cuts from Fig. 3 (where the
transmon is now starting in |+2)) and extracted the de-
cay time of the transmon (Z) oscillations versus the cat
size and the interaction drive amplitude. The results of
this fitting are presented in Fig 7b. In this more compre-
hensive data set, we observe a decrease in the decay time
with increasing beam-splitter drive amplitude, while the
effect of cat size remains negligible in the range studied.
Moreover, the measured decay time of the transmon un-
der all drive amplitudes, is shorter than the intrinsic T
and Ty of the transmon (Table I). Understanding the
cause of this effect is a subject of future study as the
ability to perform transmon-KCQ gates without affect-
ing the transmon coherence is crucial to be able to use a
KCQ as an ancilla for QEC.

CONCLUSIONS AND OUTLOOK

In this work, we have experimentally demonstrated a
controllable 0,0, interaction between a Kerr-cat qubit
and a transmon, establishing a key building block
for integrating noise-biased bosonic ancillas into error-
correction protocols that use transmons as data qubits.
Our results confirm that the interaction rate scales in
the expected manner with both cat size and drive ampli-
tude across a broad parameter range. Immediate next
steps include quantifying the gate fidelity using tech-
niques such as randomized benchmarking and gate-set
tomography [23], and investigating the limits on qubit
coherence during the interaction. In the medium term,
our work opens a promising path toward implementing
multi-qubit parity measurements with Kerr-cat ancillas,
paving the way for quantum error-correction protocols
that mitigate ancilla-induced back-action and enhance
overall fault tolerance.
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Appendix A: Beam-splitter drive amplitude
calibration

To calibrate beam-splitter drive amplitude [, ex-
pressed in the RFSoC control as DAC units, to units
of /photons at the plane of the cavity input port, we
perform a Stark shift measurement on the unpumped
SNAILmon, i.e. in the Fock basis. When a tone is ap-
plied to the SNAILmon, the nonlinear term K,a2a? in
its Hamiltonian becomes K,|¢|?a'a, resulting in a fre-
quency shift that is drive amplitude dependent.

Thus, by performing spectroscopy of the SNAILmon
with the beamsplitter interaction drive applied, as a func-
tion of drive amplitude, we extract a conversion factor
from DAC units to v/photons via a fit. Fig. 4 shows the
spectroscopy data of the SNAILmon as a function of the
beam-splitter drive amplitude. The dashed line is a fit to
the equation w, —K,(cV)? where V is the drive amplitude
in DAC units (D.U.) and c is the fitted conversion factor
in v/photon/D.U. From the fit, we obtain ¢ = 6.57 x 107

v/photon/D.U.

Appendix B: Procedure for tuning the 0.0,
interaction

The tuning procedure began with continuous-wave
(CW) single tone readout spectroscopy, followed by two-
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Figure 4. Two tone qubit spectroscopy of the SNAILmon in
the Fock-basis with a CW pulse applied at wps with varying
amplitude in DAC units (D.U.).

tone spectroscopy to determine the zero-flux frequency
of the SNAILmon. Next, a two tone spectroscopy versus
flux was performed, shown in Fig. 5. The flux sweep was
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Figure 5. SNAILmon frequency versus flux (blue dots) plotted
with a fit (blue line). The extracted nonlinearities g3 (green),
g4 (orange) are calculated from the fit. Dashed line indicates
the chosen operating flux of 0.33®.

fit to the SNAILmon model found in Ref. [34], to extract
the charging energy Ec- and the linear inductive energy
Ep. Inputs to the fit included the SNAIL asymmetry
parameter of 0.1, the number of SNAILs (two) and the
measured room temperature resistance values. From the
fits we computed g3 and g, as functions of flux, shown
in Fig. 5. Since g3 reaches a maximum beyond the Kerr-
free point where g4 changes sign, we selected an operating
flux of 0.33®( to maximize g3 while avoiding the region
of rapidly varying gq4.

After setting the operating point, we refined the mea-
surement of the unpumped SNAILmon frequency and its
anharmonicity using two-tone spectroscopy with reduc-
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Figure 6. Kerr-cat signal versus interaction time for three cases: (a) wys detuned by —100 kHz, (b) correctly tuned, (¢) detuned

by +150 kHz.

ing power. We then characterized coherence times (77,
T5). Next, we calibrated Kerr-cat Rabi oscillations with
a Fock basis readout following Grimm et al. [19]. Fit-
ting these oscillations provided the phase offset between
the Rabi and squeezing drives on the RFSoC, enabling
calibration of the photon number in the cat state as a
function of squeezing drive amplitude.

Readout of the Kerr-cat qubit employed the cat-
quadrature method [19, 23, 31]. The cat-quadrature
readout frequency weqr was set to wg, — wer, Where w,
and wg, were previously determined from spectroscopy.
A pulse at weq, displaced the readout resonator propor-
tionally to the Kerr-cat state. We optimized this pulse
by varying its length and amplitude. Implementing cat-
quadrature readout required an X-rotation, which we
tuned using the phase-modulation method of Ref. [23].
Once an X(7/2) gate was calibrated, we executed the
interaction pulse sequence given in Fig. 2a.

Finally, we fine-tuned the beamsplitter frequency wys,
which must equal wp, — w,. This was achieved by adjust-
ing wps and recording Kerr-cat oscillations. Fig. 6 shows
Kerr-cat oscillations versus interaction time for wys at the
correct frequency and with detunings of —100 kHz and
+150 kHz. Negative detuning (panel a) skews the oscil-
lations left, while positive detuning (panel ¢) skews them
right, such that there is no phase with signal amplitude
of zero. At the correct frequency (panel b), the response
exhibits clear horizontal divisions at +90° phase, indi-
cating proper tuning.

Appendix C: Simulations and coherence study

To model the dynamics of the Kerr-cat transmon
system, we solved the Lindblad master equation in
Qutip [35] with the transmon treated as a two-level sys-
tem and the Kerr-cat Hilbert space truncated to size
N = 30. The Kerr-cat basis is defined by the states

on the Bloch sphere (Fig. la as |+Xkc) = [CF) =
NE(la) £ |—a)) and |£Zxc) = |+a), where NF =
1/4/2(1 & e~2l2*), We simulated the Hamiltonian in Eq.
2, without the y,;, term, which we separately verified has
negligible effect. Thus the simulated Hamiltonian is

H/h=-K,a%0%+ex(a?+a?)+g(t) (a6 e +ad_e?).

(4)
a is the lowering operator for the Kerr-cat mode. ¢(t) =
3&f(t), where g3 is the third-order nonlinearity, £ is the
interaction drive amplitude and f(¢) is a time-dependent
sinusoidal envelope function for turning the interaction
on and off. The system evolves according to the master
equation

: R 1 a 1 . .
p=—i/h[H,p| + Dlalp + D[62 kel pt
Tl,a T2R,a
1 1 (5)
—™Dlo_|p+ Dic.]p
i [6-] Tors [6:]p

where T o, ToRr.q, 11,5, T2r,» are taken from experimental
measurements (Table II). 6, j. is defined as |C.J) (C | +
[C)(CF| [28].

Appendix D: Device fabrication, parameters and
experimental setup details

Fig. 2e,f shows the simulated values of the Kerr-
cat (V) and transmon (X) observables for initial Kerr-
cat,transmon state |+Zx¢) |[+X) for varying interaction
time and phase. The comparison with the experimen-
tal data in Fig. 2c¢,d indicates good agreement. More-
over, line cuts of these data and simulations are shown in
Fig. 7a, demonstrating good agreement when dephasing
and single-photon loss are included.

To further characterize the coherence of the qubits
during the interaction, we extracted decay times for the
transmon (Z) observable data in Fig. 3. Fig. 7b presents
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Figure 7. (a) Comparison of experimental line cuts from Fig. 2¢,d (orange), fits to the data (green) and simulated line cuts
from Fig. 2e,f (blue). The transmon is initialized in |+X) and the Kerr-cat is initialized in |+Zx¢). Transmon traces show
(X)) versus interaction time at a drive phase of 90°, while Kerr-cat traces show (Y) at phase of 0°. (b) Fitted decay time of the
transmon oscillations during the interaction, extracted from data in Fig. 3c plotted as a function of interaction drive amplitude
¢ for several values of cat size a. The qubits are initialized in 1) = |C1) |[+2)

the fitted decay time as a function of interaction drive
amplitude, &, for several cat sizes, a. In this measure-
ment, the transmon is initialized in |+Z) and observable
(Z) was measured, producing oscillations that facilitate
accurate fitting of the interaction rate and decay time.
We observe the extracted decay times decrease with in-
creasing drive strength, while the dependence on cat size
remains negligible within the explored range.

Both chips used in this experiment were fabricated on
c-plane sapphire substrates. Wafers were cleaned with
N-methyl-2-pyrrolidone (NMP), acetone, and isopropyl
alcohol (IPA) followed by a 5-minute dehydration bake
at 175°C. For e-beam lithography, a bilayer resist stack
was applied: 650 nm MMA EL13 and 250 nm PMMA A4,
baked at 175°C (1 minute for the first layer, 30 minutes
for the bilayer). To mitigate charging during lithography,
a 14 nm aluminum anti-charging layer was deposited us-
ing an Angstrom e-beam evaporator. Patterns for on-
chip readout resonators, Purcell filters, and Josephson
junctions were written with a JEOL 8100 e-beam writer.
After exposure, the aluminum layer was removed in AD-
10 developer (90 s) and then the pattern was developed
in 3:1 IPA:H50 at 6°C for 2 minutes, followed by blow
dry with nitrogen.

The substrate was then loaded into the evaporator,
pumped to below 2 x 10~7 torr, and ion milled with an
Ar beam for 90 s. Two aluminum layers are deposited at
+30°, separated by a static oxidation step at 15 torr for
12 minutes with 85:15 Ar:0, mixture. After the second
aluminum layer deposition, a surface cap oxide was grown
at 3 torr for 10 minutes. Liftoff was performed in NMP at
90°C for 2 hours, followed by rinsing in fresh NMP and

sonication for 1 minute. Devices were then cleaned in
acetone, rinsed in IPA, dried with nitrogen, and cleaved
using a SYJ-DS100-LD scribe tool.

Measured and simulated device parameters are sum-
marized in Table II, along with the methods used to
obtain them taken from Refs. [19, 23, 30]. The exper-
imental setup and wiring diagram are shown in Fig. 8,
with component part numbers listed in Table III. A key
feature of this setup, compared to previous Kerr-cat ex-
periments [19, 23, 31], is the use of a Xilinx RFSoC in a
mixer-less configuration with QICK firmware [32, 33]. A
custom firmware version was used to enable reset of the
clock phase across all DAC and ADC channels prior to
pulse execution [32]. The use of this firmware with phase
reset capability was crucial to ensure precise phase align-
ment for qubit control, readout, and beamsplitter drives
during each shot of the experiment.



Parameter Value Measurement or estimate method
SNAIL charging energy, Ec/h 109 MHz SNAIL fit

Number of SNAILs 2 Design

SNAIL asymmetry 0.1 Room temperature resistance measurement
SNAIL inductance, L 0.6 nH Room temperature resistance measurement
SNAIL frequency at ®/®¢ =0 5.93 GHz Two-tone spectroscopy

SNAIL frequency at ®/®¢ = 0.5 4.7 GHz Two-tone spectroscopy

SNAIL operating bias, ®ext/Po 0.33 Design

SNAIL operating frequency, wq /27 5.2 GHz Two-tone spectroscopy

SNAIL cubic nonlinearity, gs/27 11 MHz Design and SNAIL fit

SNAIL self-Kerr nonlinearity, K, /2w 0.7 MHz Two-tone spectroscopy

Fock basis relaxation time, 7T 40 ps Coherence measurement

Fock basis Ramsey decay, T>r 5 us Coherence measurement
Coherent state lifetime, T, for o = 1.3 25 ps Coherence measurement

Cat state lifetime, T, for a = 1.3 2 us Coherence measurement
Transmon mode frequency, wy /27 6.7 GHz Two-tone spectroscopy
Transmon relaxation time, T} 33 us Coherence measurement
Transmon Ramsey decay, Tar 47 us Coherence measurment
Transmon Hahn echo decay, T>g 52 ps Coherence measurement
SNAIL readout resonator frequency, war /27 8.3 GHz Single-tone spectroscopy
SNAIL readout resonator linewidth, kqr /27 0.1 MHz Single-tone spectroscopy

Transmon readout resonator frequency, wy, /27 8.56 GHz
Transmon readout resonator linewidth, kp,/27 2.06 MHz

Single-tone spectroscopy
Single-tone spectroscopy

CQR mode frequency, weqr /2
Squeezing mode frequency, ws/2m
Beam-splitter mode frequency, wys /27
Kerr-cat to transmon cross-Kerr, xqb/27

3.1 GHz

10.4 GHz
1.5 GHz
10 kHz

Two-tone spectroscopy

Two-tone spectroscopy

Two-tone spectroscopy
Simulation

Table II. Summary of device parameters discussed in the main text and appendix, along with the method used to obtain
them. Design parameters were determined by Ansys HFSS and pyEPR [36] with corrections described in Ref. [34]. Horizontal
lines separate groups of parameters: SNAIL design values, SNAIL parameters at the operating flux, transmon frequency and
coherence, readout resonator characteristics, and additional frequencies necessary for the experiment.

Filter Part no. Amplifier Part no. Balun Part no.

F1 7.552252-100W-S+ Al ZVA-1W-103+ MABA-011108

F2 ZHSS-11G-S+ A2 7ZX60-123LN-S+ Coupler

F3 ZBSS-3G-S+ A3 ZVE-3W-183+ QMC-CRYOCOUPLER-10
F4 VBFZ-5500-S+ A4 ZVE-3W-83+ Circulator

F5 ZBSS-10G-S+ A5 ZVA-183-S+ dual junction LNF-CICIC4 12A S

F6 ZBSS-6G-S+ A6 LNF-LNC4 16B triple junction LNF-CIISISC4 12A

F7 61.250-12000

Table III. Part numbers for all components used in the experiment, listed according to their labels in the wiring diagram shown

in Fig. 8.



RFSoc
DACO DAC1 DAC2 DAC3 ADCO DACS DAC6 DACT ADC1

- - -| divide [20 dB} - {20 dB] -A-G-----|2()dB}--Iz()dBI--|2()dB|-é§
\/

10 dB [104B] [104B] [104B]
N-N-N-N O

\ N

Lo L |

=15

_I@@I H_

o@ Aluminum Shield

Cryoperm Shield

balun @DC block
low-pass filter mtriple isolator
high-pass filter SNAIL amplifier

band-pass filter Vampliﬁcr

infrared filter attenuator

BRNAE

2 |/

U

directional coupler

double circulator

Figure 8. Wiring diagram of the experimental setup, with component definitions referenced in Table I1I
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