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Properties of time-periodic Hamiltonians can be exploited to increase the dephasing time of qubits
and to design protected one- and two-qubit gates. Recently, Huang et al. [Phys. Rev. Applied 15, 034065
(2021)] have shown that Floquet states offer a manifold of working points with dynamical protection larger
than the few, usual, static sweet spots. Here, we show how Floquet theory, often used on systems with a
single drive tone, can be used to describe approaches to robustly control Floquet qubits in the presence of
multiple commensurate drive tones. Using this formulation, we introduce a longitudinal readout protocol
to measure the Floquet qubit without the need of first adiabatically mapping the Floquet states back to
the static qubit states, resulting in a significant speedup in the measurement time of the Floquet qubit.
The analytical approach developed here can be applied to any Hamiltonian involving a small number of
distinct drive tones, typical in the study of standard parametric gates for qubits outside of the rotating-wave
approximation.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Realizing the promise of quantum computing requires
the ability to manipulate and measure the state of quan-
tum devices with high fidelity. An outstanding challenge
toward reaching this goal is the realization of fast and
high-fidelity entangling gates with large on-off ratio. One
approach to turning on and off entangling interactions is
to frequency-tune pairs of qubits in and out of resonance.
However, noise in the control parameter allowing tuning
of the qubit frequency introduces an additional source of
dephasing, which can be mitigated by operating the qubits
at sweet spots where they are first-order insensitive to this
noise channel [1].

In superconducting qubits such as the transmon [2], tun-
ing the qubit frequency is most commonly accomplished
by threading a loop with magnetic flux. While for static dc
flux bias there are few sweet spots per single flux period
�0, it has recently been shown that tailored ac modulation
of the flux or direct voltage drive on the qubits extends
these few static sweet spots to a larger class of dynamical
sweet spots [3–7]. This results in more flexibility in choos-
ing the operating points to both maximize dephasing times
and facilitate two-qubit gates.

*anthony.gandon@mines-paristech.fr

In the presence of a continuous ac drive, the static
computational basis of the qubits is replaced by a set
of eigenstates of the periodic Floquet Hamiltonian, also
known as Floquet states [8,9]. Protocols for initialization,
readout, single-qubit operations and entangling gates on
these Floquet qubits have been theoretically proposed [3]
and experimentally investigated with improvements in the
dephasing time [10]. In contrast to static qubits, Floquet
qubits can be frequency-tuned in a large frequency range
by changing the parameters of the drive. This tunability
can be used, for example, to implement single-qubit phase
gates, but also to bring together pairs of Floquet qubits
to activate SWAP-type interactions [3]. On the other hand,
for X -type single-qubit gates or for two-qubit gates such
as the cross-resonance [11], a second drive is introduced
to induce transitions between the Floquet qubit states [3].
Moreover, as shown in Refs. [3,10], the readout of the Flo-
quet qubit can be performed in a two-step process: the
Floquet qubit is first mapped to the laboratory-frame qubit
by adiabatically turning off the drive. At that point, a stan-
dard dispersive readout is performed by driving a cavity
coupled to the qubit [12].

In this work, we describe the dynamics of qubits subject
to two commensurate drives within Floquet theory. First,
a continuous drive on the qubit, which we will refer to as
the Floquet drive, gives rise to the set of Floquet modes,
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a two-dimensional subspace of which encodes the Floquet
qubit. Control of this Floquet qubit is achieved with at least
a second tone, whose frequency is adjusted to address tran-
sitions within the Floquet quasienergy spectrum. The tech-
nique presented below allows one to extract gate rates for
such single-qubit operations from the quasienergy spec-
trum corresponding to the system with two (or, more gen-
erally, multiple) commensurate drives. The requirement of
commensuration between the Floquet drive and the con-
trol drive allows us to numerically obtain the Floquet
quasienergy spectrum without resorting to less practical
approaches, such as many-mode Floquet theory [13–15].

Building on these ideas, we then show how longitudinal
readout of a Floquet qubit can be achieved with the help
of a readout cavity interacting with the qubit via a para-
metrically driven coupler. Thanks to both the longitudinal
nature of this interaction—which is known to lead to fast
qubit measurements [16]—and to the fact that there is no
need to map the Floquet qubit back to the undriven qubit
states before readout, we find from numerical simulations
that this approach can lead to fast and high-fidelity Flo-
quet qubit readout. A superconducting circuit design for
this readout protocol is proposed.

The paper is structured as follows. In Sec. II we review
the framework of Floquet theory. In Sec. III we then recall
how the X -gate can be implemented on Floquet states by
adding a second drive to the qubit, and then use Floquet
theory to economically obtain the gate rate without simu-
lating its full time dynamics [17]. In Sec. IV we demon-
strate the feasibility of dynamical longitudinal readout of
Floquet states using an additional drive and compare our
analytical results to full numerics. For the completeness,
in Sec. V we finally explore the procedure for initializing
a Floquet qubit in different parameter regimes.

II. FLOQUET FRAMEWORK

The driven quantum systems considered here are part of
a larger class of systems evolving under a time-periodic
Hamiltonian with period T = 2π/ωd and which are effi-
ciently described by the Floquet formalism [8,9]. The
total Hamiltonian H(t) = Hs + V(t) includes the time-
independent system Hamiltonian Hs in the absence of the
external fields and with a finite Hilbert space dimension
Ns, and the contribution of the driving fields V(t) which
we suppose T-periodic in time.

Based on the symmetry of the full Hamiltonian under
time translation t → t + T, the Floquet theorem states the
existence of a complete set of Ns solutions to the time-
dependent Schrödinger equation of the form |ψn(t)〉 =
e−iεnt |φn(t)〉. Here, the Floquet modes |φn(t)〉 are T-
periodic in time, and the quasienergies εn are real-valued
coefficients which are invariant under translation by multi-
ples k of the drive frequency ωd. Note that these quasiener-
gies take into account the various effects of the drive

such as the ac Stark shift. The term quasienergies refers
to representatives of equivalence classes, often chosen in
the first Brillouin zone [−ωd/2,ωd/2]. With appropriately
designed driving protocols, one can continuously map the
eigenstates of Hs to the Floquet states of H(t).

In this context, dynamical protection consists of oper-
ating the Floquet qubit at extrema of the quasienergy
difference with respect to the drive parameters [3,4,6]. As
shown by Huang et al. [3], dynamical sweet spots repre-
sent manifolds in parameter space, in contrast to the few
isolated static sweet spots that are found in the absence of
a drive. This allows for increased freedom in the choice
of the parameter that can be used to operate the Floquet
qubit while being protected from low-frequency noise,
which translates to high coherence times. This property
is compatible with single- and two-qubit gate operations,
making Floquet qubits promising candidates for quantum
information processing.

Applying logical gates on a Floquet qubit typically
requires two distinct time-dependent terms:

H(t) = Hs + V1(t)+ V2(t), (1)

with V1 (respectively, V2) 2π/ωd1-periodic (respectively,
2π/ωd2-periodic) in time. The Floquet qubit is generated
by the Floquet drive V1(t) together with the system Hamil-
tonian, while V2(t) is only switched on during the gate
without any a priori link between the frequencies ωd1 and
ωd2. We will limit the discussion to these two distinct
drives and their harmonics, even if the scheme we present
is more general. We note that in the rotating-wave approx-
imation (RWA), the two distinct frequencies can result in a
single explicit time dependence of the Hamiltonian at the
difference frequency ωd1 − ωd2. Floquet analysis aims to
describe the dynamics of driven systems without such sim-
plification, and to efficiently extract parameters describing
the gate Hamiltonian from the Floquet spectrum of the
two-tone Hamiltonian of Eq. (1).

The extension of Floquet theory to commensurate fre-
quencies is straightforward, using the greatest common
divisor frequency ωGCD(ωd1,ωd2), to be defined below, as
the new frequency of a single-tone Floquet system for the
duration of the gate. This result translates into new Floquet
states and quasienergies for Eq. (1) that can be numerically
evaluated. However, the resulting period can be orders of
magnitude greater than the timescales 2π/ωd1 and 2π/ωd2.
In practice, this can lead to long simulation times.

III. SINGLE-QUBIT OPERATIONS

Approaches to realizing X ,
√

X and single-qubit phase
gates on Floquet qubits were proposed in Ref. [3], with
fidelities exceeding 99.99% and gate durations of the order
of tens of nanoseconds obtained from numerical simula-
tions of the system’s time evolution. Here, we obtain the
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rate of Rabi oscillations between the quasimodes of the
Floquet qubit directly from the Floquet spectrum of Eq.
(1), without a complete simulation of the dynamics of the
system during the

√
X and X gates. We work with a two-

level system (TLS), as in Ref. [3]. To build intuition in Sec.
III A, we first do an approximate calculation of the most
favorable control tone and the associated gate rate for the
X -gate, resorting to simplifying assumptions such as the
RWA on the driven TLS. Then, in Sec. III B, we perform a
full two-tone Floquet analysis according to the discussion
above; the results of this subsection apply to any Hamil-
tonian of the form of Eq. (1), and without any use of the
RWA.

A. Floquet qubit and X -Gate in the RWA

For completeness, we first review the Hamiltonian of a
TLS in the presence of a Floquet drive [V1(t) in Eq. (1)]
which takes the generic form

H(t) = ω0

2
σz + 2εd1 cos(ωd1t)σx. (2)

In a frame rotating at ωd1, H(t) takes the form

H ′(t) = 


2
σz + εd1σx + εd1(e2iωd1tσ++e−2iωd1tσ−), (3)

where 
 = ω0 − ωd1. For a low-amplitude and nearly res-
onant drive, ωd1 � {
, εd1} and so the oscillating terms
in Eq. (3) can be neglected in the RWA. The resulting
Hamiltonian can be diagonalized and yields, after a trans-
formation back to the laboratory frame, the Floquet states
and quasienergies of the driven TLS:

ε0,1 = ±
√(




2

)2

+ ε2
d1,

∣∣φ0,1(t)
〉 = e+iωd1t/2√

ε2
d1 + (ε0,1 − 


2 )
2

(|εd1|e−iωd1t

ε0,1 − 

2

)
. (4)

In the aforementioned regime, the Floquet modes
∣∣φ0,1(t)

〉
are located near the equatorial plane of the Bloch sphere.

Following Huang et al. [3], we introduce a control drive
in addition to the Floquet drive to realize the X -gate. To
induce Rabi oscillations of the Floquet states, this second
drive is chosen along the Z-axis, that is, orthogonal to the
Floquet qubit such that the Hamiltonian in the laboratory
frame now reads

H(t) = ω0

2
σz + 2εd1 cos (ωd1t) σx + 2εd2(t) cos (ωd2t) σz,

(5)

where εd2(t) is the amplitude of the second drive and
ωd2 its frequency which is chosen to be close to the

quasienergy difference ε1 − ε0, according to Eq. (4) within
the RWA. For transmon qubits, a drive along the Z axis can
be realized by flux-pumping the qubit’s superconducting
quantum interference device loop [2]. Applying the RWA
a second time for the control drive, the effective gate rate
on the Floquet qubit takes the form

�RWA = 2

√[
ωd2 − (ε1 − ε0)

2

]2

+ ε2
d2. (6)

Corrections beyond the RWA, applicable also in the more
general case of off-resonant drives, can be derived [18].

As a first illustration of the X -gate on the Floquet
qubit, we show in Fig. 1(a) the population of the Floquet
modes |φ0〉 (blue) and |φ1〉 (green) obtained from numer-
ical integration of the Schrödinger equation under the
Hamiltonian of Eq. (5) using QuTiP [19]. The parameters
are ω0/2π = 5.01 GHz, ω1/2π = 5.00 GHz, ω2/2π =
0.225 GHz, εd1/2π = 0.1 GHz, εd2/2π = 0.03 GHz. As
illustrated by the blue line in Fig. 1(b), for simplicity the
amplitude of the control drive takes the form of a step func-
tion, εd2(t) = εd2 if T1 < t < T2 and 0 otherwise, with the
condition that the control tone vanishes at the endpoints,
cos(ωd2T1,2) = 0. This tone is switched on for the duration
of the gate and, following Eq. (4), its frequency ωd2 is cho-
sen to be close to twice the amplitude εd1 of the Floquet
drive, corresponding to the limit 
 � εd1. The green line
corresponds to the amplitude of the Floquet drive of ampli-
tude εd1 and frequency ωd1. With these parameters, the
X -gate is completed in about 20 ns with fidelity 99.99%.
In the following subsection we rely on the exact Floquet
two-tone numerical method to obtain the gate rate.

B. Two-tone Floquet analysis

We now turn to an alternative method to analyze gates
on the Floquet qubit based on a two-tone Floquet anal-
ysis. First, the Floquet spectrum is obtained from the
Hamiltonian of Eq. (5) with respect to the second drive
frequency ωd2 without requiring the RWA. To obtain this
spectrum, we regroup the time-dependent terms into a sin-
gle quasiperiodic drive V(t) = V1(t)+ V2(t). In our case
of commensurate frequencies ωd1 and ωd2, then the peri-
odicity of V(t) is given by the greatest common divisor
frequency ωGCD. The quasienergy spectrum is probed by
sweeping the control frequency ωd2 while keeping the
Floquet drive frequency ωd1 fixed. However, because the
quasienergies are only defined modulo ωGCD, and because
this quantity will strongly depend on the chosen ωd2, it
is not possible to define a continuous quasienergy spec-
trum. However, when the drive frequencies can be written
as an irreducible fraction ωd1/ωd2 = p/q, the frequency
ωGCD can be expressed as ωGCD = ωd1/p = ωd2/q. Here,
ωd1 is taken as a fixed parameter such that each numerator
p corresponds to a distinct first Brillouin zone. For each
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FIG. 1. (a) Population of the Floquet modes |φ0(t)〉 and |φ1(t)〉
in the numerically evolved state |ψ(t)〉 as a function of time
under the Hamiltonian Eq. (5) for the parameters found in the
main text. (b) Typical drive amplitude as a function of time.
The first drive εd1 (green line) is used to generate the Floquet
qubit states, while the second drive εd2 (blue line) drives Rabi
oscillations between these levels. (c) Four quasiphase spectra for
different numerators p = 1, 2, 3, 4 in the ratio ωd2/ωd1 = p/q.
The colored dots are obtained from diagonalization of the prop-
agator associated with Eq. (5) after a common period 2π/ωGCD
and by sweeping the values of q. Because of the folded space,
several crossings are observed. However, a unique anticrossing
corresponding to the resonance of the second drive with the Flo-
quet qubit is observed (vertical line). The solid black lines are
obtained from Eq. (6).

numerator p , we can then introduce a discrete quasienergy
spectrum satisfying ωd2 = ωd1 × q/p for q ≥ 0 integer.
To compare Brillouin zones of different sizes, we nor-
malize the Floquet quasienergy spectrum ε0,1(ωd2) defined
over the first Brillouin zone [−ωGCD/2,ωGCD/2] to obtain
the Floquet quasiphase spectrum defined as φF

0,1(ωd2) =
ε0,1(ωd2)× 2π/ωGCD over [−π ,π ].

In Fig. 1(c), we plot the quasiphase spectra associated
with the Hamiltonian Eq. (5) for commensurate ratios
ωd2/ωd1 with small numerators. The different subplots
illustrate the discrete quasiphase spectra for different val-
ues of the numerator p . The continuous black curves are
obtained from the RWA form of the gate rate in Eq. (6).
It should be seen as continuous modulo 2π but at this
stage it is hard to unfold, which also explains why we dis-
tinguish the computed eigenvalues by sorting them. The
visual horizontal contraction of the curve for increasing
p is the direct effect of the normalization of smaller first
Brillouin zones with an increasing number of foldings.

The difference between the two quasiphases φF
0 and φF

1
exhibits a local minimum over all the subplots around
ωd2/ωd1 ≈ 0.04 ≈ 2εd1/ωd1 which is linked to an avoided
crossing characterizing the resonance of the control drive
with the Floquet qubit and thus yields the gate rate (see
Appendix A for details on obtaining these plots). The ana-
lytical approximation of the previous subsection is in good
agreement when the parameter choice satisfies the RWA
conditions, as is the case here.

A precise numerical estimate of the size of this anti-
crossing, valid without any RWA, is obtained by increasing
the maximum allowed numerator at the cost of longer sim-
ulations. In particular, Fig. 6(b) in Appendix A shows a
lower bound of around 10−3 rad for the precision which
can be obtained within the RWA even with this favor-
able parameter choice. Here, we avoid intensive numerical
simulations by taking advantage of Dysolve [20], a semi-
analytic solver whose performance in determining the
time-evolution operator of the Hamiltonian in Eq. (5) is
discussed in Appendix A. The validity of the approach pre-
sented here goes beyond the two-level approximation used
in this work and can, for example, easily be extended to
multi-level Floquet qubits.

IV. LONGITUDINAL FLOQUET QUBIT READOUT

Having described an approach based on the quasiphase
to precisely estimate the gate rate for Floquet qubits, we
now turn to readout of those qubits. In Refs. [3,10,21], this
is realized by adiabatically mapping the Floquet logical
states back to the original undriven qubit states, followed
by a standard dispersive qubit readout [12]. This two-step
process leads to a longer measurement time than strictly
necessary. Here, we introduce a method to engineer a lon-
gitudinal coupling between the Floquet qubit and a readout
mode by using a modulated transverse coupling on the
qubit. Because of its longitudinal nature, the approach
we introduce here can reach a large signal-to-noise ratio
(SNR) in a measurement time that is small compared to the
usual dispersive readout of circuit quantum electrodynam-
ics [16]. This approach has similarities to the stroboscopic
measurements of Ref. [22] and the Kerr cat qubit readout
of Ref. [23].

A. Engineered longitudinal coupling

Our longitudinal readout is based on coupling between a
Floquet qubit and a readout cavity. In the laboratory frame,
the Hamiltonian reads

H(t) = ω0

2
σz + 2εd1 cos(ωd1t)σx

+ ωrâ†â + g(t)(â + â†)σx. (7)
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The first two terms are as in Eq. (2) and define the Floquet
qubit. The last two terms correspond to the free Hamilto-
nian of a cavity of frequency ωr and annihilation operator
â coupled to the qubit with an amplitude g(t) which we
allow to be time-dependent. In the regime where the detun-
ing
 = ω0 − ωd1 between the drive and the qubit is small
compared to the drive amplitude εd1, the laboratory frame
Pauli operator σx acts as σz on the Floquet qubit. As a
result, the last term of Eq. (7) results in longitudinal cou-
pling of the Floquet qubit to the cavity mode. In short, the
Hamiltonian of Eq. (7) leads to a longitudinal readout of
the Floquet qubit, without the need to map that qubit back
to the laboratory frame qubit.

To make this more apparent, we move to the inter-
action frame defined by the time-evolution operator cor-
responding to the decoupled readout cavity and Floquet
qubit:

U(t, 0) = e−iωrtâ†â
∑

j ∈{0,1}

∣∣φj (t)
〉 〈
φj (0)

∣∣ e−iεj t. (8)

In the limit 
/εd1 � 1 already used in Sec. III A, where
the Floquet modes Eq. (4) are nearly eigenstates of σx, the
interaction-picture Hamiltonian takes the form

H ′(t) ≈ g(t) cos(ω0t)(âeiωrt + â†e−iωrt)σ F
z (0). (9)

Here, we have introduced the interaction-picture Pauli
matrices σ F

x,y,z(0) acting on the basis of the Floquet qubit
states {|φ0(t)〉 , |φ1(t)〉}. Here, the time t = 0 in the Pauli
matrices σ F

z (0) of Eq. (9) refers to the start of the measure-
ment. Choosing the time-dependent coupling to be of the
form g(t) = g̃ cos(ωmt)with a modulation frequency ωm =
ωr − ω0 (or, equivalently, ωr + ω0) yields the longitudinal
coupling Hamiltonian [16]

H ′(t) ≈ g̃
2
(â + â†)σ F

z (0). (10)

As discussed in Ref. [16], evolution under this Hamilto-
nian leads to an optimal separation of the cavity pointer
states where the initial cavity vacuum state is displaced
180◦ out of phase depending on the state of the qubit.

To compare this Floquet longitudinal readout to the
approach based on an adiabatic map followed by a disper-
sive readout of Refs. [3,10,21], we present in Fig. 2(a) the
main characteristics of these measurements and highlight
their differences. There, we plot the pointer state separa-
tion D(t) = ∣∣〈â〉0(t)− 〈â〉1(t)

∣∣, as obtained from numerical
integration over a measurement time T of the Lindblad
master equation [12]

˙̂ρ = −i[Ĥ (t), ρ̂] + κD[â]ρ̂, (11)

under the Hamiltonian of Eq. (7) and with the cavity loss
at a rate κ represented by the dissipator

D[Ô] • =Ô • Ô† − 1
2

{
Ô†Ô, •

}
. (12)

The pointer state separation is a helpful proxy for the SNR
which, assuming a unit measurement-chain efficiency, can
be expressed as [24]

SNR(T) =
√

2κ
∫ T

0
D(t)2dt. (13)

For longitudinal coupling, the pointer separation takes the
simple form [16]

D(t) = g̃
κ

(
1 − e−κt/2) . (14)

First ignoring the mapping stage which is necessary for
the dispersive readout of Refs. [3,10,21], the blue lines
in Fig. 2 correspond to longitudinal readout, while the
green lines correspond to dispersive readout for which an
expression equivalent to Eq. (14) can be obtained [16].
Comparing the solid blue and solid green lines, we see
that longitudinal readout leads to much faster separation
of the pointer states than dispersive readout, even when
ignoring the adiabatic mapping stage. When accounting
for a mapping time of Tmap = 30 ns as in Ref. [3] (dashed
green line), the advantage of the longitudinal approach
over dispersive readout becomes even clearer. Finally, as
a reference, the dashed blue line corresponds to a situa-
tion where the mapping stage is followed by a longitudinal
readout. Although this would still lead to a faster separa-
tion of the pointer state at short times as compared to the
dispersive readout, this illustrates that the main gain in the
longitudinal Floquet readout introduced here comes from
the fact that mapping to the laboratory frame qubit is not
required.

As a further verification, Fig. 2(b) shows the pointer
state separation D(t) as obtained from numerical integra-
tion of the system dynamics under the laboratory-frame
Hamiltonian of Eq. (7) as a function of time and for dif-
ferent ratios 
/εd1. In the laboratory frame, we take the
modulated coupling to be of the form g(t) = g̃[cos(ωrt −
ω0t)+ cos(ωrt + ω0t)]. In each simulation, the initial state
of the cavity is chosen to be vacuum and the Floquet
qubit is initialized to either |φ0(0)〉 or |φ1(0)〉. For ratios

/εd1 < 0.01 (horizontal green dashed line), we find the
expected exponential increase up to the steady states D(∞)

in agreement with the analytical result of Eq. (14) already
shown in Fig. 2(a). On the other hand, when the Floquet
qubit is too far away from resonance 
/εd1 > 0.1, the
modulated term in Eq. (7) is no longer purely longitudinal
for the Floquet qubit. As a result, the separation between
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FIG. 2. (a) Pointer state separation D(t) as a function of time
for longitudinal Floquet readout (solid blue line), dispersive read-
out without state mapping (solid green line), and dispersive
readout with the necessary state mapping with a ramp time of
Tmap = 30 ns (dashed green line). The dashed blue line corre-
sponds to the hypothetical situation where longitudinal readout
is preceded by a mapping stage. This information is included
only for comparison. (b) Ratio of the pointer state separation
D(t) and steady-state separation D(∞) = 0.47 ≈ g̃/κ = 0.5 as
obtained from numerical integration under Eq. (7) as a function
of time and for different ratios 
/εd1. As expected, for small

/εd1 the pointer states follow the ideal longitudinal dynam-
ics expected from Eq. (10). (c) Pointer state separation D(t)
over the steady-state separation D(∞) as found from numeri-
cal simulation of the system dynamics under the Hamiltonian
of Eq. (15). Here, D(∞) = 0.55 is numerically evaluated at
long times and at small 
/εd1, corresponding to the aver-
age value of the bottom-right corner in panel (c). As in panel
(b), the pointer state dynamics follow the expected behav-
ior for small with 
/εd1. The parameters used in panel (c)
are {ωa,ωb,ωc}/2π = {8.2, 5.2, 7.78} GHz, {αb/2,αc/2}/2π =
{−0.17, 0.4} GHz, {ga, gb}/2π = {0.2, 0.2} GHz, ε̃d1/2π =
0.35 GHz, and κ/2π = 0.05 GHz.

the pointer states does not follow the trajectory predicted
by Eq. (14) and the readout is suboptimal (horizontal red
dashed line).

B. Superconducting circuit implementation

A possible realization of this longitudinal Floquet read-
out with superconducting quantum circuits is illustrated in
Fig. 3. Here, a transmon qubit (b̂) interacts with a readout
cavity (â) via a flux-tunable coupler (ĉ). This system can
be modeled as a triplet of coupled Kerr oscillators [17]

H = Ha + Hb + Hc(t)+ Hg + Hd(t), (15)

FIG. 3. Possible realization of the longitudinal Floquet read-
out. A driven transmon qubit (green) is coupled to a readout
cavity (blue) via a flux-modulated coupler (gray).

where Ha = ωaâ†â corresponds to the linear readout res-
onator and Hb = ωbb̂†b̂ + (αb/2)b̂†2b̂2 to the transmonlike
qubit with negative anharmonicity αb. The coupler Hamil-
tonian takes the same form Hc = ωc(t)ĉ†ĉ + (αc/2)ĉ†2ĉ2,
except that it is parametrically modulated with ωc(t) =
ωc + δωc(t) using a time-dependent flux. The capacitive
interactions are modeled by a linear off-diagonal Hamil-
tonian coupling the bare modes Hg = gabâ†b̂ + gbcb̂†ĉ +
gcaĉ†â + H.c. As shown in Appendix B, switching to a
normal-mode representation, we can eliminate these bilin-
ear terms to obtain the desired modulated coupling g(t) =
g̃ cos(ωmt) of Eq. (7) between the normal modes corre-
sponding to the qubit and the readout resonator. This is
achieved by modulating the coupler frequency at one or
both of the sidebands ωa ± ωb. Finally, the drive on the
qubit takes the usual form Hd(t) = −iεd1(t)(b̂ − b̂†).

The coupling strength g̃ depends on the three capacitive
couplings, on the placement of the coupler frequency, and
on the amplitude of the modulation. Here, we choose this
frequency to satisfy the constraint ωa < ωc < ωb to avoid
excessive asymmetry. Figure 2(c) shows the pointer state
separation under the evolution generated by the Lindblad
master equation corresponding now to the Hamiltonian
of Eq. (15), and dissipation with similar conditions and
parameters to those used in Fig. 2(b). At 
/εd1 small, we
verify that the cavity pointer state displacement induced in
the cavity by the readout of the Floquet states in the simula-
tion of the full system Eq. (15) matches that of the idealizes
Hamiltonian Eq. (7). Importantly, the fast separation of the
pointer states at short time is clearly observed.

V. INITIALIZATION OF ARBITRARY FLOQUET
STATES

In Sec. IV we showed how to speed up Floquet qubit
readout using an effective longitudinal coupling. In this
section, we consider the timescales needed to initialize a
Floquet qubit with high fidelity, addressing a shortcut we
took in Sec. III when making the assumption that the log-
ical Floquet states

∣∣φ0,1(0)
〉

could be efficiently prepared.
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FIG. 4. Ramp profiles for (a) adiabatic and (b) instantaneous
preparation pulses, as well as illustrative paths on the Bloch
sphere. To facilitate the comparison between (a) and (b), both
pulses are illustrated over the total time Ttot of the adiabatic pulse,
with padding added before and after the sudden pulse. (c) Ini-
tialization fidelity versus the ratio 
/εd1 and ramp time Tramp.
The different areas correspond to sectors where an initialization
fidelity higher than 99% (plain), 99.9% (hatched) and 99.99%
(dotted) can be obtained in the adiabatic limit (green) and the
instantaneous (blue) regimes.

In particular, we will see that adiabatic state transfer pro-
tocols of Refs. [10,25] where the Floquet drive is slowly
turned on are not optimal in the small-detuning regime that
is advantageous for longitudinal Floquet readout. Instead,
we propose an instantaneous ramping protocol which leads
to high-fidelity state preparation in that regime.

A. Adiabatic initialization

We first consider the timescale needed to adiabatically
initialize a Floquet qubit |φ0(t)〉 with a given fidelity.
More precisely, we take the system to start in the lab-
oratory frame state |0〉, and evaluate the fidelity F =
|〈φ0(Ttot)

∣∣ψ(Ttot)
〉|2 of the Floquet state preparation proto-

col after a time Ttot by projecting on the desired Floquet
state |φ0(Ttot)〉. Figure 4(a) illustrates the sigmoid ramp up
εd1(t) = εd1/(1 + e−2σ(t/Tramp−1.5)) with characteristic time
Tramp and width σ = 4 used for the Floquet drive amplitude
in this adiabatic protocol. The states |ψ(Ttot)〉 are obtained
from numerical simulations of Eq. (2) under this drive.
Reducing Tramp is expected to worsen the state preparation
fidelity of this adiabatic protocol.

The preparation fidelity is numerically computed as a
function of the ramp time Tramp and for various ratios

/εd1 of the drive profile [see Fig. 4(c)]. There we iden-
tify the minimal Tramp corresponding to a fidelity F greater

than 99% (plain green), 99.9% (hatched green) and 99.99%
(dotted green) for each ratio 
/εd1. We characterize the
boundary of these empirical regions (dashed lines in log-
log scale) by fitting an empirical law

Tramp ×
∣∣∣∣
εd

∣∣∣∣ ≥ τ1, (16)

where we find τ1 = 18.9 ns for 99% fidelity, τ1 = 28.4 ns
for 99.9%, and τ1 = 36.4 ns for 99.99%. Extrapolating
this proportionality relation closer to resonance 
 = 0,
we obtain the divergence of the adiabatic ramping time
already observed in the context of driven two-body quan-
tum systems [25]. In particular, for the small 
/εd1 used
in the longitudinal readout of the previous section, we find
that initialization cannot be obtained with times smaller
than the adiabatic lower bound Tramp ≈ τ1/0.01 = 1.9 μs
for 99% fidelity and 2.8 μs for 99.9% fidelity.

B. Sudden initialization

Because of the long preparation time required with small

/εd1 which is optimal for the longitudinal readout of
Sec. IV, we now consider an alternative in the form of an
instantaneous ramping protocol. This involves first prepar-
ing an initial superposition α |0〉 + β |1〉 of the laboratory
frame qubit using standard pulse techniques so as to equal
the instantaneous eigenstate |φ0(0)〉 of the desired time-
dependent Hamiltonian. An abrupt increase of the drive
amplitude εd1(t), as illustrated in Fig. 4(b), then connects
the eigenstate |φ0(0)〉 of the instantaneous Hamiltonian
H(0) and the Floquet states |φ0(t)〉 of the time-dependent
Hamiltonian H(t), leading to a high-fidelity state prepara-
tion.

Computing the fidelity of this protocol as a function of
the ramp time and ratio
/εd1, we find in Fig. 4(c) that the
high-fidelity region (plain blue) is now delimited in param-
eter space by an upper bound in log-log scale rather than
by a lower bound as was the case for the adiabatic protocol.
This upper bound can be expressed as

Tramp × 


εd1
≤ τ2, (17)

where τ2 = 0.18 ns for 99% fidelity, τ2 = 0.06 ns for
99.9%, and τ2 = 0.03 ns for 99.99%. Notably, for the ratio

/εd1 = 0.01 which led to a fast longitudinal readout, this
corresponds to a ramp time as fast as 18 ns (respectively,
6 ns) to reach 99% (respectively, 99.9%) fidelity. In short,
the sudden approach to initialization can be used to pre-
pare Floquet qubits with high fidelity in a fraction of the
time needed for the adiabatic protocol.

VI. SUMMARY

With the objective of identifying optimal gate param-
eters for Floquet qubits, we have shown how to define
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the quasiphase spectra of a static system with two dis-
tinct drives and how to extract gate parameters from such
spectra. To compensate for the computational cost of this
approach, we use the semianalytic Dysolve method for the
integration of the unitary dynamics in our system [20]. In
this way, we find a tenfold improvement in simulation time
as compared to the QuTiP solver [19], opening up a path
toward precise quasiphase spectra of complex quantum
systems with two drives and a larger Hilbert space. Addi-
tionally, we introduce longitudinal Floquet qubit readout
which, in contrast with previous methods, does not require
mapping the Floquet qubit to the laboratory-frame qubit
before the measurement. Finally, we show how Floquet
qubits can be initialized in short times with high prepara-
tion fidelity. Combined with existing procedures for single-
and two-qubit gates, these results show that quantum infor-
mation processing can be performed with Floquet qubits
without having to move to the underlying static undriven
basis which does not benefit from the presence of dynam-
ical sweet spots. These results open up the possibility of
further optimizing logical gates and operations on Floquet
qubits using the analytical understanding of the extended
Floquet theory when only a few uncorrelated driving fre-
quencies are involved. In future work, we will apply this
framework to two-Floquet-qubit gates with the objective
of identifying optimal gate parameters with an approach
that is free of approximations.
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APPENDIX A: NUMERICAL APPROACH FOR
THE TWO-TONE FLOQUET STUDY

To obtain the quasiphase spectra in Fig. 1(c), we build
the propagator associated with Eq. (5) for each ratio
ωd1/ωd2 = p/q. For a fixed numerator p , we sweep the
denominator q and simulate the time dynamics over the
period 2πp/ωd1. For a TLS, diagonalization of the propa-
gator then yields two eigenvalues on the unit circle, which
correspond to two quasiphases in [−π ,π ]. For the pur-
poses of visualization, we fold the quasiphases in the
interval [−π/2,π/2] to obtain the data points. In Fig. 5
we reproduce Fig. 1(c) with 15 numerators to pinpoint the
avoided crossing.

Extracting gate parameters from discrete quasiphase
spectra. We identify the local minimum corresponding to
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FIG. 5. Quasiphase spectrum for numerators 1 ≤ pk ≤ 15.
The local minima of the avoided crossing can be observed on
the first subplots and are characterized by a size p × εd2. As this
quantity goes beyond π/2, the local minimum becomes a local
maximum in the folded space. The gray areas are used to visual-
ize the triplet

{
φpk [q′ − 1],φpk [q′],φpk [q′ + 1]

}
corresponding to

local extrema with a nonempty intersection with the gray areas
in the above subplots.

the resonance using the following procedure:

1. For a first numerator p0, vary the denominator q
and find all discrete extrema of the quasienergy differ-
ence. For a TLS, only one such extremum corresponds to
the resonance, while the others are a consequence of the
folded space [−π/2,π/2]. We keep count of all successive
triplets

{
φp0 [q − 1],φp0 [q],φp0 [q + 1]

}
satisfying φp0 [q −

1] ≥ φp0 [q] and φp0 [q] ≤ φp0 [q + 1].
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2. Given a new numerator pk, we find all the triplets{
φpk [q′ − 1],φpk [q′],φpk [q′ + 1]

}
as defined above such

that the interval
[
φpk [q′ − 1],φpk [q′ + 1]

]
has a nonempty

intersection with at least one such interval for k − 1.
3. When the maximum numerator is reached, we

expect to have discarded all the undesired local min-
ima. The desired resonant frequency is located at the
intersection of all ensembles:⋂

p0<pk<pkmax

[
φpk [qk − 1],φpk [qk + 1]

]
. (A1)

The precision of the procedure is given by the range of this
intersection. A simple upper bound for this quantity is the
size of the smallest segment,

(
pkmax

qkmax − 1
− pkmax

qkmax + 1

)
≈ 2pkmax

q2
kmax

. (A2)

Numerical simulation times. For the parameters of the
TLS studies in Sec. III B, the ratio was estimated to be
ωd1/ωd2 = p/q ≈ 1/10. To achieve a precision of up to 1
MHz for the frequency ωd2 maximizing the fidelity of the
X -gate, a maximum numerator greater than 20 is needed.
To reach a precision of 0.1 MHz, the maximum numerator
must be greater than 100. In that case, the propagator has
to be calculated and diagonalized over 20–100 periods of
the first drive, and for each data point.

With the objectives of reaching large numerators with-
out loss of precision and of extending our study to systems
with larger Hilbert space, we used the recent semianalytic
solver Dysolve [20] which allows for efficient numerical
simulation of system dynamics in the presence of rapid
oscillations. For comparison, we use QuTiP’s solver for
time unitary dynamics with the custom options (atol=1e-
10, rtol=1e-10, nsteps=1e9) for convergence [19]. In
Fig. 6, we compare the performance of Dysolve with that
of QuTiP. A tenfold improvement in simulation times with
equivalent or better precision is obtained with Dysolve.
These gains open up the possibility of precise quasiphase
spectra of complex quantum systems with two drives and
larger Hilbert space.

APPENDIX B: COUPLER-MEDIATED QUBIT-
CAVITY INTERACTION

To achieve the coupling Hamiltonian in Eq. (7) for the
longitudinal readout of a Floquet qubit, we consider the
circuit in Fig. 3 where a coupler-mediated qubit-cavity
interaction induces the desired readout. We first derive the
Hamiltonian of the circuit without the voltage drive on the
transmon, and then add the corresponding term.

We use a bosonic representation with a Kerr nonlin-
ear oscillator model [2]. The modes â, b̂, and ĉ stand for
readout resonator, qubit, and coupler, respectively. The
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FIG. 6. (a) Average wall time per data point for each numera-
tor p using the QuTiP solver (green) and Dysolve (blue). Dashed
lines are linear fits to the numerical results in solid lines. (b)
Comparison of the precision for the two numerical solvers and
for the approximate analytical solution obtained using the RWA.
The metric is the squared sum of the quasiphase difference for
all data points corresponding to one numerator p . We find a good
agreement between the two solvers (orange) and we also high-
light the poor precision of the analytical result based on the RWA
(blue and red), even for a TLS system.

three circuit elements are coupled capacitively and the
Hamiltonian takes the form

Hlab(t) = (
â† b̂† ĉ†

) ⎛
⎝ωa gab gca

gab ωb gbc
gca gbc ωc + δωc(t)

⎞
⎠

⎛
⎝â

b̂
ĉ

⎞
⎠

+ αb

2
b̂†2b̂2 + αc

2
ĉ†2ĉ2. (B1)

Here, αb and αc are the qubit and coupler anharmonici-
ties, respectively. The coupler is modulated parametrically
with δωc(t) which is a yet-unspecified function of time,
with the sole requirement that it contains no dc part:
limT→∞ 1/T

∫ T
0 δωc(t)dt = 0.

A normal-mode transformation diagonalizes the time-
independent part of the quadratic Hamiltonian. This trans-
formation amounts to putting m̂ → ∑

l=a,b,c umll̂, for m =
a, b, c. With this, the Hamiltonian consists of a diago-
nal quadratic form determined by the qubit, cavity, and
couplerlike normal mode frequencies

H (0) = ωaâ†â + ωbb̂†b̂ + ωcĉ†ĉ, (B2)

and a perturbation coming from the quartic terms and the
time-dependent modulation of the coupler

λH (1)(t) =
∑
j =b,c

αj

2

⎛
⎝ ∑

l=a,b,c

ujll̂†

⎞
⎠

2 ⎛
⎝ ∑

l=a,b,c

ujll̂

⎞
⎠

2

+ δωc(t)(ucaâ† + ucbb̂† + uccĉ†)

× (ucaâ + ucbb̂ + uccĉ). (B3)
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The coupling in Eq. (7) can be attained by identifying
g(t) = ucaucbδωc(t), and making all other terms in g(t) but
a†b + b†a vanish in the RWA. Moreover, one can find the
resulting anharmonicities of all three modes, as well as the
cross-Kerr interactions, in the RWA [17]

α
(1)
j =

∑
i=b,c

u4
ijαi, χ

(1)
jk =

∑
i=b,c

2u2
ij u2

ikαi. (B4)

Finally, the following term is added to the Hamiltonian to
account for the yet missing qubit drive:

Hd(t) = −iεd(t)(b̂ − b̂†) = −iεd(t)
∑

l=a,b,c

ubl(l̂ − l̂†),

(B5)

which accounts for the control signals sent to the qubit
that are off-resonantly driving the remaining two normal
modes. These contributions are typically negligible.

[1] D. Vion, A. Aassime, A. Cottet, P. Joyez, H. Pothier, C.
Urbina, D. Esteve, and M. H. Devoret, Manipulating the
quantum state of an electrical circuit, Science 296, 886
(2002).

[2] J. Koch, T. M. Yu, J. Gambetta, A. A. Houck, D. I. Schus-
ter, J. Majer, A. Blais, M. H. Devoret, S. M. Girvin, and
R. J. Schoelkopf, Charge-insensitive qubit design derived
from the Cooper pair box, Phys. Rev. A 76, 042319
(2007).

[3] Z. Huang, P. S. Mundada, A. Gyenis, D. I. Schuster, A. A.
Houck, and J. Koch, Engineering Dynamical Sweet Spots
to Protect Qubits from 1/f Noise, Phys. Rev. Appl. 15,
034065 (2021).

[4] N. Didier, Flux control of superconducting qubits at dynam-
ical sweet spots, (2019), ArXiv:arXiv:1912.09416.

[5] Q. Guo, S.-B. Zheng, J. Wang, C. Song, P. Zhang, K. Li,
W. Liu, H. Deng, K. Huang, D. Zheng, X. Zhu, H. Wang,
C.-Y. Lu, and J.-W. Pan, Dephasing-Insensitive Quantum
Information Storage and Processing with Superconducting
Qubits, Phy. Rev. Lett. (2018).

[6] N. Didier, E. A. Sete, J. Combes, and M. P. da
Silva, AC Flux Sweet Spots in Parametrically-Modulated
Superconducting Qubits, Phys. Rev. Appl. 12, 054015
(2019).

[7] J. A. Valery, S. Chowdhury, G. Jones, and N. Didier,
Dynamical Sweet Spot Engineering via Two-Tone Flux
Modulation of Superconducting Qubits, PRX Quantum 3,
020337 (2022).

[8] M. Grifoni and P. Hänggi, Driven quantum tunneling, Phys.
Rep. 304, 229 (1998).

[9] S.-I. Chu and D. A. Telnov, Beyond the Floquet theorem:
Generalized Floquet formalisms and quasienergy methods
for atomic and molecular multiphoton processes in intense
laser fields, Phys. Rep. 390, 1 (2004).

[10] P. S. Mundada, A. Gyenis, Z. Huang, J. Koch, and A.
A. Houck, Floquet-Engineered Enhancement of Coherence
Times in a Driven Fluxonium Qubit, Phys. Rev. Appl. 14,
054033 (2020).

[11] C. Rigetti and M. Devoret, Fully microwave-tunable uni-
versal gates in superconducting qubits with linear couplings
and fixed transition frequencies, Phys. Rev. B 81, 134507
(2010).

[12] A. Blais, A. L. Grimsmo, S. M. Girvin, and A. Wallraff, Cir-
cuit quantum electrodynamics, Rev. Mod. Phys. 93, 025005
(2021).

[13] T.-S. Ho, K. Wang, and S.-I. Chu, Floquet-Liouville super-
matrix approach: Time development of density-matrix
operator and multiphoton resonance fluorescence spectra in
intense laser fields, Phys. Rev. A 33, 1798 (1986).

[14] J. H. Shirley, Solution of the Schrödinger equation with a
Hamiltonian periodic in time, Phys. Rev. 138, B979 (1965).

[15] T.-S. Ho, S.-I. Chu, and J. V. Tietz, Semiclassical many-
mode Floquet theory, Chem. Phys. Lett. 96, 464 (1983).

[16] N. Didier, J. Bourassa, and A. Blais, Fast Quantum Non-
Demolition Readout from Longitudinal Qubit-Oscillator
Interaction, Phys. Rev. Lett. 115, 203601 (2015).

[17] A. Petrescu, C. Le Calonnec, C. Leroux, A. Di Paolo, P.
Mundada, S. Sussman, A. Vrajitoarea, A. A. Houck, and
A. Blais, Accurate methods for the analysis of strong-
drive effects in parametric gates, (2021), arXiv e-prints
ArXiv:2107.02343.

[18] M. Mirrahimi and P. Rouchon, Dynamics and control of
open quantum systems (2015).

[19] J. Johansson, P. Nation, and F. Nori, QuTiP 2: A Python
framework for the dynamics of open quantum systems,
Comput. Phys. Commun. 184, 1234 (2013).

[20] R. Shillito, J. A. Gross, A. Di Paolo, É. Genois, and A.
Blais, Fast and differentiable simulation of driven quantum
systems, Phys. Rev. Research 3, 033266 (2021).

[21] C. Deng, J.-L. Orgiazzi, F. Shen, S. Ashhab, and A.
Lupascu, Observation of Floquet States in a Strongly
Driven Artificial Atom, Phys. Rev. Lett. 115, 133601
(2015).

[22] A. Eddins, S. Schreppler, D. M. Toyli, L. S. Martin,
S. Hacohen-Gourgy, L. C. G. Govia, H. Ribeiro, A. A.
Clerk, and I. Siddiqi, Stroboscopic Qubit Measurement
with Squeezed Illumination, Phys. Rev. Lett. 120, 040505
(2018).

[23] A. Grimm, N. E. Frattini, S. Puri, S. O. Mundhada, S.
Touzard, M. Mirrahimi, S. M. Girvin, S. Shankar, and M.
H. Devoret, The Kerr-Cat qubit: Stabilization, readout, and
gates, Nature 584, 205 (2020).

[24] C. C. Bultink, B. Tarasinski, N. Haandbaek, S. Poletto, N.
Haider, D. J. Michalak, A. Bruno, and L. DiCarlo, General
method for extracting the quantum efficiency of dispersive
qubit readout in circuit QED, Appl. Phys. Lett. 112, 092601
(2018).

[25] R. Desbuquois, M. Messer, F. Görg, K. Sandholzer, G.
Jotzu, and T. Esslinger, Controlling the Floquet state pop-
ulation and observing micromotion in a periodically driven
two-body quantum system, Phys. Rev. A 96, 053602
(2017).

064006-10

https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1069372
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.76.042319
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevApplied.15.034065
https://arxiv.org/abs/arXiv:1912.09416
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevApplied.12.054015
https://doi.org/10.1103/PRXQuantum.3.020337
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0370-1573(98)00022-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2003.10.001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevApplied.14.054033
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.81.134507
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.93.025005
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.33.1798
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.138.B979
https://doi.org/10.1016/0009-2614(83)80732-5
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.203601
https://arxiv.org/abs/2107.02343
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2012.11.019
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.3.033266
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.133601
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.040505
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-020-2587-z
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.5015954
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.96.053602

	I. INTRODUCTION
	II. FLOQUET FRAMEWORK
	III. SINGLE-QUBIT OPERATIONS
	A. Floquet qubit and X-Gate in the RWA
	B. Two-tone Floquet analysis

	IV. LONGITUDINAL FLOQUET QUBIT READOUT
	A. Engineered longitudinal coupling
	B. Superconducting circuit implementation

	V. INITIALIZATION OF ARBITRARY FLOQUET STATES
	A. Adiabatic initialization
	B. Sudden initialization

	VI. SUMMARY
	ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
	A. APPENDIX A: NUMERICAL APPROACH FOR THE TWO-TONE FLOQUET STUDY
	B. APPENDIX B: COUPLER-MEDIATED QUBIT- CAVITY INTERACTION
	. References


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /All
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile ()
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 5
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness false
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages false
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Average
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages false
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Average
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages false
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Average
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /PDFX1a:2003
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError false
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    33.84000
    33.84000
    33.84000
    33.84000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox false
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    9.00000
    9.00000
    9.00000
    9.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000500044004600206587686353ef901a8fc7684c976262535370673a548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200208fdb884c9ad88d2891cf62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef653ef5728684c9762537088686a5f548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200204e0a73725f979ad854c18cea7684521753706548679c300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV <>
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020b370c2a4d06cd0d10020d504b9b0d1300020bc0f0020ad50c815ae30c5d0c11c0020ace0d488c9c8b85c0020c778c1c4d560002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken voor kwaliteitsafdrukken op desktopprinters en proofers. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents for quality printing on desktop printers and proofers.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames false
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks true
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks true
      /AddPageInfo true
      /AddRegMarks false
      /BleedOffset [
        9
        9
        9
        9
      ]
      /ConvertColors /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /NA
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure true
      /IncludeBookmarks true
      /IncludeHyperlinks true
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MarksOffset 6
      /MarksWeight 0.250000
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PageMarksFile /RomanDefault
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
    <<
      /AllowImageBreaks true
      /AllowTableBreaks true
      /ExpandPage false
      /HonorBaseURL true
      /HonorRolloverEffect false
      /IgnoreHTMLPageBreaks false
      /IncludeHeaderFooter false
      /MarginOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetadataAuthor ()
      /MetadataKeywords ()
      /MetadataSubject ()
      /MetadataTitle ()
      /MetricPageSize [
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetricUnit /inch
      /MobileCompatible 0
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (GoLive)
        (8.0)
      ]
      /OpenZoomToHTMLFontSize false
      /PageOrientation /Portrait
      /RemoveBackground false
      /ShrinkContent true
      /TreatColorsAs /MainMonitorColors
      /UseEmbeddedProfiles false
      /UseHTMLTitleAsMetadata true
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


