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The performance of a wide range of quantum computing algorithms and protocols depends crit-
ically on the fidelity and speed of the employed qubit readout. Examples include gate sequences
benefiting from mid-circuit, real-time, measurement-based feedback, such as qubit initialization,
entanglement generation, teleportation, and perhaps most importantly, quantum error correction.
A prominent and widely-used readout approach is based on the dispersive interaction of a super-
conducting qubit strongly coupled to a large-bandwidth readout resonator, frequently combined
with a dedicated or shared Purcell filter protecting qubits from decay. By dynamically reducing
the qubit-resonator detuning and thus increasing the dispersive shift, we demonstrate a beyond-
state-of-the-art two-state-readout error of only 0.25% in 100 ns integration time. Maintaining low
readout-drive strength, we nearly quadruple the signal-to-noise ratio of the readout by doubling
the readout mode linewidth, which we quantify by considering the hybridization of the readout-
resonator and its dedicated Purcell-filter. We find excellent agreement between our experimental
data and our theoretical model. The presented results are expected to further boost the performance
of new and existing algorithms and protocols critically depending on high-fidelity, fast, mid-circuit
measurements.

Realizing high-fidelity and fast single-shot readout of a
qubit [1–3] is essential for quantum error correction pro-
tocols [4–8] in which qubit decoherence during readout
and reset contributes significantly to the logical error. It
is also key for algorithms requiring real-time feedback,
such as teleportation [9–12], distillation [13, 14] and ini-
tialization [15–18].

In superconducting circuits, the most commonly used
readout architecture employs the state-dependent disper-
sive shift of the resonance frequency of a resonator cou-
pled to the qubit to infer the qubit state [19–21]. Whilst
the frequency of the resonator is typically fixed, flux-
tunable transmons allow to control the qubit-resonator
detuning by modifying the transmon frequency [22], en-
able high-fidelity fast entangling gates [23–25] and avoid
frequency collisions. Additionally, each qubit is often
coupled to a microwave transmission line via a dedicated
[6, 7, 26] or common Purcell filter [8, 27, 28] to pro-
tect the qubit from radiative decay [29–31]. Such mea-
surements are usually performed with weak measurement
tones to avoid nonlinearities and detrimental qubit state
transitions, although high-power readout has been stud-
ied both theoretically [32] and experimentally [2].

In the past few years, significant improvements to the
single-shot readout have been realized, reaching a two-
level readout assignment fidelity of 4× 10−3 in 88 ns [3].
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Faster readout protocols have been realized, with a
9 × 10−3 fidelity readout achieved in 40 ns by utilizing
the distributed-element, multimode nature of the read-
out resonator [33].

One of the critical parameters governing dispersive
qubit readout is the detuning between the qubit and the
readout resonator, which controls both the magnitude
of the dispersive shift and the nonlinearities induced in
the resonator. Different detuning regimes have been ex-
plored, including cases where the resonator frequency is
lower than the qubit [3, 34]. Notably, the measurement
fidelity has been shown to improve for smaller detun-
ings [7, 35], although these observations were not fully
explained.

In this work, we demonstrate an increase in the signal-
to-noise ratio (SNR) and assignment fidelity by bringing
the qubit frequency closer to the readout resonator’s fre-
quency using a flux pulse, see illustration in Fig. 1 (a,b),
achieving a minimum two-level readout error of 2.5×10−3

in 100 ns. We accredit this remarkable performance not
only to an increase in the dispersive shift χ imparted by
the qubit on the cavity, but also to an increase in the ef-
fective linewidth of the targeted normal mode response,
caused by bringing the Lamb-shifted readout resonator
closer to resonance with the Purcell filter, see Fig. 1 (c).
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FIG. 1. (a) Schematic of a qubit coupled to a readout
resonator-Purcell-filter system. The qubit of transition fre-
quency ωq is coupled capacitively at rate g to a readout res-
onator of frequency ωr. The readout resonator in turn is
coupled at rate J to a Purcell filter of frequency ωp, which
is coupled to a feedline at rate κp. We probe the system by
measuring the transmission of a readout pulse at frequency ωd

through the feedline. The effective decay rate of the readout
resonator is indicated as κ. (b) Schematic of time-dependence
of qubit frequency ωq relative to the readout resonator fre-
quency ωr. The qubit, initially idling at the lower flux sweet
spot, is pulsed to a smaller detuning from the readout res-
onator using a fast Gaussian-filtered, rectangular flux pulse.
(c) Illustration of the rise of the SNR of the qubit read-
out with integration time τ parameterized by the effective
linewidth of the readout resonator κ at approximately con-
stant dispersive shift χ. Increasing color saturation in panels
(b) and (c) indicate increasing κ at reduced detuning between
ωq and ωr.

I. READOUT PARAMETER
CHARACTERIZATION

We perform the experiment with a transmon qubit of
transition frequency ωq/2π = 4.14GHz at the lower flux
sweet spot [36] and anharmonicity α/2π = −181MHz.
It has a lifetime T1 = 30.4 µs and is capacitively cou-
pled to a readout resonator with a coupling strength
g/2π = 224MHz. The readout resonator is coupled to
a feedline used for multiplexed readout [26] via a dedi-
cated Purcell filter of linewidth κp and with a coupling
strength J , see Fig. 1 (a). The qubit is located on a de-
vice used to execute a distance-three surface code (see
Fig. 7, Appendix A). Further information on the device
properties and its fabrication can be found in Ref. [7].

To determine the readout parameters as a function of
the frequency detuning between the qubit and its read-
out resonator, we perform pulsed spectroscopy experi-
ments. We first prepare the qubit in the ground state
|g⟩ or excited state |e⟩, pulse the qubit to a chosen read-
out frequency ωq using a baseband flux pulse, and probe
the readout circuit using a 2.2 µs long microwave tone.
This duration corresponds to the maximum integration
time of our readout electronics (see Appendix A). The

flux pulses are Gaussian-filtered rectangular pulses with
short rising and falling edges minimizing coupling to two-
level systems [7], see Fig. 1 (b).
We repeat the experiment for five different qubit—

readout-resonator detunings ∆qr/2π, spanning −2.7GHz
to −1.3GHz, where ∆qr = ωq − ωg

r . We denote

ω
g/e
r as the readout resonator frequency with the qubit

prepared in the ground/excited state. The measured
(light colored lines) and calculated (dark colored lines)
transmission response is shown in Fig. 2 (a), with
blue/red lines corresponding to the qubit prepared in
the ground/excited state. From a fit to a coupled qubit—
readout-resonator—Purcell-filter model (see Appendix A
and solid blue and red lines in Fig. 2 (a)), we extract
the relevant readout parameters for each value of ∆qr.
The measured (dots) and calculated (lines) dressed read-
out resonator frequencies ωg

r and ωe
r = ωg

r + 2χ are
shown in Fig. 2 (b) (blue and red circles) as a func-
tion of the detuning ∆qr, along with the Purcell filter
frequency ωp/2π = 6.900GHz, which remains constant.

The variation in the resonator frequencies ω
g/e
r is due to

the Lamb shift g2/∆qr caused by the qubit [22]. Fur-
thermore, we extract both a large intended Purcell filter
linewidth κp/2π = 34.5MHz and a large intended cou-
pling strength between the readout resonator and the
Purcell filter J/2π = 27.5MHz.
We consider a standard circuit-QED approach to

model the transmon—resonator—Purcell-filter system,
see Appendix B for details. In the case of a weak drive
E applied to the filter mode, the readout resonator and
the Purcell filter responses can be considered as linear.
As such, the dynamics can be effectively mapped to the
equations of motion [37]

[
α̇g/e

β̇g/e

]
=− i

[
ω
g/e
r J
J ωp − iκp/2

] [
αg/e

βg/e

]
+

[
0

Ee−iωdt

]
,

(1)

where α and β represent the coherent fields of the readout
resonator and Purcell filter, respectively. In the regime
J ≈ κp, we observe two distinct hybridized readout-
resonator—Purcell-filter modes, see Fig. 2 (a). We de-
note these as the low and high readout modes, respec-
tively, the lowest and highest of the two modes in the
transmission spectrum. The frequency and linewidth of
these modes can be determined, respectively, from the
real and the imaginary part of the eigenvalues of the
equations of motion in Eq. (1) in the absence of a drive:

ω
g/e
l,h =

ω
g/e
r + ωp

2
± 1

2
Re

√(
∆

g/e
rp +

iκp

2

)2

+ 4J2,

κ
g/e
l,h =

κp

2
∓ Im

√(
∆

g/e
rp +

iκp

2

)2

+ 4J2.

(2)
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FIG. 2. (a) Readout circuitry transmission spectra measured for five qubit—readout-resonator detunings (∆qr/2π ∈
[−2.7,−2.4,−1.9,−1.6,−1.3]GHz from bottom to top, vertically shifted by increments of one). Spectra are shown for both the
qubit prepared in the ground state |g⟩ (blue) and in the excited state |e⟩ (red). Solid lines are fits based on a coupled qubit—
readout-resonator—Purcell-filter model (see Appendix A). Dashed black lines indicate the selected readout frequency, chosen

such that the response in transmission |S|e⟩
out,in−S

|g⟩
out,in| is maximum. (b) Resonator frequency ωg

r (ωe
r) conditioned on the qubit

being prepared in the ground (excited) state, and Purcell filter frequency ωp as a function of ∆qr. (c) Measured dispersive shift
χl (χh) of the lower (higher) frequency hybridized readout mode (see green (purple) points), as a function of ∆qr. The two
contributions sum up to the bare readout resonator mode dispersive shift (solid black line) χ = χl + χh ≈ αg2/∆2

qr. The solid
lines (purple and green) are fits based on a qubit—readout-resonator—Purcell-filter model (see Appendix A). (d) Measured
effective readout resonator linewidth κl (κh) for the lower (higher) frequency hybridized readout mode for the qubit prepared in
the ground/excited (see blue/red), as a function of ∆qr. Solid lines are fits based on a qubit—readout-resonator—Purcell-filter
model (see Appendix A). In (b,c,d) the corresponding detunings ∆rp = ωg

r − ωp between the Purcell filter and the readout
resonator, indicating the degree of hybridization of the two resonator modes, are shown on the top axis.

The readout-resonator—Purcell-filter hybridization
leads to a distribution of the total qubit-induced dis-
persive shift χ on the readout-resonator—Purcell-filter
system. Using the model in Eq. (2), we can extract
the dispersive shifts of the low and high modes respec-
tively, χl/h = (ωe

l/h − ωg
l/h)/2, see purple (green) cir-

cles for the low (high) mode in Fig. 2 (c). While the
total dispersive shift χ = χl + χh shows the expected
αg2/∆2

qr dependence in Fig. 2 (c) (solid black line), with
2χ/2π ∈ [−5.67,−19.49]MHz, the low mode dispersive
shift only shows small variations in that range, staying
between 2χl/2π ∈ [−4.17,−6.69]MHz (see solid purple
line in Fig. 2 (c)). In contrast, the high mode dispersive
shift shows a similar scaling with ∆qr as the total dis-
persive shift, with 2χh/2π ∈ [−1.5,−13.18]MHz (solid
green line in Fig. 2 (c)).

We observe that the dispersive shift of the low mode
is dominant for qubit—readout-resonators detunings be-
low −1.6GHz, after which the dispersive shift of the high
mode becomes larger. The crossing point where χl = χh,
in the vicinity of the qubit—readout-resonator detun-
ing ∆qr/2π = −1.6GHz, corresponds to an equal hy-
bridization of the two readout modes. It coincides with
ωp = ωg

r + χ = ωe
r − χ being equidistant to the ground

and excited state responses of the readout resonator, see
Fig. 2 (b).

Our model also gives us valuable information about
the linewidth of the low and high modes, for the qubit
prepared in the ground |g⟩ or excited state |e⟩, namely
κg
l (κg

h) and κe
l (κ

e
h), as a function of the qubit—readout-

resonator detuning ∆qr. As shown in Fig. 2 (d), while

|χl| > |χh| for ∆qr/2π ≤ −1.6GHz, we have κ
g/e
l < κ

g/e
h .

This is expected as for ∆qr/2π ≤ −1.6 GHz, the low
mode has a larger weight in the readout resonator. The
difference between κg

l and κe
l for the low mode derives

from the frequency detuning ∆
g/e
rp = ω

g/e
r − ωp, between

the readout-resonator frequency and the Purcell-filter fre-
quency. In particular, for the low mode, κg

l > κe
l for all

detunings while for the high mode κg
h < κe

h, which can be
seen from the analysis of the normal mode Hamiltonian
in Appendix B.
In the vicinity of the detuning leading to an equal

hybridization of the low and high modes ∆qr/2π ≈
−1.6GHz, we further note that all κe

h/2π ≈ κg
l /2π ≈

19MHz and κg
h/2π ≈ κe

l /2π ≈ 14MHz. After this
crossing point, we observe that while |χl| > |χh| for

∆qr/2π ≥ −1.6GHz, we find κ
g/e
l > κ

g/e
h , which we ex-

ploit in Sec. II. The detailed parameters are summarized
in Table I.

II. SINGLE-SHOT READOUT

We perform single-shot readout for the
qubit—readout-resonator detunings ∆qr/2π ∈
[−2.7,−2.4,−1.9,−1.6, −1.3]GHz (see Fig. 2) as a
function of the readout-pulse power and integration time
τ ∈ [50, 100, 200, 300, 400] ns. Each experiment consists
of 104 single-shot measurements with the qubit prepared
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in the ground or excited state. The detuning is varied
by tuning the qubit to a chosen frequency ωq, using a
flux pulse as described above. We use a rectangular
readout pulse with a duration of 450 ns convolved with
a Gaussian filter of width σ = 0.5 ns, and integrate the
readout signal for a time τ using mode-matched weights
[38] to discriminate the ground |g⟩ and excited |e⟩ qubit
state responses. The flux pulse lasts longer than the
readout pulse. In addition, we use a preselection readout
to reduce residual excited state population of the qubit
to below 0.1% [39].

We express the readout power as a function of the
number of photons in the readout resonator ng when
the qubit is prepared in the ground state, relative to
the critical number of photons in the resonator ncrit =
∆2

qr/4g
2 [19] at a given qubit—readout-resonator detun-

ing ∆qr. By measuring the qubit-induced ac-Stark shift
∆ac = 2g2/∆qr on the readout resonator at ∆qr/2π =
−2.7GHz we can infer the number of photons ng in the
resonator when the qubit is prepared in the ground state,
ng = ∆ac/2(χl+χh) (see Appendix D). The photon num-
ber ng at other detunings and the photon number ne

when the qubit is prepared in the excited state for all
detunings are inferred using semi-classical analysis, see
Appendix B.

The readout drive frequency ωd is chosen such that
the difference in the response in transmission when the

qubit is prepared in the ground or excited state |S|e⟩
out,in−

S
|g⟩
out,in|, is maximum for the low mode, see vertical black

dashed lines in Fig. 2 (a). In the theoretical model
(see Appendix. C), this choice corresponds to selecting
the drive frequency which leads to the largest steady-
state displacement between the coherent g-state and e-
state Purcell-filter-mode responses. This assumes a fixed
weak drive power, such that the response is in the linear
regime. We found that this choice consistently leads to
a stronger resonator response for the qubit being in the
excited state (ne > ng). We accredit this to a smaller ef-
fective linewidth for the excited state for the lower mode,
κe
l < κg

l , see Fig. 2 (d). We find this to be an appropri-
ate choice of drive frequency, as the Kerr nonlinearity
imparted on the resonator is weaker for the excited state
than the ground state (see Appendix B).

We extract the signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) in terms of
power, of the acquired single-shot histograms (see Fig. 3)
from a bimodal Gaussian distribution as [38]

SNR ≡
∣∣∣∣ µg − µe

(σg + σe)/2

∣∣∣∣2 , (3)

where µg/e and σg/e are, respectively, the mean and the
standard deviation of the Gaussian distributions of the
g/e-state responses. In Fig. 3 the solid black line indi-
cates the distance between the means µg and µe, and
radii of the black circles are given by the square root of
the diagonal covariance matrix elements of the bimodal
Gaussian distribution.
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FIG. 3. Single-shot readout histogram for a qubit—readout-
resonator detuning of ∆qr/2π = −1.3GHz, a readout integra-
tion time of τ = 100 ns, and ng/ncrit = 0.93. We assign the
measured state using a bimodal Gaussian mixture model. The
marginal distributions of this model along each axis are plot-
ted along the corresponding axis. A solid black line indicates
the distance between the means µg and µe of the Gaussian
distributions of the ground and excited state responses. The
square root of the covariance matrix diagonal elements of the
Gaussian distributions σg and σe are used as the radii of the
black circles.

We characterize the measurement by the average as-
signment error εa for two-state readout, limited by the
overlap error between the Gaussian distributions and the
qubit lifetime T1, defined as [38]

εa = 1−Fg,e

= [P (e|g) + P (g|e)] /2

≳
1

2

[
1− erf

(√
SNR/8

)]
+

τ

2T1
,

(4)

where P (i|j) is the probability of measuring the state
|i⟩ when having prepared the state |j⟩, and where the
average two-state readout fidelity Fg,e characterizes the
quality of the readout. The factor two present in the T1

limit term arises from the fact that only P (g|e) is affected
by loss events.
In Fig. 4 (a) we present the lowest measured av-

erage assignment errors εa as a function of the
qubit—readout-resonator detuning ∆qr/2π ∈ [−2.7,
−2.4,−1.9,−1.6,−1.3]GHz and as a function of the read-
out integration times τ ∈ [50, 100, 200, 300, 400] ns.
We observe that εa < 1 × 10−2 for τ ≥ 100 ns. When
τ ≥ 100 ns and for all qubit—readout-resonator detun-
ings, the variations in the average assignment error are
small and stay between 2.5× 10−3 ≤ εa ≤ 1× 10−2, ex-
cept for ∆qr/2π = −2.7GHz and τ = 100 ns. The best
assignment error εa = 2.5×10−3 is reached at τ = 100 ns
and ∆qr/2π = −1.3GHz.
This observation suggests that beyond this integration

time the assignment error is no longer limited by the
SNR, which would continue to increase for longer readout
times. This is further demonstrated in Fig. 4 (b), where
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FIG. 4. (a) Minimum assignment error εa measured as a
function of the qubit—readout-resonator detuning ∆qr/2π
∈ [−2.7,−2.4,−1.9,−1.6,−1.3]GHz and the readout integra-
tion time τ ∈ [50, 100, 200, 300, 400] ns. Annotated values
are in per mille unit of probability: the lowest assignment er-
ror εa = 2.5× 10−3 is reached at a qubit—readout-resonator
detuning of ∆qr/2π = −1.3GHz, for an integration time of
τ = 100 ns. (b) Measured SNR corresponding to the mini-
mum assignment error in (a).

we indicate the measured SNR corresponding to each
lowest measured average assignment error in Fig. 4 (a)
as a function of the same qubit—readout-resonator de-
tuning and readout-integration-time range. We observe
that a SNR ≥ 30 leads to 2.5 × 10−3 ≤ εa ≤ 1 × 10−2

for τ ≥ 100 ns and for all detunings ∆qr. On the other
hand, SNR ≤ 14 leads to a larger assignment error
3.87 × 10−2 ≤ εa ≤ 2.87 × 10−1. In particular, we
find that the best assignment error εa = 2.5 × 10−3

is reached for SNR = 48.5. An SNR ≥ 200 leads to
assignment errors on the same order as an SNR ≈ 50
(see for example at ∆qr/2π = −1.6GHz compared to at
∆qr/2π = −1.3GHz, with τ ∈ [300, 400] ns).

We next compare the readout performance in terms
of SNR at different qubit—readout-resonator detunings
as a function of the readout power ng/ncrit, for a fixed
integration time τ = 100 ns, see Fig. 5 (a). The shaded
regions indicate the theoretical SNR prediction from the
linear response to the readout drive power [40]

SNR(t) = 2ηκp

∫ t

0

|βe(t
′)− βg(t

′)|2dt′, (5)

where η is the measurement efficiency. This expression is

(a)

(b)

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0
ng/ncrit

0

10

20

30

40

50

60

70

SN
R

= 100 ns

0.00 0.25 0.50 0.75 1.00 1.25 1.50 1.75
ng/ncrit

10 3

10 2

10 1

As
sig

nm
en

t e
rro

r, 
a

qr/2 = 1.3 GHz

10 1

10 2

10 3

10 4

As
sig

ne
m

en
t e

rro
r l

im
it,

 
m

in
a

qr/2 = 1.3 GHz
qr/2 = 1.6 GHz
qr/2 = 1.9 GHz
qr/2 = 2.4 GHz
qr/2 = 2.7 GHz

38

22

7

M
in

. r
eq

ui
re

d 
SN

R

= 400 ns
= 300 ns
= 200 ns
= 100 ns
= 50 ns

FIG. 5. (a) SNR as a function of ng/ncrit for the indi-
cated qubit—readout-resonator detunings ∆qr and at a fixed
readout-integration time of τ = 100 ns. The shaded regions
provide estimates from the analytical solution in the linear
regime, detailed in Appendix C. (b) Average assignment er-
ror εa as a function of ng/ncrit for the indicated readout
integration times τ at a fixed qubit—readout-resonator de-
tuning ∆qr/2π = −1.3GHz. Solid lines are plotted for ease
of visualization. Dashed lines correspond to the theoretical
limit imposed by the relaxation time of the qubit given by
εmin
a = 0.5[1− erfc(

√
SNR/8)] + τ/2T1.

in line with Eq. (3). We note that the SNR for the small-
est detunings ∆qr ∈ [−1.6,−1.3]GHz is significantly
higher, which we accredit to the increase in the linewidth

of the targeted lower mode κ
g/e
l , see Fig. 2 (d). This

increased linewidth results in the pointer states βg/e(t)
reaching the steady state faster, thus maximizing the
SNR rate. The shaded region contains the upper- and
lower- bound estimates of the SNR based on uncertain-
ties in the model parameters, see Appendix C.

In all instances we observe a saturation of the SNR at
a readout power ng ≳ ncrit, where the dispersive approx-
imation is known to break down [32, 41, 42]. This is in
part due to the broadening of the pointer states caused
by the qubit-induced Kerr nonlinearity of the resonator
(see Fig. 9), measurement-induced state transitions [43]
and ionization [44].

Finally, we compare in Fig. 5 (b) the average assign-
ment error εa at different readout integration times τ ∈
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FIG. 6. Two-level average assignment error reported in John-
son et al. [41], Jeffrey et al. [30], Bultink et al. [45], Walter
et al. [3], Dassonneville et al. [46], Touzard et al. [47] (blue
circles) and in this work (red circle) as a function of the read-
out integration time. Jurcevic et al. [48] reached a two-level
assignment error of 3.5× 10−2 using the excited state promo-
tion technique [49] and is not plotted here.

[50, 100, 200, 300, 400] ns for a fixed qubit—readout-
resonator detuning ∆qr/2π = −1.3GHz as a function of
the readout power ng/ncrit. For ng/ncrit < 1, we find ex-
cellent agreement between the experimental data (dots)
and the approximate theoretical limit (dashed lines) in
Eq. (4). Here, we note that the 50 ns measurement is
clearly limited by the SNR, which consistently improves
at higher drive powers. For 100 ns, the minimum assign-
ment error εmin

a = 2.5 × 10−3 is limited by the intrinsic
lifetime of the qubit T1 rather than the SNR, which can
be seen by comparison to the calculated assignment er-
ror (gray dashed line), which plateaus at higher readout
powers. We notice a distinct upturn in the 100 ns mea-
surement at higher drive powers, which we attribute to
non-linearities and measurement-induced transitions.

For the longer readout times τ ∈ [200, 300, 400] ns,
the minimum assignment error is obtained at lower drive
powers, since these measurements reach a larger SNR.
Given that the assignment fidelity is limited by the qubit
lifetime, the increase in SNR by increasing drive power
has little impact on the final assignment error εa, as in-
dicated by the plateaus (dashed lines).

III. CONCLUSION

We have demonstrated beyond-state-of-the-art single
shot readout reaching a minimum assignment error of
2.5×10−3 in only 100 ns when reducing the qubit detun-
ing from the resonator by applying a flux pulse, see our
work in perspective with other techniques in Fig. 6. We
provided new insights on dispersive readout for a qubit—
readout-resonator—Purcell-filter system, in a strongly
hybridized regime where the coupling strength between
the readout resonator and the Purcell filter J is compa-

rable to the Purcell filter linewidth κp. We showed that
by probing the dispersive regime via flux pulses we can
increase the effective decay rate of the targeted readout
mode, thus allowing us to reach larger SNR in a shorter
integration time.

Our findings open opportunities to study other regimes
and help optimize the readout parameters in the design
stage of quantum processors in order to adjust the ef-
fective decay rate of the readout mode depending on
the applications. For instance, we expect this work to
help reduce the readout contribution to the quantum er-
ror correction cycle time on superconducting qubit plat-
forms [7], without compromising on the readout fidelity
constraints. Such techniques combined with machine
learning methods as in Ref. [50] for the optimization of
pulse shapes, could continue to decrease readout times
while maintaining low readout errors.
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the feedline at the bottom left corner, as presented in Fig. 1.
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Appendix A: Experimental setup and device
characterization

We used a qubit of a 17-qubit quantum device, shown
in Fig. 7, to perform the experiment. We fabricated
the 17-qubit quantum processor by sputtering a nio-
bium 150-nm-thin film onto a high-resistivity intrinsic
silicon substrate. All coplanar waveguides, capacitors
and qubit islands were patterned using photolithogra-
phy and reactive-ion etching. The aluminium-titanium-
aluminium trilayer airbridges establish a well-connected
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FIG. 8. Schematic of the wiring and control electronics.
The qubit (yellow) on the quantum device is connected to
the room-temperature electronics via flux lines (green), drive
lines (pink) and readout lines (purple) through its readout
resonator (red) and Purcell filter (blue). The background col-
ors indicate to the temperature stages of the experimental
setup.

ground plane on the device and connect signal lines split
by crossings. We fabricated aluminium-based Joseph-
son junctions using shadow evaporation of aluminium
through a resist mask defined by electron-beam lithog-
raphy.
We characterized the properties of the qubit using

spectroscopy and standard time-domain measurements.
The qubit has an idling frequency ωq/2π = 4.144GHz,
an anharmonicity α/2π = −181MHz, a lifetime T1 =
30.4 µs, a Ramsey decay time T ∗

2 = 29.2 µs, and an echo
decay time T e

2 = 33.9 µs.
Following the method in Ref. [26], we fit the transmis-

sion amplitude of the readout signal through a feed-line
to the function

|Sout,in|(ω) = (A+ k(ω − ω0))×∣∣∣∣∣cos(ϕ)− eiϕ
κp(−2i∆

g/e
r )

4J2 + (κp − 2i∆p)(−2i∆
g/e
r )

∣∣∣∣∣ , (A1)

where A is the amplitude, k describes a tilt in the spec-
trum centered at ω0, ϕ is a phase rotation induced by the
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qubit—readout-resonator detuning ∆qr/2π GHz -2.7 -2.4 -1.9 -1.6 -1.3
Qubit frequency during readout ωq/2π MHz 4144 4500 5000 5300 5600
Bare readout resonator frequency ωr,b/2π MHz 6854.63 6858.02 6857.98 6859.74 6864.86

Dressed readout resonator frequency ωg
r/2π MHz 6876.27 6881.98 6896.09 6906.33 6928.43

Purcell filter frequency ωp/2π MHz 6899.86 6899.86 6899.86 6899.86 6899.86
Readout drive frequency ωd/2π MHz 6857.4 6861.2 6870.0 6874.0 6881.6

Qubit readout resonator coupling gb/2π MHz 224.32 205.61 211.49 204.2 205.53
Qubit charge-readout resonator coupling g/2π MHz 284.01 271.40 293.71 292.27 302.34
Readout resonator-Purcell filter coupling J/2π MHz 27.9 27.9 27.9 27.9 27.9
Low mode linewidth, qubit in |g⟩ state κg

l /2π MHz 10.16 11.61 15.81 19.07 25.00
Low mode linewidth, qubit in |e⟩ state κe

l /2π MHz 8.88 10.03 12.66 14.84 19.87
High mode linewidth, qubit in |g⟩ state κg

h/2π MHz 23.86 22.41 18.21 14.95 9.02
High mode linewidth, qubit in |e⟩ state κe

h/2π MHz 25.14 23.99 21.36 19.18 14.15
Low mode dispersive shift 2χl/2π MHz -4.17 -4.35 -6.11 -6.69 -6.31
High mode dispersive shift 2χh/2π MHz -1.50 -1.90 -4.24 -6.64 -13.18

Critical readout resonator photon number ncrit 23.14 19.26 10.42 7.55 4.83

TABLE I. List of readout parameters extracted for the qubit—readout-resonator detunings ∆qr/2π spanning -2.7GHz to -
1.3GHz using pulsed-spectroscpy measurements.

capacitive couplings to other lines, κp is the external cou-
pling rate of the Purcell filter, ∆p = ω−ωp is the detuning
between the drive frequency ω and the Purcell-filter fre-

quency ωp, and ∆
g/e
r = ω−ω

g/e
r is the detuning between

the drive frequency and the resonator frequency condi-
tioned on the state of the qubit. The relevant parameters
for the studied qubit at the indicated qubit-resonator de-
tunings are provided in Table I.

We installed the device in a magnetically-shielded sam-
ple holder mounted at the base plate (9mK) of a cryo-
genic measurement setup [51] and connected it to the
control and measurement electronics as shown in Fig. 8.
We use a DC signal to generate a current inducing a
magnetic flux in the SQUID-loop of the transmon qubit,
to control its idle frequency. We use arbitrary waveform
generators to apply voltage pulses (2.4GSa/s sampling
rate) to the qubit to tune its frequency for readout. The
DC and AWG signals are combined using a bias-tee. A
precompensation of distortions in the flux line is applied,
as in Ref. [7].

We perform the single-shot readout experiments with
an ultra-high frequency quantum analyzer (UHFQA)
by using an IQ-mixer to upconvert the frequency-
multiplexed readout pulses from an intermediate fre-
quency signal sampled at 1.8GSa/s to the gigahertz
frequency range of the readout circuitry. At the
output of the device feedline, the readout signal
passes through a wide-bandwidth near-quantum lim-
ited traveling-wave parametric amplifier (TWPA) [52], a
high-electron-mobility transistor (HEMT) amplifier, and
room-temperature amplifiers. It is then down-converted
with an IQ-mixer and digitally demodulated and inte-
grated in the UHFQA. Further details on the device fab-
rication, characterization, and the experimental setup,
can be found in Ref. [7].

Appendix B: Model

To model the system, we use the Hamiltonian

Ĥtrp = 4Ecn̂
2
t − EJ(Φ) cos φ̂t

+ ωr,bâ
†â− ig(n̂t − ng)(â− â†)

+ ωpf̂
†f̂ + J(f̂† − f̂)(â† − â)

+ 2iE sin(ωdt)(f̂
† − f̂),

(B1)

where n̂t is the charge operator of the transmon, â the

readout resonator mode creation operator and f̂ the Pur-
cell filter mode creation operator. Ec is the charging en-
ergy of the transmon, EJ(Φ) the flux-tunable Josephson
energy of the transmon, ωr,b, ωp the bare resonator and
Purcell filer frequencies, and g, J the transmon-resonator
and resonator-Purcell coupling rates respectively. E , ωd

are the the drive amplitude and drive frequency. Further,
we consider a master equation

˙̂ρ = −i[Ĥtrp, ρ̂] + κpD[f̂ ], (B2)

where κp is the coupling rate between the Purcell fil-
ter and the feedline. We first diagonalize the transmon-
resonator subsystem. We follow the notation of Ref. [21],
and assume a Kerr-nonlinear oscillator model for the
transmon, valid in the low readout power regime. A
Schrieffer-Wolff transformation yields an effective Hamil-
tonian

Ĥ = ω̄q b̂
†b̂+ ωpf̂

†f̂ + ωg
r â

†â+ 2χâ†âb̂†b̂ (B3)

− 2λ′λ3EC â
†2â2b̂†b̂− α

2
b̂†2b̂2 − Ec

2
λ4â†2â2

+ J
([

1− 2λλ′b̂†b̂
]
â†f̂ + λb̂†f̂ +H.c.

)
,

where

χ = −g2EC/(∆qr(∆qr − EC)), (B4)

λ′ = λEc/
[
∆qr + Ec(1− 2λ2)

]
(B5)
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FIG. 9. (a), (b) Overlap error P (e|g) and P (g|e) for the indicated qubit—readout-resonator frequency detunings ∆qr at a fixed
integration time of τ = 100 ns. (c), (d) Gaussian width σg of the ground state single-shot histogram as a function of ng/ncrit

and ne/ncrit. (e), (f) Gaussian width σe of the ground state single-shot histogram as a function of ng/ncrit and ne/ncrit.

with λ = g/∆qr and ∆qr = ωq − ωr,b. Further, the
qubit and resonator frequencies become Lamb-shifted,
with ω̄q ≈ ωq + g2/∆qr, ωg

r ≈ ωr,b − g2/∆qr. The con-

tribution −2λ′λ3EC â
†2â2b̂†b̂ normalizes down the effec-

tive Kerr nonlinearity when the qubit is in the excited
state, and we note that Ke/Kg ≈ 1 + 4λ′/λ, where
4λ′/λ < 0 for ∆qr < 0. This nonlinearity leads to a
significantly larger increase in the Gaussian width of the
ground state response than the excited state response, as
seen in Fig. 9 (c,d,e,f) [53, 54]. For this reason, we quote
the drive power in the main text as a function of ng/ncrit

as opposed to ne/ncrit.

We also note a correlation between the broadening of
the ground state response and an increase in the overlap
errors P (g|e) and P (e|g) for ng/ncrit ≳ 1 where non-
linear effects are expected to be more important, see
Fig. 9 (a,b). Frequency renormalizations from the ef-
fective coupling of the filter to the qubit are on the order
of J2λ2/∆2

qr and can be safely ignored in this regime,
which was corroborated by numerical diagonalization of
Eq. (B1) and simulation of the master equation. More
importantly, we note that the effective coupling strength

between the resonator and Purcell filter, J [1 − 2λλ′b̂†b̂],
only weakly depends on the qubit state.

Appendix C: Linear response

For sufficiently small drive amplitudes, we can assume
negligible impact from the Kerr nonlinearity and take the
resonator and filter responses to be linear. As such, we
can use the relation[

α̇g/e

β̇g/e

]
=− i

[
ω
g/e
r − ωd Jg/e

Jg/e ωp − ωd − i
κp

2

] [
αg/e

βg/e

]
+

[
0
E

]
,

(C1)

where α and β represent the coherent fields of the read-
out resonator and Purcell filter respectively, E is the
drive amplitude and Jg/e = J [1− λλ′(⟨σ̂z⟩+ 1)] is the
effective readout-resonator—Purcell-filter coupling, and
ωe
r = ωg

r + 2χ. Diagonalizing the equation of motion in
the absence of a drive (E = ωd = 0) yields eigenvalues

λ
g/e
l,h =

ω
g/e
r + ωp − iκp/2

2

± 1

2

√(
∆

g/e
rp +

iκp

2

)2

+ 4J2,g/e.

(C2)

For 4J ≫ κ, the eigenvalues approximately correspond
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βg/e,ME , against the semi-classical trajectories βg/e,SC , plot-
ted in the phase space of the Purcell filter mode for ∆qr/2π =
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ter modes, ⟨a⟩, and ⟨f⟩, respectively, where ⟨X⟩ = Re{a, f},
⟨Y ⟩ = Im{a, f}. Transparent lines correspond to the semi-
classical solution.

to a normal mode, where the indices l, h corresponds to
the low and high mode respectively. In this fashion, the

real and imaginary components of λ
g/e
l,h correspond to the

frequency and linewidth of these low and high modes

ω
g/e
l,h = Re[λ

g/e
l,h ], κ

g/e
l,h = −2Im[λ

g/e
l,h ]. (C3)

To obtain a qualitative understanding of the eigenvalues,

we perform an expansion of the square root in (∆
g/e
rp +

iκ/2). Assuming Jg/e ≈ J , this yields

λ
g/e
l,h =

ω
g/e
r + ωp − iκp/2

2

±

(
J +

∆2ge
rp − i∆

g/e
rp κp − κ2/4

8J

)
.

(C4)

Consequently, we see that the frequency ω
g/e
l,h of the two

sets of normal modes are approximately separated by 2J ,
with the relative dispersive shift of each mode χl,h be-
tween the low and high mode being

2χl = ωe
l − ωg

l ≈ χ−
∆g

rpχ+ χ2

2J
,

2χh = ωe
h − ωg

h ≈ χ+
∆g

rpχ+ χ2

2J
,

κ
g/e
l ≈ κp

2
+

∆
g/e
rp κp

4J
,

κ
g/e
h ≈ κp

2
− ∆

g/e
rp κp

4J
.

(C5)

Noting that ∆e
rp < ∆g

rp, we see that κ
g
h < κe

h and κg
l > κe

l
for ∆g

rp < 0, and vice versa for ∆g
rp > 0.
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FIG. 11. Measured (dots) ac-Stark shift ∆ac of the qubit pre-
pared in the ground state at ωq/2π = 4.14 GHz as a function
of the normalized readout power (real range spans 2.0 µV to
12.5 µV). The corresponding inferred resonator photon num-
ber ng = ∆ac/2(χl + χh) (solid line) is shown on the right
axis.

The relevant frequencies and linewidths extracted from
the normal-mode Hamiltonian in Eq. (C1) are plotted in
Fig. 2.
The steady state expressions are found to be[

α
g/e
ss

β
g/e
ss

]
=

E
∆g/e(∆p − iκp/2)− J2

[
−J
∆g/e

]
. (C6)

Using this expression, the full time-dependent response
takes the form

βg/e(t) = βg/e
ss − E λh − (ωr + χ⟨σz⟩)

d

e−i(λh−ωd)t

(λh − ωd)

+ E λl − (ωr + χ⟨σz⟩)
d

e−i(λl−ωd)t

(λl − ωd)
,

(C7)

where d =
√

(−∆rp − iκp/2− χ⟨σz⟩)2 + 4J2.
We then use Eq. (C7) to express the SNR as [40]

SNR(t) = 2ηκp

∫ t

0

|βe(t
′)− βg(t

′)|2dt′, (C8)

where η is the measurement efficiency. We note that
this expression is the square of the often used expression
but is in line with Eq. (3). We then plot these results
for Fig. 5 (a) allowing for a ±1 MHz deviation in the
calculated values of g, J, ωr and κp to allow for uncer-
tainties in the fitted parameters and nonidealities caused
by spurious couplings to two-level systems, alongside a
variation of up to 5% in the measurement efficiency at
different frequencies. The shaded region contains the up-
per and low bound estimates of the SNR based on these
uncertainties.
Finally, we verify the validity of the semiclassical ap-

proximation. Negligible difference was noted in the tra-
jectories in phase space between the expected internal
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coherent fields ⟨â⟩, ⟨f̂⟩, calculated by solving the mas-
ter equation (B2), and the corresponding semiclassical
predictions α and β of the resonator and Purcell filter
respectively, confirming that the semiclassical model (in
Appendix C) captures the state separation at low pow-
ers. Example trajectories at low power for the Purcell
filter mode are plotted for the ∆qr/2π = −1.3 GHz case
in Fig. 10.

Appendix D: Photon number and drive power
calibration

We measure the ac-Stark shift ∆ac caused on the qubit
prepared in the ground state by the readout resonator as
a function of power, see Fig. 11. To this mean we simul-
taneously apply a readout tone with a length of 0.6 µs

of variable power and a π-pulse of variable frequency.
We measure the excited state population as a function
of the drive pulse frequency for each readout power for
the ωq/2π = 4.14GHz qubit frequency. The frequency
at which the excited state population is maximum cor-
responds to the instantaneous and ac-Stark shifted qubit
frequency.
We determine this frequency using a Gaussian fit. We

infer and then calibrate the steady state readout res-
onator photon number ng with the qubit prepared in
the ground state from ng = ∆ac/2(χl + χh) for the
chosen drive powers [55]. Then, using the steady state
resonator response from Eq. (C1), this allows us to ex-
tract the effective drive amplitudes E . The steady state
resonator responses for the qubit-resonator detunings
∆qr/2π ∈ [−4.5,−5.0,−5.3,−5.6]GHz are then inferred
from Eq. (C6) at the same drive powers.
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N. C. Rubin, V. Shvarts, D. Strain, M. Szalay, M. D.
Trevithick, B. Villalonga, T. White, Z. J. Yao, P. Yeh,
J. Yoo, A. Zalcman, H. Neven, S. Boixo, V. Smelyanskiy,
Y. Chen, A. Megrant, J. Kelly, and A. I. Google Quan-
tum, Exponential suppression of bit or phase errors with
cyclic error correction, Nature 595, 383 (2021).

[29] M. D. Reed, B. R. Johnson, A. A. Houck, L. DiCarlo,
J. M. Chow, D. I. Schuster, L. Frunzio, and R. J.
Schoelkopf, Fast reset and suppressing spontaneous emis-
sion of a superconducting qubit, Appl. Phys. Lett. 96,
203110 (2010).

[30] E. Jeffrey, D. Sank, J. Y. Mutus, T. C. White, J. Kelly,
R. Barends, Y. Chen, Z. Chen, B. Chiaro, A. Dunsworth,
A. Megrant, P. J. J. O’Malley, C. Neill, P. Roushan,
A. Vainsencher, J. Wenner, A. N. Cleland, and J. M.
Martinis, Fast accurate state measurement with super-
conducting qubits, Phys. Rev. Lett. 112, 190504 (2014).

[31] N. T. Bronn, Y. Liu, J. B. Hertzberg, A. D. Córcoles,
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T. Itoko, N. Kanazawa, A. Kandala, G. A. Keefe, K. Kr-
sulich, W. Landers, E. P. Lewandowski, D. T. McClure,
G. Nannicini, A. Narasgond, H. M. Nayfeh, E. Pritchett,
M. B. Rothwell, S. Srinivasan, N. Sundaresan, C. Wang,
K. X. Wei, C. J. Wood, J.-B. Yau, E. J. Zhang, O. E.
Dial, J. M. Chow, and J. M. Gambetta, Demonstration
of quantum volume 64 on a superconducting quantum
computing system, Quantum Science and Technology 6,
025020 (2021).

[49] S. S. Elder, C. S. Wang, P. Reinhold, C. T. Hann,
K. S. Chou, B. J. Lester, S. Rosenblum, L. Frunzio,
L. Jiang, and R. J. Schoelkopf, High-fidelity measurement
of qubits encoded in multilevel superconducting circuits,
Phys. Rev. X 10, 011001 (2020).
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