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— ~ Clifford Randomized Benchmarking (Clifford RB): Protocol..........cccecuiiiiriiniieiiinienierieeieeeeeseee e
(1) CITTOTA GTOUP .vtievietieiietieie ettt ettt et et et e et e bt e e e b e esbesse e st enseensassaenseenseensesnsesseenseensesnsasssensaensennsennes
(11) CHTOTA RB PIOTOCOL......ccutiiiieiiieiieiieiee ettt ettt ettt ettt et e st esbeesbeenbesntesseenseenseensasssensaenseensennes

= » Clifford Randomized Benchmarking (Clifford RB): Theory......c.cccveiieriiiiiiieieececeetee e
(1) UNIEATY 2-DIESIZNc.vetitieiieiieiieteteeste ettt sttt ettt et et et b et b e bt e bt e bt este st entenbe s b e sbeebeebeebeebeenbensenee
(1) Depolarizing CRANMEL .........ccuoouiririiiiieetetee ettt ettt ettt ettt bt bbbt ebeeseenbeeenee

= » Direct Randomized Benchmarking (Direct RB)

(&) MRF*

= BT AREBBERIALIERE e
Ty BRI IR oot

() &Fmzth

(€£) %4k

(—) B/&

BEEZTEM T EFMa(Qubit) HERRIE K > T B EH L2 T2 FEBREH
&Y o oA T —BEZ %R H @ - Randomized Benchmarking (RB) & —#f EE L AR E
AR EHELE R BebhFe@mman) Pzt —ari L BAMANTEET
EHROGEHNEE K - EhN RBENFBFELFEEETMAR REBARETFALNEEY
R EMHEAME LD T RAGARNEER 2N — @R T4 T T e THRIFER S
EAAREER > R EHITHRER T G8 Kk BEETRERGIEEMN - KPR B &2
AEGERETERTOAREERMA IR KU AR EXRET » KMEZolT#E RB AT
BB - AR BHREAERE - FFHMLAL TR ETFER P A REERMY RB
WRIEFWI— FikeyF L > E40 RB k&4 ey Clifford RB LL# -



(=) Al s

A 1980 %X Richard Feynman # {2 A & F 1 £ 9 7 X RER Z T 5 see9 Rk B[1]
FTHHATHOAERES R ME BN CHH S BTRIEMER > BT EMEAA
HREV I T & Tl > o ¢ BEEIR[2] - R B3] BT H4]%  ERERER — iR o

EHhost > TR LB EFEM ST (Qubit) MEMR S b+ oK 5 %k
2 SR A+ EFHEA (Quantum Logic Gate) B9 5453 % - BHMEET > TR E4ofT
AATHETREMGLT  ELEEEHAE TG - REAE BT RAHE S8 L
Fl 2 F443% % £45 (Quantum Error Correction Code ) B > # A F 45 iR F 2 FAL T ° & fiEAE
$5R B EARBIEN B o B ARAEST BT e AR o 3 T ARG > SRR e T
43R P EB R K442 -FEH (Fault-Tolerant Quantum Computation ) * ¥ /% Z R RsEeh 4 & -

RB & — MBI~ BHERY - ik 4k & 2 #% 2L & 2 8] (State Preparation and
Measurement, SPAM ) 443% ~ & TEEABRRKET A LN L - RESOEAYRBEHW T &
#¢ Clifford Group PE#MEZE — S REFA— W ETREMAF ] L ERREBERGEHEMN - 37
WL TR IA9] 0 ARG R T4 B — 18 R LA 3 Clifford Group ¥ & € F ¥ 48 M T34 2% % o4
%% o d# Clifford RB B 718 » € CRZEAAZTEMLE - B A4 Clifford RB #2 4%
M4 A R 5] RB protocols # 4% th > %14 %] & Clifford Group ¥ 45 T &4 K] - M IF -39 d #8 B
REE A1) ~ 2 FEE M ey E 4 Clifford Group LR AL™T 238 A 7 T-Gate » 4v sbA®
=T 4% RB il A 7 — 44 F 3,38 A & 7 3 B (Universal Quantum Computation )& #& & ] % - Clifford
RB B #AT R #3RBR 0) R BOR BB A AT a0 45 AR e B T ek n B BA[12] > $323% Eid
FAERE n B2 Fruey &R - 3% E Clifford RB A 289 & " -F3¥— 18 n &-F42 7T Clifford
BRI EESR > AT ERGAMAEENER - R ETIAR T HERMAEG R ARG
P48 (Native Gate Set) ° [14]894 R45 » — 18 n & FA 7wy Clifford & B G 4 F &
0(n?/log(n)) B 1 %2 EF M aeyBER > Hibn % X85> dN TR ER K/ Fo—18 Clifford
W R AT H RSB R R W A > {543 RB #7358 28 A - ¥ B AT Clifford RB 3 % R A 2] 3
BT AMBERN IR E ST BRI

() M% B

# & Clifford RB 5B A% ABEAE 5 FF A BEM - [12] 2% T — @9 RB F
# : Direct RB ° #u Clifford RB 5 Xk #) 7 Fl 2 & /£ 7 & 3.9k 2 Clifford % M % B4 > @ % 2
EE SR DESS L PSS SRINES S HE 8 IRt ERLILEES £ 3
SUR A W 60 3 UL AR S AR S - (2ARAE [12] HBRERE L IBM T TR AT
ERER > HATR 1 &) Direct RB#ER E 1 - FBaW R PR ESERER » LRAHHE
# B RN EILAT AR F RN RS ERAE BT A%T > NEA
B B A R SR INGE R R E T o BT E RS2 A RS M AT RB PTAFZE R > 0
Clifford RB #) & R EL 82 © Jbob - R 4§ IR T A HAT B4R T > 45 A Direct RB 1% 32
W E P3P ey & 7388 &4 A Clifford RB FiiF & R ey E1tbi -




(W) XRRIR

— ~ Clifford Randomized Benchmarking (Clifford RB): Protocol
(i) Clifford Group
n € F4 7t8 Clifford Group > C,, > ® £ %4C,, = {U:UPUT € B,YPE€PR,}' P, An EFMT
&) Pauli Group * 7RBP ey {I,X,Y,Z} w188 & F4x L8y Pauli Gate &9 n Rk & P74 Ak 89 %% ©
% — B2 FEHFRA Clifford Group F 49 2 FHEE R BT - RATTUMER - ERA L E
(% BAXFHAESE AR ) #tbEFEK[6] ° E#t Clifford Group 42 % 44 T % 3k 8 7% 12 &,
WRETHE R EwE—EENMNE FEER > o Toffoli & T Gate 12T A A%, » H ik
£ RB 94 R84+ > 44938 A7 T Gate 09 487% - £ 4% Clifford RB & & & [11, 15] -
(ii) Clifford RB Protocol
HAE [8,16] ¥ A7 > Clifford RB T 45 ## 4 XA T 8 85 8% :
1. B m=my,..m) > B m <m, <. <m °m R&EEW Clifford Gate F 7| k& °
HRW i=1,..,1> ERAATFH2~6
AT hERE A m; Clifford Gate 53] -
S EE SR FFNRIEL Cony = (C1Cy . Cp,) » 3055 E A TR 7 51 00 R B3 o
HBEEBRMBERAMKE p (—fME > B p=10)0|)°
HAT B I Z R o
ERTH 2~5 £ kR AHBERMFINREA m; B Z AL REESR -
HEREEE S=(5,..,5) PRIEKE m=(my, .. m) #HEMNBEESL 53] —E5
BRI GRS =Ap" + B HPwp AmAE RS-

N, kWD

8. stEBNFosngy =D g g =m0 B A REF Y

B — % Clifford RB &) #AFH A& Rm & 0 B T o94Enbr & SRR IEFELLE » Mirdh A
P AT 8+ > Clifford Gate 89751k E - B ¥ T A - KRB REGEH R ;I ETT
5 REHR (RESH XX ) > L oA-F38 R A ikt GBS 60 IRIF 4 sh RS PTAT 2] 0 2 3L
(B ¥ # alpha) BP =T 3+ & & F34 418 Clifford Gate #4944 3% % (B ¥ 89 EPC, Error Per Clifford ) °

1.0

(alpha: 0.980(8.3e-04) EPC: 1.476e-02(6.4e-04)]

Ground State Population
o o o o o o
3 n o N » ©

I

o
w

©
N

0 25 50 75 100 125 150 175 200
Clifford Length

—  Clifford RB #9588 6 8 Kor &[17] ©



— ~ Clifford Randomized Benchmarking (Clifford RB): Theory
(i) Unitary 2-Design

Unitary 2-Design &) & %& 42 F[18] : ##4E & 4 E4 % (Unitary Matrix ) 898 [RE A (U}’
R (U} %R TF Bt

K

lz U A(UpUN U, = dn(UUtA(UpUTU

Kk=1 Uu(d)
AI#5% 4 (U} % Unitary 2-Design © £ #1835 U, U $H2EEMR  p AREETRENE
BaEl o A RAEFEE U AIBFE dxd th2EMEM » 1 % Haar Measure ° 35187
FEFBID E RIMVB R FPrAH T A X d 4 ESE R AE R 89 -F39 0% > T ;4§ 43t H Unitary
2-design ¥ A IR1E 4 BAEMA)-FH R - b E P RIBRG T @ BALARER —BnEF
A U8 E B 0 #¢ Haar measure FiE3E —EREM A B4R > B F % 0(n?4") BEEHEF[19]
e RARFE— BT ERAERES > BT ERBREREREBT R -

Clifford Group #%3& #4 /& Unitary 2-design ° B b ¥} Clifford Group B T34 84 2 R & Fv #2248
Haar measure 734 &% % 48 E][18] ° Clifford Group #94% % &7 —18 n € F 4 7t#) Clifford Gate
T 0(n?/log(n)) 181 AR 2 EFAueyBEMAMR[13] > ERFTIEELMHETAT -

(ii) Depolarizing Channel

Depolarizing channel & —# 2 FHMMEN HE— S8 p FARIZ-HHERBE A 1-p

M EEETREGRTDEM > A% p WRRAERZEEFRERAIBE - BEHKATF !

Ep) =(1 —p)éﬂm

EY p BETFTHREBOEEER d AETAGLMEE - HE— 2 FM LM E > Depolarizing
channel &) R 1% &4 Bloch sphere ¥ £ Wi 4E » MILEOLL R R B L p AIAT > HlwB = F
p=05-

= : Depolarizing channel ¥ Bloch sphere 89 %% > p = 0.5 [5] °

Depolarizing channel /£ Clifford RB 2 ¥ &) & £ 47 » #41 &%= Clifford Group % Unitary
2-design > B b ¥ Clifford Group {C,} ™3 * BATF BRI -

K
1
Ez CIA(CepCHC, = dn(UUtA(UpUTU
— U(d)



5 Bp #%% Clifford group twirling &9 & R % ] 7 #f %8 unitary group twirling °
RAE[20]

1
dn(U)UTA(UpUNU = (1 —p) 5 +pp
U(d) d
Clifford RB 7T #f — 18 k 40 &) & 718 18 4 At b 8 — 18 2 % %) £ 89 depolarizing channel °

& 7k 8 4838 depolarizing channel % > & (1 —p)§+p MERERZBE - RN R T

#RE r=1-[(1—p)>+p] - £REH3 Clifford RB F 288w X F r =020 0 g

# Clifford RB & 4% — 1Bl )k 4289 noisy quantum channel # % st — 18 depolarizing channel * 7 #&
HRE—SEdhgs Ml —as FEREEMGERE -

= ~ Direct Randomized Benchmarking (Direct RB)

Direct RB #[12]7 2019 3 & > B 89 & # ik Clifford RB & % 18 & T4 ey B 48 B £ T 45
B 0 B EEE F oY Clifford Gate %3 2 F T LB R ETAREEM A > B RERE R
EHBARAERABRENME - RAR S ETFTHAKE W €F2ERA RS AARER (Ho
A n 2HOM?/log(n)) eimk) MBEBEARNEEMER LA L B 69530 Bk
Clifford RB &9 ¢ 4% @ i1k T ¢ ° Direct #v Clifford RB &9 RE £ T ey A KRB I Clifford
gate’ MAETERMHAREER - L4 CliffordRB AR ZREANRE SR ER Y ERIRE
ERAREEHRRETHE#AF TR TRBBERESABHZT AN GG T2 EER T
Weh S8 o B = e 4 R BT E Clifford RB £ 2 FAL A B 8 A€ k3K > M Direct RB 47
ARATREERA » BAE3T Ry P BHEFERZR T RE ARG HL -

Direct Randomized Benchmarking Clifford Randomized Benchmarking

— 2qubits | % —e—o o o —— 2qubits

— 4 qubits — 4qubits
—— 6 qubits ¢ — 6 qubits
—— 8 qubits —— 8 qubits

’\\\ ~=— 10 qubits —— 10 qubits 4
¥ 12 qubits 4 12 qubits

—e 14 qubits § |~
b a—
e e e,

o

Success probability
°
[

o
°

4 50 100 150 200 2 4 6 8 10
Native gate sequence length (m) Number of Clifford gates

| Number of qubits || 2 | 4 | 8 | 14 |
Q-averaged error rate eq (%) 0.300 0.599 1.19 2.08
DRB 7 (%) 0.29(1) 0.59(2) 1.17(4) 2.2(2)
CRB r (%) 1.8(2) 9.9(4) 38(2) Failed
cNoT-rescaled CRB r (%) 0.83(9) 1.02(4) 0.97(5) Failed
Depth-rescaled CRB 1 (%) 0.16(2) 0.39(2) 0.65(3) Failed

[8 = : Direct RB #v Clifford RB #9455 & £ L #2[12] ©
Direct RB #9347 5 B fh i 4o T [12]
. BE m=my,..m)" L m<my<-—-<m°m REEHBHWEALABERFIKE -
HRW i=1,..,1> ERAATFH2~6
2. MEIEREA m; WEARXBERFIER R, (BRESHAEREBT)
3. FKEA#%-F3HiE — 18 n & F 4L 7LHY stabilizer state [) [13] °
4. BEBWBHR AR EREA) ¢
5. PUT Ry, B EFRER



6. EETH A SNRREF —EHCEBYFHYEHEE -

7. BRI 2~6 H kKo GHBEFFIRERS m; FHEAGREESR -

8. MERMLREHEE §=(5,..,5) PHRIEKE m=(ny,...m) HEFSBERSES > 53—
fE45 Bk R ey her - S=Ap™m + B R ey p A b ke Lo

9. HEBmBMFYMEE, = 00D gz g TR

4qn

237, Direct RB A48t X B & L 58 ﬁé’} BRI+ oehiidm o 12 [12] 9N TAEREZR °
&% [12]8917F# 4& Direct RB #9323+ > R# J& 7 Pauli-stochastic error 8915 > 3% A 313%
H AT s o s B A 58 L o H =k > Clifford RB T LAA§ — {8 4 2004 & F 38 38 $844 pg, — 18
depolarizing channel * 3 M A5 %1% FA 45 LRI ) b S48 & A BdE > LA B — S B iy 45 1t
4£ Direct RB ¥ & F AL B » & ZRAG R - Bk AARZRIAERERE—F T
A EAARE THEBEFGRB AT EARF G ETHASA P ayEAMN > BiE— P40
I E— AR ETEELLBAATTREEMIIEAR > Fo Clifford RB P72 4 32 48 69
Depolarizing channel &) £ & > UAHAAEFE L B R A BT TS BIE A2 -

(&) R T %

ARAREZAFEHE BT  THE—FFHAT > ERAAREERG RB Bt A&
TR R AR AT R EA R PR REARER A ARBERIERART A8
1 e X IREE > URBBINAIER I REHEE
—~EFEAARBENAEF

%$ﬁ%%*mﬁ»%ﬁ§m%ﬁ$5%&%ﬁmf’maﬁamﬁ%ﬁmﬂ%%ﬁ%%
BRAEANERETFTTH Bt KMELEEAZTFAAEBEMPITRB F—FELAFELT
PR AR APT P 8RR B2 8 A SR B LS DA BAFPE o RF R AL BR PR R A 84 g%ﬁti‘@?ﬂ Mo R [21
22] & ¥ AR 2| A8y & F 2 (Silicon Quantum Dot) & ey = FAL A A e sEr] - £ 8

—E TR A% T 0 Clifford Gate 89 S48 F 24 18 » M 18 24 18 2 F M AL Aa AL 37 4% AR Fe P9
FRriE e EFRAAEEM A6 AMMRAERANEARAEERN AT

Ny ={L X, Y, R, (%) R, (g),Rx (- %) Ry (- %)}

£ R, (g) X # ¥ Bloch Sphere #) x #4724 = & & » AL < dosb o B

& VR (= 2) Ry (- 2)) wimsr e ichb e R, ()R, (5) A BibAMeg i s —msi
AEEF A

T Vs
= (L R (3). B (3))
¥ —F 7 Ui A % Clifford Gate 37 2 2 A K B4 6 e RSB w -



Clifford gate  Physical gates
I

1
2 Y72, X/2
3 —X/2,—Y/2
4 X
5 —Y/2,—X/2
6 X/2.—Y/2
7 Y
8 —Y/2.X/2
9 X/2,Y/2
10 X.Y
11 Y/2, —X/2
12 —X/2.Y/2
13 Y/2. X
14 —X/2
15 X/2.—Y/2, —X/2
16 —Y/2
17 X/2
18 X/2.Y/2, X/2
19 —Y/2. X
20 X/2.Y
21 X/2. —Y/2. X/2
22 Y/2
23 —X/2.Y
24 X/2.Y/2, —X/2

™~ Bg 74T Clifford ## 4 FREAARER 286

~HABRREIRIR
A RAEA MATLAB (FRA R2020_b) #ATEMEREE > MR K FHATHBRELERT o
AR AE R A ARG R 2 RB R R R AR A 3T 89R I - AR BB R B AL Bl 3430
&) = T8 0 £:38 Clifford twirling Fv 2k A 2 48 B twirling 894 R > #1372 # depolarizing channel

MER -

iR A RE AT RB @B TF ¢
# 31 24 18 Clifford Gates * St E R AL RKBEF AL -
I M7 (depolarizing, dephasing, amplitude damping, general random CPTP map ) A
Byl 28 o
. #H Clifford RB #9425 #4T » 35 E 2] T —EH4T 89 Clifford gate # > # H oA LK E
$F > BHATZ o BT SL BB A AR SR 8 AR A A R e SRR -
TS REHRIL-FHERABIE > 520 F Clifford RB > EaE FHBE MM F IR T 5 b
8 e
. Sk SR BB P R A R B R B 4 R Clifford Gate #9 EuAp] Bl 4% 38 % < f54e 7% 24 18 Clifford
gates AR 2 N, & VoI RRNEBHEME - FE 45 &K > Bb N, Fo Clifford gate 49tk
% B 1% 1% & 45/24 =1.8754% - N, R -
$W%i%uw§CMMd%%$%ﬁ@umMgﬁﬁﬁ@mMM@mMmd%iiﬁ%k’
4% L B A Clifford RB Z FF SA L 32 3 b a3 0 BP 2 B 42457 & F 38 38 4238 Clifford twirling 7%
R & 4 R — 1B T LA B — 4 ks 3t 89 depolarizing channel © 7R Bp ¢

—

1 “3 N
Ay = —Z C:r o Ao C, = some depolarizing channel

In| &
i=

Hd A AEEEF@E 0 C, B & Clifford gate * n % Clifford gate 48 3% » st Loy ¥ R A1 &
A KRR twirling % 694 R > REp ¢



1 m

= el
Ed G ARABER mARLELH @ p, AZAEHE G h4EHIAF > JFEP 4 Clifford gates
#ﬁﬁ%%&&wﬁﬂv G, EPFA b R H e bd] o 24 Ny BEIRR > ABw ¥ TR

FR ARG EEAR ASBEAABER TEF 1=6 HR—K A p, = —’ HERRR sbAE 36

LB @R T

1. EX—FFHRHE -

2. # % Clifford twirling #o J A # #8 ] twirling 1% 49 2 F @34 -

3. W EH 8 LB R 2389 depolarizing channel 2 $58 - 4 A Diamond norm # & > X 2/t &
R AuzE 48 F Y depolarizing channel % & -

Ly twirling BEREE T 0 A 2B FEE AR > LA H diamond norm Z g > B4 A R

% MATLAB toolbox * QETLAB [24] % A&, ©

(%) &RAH W

B B T AR L e B R AR A BGR E IEAE 0 o Clifford RB #2458 2 45 % 9138 35 72 )
EL#R o [25] ¥ 45 H ¥ — 18 depolarizing channel > H Kraus Operators % {A,} > B H &R 4%
A A -

_ CrlTr(A)1? = 1)
D%z —1
HFD B2TA%KGHERE - M HIEA R F £E 4 dephasing channel 47 Clifford RB P43
Bl S SR NS o T RAT -

y=09 y=08 y=07 y=06 y=05 y=04 y=03 y=02 y=01 y=0

Clifford  0.93331 0.8669 0.80046 0.73022 0.66886 0.60034 0.52545 0.45916 0.39097 0.356
simulated

Calculated 0.93333 0.86666 0.8 0.73333 0.66666 0.6 0.53333 0.46666 04  0.33333

B RMEREME R AREHEFHAT RB £ 0 F 20 SRR EF£ 6L R Ao B8 55
R E O BIE AT LAk Clifford RB —4% » ZREBA RAAY - AF Loy RN
dephasing channel & amplitude damping channel A1%] > &R THTE A ~ BN - B ¥ htkdhsg
5 B AR R LA B AR A B AT 0 AR LR B AR SR B AR 09 BUIR o BB BR S e dh T ko 0 B A A R
# R AT RB 89 345 69 88 do Clifford RB —#% ° 2B MR RS -



Case 3,D ing Channel

1 L L L
+ Native gateset data
- Fitted Curve, estimated p = 0.88346
095 . - Native gateset, rescaled data
It Fitted Curve, estimated p = 0.96562
0.9 1
085 |
5 |
= 081
8
E |
2 !
&£075 11
=
2
2 074
=
b {
0654 \
061 | A F
\ N
0.55 - K L
0.5 T T T T T
0 50 100 150 200 250 300

Sequence Length

B A~ 4R A REERF RB X8 #4% > #3104 dephasing channel

Case 3, Amp damp channel |

1 L L
* Native gateset data
Fitted Curve, estimated p = 0.77778
- Native gateset, rescaled data
09 1 Fitted Curve, estimated p = 0.9315
0.8 1, -
2
;:
207 L
[
s
2
2
3
7]
0.6 r
0.5 1 r
04 T T T T T
0 50 100 150 200 250 300

Sequence Length

N AR AR RE ] RB XA B #IF 0 5304 amplitude damping channel
foidfE AR AREHEF G RB AR BB ZREHA RS TP REAEFE /R
#1 Clifford RB % # ¥B ° | £ #% /1148 A dephasing channel % 7] > Lt #42 7R [F) & 5 358 £ F > Clifford
RB AR {EMA N;,N, mERE &K RBEM ) RBAAEFHRRTH RAEZIE > BFERYE
T RF -

N1, N2 Dephasing y=09 y=08 y=07 y=06 y=05 y=04 y=03 y=02 y=01 y=0

Clifford (A) 0.93331 0.8669 0.80046 0.73022 0.66886 0.60034 0.52545 0.45916 0.39097 0.356
N1 0.93276 0.86466 0.7964 0.72817 0.6623 0.5955 0.53143 0.4695 0.39927 0.008

N2 0.93364 0.86736 0.80266 0.73486 0.67302 0.61493 0.55957 0.49943 0.4341 0.3955

C—N1  55*1ed 224*le3 406*le3 )05*1e3 6.56*1e-3 4.84*le-3 -598%e3  -0.01 -8.3%e-3  0.348

C-N2 3.3*le-4 4.6*le-4 2.2%*le-3 464*1le3 416*1e3 (0.0146 0.034 0.04 0.043 0.0395



MEBEHAT R —a A REER - AR (Y8R B A AREEFHR
T RB P #4434 % $cfv Clifford RB 432169 & R £ B IE ¥ » Mk £ B KB ERE % 543008
MR e BT — 3 KFEEEZ A B GFEE & F8E > 1R XA dephasing channel 2 ]
% 3% Clifford twirling #o Jk A 2 # ] twirling 4 89 £ £ Ffbx -

T B £~ B A\ A7 8918 & — 18 dephasing channel #& 3% Clifford twirling Fv #& A # #8 F twirling
#% o #L4% F 2389 depolarizing channel 87 £ & X > 2 diamond norm # & ° B &9tkdh A
depolarizing channel 2 % ¥ > 4¢#h % twirling 1% 89 € 3838 > fu 4% € 38 depolarizing channel
B ERE - A B AR RRARBHEMAZER -

00 Dephasing parameter = 0.196277, Native gateset index = 1 09 - Dephasing parameter = 0.196277, Native gateset index =2
: + Clifford ’ + Clifford
* Native * Native
0.8 1 . 0.8 .
2 2 :
307 + 207
S 2
& 2
, 06 . Native — .- . , 06
° . =]
2 . 2
-8 =
£os 205
o ]
2 4
o L] o
& 04 E o4
o )
g g
é 0.3 § 03
g Clifford g
S 02 g02
g .
£ ] .
A . a .
0.1 . L 0.1 4 .,
0 T T T T — T T T T ) 0 T T T T T T T T T 1
0 0.1 02 03 04 05 0.6 0.7 08 09 1 0 0.1 02 03 04 05 0.6 0.7 08 09 1
Depolarizing Parameter Depolarizing Parameter

+ -~ dephasing channel #& Clifford twirling F7 J& R #& 48 F] twirling £ #1 depolarizing channel b #
Dephasing parameter ~ 0.196

Dephasing parameter = 0.680236, Native gateset index = 1 Dephasing parameter = 0.680236, Native gateset index =2
1.2 4 * Native 124 * Native
0.8 1 0.8 1
0.6

0.6

04 04 A

Diamond norm: Clifford twirled - Depolarizing

Diamond norm: Clifford twirled - Depolarizing

. .
s, .0

0 T T T T T T T =7 T \ 0 T T T T T T T i T )
0 0.1 02 03 04 05 0.6 0.7 0.8 09 1 0 0.1 02 03 0.4 05 0.6 0.7 08 0.9 1
Depolarizing Parameter Depolarizing Parameter

A\ ~ dephasing channel #& Clifford twirling Fv 3k A #& #8 R twirling 1& 1 depolarizing channel tb#t
Dephasing parameter =~ 0.68



ATV e B 45 R AR~ 0 BP4E dephasing channel i@ A KB4 RB 4 AT 604 Riv
Clifford RB PR3 4 R » 33 NRARYL - B2 BB THREIEME G 2 T8 - RBEZE
AR R > i ey £ B aaRAUN o Fbh o R Ll —iE B ey s F T AF BT
3 0 Bp g MY IR R KRBT AT SE A R AR R 4T RB» BERMIAFRIGER g8
HAMERA Clifford RB AT 2 ER P L -FRIASE AN EFEM w IBM iR E = FEM
HWE - TR TERBERFERRLTE NN 1% HLETHMAREEMRB -

ARRYE

HARARGOFEARBAERNE TR AZIE N B RRERBEARRELEER %
MEFMRL HFEEEATRBEME - A BARARRM T Fla B E RFodRt 221
AR —EIERAEY > REAMERARBENY RB &4 RMBE MR L - Bk xk%
A G EAMER > LA BRI H L RB 28 T4 -

(£) %% XK
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