
Error-detectable Universal Control for High-Gain Bosonic Quantum Error Correction

Weizhou Cai,1, ∗ Zi-Jie Chen,1, ∗ Ming Li,1, 3 Qing-Xuan Jie,1 Xu-Bo
Zou,1, 3 Guang-Can Guo,1, 3 Luyan Sun,2, 3, † and Chang-Ling Zou1, 3, ‡

1CAS Key Laboratory of Quantum Information, University of Science and Technology of China, Hefei 230026, China
2Center for Quantum Information, Institute for Interdisciplinary Information Sciences, Tsinghua University, Beijing 100084, China

3Hefei National Laboratory, Hefei 230088, China
(Dated: January 30, 2026)

Protecting quantum information through quantum error correction (QEC) is a cornerstone of future fault-
tolerant quantum computation. However, current QEC-protected logical qubits have only achieved coherence
times about twice those of their best physical constituents. Here, we show that the primary barrier to higher QEC
gains is ancilla-induced operational errors rather than intrinsic cavity coherence. To overcome this bottleneck,
we introduce error-detectable universal control of bosonic modes, wherein ancilla relaxation events are detected
and the corresponding trajectories discarded, thereby suppressing operational errors on logical qubits. For
binomial codes, we demonstrate universal gates with fidelities exceeding 99.6% and QEC gains of 8.33× beyond
break-even. Our results establish that gains beyond 10× are achievable with state-of-the-art devices, establishing
a path toward fault-tolerant bosonic quantum computing.

Introduction.- A central goal of fault-tolerant quantum com-
puting is to realize logical qubits whose effective coherence
and operation fidelity substantially surpass those of the un-
derlying physical device [1–9]. The fundamental principle
of quantum error correction (QEC) exploits Hilbert space re-
dundancy: by encoding quantum information across multi-
ple physical degrees of freedom, errors can be detected and
corrected without disturbing the encoded information. How-
ever, this redundancy comes at a cost of the effective error rate
of logical qubits, and the genuine QEC protection of logical
qubit with its coherence time surpasses the lifetime of con-
stitute physical qubits has remained challenge. Recent exper-
iments have demonstrated that QEC can extend the lifetime
of an encoded logical qubit beyond that of the best physical
qubit, reaching the break-even regime [10–13]. Moving from
this early break-even regime to practically useful fault toler-
ance, however, requires substantially larger QEC gains [14].

Bosonic modes are among the most foundational physical
systems for quantum information processing, offering numer-
ous benefits. Their infinite Hilbert space is advantageous for
transferring large amounts of information in quantum com-
munication and providing redundant degrees of freedom for
encoding QEC codes [15–23]. This approach yielded the first
demonstration of break-even QEC using cat codes [10], sub-
sequently extended to binomial codes [11] and Gottesman-
Kitaev-Preskill grid states [12], with the essential universal
control of the bosonic logical qubit through an ancillary trans-
mon qubit. Despite these milestones, the achieved QEC gains
have been restricted to about twice the break-even point even
after a decade since the first demonstration, revealing the fun-
damental limitations from the imperfect ancilla qubit. The
limitation can be understood through a simple error bud-
get analysis. Repetitive QEC protection of a bosonic log-
ical qubit proceeds by periodically applying syndrome de-
tection and correction operations with interval time tint. For
the dominant single-photon error of cavity at rate κ , a first-
order QEC code suppresses the logical error to αW (κtint)

2,
where αW > 1 reflects enhanced error susceptibility from uti-
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FIG. 1. Concept of error-detectable (ED) universal control on
bosonic modes. (a) A bosonic mode is coupled with an ED ancilla.
(b) The ED process of a bosonic mode is realized by error-detecting
the ED ancilla and post-selecting the no-error trajectories.

lizing a larger Hilbert space. However, each QEC cycle intro-
duces an operational error εop arising from imperfections in
the ancilla qubit. The effective logical error rate thus becomes
εop/tint +αW κ2tint. Minimizing over tint yields an optimal er-
ror rate of 2κ

√
αW εop, giving the maximum achievable QEC

gain compared with the physical qubit error rate ακ as

Gbreak ∼
α

2
√

αW εop
. (1)

This scaling reveals the fundamental bottleneck: the QEC
gain is limited not by the cavity coherence, but by the ancilla-
induced operation errors εop. Achieving order-of-magnitude
QEC gains therefore demands advanced quantum control
strategies that suppress ancilla errors, rather than further im-
provements in materials alone.

In this Letter, we introduce error-detectable (ED) universal
control of bosonic modes that suppresses dominant ancilla-
induced operation errors by converting them into detectable
events and post-selecting the no-error trajectories. Numeri-
cal simulations demonstrate a universal gate set for binomial
codes with process fidelities exceeding 99.5%, and repeated
ED QEC cycles achieving gains of 8.33× beyond break-even
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under realistic parameters. Finally, we explore dominant er-
rors for ED QEC cycles and reveal a crossover behavior, in-
creasing the ancilla lifetime improves the QEC gain up to
a critical regime, beyond which further improvements pro-
vide diminishing returns. Our analysis establishes that gains
exceeding 10× are achievable with state-of-the-art devices,
providing a concrete pathway toward practically useful fault-
tolerant quantum computing with bosonic modes.
ED universal control.- Figure 1a sketches the coupled bosonic
mode and ancilla transmon qubit system for the hardware-
efficient bosonic QEC. By simultaneously driving the bosonic
mode and the qubit, universal control of the system can be
realized, enabling the necessary encoding, decoding, error
syndrome measurement, and recovery operations of the log-
ical qubit [24–26]. In this work, we focus on the binomial
code [11, 19, 27], which have even parity for code space
span{|0L⟩ = (|0⟩+ |4⟩)/

√
2, |1L⟩ = |2⟩}. This code can cor-

rect the single-photon-loss error that projects the logical qubit
into the odd-parity error space span{|0E⟩ = |3⟩ , |1E⟩ = |1⟩},
with |n⟩ (n ∈ Z) denoting the Fock state of the mode. In state-
of-the-art devices, the ancilla has a significantly shorter life-
time than the bosonic modes by approximately two orders of
magnitude [28, 29], which limits the operational fidelity on
the bosonic modes. For example, using the numerical op-
timization via Gradient Ascent Pulse Engineering [26, 30]
(GRAPE), the achievable QEC operation error εop ∼ 0.05,
leading to a limited Gbreak ∼ 1, according to αW = 1.27 for
the binomial code and α = 0.6 for the physical qubit encod-
ing on Fock states {|0⟩, |1⟩}.

Our central strategy is to detect the dominant ancilla error,
i.e., the longitudinal relaxation, by employing higher energy
levels for redundancy. Consequently, the occurrence of an-
cilla error is detectable and the corresponding experimental
trajectories can be discard to mitigate the dominant ancilla er-
ror contribution to εop. We implement this by employing the
{|g⟩ , | f ⟩} states [31] as the qubit, while using the intermedi-
ate state |e⟩ for error detection. The universal control with
the ED ancilla can be realized by extending GRAPE to the
two-photon drive on the ancilla [Fig. 1(a)], which generates
an effective Hamiltonian [32] of the form

VA/h̄ =

√
2(Ω2

y −Ω2
x)

2Ec
σ

x
gf −

√
2ΩxΩy

Ec
σ

y
gf, (2)

where Ωx,Ωy denote the drive quadratures along the axes x,y
of the ancilla, and σ

x,y
gf are the Pauli operators (see Supple-

mentary Materials [33] for more details). Then, combined
with the dispersive interaction with the bosonic mode, the uni-
versal control of the composite system can be realized through
the Hamiltonian

VB/h̄ =−χea†a |e⟩⟨e|−χfa†a | f ⟩⟨ f |+Ωrx
a† +a

2

+Ωry
ia† − ia

2
+

√
2(Ω2

y −Ω2
x)

2Ec
σ

x
gf −

√
2ΩxΩy

Ec
σ

y
gf. (3)

Here, χe,f denote the dispersive shifts and Ωrx,ry are the drive
strengths applied to the bosonic mode.
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FIG. 2. Performance of an ED universal gate set of logical qubits.
(a-b) Differences between simulated and ideal Pauli transfer matri-
ces for a Hadmard (a) and T (b) gate of a binomial code, respec-
tively. The left and right matrices of each sub figures represent sit-
uations without (left) and with (right) error-detection and PS of the
ED ancilla. (c) Numerical optimized waveform of a logical Hadmard
gate. (d) Differences between simulated and ideal Pauli transfer ma-
trices for a logical controlled-phase gate for two binomial codes with
(right) and without (left) error-detection and PS of the ED ancilla.

The ED ancilla promises the suppression of εop by projec-
tively measuring the ancilla in the {|g⟩ , |e⟩ , | f ⟩} basis after
operations [34]. To evaluate the performance of the ED uni-
versal control on a bosonic mode, we numerically study the
gate set on a binomial logical qubit [11, 19, 27], with the
experimental parameters: χe/2π = 1MHz, χf/2π = 2MHz,
the anharmonicity of the ancilla Ec/2π = 400MHz, the de-
cay rate of the |e⟩ state κe = 1/40 µs, the decay rate of the
| f ⟩ state κf = 1/20 µs, and the single-photon-loss rate of the
bosonic mode κ = 1/2ms. Pure dephasing noise, as described
in Refs. [35, 36], is not considered in our analysis, as the pure
dephasing rate can be only 1ms−1 for the ancilla qubit [11].

Figure 2 shows examples of gates on bosonic logical qubits.
The gate performances are characterized by the Pauli trans-
fer matrix, and Figs. 2(a) and 2(b) display the deviations of
the simulated matrix elements from ideal values [37] for the
logical T and Hadamard (H) gates, respectively. The corre-
sponding control pulse duration is set to 2 µs, with the op-
timized waveform for the logical H gate shown in Fig. 2(c).
The ED universal control is also applicable to multiple log-
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TABLE I. Process fidelities for ED control on binomial logical
qubits. PS: post-selection; Psucc: success probability.

Operation w/o PS (%) w/ PS (%) Psucc

H gate 95.97 99.63 0.95
T gate 99.25 99.84 0.99
CZ gate 98.18 99.70 0.98
Encoding 95.78 99.74 0.95
Decoding 93.77 99.56 0.92
Parity (code) / 99.86 0.98
Parity (error) / 99.88 0.94
QEC (code) 92.41 99.75 0.89
QEC (error) 96.53 99.90 0.95

ical qubit gates. As an example, we validate an ED logi-
cal controlled-phase (CZ) gate between two binomial-encoded
logical qubits. Figure 2(d) shows the differences between the
simulated and ideal Pauli transfer matrices for the logical CZ
gate (see Supplementary Materials [33] for details). Notably,
in contrast to previous ED entangling-gate proposals that re-
quire a tunable beam-splitter interaction between two bosonic
modes and a dispersively coupled ancilla [38], our construc-
tion employs only a single dispersively coupled ED ancilla.
Comparing the results with and without post-selection (PS), it
is confirmed that our ED approach can significantly suppress
the imperfections for all logical qubit operations.

Table I summarizes the gate performances by system-
atically comparing ancilla control using {|g⟩ , |e⟩} states,
ED control using {|g⟩ , | f ⟩} states without PS, and ED
control with PS. The PS success probability Psucc repre-
sents the average over all linear independent logical states
{|0L⟩ , |1L⟩ ,(|0L⟩+ |1L⟩)/

√
2,(|0L⟩ − i |1L⟩)/

√
2}. In gen-

eral, the replacement of the ancilla energy levels by the ED
scheme does not substantially degrade the operation fidelity
even without PS, indicating that the two-photon drive mech-
anism provides comparable control quality. More impor-
tantly, applying PS dramatically suppresses operation errors to
εop < 0.4% for all logical operations, while maintaining high
success probabilities around 95%. This order-of-magnitude
reduction in εop enables the realization of high QEC gains
without updating the experimental devices, as indicated by
Eq. (1).

ED QEC of a binomial logical qubit.- The ED control frame-
work developed above can be directly applied to the QEC cy-
cles to protect a logical qubit. As shown in Table I, the ED ap-
proach with PS can reduce εop by almost one order of magni-
tude compared to conventional control, implying a significant
improvement of Gbreak to approach 10× beyond break-even.

To validate this prediction, we simulate the evolution of
a logical qubit under repetitive QEC cycles using different
strategies, as shown in Fig. 3. In the first strategy, termed “ED-
A” (error detection on ancilla only), we projectively measure
the ED ancilla after each operation and discard the trajecto-
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FIG. 3. Performance of ED QEC processes of a logical qubit. (a)
Process fidelity as a function of time for a physical qubit (gray
squares) and a binomial code (blue stars and green circles) with
repetitive ED-A QEC (error detection on ancilla only). The solid
lines represent the fitting curves of the physical qubit (black) and
the binomial code (red and green). (b) Success probability as a func-
tion of time for the binomial code with repetitive ED QEC processes.
The blue stars and the green circles represent ED QEC cycle times
of t = 0.046/κ and t = 0.081/κ , respectively. (c) Process infidelity
ratio vs time. The blue curve is the ratio between the physical qubit
and an ED-A QEC protected binomial code. The red curve is the
ratio between the physical qubit and the binomial code protected by
the ED-AB QEC (error detection on both the ancilla and the bosonic
mode). (d) Process infidelities corresponding to (c) at 2375 µs. (e)
Process fidelity vs time for an ED-AB QEC protected binomial code.

ries with an outcome of |e⟩. Figure 3(a) shows the resulting
process fidelity as a function of the evolution time. Fitting the
decay to F(t) =Ae−t/T1 +0.25 yields a logical process fidelity
decay time T1 of 18.76ms under repeated ED-A QEC cycles.
For comparison, a physical qubit encoded in the Fock basis
{|0⟩ , |1⟩} without QEC-protection exhibits a coherence time
of only 3.35ms. This corresponds to a gain Gbreak = 5.60, rep-
resenting a 5.60× improvement beyond the break-even point.
The heralded nature of ED QEC introduces a trade-off: the
success probability decreases with the total number of QEC
cycles as failed trajectories accumulate, as shown in Fig. 3(b).
We study two different cycle durations (tint), showing an en-
hanced performance with carefully selected tint according to
Eq. (1), while a longer tint with less frequent PS leads to slower
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the bosonic mode (B), respectively. Each point represents the maxi-
mum QEC gain Gbreak for a given lifetime of the ancilla, obtained by
optimizing over the interval time tint and the number of parity mea-
surements NPM.

decay of Psucc.
To further improve the QEC gain, we adapt the second strat-

egy, which termed as “ED-AB” (error detection on both the
ancilla and the bosonic mode). As shown in Table I, the parity
measurement for the error syndrome detection [39] of the bi-
nomially encoded logical qubit has even lower εop. Therefore,
we can reduce the operation error further by post-selecting
the error syndrome detection on the logical qubit. Here, to
decrease the uncorrectable second-order photon loss errors
of the bosonic mode and the first-order errors introduced by
the QEC processes, we implement ED QEC only on the code
space to correct no-jump evolution errors after three consecu-
tive error syndrome detections and discard trajectories that in-
dicate a single-photon-loss event via the parity measurement.

Figure 3(c) compares the performances of the logical qubit
under the two strategies, where we quantify the improvement
using the process infidelity ratio, defined as the physical infi-
delity divided by the logical infidelity at the same evolution
time. For ED-A (blue curve), the logical infidelity is sup-
pressed by a factor of 3.80 relative to the physical baseline
at t = 2375 µs. In contrast, ED-AB achieves a peak process
infidelity ratio of 8.33 [Fig. 3(d)]. Figure 3(e) shows the cor-
responding process fidelity versus time for ED-AB QEC. The
overall evolution deviates slightly from a pure exponential at
long times, consistent with the accumulation of a small co-
herent (systematic) error in the repeated parity measurements
(see [33] for further details and discussions).

ED QEC gain analysis.- The simplified model of Eq. 1 cap-
tures how εop] and QEC interval tint jointly determine the
achievable QEC gain. However, when the combined error-

detection on both ancilla and bosonic mode are introduced,
the analysis of the achievable QEC gain becomes complicated.
To understand the fundamental limitations of the ED-AB pro-
tocol and identify pathways to further improvement, we de-
velop a compact error budget for a single QEC interval. As
illustrated in Fig. 4(a), each cycle consists of NPM ED parity
measurements (duration tPM with sub-interval tw), followed by
one ED QEC operation (duration tQEC) that corrects no-jump
evolution errors in the code space. Thus, the total interval
of a single QEC cycle is thus tint = NPM(tw + tPM) + tQEC.
We characterize the QEC gain Gbreak approximated by the
ratio between the physical-qubit infidelity accumulation and
the logical infidelity per QEC cycle (see [33] for definitions
and fitting procedures). In the regime where first-order ancilla
damping and single-photon-loss trajectories are detected and
discarded, we obtain the approximate scaling. By comparing
the infidelity of the physical qubit and infidelity of the ED-AB
QEC process in an entire QEC cycle with an interval time tint,
we obtain:

Gbreak ≈
ακtint

NPM(EW +EPM)+EQEC +(κtint)3 , (4)

where α = 0.6 represents the ratio of the lifetime of the
physical qubit and the break-even point. The denominator
collects the residual errors: EW from waiting periods, EPM
from parity measurements, EQEC from the QEC operation,
and a higher-order cavity-loss term (κtint)

3 representing un-
correctable multi-photon events that accumulate over the full
interval. Substituting the parameters used in Fig. 3(c) yields
Gbreak ≈ 9.33, in good agreement with the simulated peak gain
of 8.33 shown in Fig 3(d).

The individual error contributions have apparent physi-
cal origins. During waiting, single-photon-loss events are
detected by subsequent parity checks and discarded,leaving
residual higher-order loss processes and no-jump distortions.
This leads to

EW ≈ αW(κtw)2, (5)

with a coefficient αW determined by the code photon-number
distribution (see [33]).

For each ED parity measurement, PS removes first-order
ancilla and cavity loss trajectories. Therefore, the leading con-
tribution comes form higher-order ancilla damping during the
measurement together with residual cavity loss:

EPM ≈ αPMQκfκet2
PM +αPM(κtPM)2, (6)

where the coefficients αPMQ and αPM depend on the average
energy level populations during the measurement (see [33]).

Finally, the ED QEC step contains a higher-order ancilla
contribution as well as a residual first-order cavity-loss term
that cannot be fully eliminated by PS within the code space,
giving

EQEC ≈ (αQECκfκet2
QEC + n̄κtQEC)/4. (7)
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Here, the coefficient αQEC is related to the mean population of
the state | f ⟩ during the QEC process and n̄ = 2 for the bino-
mial code. The factor 1/4 is a rough estimate, with a detailed
explanation provided in Supplementary Materials [33].

Equations (5-7) show that improving the ancilla lifetime
rapidly suppresses the dominant ancilla-induced terms in EPM
and EQEC, while the remaining limitations are increasingly
set by cavity loss processes during waiting and correction.
This competition produces the crossover behavior observed
in Fig. 4(b), where Gbreak grows quickly with ancilla lifetime
up to a critical regime. Beyond the regime, further lifetime
improvements yield diminishing returns as remaining cavity
loss contributions dominate. For comparison, Fig. 4(b) also
shows an alternative process, ED-B QEC, where the ancilla
qubit consists of states |g⟩ and |e⟩ and PS is applied only to
the bosonic mode through the parity measurement (See [33]
for more details).

To obtain the critical point, we deduce the relation between
the critical lifetime of the ancilla and the bosonic mode life-
time as 1/κC

e ≈ C/κ
2
3 with a constant C = (1µs)

1
3 /1.74 set-

ting the characteristic time of 1µs. Here 1/κC
e is the critical

lifetime of state |e⟩ of the ancilla. At κe = κC
e , Gbreak en-

ters an inflection point. Beyond this point, further increases
in the ancilla lifetime do not rapidly increase Gbreak, which
instead gradually saturates to Gsat

break. The saturation point
Gsat

break ≈ 1/[3.8(κ̃)+ 3.8(κ̃)
2
3 ] is deduced form Eq. (4) with

κ̃ = (1µs)κ being a dimensionless variable. The analytic
expressions for κC

e and Gsat
break are given in [33]. As a con-

crete example, for 1/κ=2 ms (parameters of the ED-AB QEC
in Fig. 4b) we obtain 1/κC

e = 91µs, where the gain is near
its optimum Gbreak ≈ 21, while the predicted saturation is
Gsat

break ≈ 39. Increasing the ancilla lifetime from 91 µs to 2ms
yields only a moderate improvement from 21 to 39, consistent
with the numerical trend in Fig. 4(b). The saturation originates
from residual first-order cavity loss during the correction step
[e.g., the n̄κtQEC term in Eq. (7)].

Conclusion.- We have developed an error-detectable (ED) ap-
proach to realize high-fidelity universal control on bosonic
modes, thereby improving the performance of bosonic logical
qubits. With current experimental parameters, we predict a
significant improvement in logical operation fidelity. For a bi-
nomial code, the process fidelity of a universal logical gate set
exceeds 99.6%. Our numerical results show a 5.6× extension
of the logical qubit coherence beyond the break-even point.
Moreover, by applying error detection to the logical qubit in-
stead of error correction operation, we predict a suppression of
the logical qubit infidelity by 8.33. To explore the fundamen-
tal physical limitations on the QEC, we establish a relation-
ship between the QEC gain and the lifetime of the ancilla, in-
dicating gains beyond 10 times break-even are achievable with
current device parameters, e.g., transmon qubit T1 ∼ 100 µs.

To further push the QEC gain toward 100 times break-even
point [14], we propose replacing displacement-based opera-
tions with two-photon drives on the bosonic modes. This
approach would suppress the remaining first-order errors to

higher order. It is anticipated that by eliminating the dominant
first-order errors in both the ancilla and the bosonic mode, we
will enter an experimental regime where dephasing and other
uncorrectable errors become the main limitation. Exploring
these effects to develop early fault-tolerant quantum technolo-
gies based on ED universal control presents an exciting direc-
tion for future work.
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