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Mid-circuit measurements and feedback operations conditioned on the measurement outcomes
are essential for implementing quantum error-correction on quantum hardware. When integrated in
quantum many-body dynamics, they can give rise to novel non-equilibrium phase transitions both
at the level of each individual quantum trajectory and the averaged quantum channel. Experimen-
tally resolving both transitions on realistic devices has been challenging due to limitations on the
fidelity and the significant latency for performing mid-circuit measurements and feedback operations
in real time. Here, we develop a superconducting quantum processor that enables global mid-circuit
measurement with an average quantum non-demolition (QND) fidelity of 98.7% and fast condi-
tional feedback with a 200 ns real-time decision latency. Using this platform, we demonstrate the
coexistence of an absorbing-state transition in the quantum channel and a measurement-induced
entanglement transition at the level of individual quantum trajectories. For the absorbing-state
transition, we experimentally extract a set of critical exponents at the transition point, which is in
excellent agreement with the directed percolation universality class. Crucially, the two transitions
occur at distinct values of the tuning parameter. Our results demonstrate that adaptive quantum
circuits provide a powerful platform for exploring non-equilibrium quantum many-body dynamics.

I. INTRODUCTION

The past two decades have witnessed remarkable
progress in understanding non-equilibrium quantum
many-body dynamics. Quantum circuit models [1], origi-
nally inspired by quantum computation and quantum al-
gorithms, have proved to be a powerful theoretical frame-
work for exploring universality in non-equilibrium phe-
nomena, such as entanglement growth [2, 3], quantum
information scrambling [4-6], and the emergence of hy-
drodynamic transport [4, 5, 7-9]. Quantum circuit evo-
lutions are also naturally implementable on a variety of
gate-based quantum computation and simulation plat-
forms, including superconducting quantum processors,
Rydberg atom arrays, and trapped ion systems [10-13].

Quantum hardware, however, offers capabilities that
go beyond purely unitary evolution. For example, mid-
circuit measurements and feedback operations condi-
tioned on the measurement outcomes are key ingredi-
ents for implementing quantum error-correction on quan-
tum devices [14-19]. Moreover, adaptive quantum cir-
cuits have been shown to enable more efficient quantum
state preparation and the execution of certain quantum
algorithms [20-24]. Motivated by the capability of per-
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forming mid-circuit measurements experimentally, hy-
brid quantum circuits where unitary evolutions are in-
terspersed with repeated local measurements have re-
cently attracted interests. Via large-scale numerical sim-
ulations and analytically tractable statistical mechani-
cal mappings, it has been demonstrated that by tuning
the rate p of mid-circuit measurements, such monitored
quantum systems can undergo a measurement-induced
phase transition (MIPT) in the entanglement proper-
ties of each individual quantum trajectory conditioned
on the measurement outcomes [25-30]. For infrequent
measurements p < pMFT the unitary entangling dy-
namics dominate and the system remains volume-law en-
tangled, whereas for sufficiently frequent measurements
p > pMPT local measurements collapse the many-body
wavefunction and lead to area-law entangled states, a
manifestation of quantum Zeno effect. Despite the expo-
nentially costly post-selection of measurement outcomes,
MIPT has been experimentally observed across multiple
quantum platforms [31-33].

While measurement-induced entanglement transitions
can only be observed upon unravelling the individual
quantum trajectories by post-selecting a specific set of
measurement outcomes, incorporating feedback opera-
tions further enriches the landscape of non-equilibrium
phenomena in such hybrid systems [34-45]. More specif-
ically, one adaptively controls the subsequent dynamics
depending on each measurement outcome. A concrete
example is quantum error-correction, where a corrective
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FIG. 1. Quantum processor and adaptive quantum circuit for measurement-feedback dynamics. a, The super-

conducting quantum processor used in this work. The device hosts 66 transmon qubits arranged in a 6 x 11 lattice, with 30
qubits (highlighted in blue) selected for the experiment to minimize crosstalk and enable high-fidelity mid-circuit operations. b,
Schematics of the adaptive quantum circuit, consisting of alternating layers of two-qubit unitaries and mid-circuit measurements
followed by real-time conditional feedback. The two-qubit unitaries are implemented using iISWAP-like entanglers dressed by
random equatorial 7/2 phase rotations (denoted by U). ¢, Phase diagram illustrating the measurement-and feedback-driven
non-equilibrium phase transitions as the measurement rate p is varied. d, [llustration for the experimentally executed sequence
of the adaptive circuit for the initial state where all sites are occupied. During the evolution, the classical flag variables dy-
namically track active and inactive qubits under the adaptive feedback protocol. Each labeled step (i, ii, iii, ...) consists of
a unitary-evolution layer followed by a measurement—feedback layer. e, Cumulative error distributions for synchronized SQG,

iISWAP, and mid-circuit RO operations, with median error rates of 0.07%, 0.7%, and 1.3%, respectively.

unitary is either applied or not depending on the error
syndrome measurement outcomes. It has been shown in
recent studies that a sufficiently large measurement and
feedback rate p > p2P® steers the system into a specific
target state in a time that scales at most polynomially
in system size (absorbing-phase), whereas for p < p2bs
the system remains ‘active’ (non-absorbing) for exponen-
tially long time [35-39]. Notably, since the target state is
an absorbing-state of the quantum channel, this transi-
tion can be observed at the level of averaged density ma-
trix without postselection, and hence is distinct in nature
from the entanglement transition. Indeed, it has been ar-
gued that under adaptive quantum dynamics, the entan-
glement transition and absorbing-state transition generi-
cally occur at different critical parameters, with the latter
typically appearing at a higher measurement rate [35].

Despite the intensive theoretical investigations, exper-
imentally realizing both the entanglement transition and
absorbing-state transition in one quantum platform has
remained challenging. This is because both transitions
require a sufficiently large number of qubits to suppress
finite-size effects, as well as high-fidelity gates and low-
latency real-time measurement—feedback operations to

preserve coherent dynamics. Although a dissipation-
driven non-equilibrium phase transition has been previ-
ously observed using a trapped-ion quantum simulator
with mid-circuit measurements and qubit reuse [46], no
active classical feedback operation was performed. In
this work, we probe both transitions on a superconduct-
ing quantum processor, by leveraging the ability to per-
form high fidelity mid-circuit measurements and feedback
within a sub-microsecond timescale (~ 700ns for mea-
surement and ~ 200ns for the feedback branch) on our
hardware. Using a system of 30 superconducting qubits
augmented with classical ‘flag’ variables, we directly ob-
serve a transition between an absorbing phase where the
total number of active qubits vanish after a very short cir-
cuit depth, and an active phase where the steady states
host a finite density of active qubits. By choosing differ-
ent initial states, we extract a set of critical exponents at
the transition point which show excellent agreement with
the directed percolation (DP) universality class. More-
over, using the same circuit architecture with 8 qubits,
we further observe a measurement-induced entanglement
transition from volume-law to area-law scaling. Cru-
cially, we clearly find that the critical points of these



two transitions occur at well-separated tuning parame-

ters with pMPT < pabs as expected on physical ground.

II. MODEL AND CIRCUIT ARCHITECTURE
A. Adaptive quantum circuit

Our quantum circuit consists of alternating layers of
nearest-neighbor two-qubit unitary gates arranged in a
brickwork pattern, followed by single-qubit Pauli-Z mea-
surements on a one-dimensional chain of L qubits with
periodic boundary conditions, as illustrated in Fig. 1b.
The unitary layers alternate between odd and even
bonds, such that each gate acts only on odd (or even)
links within a given layer. For convenience, we interpret
the local computational basis state |1) as an occupied
site (one particle) and |0) as empty. We take the fully
empty configuration |¢;) = |00---0) as our target ab-
sorbing state. That is, the dynamics drives the system
towards [¢;) but cannot leave it.

During each measurement step, if the outcome is |0),
no action is taken; if the outcome is |1), a corrective
Pauli-X gate is applied to that qubit. This feedback op-
eration steers the system toward the target state |i)y),
whereas the unitary gates can locally drive it away and
do not preserve [¢;). To enable an absorbing-state phase
transition, we introduce a classical flag variable f; for
each qubit (see Appendix B), taking values f; = 1 (ac-
tive) or f; = 0 (inactive) [37, 38]. The flags are initialized
according to the chosen initial state. After each measure-
ment (and possible feedback), the measured qubit’s flag
is set to f; = 0. A two-qubit unitary is applied on bond
(i,7 + 1) only if at least one of the two qubits is active,
after which both flags are reset to f; = fi11 = 1. When
both are inactive (f; = f;+1 = 0), no unitary is applied,
leaving the local subspace |00) invariant.

This hybrid quantum circuit, augmented by the flag
variables, exhibits an absorbing-state transition in the
quantum channel and a measurement-induced entangle-
ment transition at the level of individual quantum trajec-
tories (Fig. 1c). Alternative approaches to realizing such
transitions have been proposed in Refs. [35, 36], where
the unitaries are constrained to have a block structure
that preserves a specific invariant subspace. In this work,
we focus on the flag-based mechanism, as it is experimen-
tally simpler to implement.

B. Implementation on a superconducting quantum
processor

The experiment was performed on a 66-qubit supercon-
ducting quantum processor based on frequency-tunable
transmon qubits arranged in a 6x 11 lattice [47]. Nearest-
neighbor interactions are mediated by tunable couplers,
and all qubits are individually addressable through ded-
icated microwave and flux-control lines. From this de-

vice we select a 30-qubit subarray forming an X-shaped
one-dimensional chain with periodic boundary conditions
(Fig. la), which distributes active qubits across differ-
ent readout groups to ensure high-fidelity simultaneous
mid-circuit measurements. The device architecture and
qubit-selection procedure are described in Appendix H.

The hybrid circuit dynamics consist of alternat-
ing nearest-neighbor entangling layers and probabilistic
measurement—feedback layers (Fig. 1b,d). Each unitary
layer is implemented using fSim-type entangling gates op-
erated near the iSWAP point, dressed with local single-
qubit rotations; in practice, discrete equatorial /2 pulses
are applied before and after each iISWAP-like entangler
to control its residual phases and generate locally ran-
domized unitary dynamics. After each unitary layer, ac-
tive qubits are independently selected with probability
p for a projective Z-basis measurement, and the digi-
tized measurement outcomes are processed in real time
by the field programmable gate array (FPGA)-based con-
troller. When the outcome corresponds to the |1) state
(classical bit ¢ = 1 in Fig. 1b), a conditional X-reset
pulse is applied to return the qubit to |0), completing
the measurement—feedback cycle with sub-microsecond
latency (~ 200 ns for real-time decision latency and ~ 50
ns for reset gate implementation). Representative perfor-
mance metrics of the single-qubit gates (SQG), iISWAP
gates, and mid-circuit readout (RO) are shown in Fig. le,
with typical fidelities of ~99.9%, 99.3%, and ~98.7%, re-
spectively. Further details on gate implementation and
calibration are summarized in Appendix H, while details
on measurement and feedback calibration are presented
in Appendix G. These performance levels ensure that the
hybrid circuit dynamics are faithfully implemented on the
superconducting processor.

The absorbing-state transition can be captured by an
order parameter corresponding to the average particle
number in the system N(t) = ). n;(t), where n; = 1 for
an occupied site and 0 for an empty site. Since the expec-
tation value of N (t) is linear in the density matrix, there
is no need to post-select on the measurement outcome
and one can simply compute (N(t)) by averaging over
all measurement outcomes. For each measurement rate
p and each circuit depth, we execute 100 independent
random circuit instances. For each circuit realization,
we sample 10,000 quantum trajectories. We then obtain
(N(t)) as a function of circuit depth by averaging over
both quantum trajectories and circuit realizations.

III. RESULTS
A. Absorbing-state transition

We start from the initial state with a single active site
in the middle of the system |¢g) = |0---010---0), and
evolve under the hybrid quantum circuit with the pro-
tocol described above. At each step, two-qubit unitary
gates are applied subject to constraints from the classi-
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FIG. 2. Absorbing-state transition in the adaptive quantum circuit. a, Numerical simulation. Spatiotemporal
profile of the local occupation (n;(t)) for different measurement rates p via tDMRG simulations. We choose the initial state with
a single occupied site in the middle [tg) = |0---010---0). Infrequent measurement (p = 0.10) yields a ballistically spreading
active cluster, while sufficiently frequent measurement (p = 0.45) rapidly drives the system into the absorbing state with no
particle. At the critical point (p2P® ~ 0.35), the spreading becomes sub-ballistic with a lightcone satisfying |r| ~ t'/% with
a dynamical exponent z &~ 1.58, consistent with DP universality class. b, Experiment. Measured spatiotemporal profile of

(ni(t)) on the 30-qubit processor shows excellent agreement with numerical simulations. Each figure was obtained by averaging

over 100 random circuit instances and 10,000 trajectories for each circuit.

cal flags, followed by mid-circuit measurements and pos-
sible feedback operations. We evolve the system for a
varying circuit depth up to tmax = 50 before reading
out all qubits in Pauli-Z basis, which gives a spatiotem-
poral profile of the particle configurations upon averag-
ing over trajectories and circuit realizations, as shown
in Fig. 2 (lower panel). The experimental data clearly
demonstrate two distinct phases at small and large mea-
surement rates, respectively. When p is small (p = 0.1 in
Fig. 2), the system is in an active phase where the initial
seed spreads ballistically and forms a linear lightcone in
spacetime. For the system size we experimentally probe,
the total particle number saturates around t = 20, and
this finite density of particles persists at later times up to
tmax = 0. This is in stark contrast to the case of larger
p (p = 0.45), where the total particle number increases
only a little bit before quickly decaying to zero. This is
the absorbing phase where the measurement and feed-
back operations succeed in steering the system towards
the target state |¢;). At the critical point pP* ~ 0.35,
the particles spread sub-ballistically in time, showing a
sub-linear lightcone structure. We find that the front of
this spread follows the scaling |r| ~ t'/# where the fit-
ted dynamical exponent z ~ 1.58. This exponent agrees
with that in the DP universality class [48] (see Appendix

A for a summary of critical exponents at DP critical-
ity). The experimental results are further corroborated
by tDMRG simulations of the actual circuits executed on
the quantum hardware (Fig. 2 upper panel).

In Fig. 3, we plot the average total particle number
N(t) in the two phases as well as at the transition point.
For p = 0.10, the total number of active sites N () ini-
tially increases and then saturates to a steady value,
characteristic of the active phase. For p = 0.45, the
particle number remains approximately constant for a
short period before decaying towards zero, with a small
residual density (~ 0.1) persisting due to experimental
imperfections. Interestingly, at the critical point the to-
tal particle number exhibits an algebraic growth in time:
N(t) ~ t©, with the fitted exponent © a~ 0.31. The
experimental data are consistent with numerical simula-
tions of the same circuits executed experimentally. Re-
markably, the exponent © is also in excellent agreement
with that in DP [48], further suggesting that the transi-
tion we observed experimentally belongs to the DP uni-
versality class.

To further corroborate the nature of this absorbing-
state transition, we perform a complementary set of ex-
periments with a different choice of initial state where
all sites are occupied |¢)g) = |11...1), from which we
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Critical exponents in directed percolation dynamics. a, Time evolution of the average total particle number

N(t) for the initial state with a single occupied site in the middle |¢g) = [0---010---0). b, Time evolution of N(¢) for the fully
occupied initial state [¢o) = [11...1). In both panels, results are shown for three representative feedback rates: p = 0.10 (active
phase), p & 0.35 (critical point), and p = 0.45 (absorbing phase). Colored symbols represent experimental data (averaged over
100 random circuit instances), and black crosses denote numerical simulations. Error bars indicate one standard error of the

mean, obtained via bootstrap resampling, and are smaller than the symbol size when not visible.

The fit for the critical

exponents O, « is most reliable for ¢ < 20, with deviations at later times due to finite-size effects.

also extract another critical exponent. As shown in
Fig. 3b, in the active regime (p = 0.10) the particle den-
sity remains essentially constant throughout the evolu-
tion, characteristic of a sustained active phase. In the
absorbing regime (p = 0.45), the number of active sites
rapidly decays toward zero, with a small residual den-
sity persisting due to experimental imperfections. Near
the critical point (p2P* = 0.35), the particle density de-
cays algebraically in time as n(t) ~ t%, with an expo-
nent o ~ —0.16. This critical exponent also shows ex-
cellent agreement with predictions from one-dimensional
DP universality class [48]. Taken together, our exper-
imental observations, supported by numerical simula-
tions, clearly demonstrate a measurement- and feedback-
driven absorbing-state transition in our quantum device,
belonging to the DP universality class.

B. Entanglement transition

To probe the measurement-induced entanglement tran-
sition on our hardware, we implement a reduced eight-
qubit version of the hybrid circuit. The smaller system
allows for full trajectory-level postselection while pre-
serving the alternating unitary-measurement structure
and the key dynamical features of the 30-qubit archi-
tecture. During the measurement windows, idle qubits
are protected by a dynamical-decoupling sequence (DD),
whredich suppresses dephasing accumulated while other
qubits are being measured [49, 50]. For each trajec-
tory, we perform quantum-state tomography to recon-
struct reduced density matrices of subsystems of vari-

ous sizes, providing direct access to their entanglement
properties (Fig. 4a). To achieve sufficient statistical res-
olution—particularly for estimating the variance of the
entanglement entropy—we collect data from 150 random
circuit instances.

Since the absorbing-state transition point identified
above is around p2b® & 0.35, we scan a sufficiently broad
interval of measurement rates p € [0,0.4] to locate the
position of the entanglement transition. For each p, the
circuit depth and the number of randomized instances are
chosen based on numerical simulations (see Appendix E).
To quantify entanglement, we reconstruct the reduced
density matrix of a contiguous three-qubit subsystem
(JA] = 3) via quantum-state tomography on the final
state, from which we compute the second Rényi entropy

Sff) =— log(Tr pi),

where p4 is the reduced density matrix of subsystem A.

Fig. 4b shows the circuit and trajectory averaged sec-
ond Rényi entropy (51(42)> as a function of the measure-
ment rate p. The result shows a monotonic decrease of
entanglement with increasing p, consistent with our ex-
pectation. Since experimental noise introduces a spuri-
ous residual classical contribution that biases the raw en-
tropy upward, we implement a two-step error-mitigation
procedure. First, tomographic outcomes are corrected
using the measured readout calibration matrix (readout
inversion). Second, a residual baseline entropy was es-
timated by measuring the system in the limit p = 1
and subsequently subtracted from all data (residual-
entropy mitigation). After the above two steps, the error-
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mitigated experimental data are consistent with numeri-
cal simulations within the quoted uncertainties (see Ap-
pendix F for a detailed description of the error mitigation
procedure).

To determine the location of the measurement-induced
entanglement transition, we analyze the variance of the
second Rényi entropy, Var(Sf)) = ((Sf))2> - <Sf)>2
across randomized circuit instances and quantum trajec-
tories (Fig. 4c). Based on previous theoretical studies,

the variance of Sf) develops a pronounced maximum
near the critical point and thus provides a diagnostic
for the transition [51]. After applying the same error-
mitigation procedure, the measured variance shows a
clear maximum near pM*T ~ 0.20, in agreement with nu-
merical simulations within the experimental uncertainty.
This peak signals the location of the entanglement tran-
sition. We have also analyzed Rényi entropies with dif-
ferent Rényi indices o = 1 — 4, and the peaks of the vari-
ances of all Rényi entropies we consider yield a consistent
estimate for the entanglement transition point around
pMPT ~ 0.20 (Appendix D).

Importantly, the entanglement transition occurs at
a substantially lower measurement rate (pMFT =~

0.20) than the absorbing-state transition extracted from

particle-density measurements (p2P® a 0.35). This sep-
aration demonstrates that the loss of quantum correla-
tions precedes the onset of the macroscopic absorbing-
state transition in the feedback-driven circuit. Such a
separation of these two transitions was previously sug-
gested theoretically based on numerical simulations of
hybrid Haar-random or Clifford circuit models [35-38]
and hybrid free fermion systems [39], and to the best of
our knowledge, our results provide its first direct experi-
mental observation on a quantum device. Notice that the
precise values of (pMFT, pabs) depend on the particular
gate set used, and are subject to uncertainties arising
from the finite subsystem size, the overhead of tomogra-
phy, and residual experimental noise. In Appendix C, we
provide numerical evidence suggesting that the 30-qubit
system also enters the area-law entangled phase well be-
fore pPs = 0.35.

IV. DISCUSSION AND OUTLOOK

By integrating high-fidelity mid-circuit measurements
and low-latency real-time conditional feedback, we realize
a hybrid circuit architecture that supports both feedback-



driven absorbing-state transitions and measurement-
induced entanglement transitions within the same super-
conducting quantum processor. Using up to 30 qubits,
we directly observe the absorbing-state transition and ex-
tract critical exponents consistent with the DP univer-
sality class, while a smaller 8-qubit realization reveals a
distinct entanglement transition at a lower measurement
rate. The clear separation of these two critical points
establishes that entanglement suppression and steering
of quantum trajectories are fundamentally distinct phe-
nomena in adaptive quantum circuits realized on noisy
quantum hardware.

Beyond their conceptual significance, our results high-
light the broader potential of measurement-feedback dy-
namics as a resource for controlling quantum information
flow and exploring stochastic many-body phenomena in
programmable quantum hardware. The same capabilities
underpin emerging architectures for active quantum error
correction and adaptive quantum algorithms, where feed-
back serves both as a stabilizing mechanism and as a con-
trol knob for engineering desired quantum states. Future
experiments extending these ideas to higher-dimensional
lattices, continuous monitoring, or feedback based on
multi-qubit correlations may uncover new universality
classes and dynamical regimes at the interface of quan-
tum information and statistical mechanics.
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Appendix A: DP universality class

In our quantum circuit, the classical dynamics asso-
ciated with the quantum channel can be mapped to
a stochastic process in which particles (A) can diffuse,
branch (create offspring), or annihilate [48]. The basic
reactions are:

e Branching: A — 2A (rate: o)

e Annihilation: 4 —

Depending on the reaction rates, the system exhibits a
transition between an active phase (a steady state with
a finite particle density) and an absorbing phase (where
all particles eventually disappear). This transition be-
longs to the directed percolation (DP) universality class.
The critical point occurs at a branching rate o., which
separates the active phase (o > o.) from the absorbing
phase (0 < o.). At the critical point (¢ = o.), the sys-
tem displays scale-invariant dynamics whose properties
depend on the initial conditions. Below, we examine two
types of initial conditions for a one-dimensional system
at criticality.

Two commonly used initial conditions are considered
when studying critical dynamics:

1. Single-Seed Initial Condition: Starting from a
single active site, it can grow into an active cluster
in the spatial and temporal direction. The average
number of particles grows as a power law in time
(at early time):

(N(t)) ~t°, ©~0.3138.

The spatial extent of the active cluster is charac-

terized by the mean-square spreading,

(R2(1)) ~ 1217,

where z /= 1.581 is the dynamical exponent relating
space and time via t ~ L?.

2. Fully Active Initial Condition: When all sites
are initially active (or occupied with a nonzero
probability pp < 1), the particle density decays as

(p(t)) ~t™%,  a~0.1595.

Appendix B: Classical flag

The original theoretical proposal of adaptive quantum
circuits involves local unitary gates with a block struc-
ture, leaving a particular subspace that is locally similar
to the target state invariant [35, 36]. Implementation of
such unitaries would require a decomposition (compila-
tion) in terms of a set of elementary single-and-two-qubit
unitaries that are conveniently executed experimentally.
This introduces a huge overhead in terms of the number

of gates and circuit depth. To circumvent this problem,
we introduce a classical flag variable f; associated with
each qubit that takes value 0 (labeling an ‘inactive’ qubit)
or 1 (labeling an ‘active’ qubit), following the method in-
troduced in Ref.[37, 38]. A subsequent entangling gate
can only be applied if at least one of the two qubits is
active. For the fully active initial state |ig) = |11...1),
we set f; = 1 for all 4 initially. For the single-seed initial
state |¢p) = ]0...010...0), we set f; = 1 only for the
occupied site and f; = 0 for all other sites initially.

For each unitary layer, we apply an entangling gate if
at least one of (f;, fix1) is 1. We then reset f; = fiy1 =1
after the gate is applied. For each measurement layer, we
set f; = 0 for the measured qubit. One can easily see that
the dynamics of the flag variables themselves satisfy the
stochastic classical process described above, and hence
exhibit a classical non-equilibrium phase transition in DP
universality class. We have also verified this directly in
our experiment (data not shown). On the other hand, for
the quantum system, since we know that qubits labelled
as inactive must be in |0) state whereas those labelled
as active typically have a non-zero probability of being
in |1) state, we expect that the actual order parameter
of the quantum system also inherits the same DP phase
transition. Indeed, our results confirm that the quantum
order parameter and the classical flag variable exhibit the
same DP phase transition under the adaptive dynamics.

Appendix C: tDMRG simulation method

We numerically simulate the random adaptive quan-
tum circuits described in Sec. IT A using the time-evolving
density matrix renormalization group (tDMRG) method.
Each quantum trajectory is represented as a matrix prod-
uct state (MPS), with the bond dimension chosen to
ensure numerical convergence. Projective measurements
are implemented by first computing the Born probabili-
ties from the occupation numbers of the designated mea-
sured qubits and then randomly selecting the subsequent
trajectory according to these probabilities. After deter-
mining the measurement outcome, we apply the corre-
sponding feedback operation: if the outcome is “empty,”
the MPS is projected onto the empty state; if it is “oc-
cupied,” the MPS is projected onto the occupied state
and then subjected to a Pauli-X rotation to reset the
qubit to the empty state. After each time step, the MPS
is truncated to a maximum bond dimension of xy = 64
and renormalized to compensate for the norm loss intro-
duced by projection. For each circuit instance, we aver-
age observables over 50 independent trajectories, and the
final results are obtained by averaging these trajectory-
averaged quantities over all 500 realizations of the adap-
tive circuit ensemble.

In our experiment, the entanglement transition was
probed using a smaller system size of eight qubits due
to the significant overhead from postselection. Here
we provide numerical evidence suggesting that the orig-
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FIG. 5.

Scaling of entanglement entropy of the steady states. Numerical tDMRG simulation of the averaged von-

Neumann entanglement entropy (S’g”) (a,c) and the second Rényi entropy (S’f)> (b,d) as a function of subsystem size |A|, for
the same 30-qubit quantum circuits used experimentally for probing absorbing-state transition. a,b, measurement rate p = 0.3.
¢,d, measurement rate p = 0.35. The entanglement entropy exhibits area-law scaling already at p = 0.30 < p2P®. The results
for different choices of bond dimension x = 64 and x = 128 are almost identical, confirming numerical convergence.

inal 30-qubit system also enters the area-law entan-
gled phase well before the absorbing-state transition at
pPs = 0.35. By constructing the reduced density matrix
from the MPS, we numerically evaluate the bipartite von-
Neumann entropy and the second Rényi entropy for the
steady states of a system of 30 qubits and subsystem sizes
|A| ranging from 1 to 15, as shown in Fig. 5. The results
are averaged over 10 independent trajectories for each of
the 500 circuit realizations. We find that indeed the sub-
system entanglement saturates for large |A| already at
p = 0.30, showing an area-law scaling. Furthermore, the
numerical results for bond dimension y = 64 and y = 128
are almost identical, indicating that a choice of x = 64 is
sufficient to ensure convergence for our simulations.

Appendix D: Additional experimental data
1. Fully occupied initial state

Figure 6 shows the absorbing-state dynamics for the
fully occupied initial state under the same measurement-

and-feedback circuit architecture used in the main text.
This provides a complementary setup to the one shown
in Fig. 2 of the main text starting from a single active
site initially.

At low measurement rate (p 0.10), the system
remains active, exhibiting nearly uniform occupation
throughout the evolution. At a near-critical measure-
ment rate (p = 0.35), the site density shows a slow,
algebraic temporal decay. For high measurement rate
(p = 0.45), the population vanishes rapidly within only
a few layers, consistent with the absorbing regime in
which repeated measurements and feedback operations
drive the system toward the target state exponentially
fast. Residual late-time signals arise primarily from read-
out misclassification and occasional leakage events during
mid-circuit measurements. Together with the single ac-
tive site initial condition in Fig. 2 of the main text, these
results establish a consistent picture of an absorbing-
state transition in our adaptive circuits.
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FIG. 6. Absorbing-state transition from fully occupied initial state (|1)®"). a, Numerical simulation. Spa-

tiotemporal profile of the local occupation (n;(t)) for different measurement rates p via tDMRG simulations: p = 0.10 (active
phase), p = 0.35 (near the critical point), and p = 0.45 (absorbing phase), with all qubits initialized in |1). In contrast to the
single-site initialization in Fig. 2, the dynamics do not exhibit spatial spreading; instead, the occupation decays approximately
uniformly in space, reflecting global relaxation induced by repeated measurements and feedback operations. b, Experiment.
Measured spatiotemporal profile of (n;(t)) on the 30-qubit processor under the same protocol. Each pixel represents the average
occupation obtained from 100 randomized circuit instances and repeated measurement shots. Color encodes the normalized

site density using the same scale as in Fig. 2 of the main text.

2. Entanglement transition for other Rényi
entropies

In the main text we characterized the measurement-
induced entanglement transition using the second Rényi
entropy Sf) of a three-qubit subsystem A (Fig. 4b,c).
Since the full reduced density matrices ps are recon-
structed via quantum-state tomography, the same data
set also allows us to evaluate Rényi entropies of other
orders o = 1, 3,4 without additional measurements,

—Tr(pAlogpA), a=1,

Sj(f) - log(Tr pj), a# 1,

(D1)

—

and we apply the same analysis and error-mitigation pro-

cedures as for Sf).

For all tested orders a = 1-4, the average entropy
(SI(L‘O‘)> decreases monotonically with the measurement
rate p, while the variance Var(Sff)) exhibits a clear maxi-
mum near the same critical point pMF'T ~0.20. Although
all orders display the same global trend, their detailed
behaviors show a clear dependence on the Rényi order.

In particular, the first-order (von Neumann) entropy

SS) exhibits a noticeably larger deviation from ideal nu-
merics even after full error mitigation. This behavior
is expected because 51(41) depends logarithmically on the
complete eigenvalue spectrum of p4 and is therefore es-
pecially sensitive to reconstruction errors in the small-
eigenvalue sector. Similar deviations at a = 1—despite
correct qualitative scaling—have also been reported in
previous mid-circuit measurement experiments [32].

In contrast, the higher-order Rényi entropies 51(43)

and Sf) are less sensitive to contributions from small
eigenvalues and therefore show much better quantitative
agreement with numerics after mitigation, yielding the
same transition location as Sf) within experimental un-
certainty. We further note that the peak position of
Var(Sl(f)) displays mild a-dependent shifts. Neverthe-
less, the peak locations remain well separated from the
absorbing-state transition at p2P*~0.35, confirming that
the two transitions are clearly distinct for all Rényi or-
ders.



3.0
°
2.5
2.0 A
=<
2
1.5 4
Raw data
1.0 Readout-corrected
$ Fully-corrected
054 — Numerical ¢
T T T T T T T T T
0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25 0.30 0.35 0.40

measurement rate p

&
2.5
2.0 A
5*(
15 o
104 Raw data
’ Readout-corrected
& Fully-corrected
0.5 4 — Numerical
T T T T T T T T T
0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25 0.30 0.35 0.40
measurement rate p
2.5
2.0
15
104 Raw data
Readout-corrected
& Fully-corrected
0.5 o — Numerical

T T T T T T T T
0.00 005 010 015 020 025 030 035
measurement rate p

T
0.40

11

b
0.5 —
0.4 —
03
p
>
0.2
01 - Raw data
¢ Readout-corrected
— Numerical
0.0 ¢
T T T T T T T T T
0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25 0.30 0.35 0.40
measurement rate p
d
0.6
0.5
— 0.4
33;;
= 034
>
0.2 o
Raw data
014 § Readout-corrected
— Numerical
004"
T T T T T T T T T
0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25 0.30 0.35 0.40
measurement rate p
f
0.6 o
0.5
04
<
2
H 0.3 o
>
0.2 -
Raw data
017 ¢ Readout-corrected
K — Numerical
0.0

T T T T T T T T T
0.00 005 010 015 020 025 030 035 040
measurement rate p

FIG. 7. Entanglement transition at different Rényi orders. a,c,e, Average entanglement entropy <Sf4a)) fora=1,3,4
as a function of measurement rate p. b,d,f, Variance of SI(AM Var(Sff)) for the same orders. All Rényi orders exhibit a
monotonic decrease with p and a variance peak near a consistent entanglement transition point, while quantitative order-
dependent differences are discussed in the text.

Appendix E: Additional experimental details on

1.

entanglement transition

Simulation setup and parameter selection

To capture the measurement-induced entanglement
transition, we simulate the same hybrid-circuit model

used in the experiment and choose circuit parameters
that make the transition clearly visible while keeping the
sampling cost manageable. An important choice is the
circuit depth: it must be large enough for the subsystem
entanglement to reach a quasi-steady value, but not so
deep that additional layers only add experimental over-
head without altering the relevant behavior.
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depth. Depth dependence of the subsystem Rényi entropy
Sf> at p = 0.1, obtained from 500 randomized circuit realiza-
tions. Each gray line corresponds to a different random cir-
cuit, while the blue line denotes the ensemble average, which
quickly settles into a depth-independent value. The entropy
becomes effectively saturated at a depth of about 4, illustrat-
ing the onset of the quasi-steady regime used to select the
working depths in the main analysis.

To determine an appropriate circuit depth, we exam-
ine how the Rényi entropy evolves with depth across dif-
ferent measurement rates. As a representative illustra-
tion, Fig. 8 shows the depth dependence of the subsys-
tem entanglement entropy Sf) at p = 0.1, evaluated from
500 randomized circuit realizations. Each gray line cor-
responds to a different random circuit, displaying con-
siderable variation at small depth, while the ensemble-
averaged entropy (blue line) rapidly settles into a steady
trend. For this and other values of p, the entropy becomes
essentially depth-independent once the circuit reaches a
depth of about 4, indicating that subsystem entangle-
ment has reached a quasi-steady regime, and that addi-
tional layers do not alter the behavior qualitatively. We
therefore use depths in the range 14 for both simulation
and experiment to access this regime without incurring
unnecessary sampling overhead.

2. Details on tomography

Quantum state tomography (QST) [52] is used to re-
construct the reduced density matrix p4 of a small sub-
system A from an informationally complete set of lo-
cal measurements. For a k-qubit block, measuring the
three Pauli axes on each qubit yields 3* product bases
that uniquely determine p 4 up to statistical fluctuations.
Once p4 is obtained, the Rényi entropies Si{l) for various
orders « are directly evaluated from its eigenvalues.

In our experiment we target contiguous three-qubit
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subsystems (JA| = 3). For each randomized circuit in-
stance at a fixed measurement rate p, we measure all
3% = 27 Pauli-product bases and aggregate over shots
and instances to reconstruct p4. This scheme provides
full tomographic information while remaining experimen-

tally tractable, enabling the extraction of Sj(f) and the
corresponding fluctuations across different Rényi orders.

3. Sampling strategy and runtime accounting

To improve data-acquisition efficiency, we first opti-
mize the circuit execution schedule. In a conventional
setup, each experimental cycle is followed by a long idle
interval—typically several multiples of T3, corresponding
to an effective reset time of ~400 us—to allow qubits to
relax to the ground state |0). Here we shorten the inter-
shot interval by combining an active reset—implemented
using the same measurement—feedback operation de-
scribed in the main text, applied once before each circuit
to deterministically prepare |0)—with a short passive re-
set stage, during which the qubit—coupler configuration
is biased to enhance energy dissipation through the read-
out resonator [53]. This hybrid reset protocol increases
the experimental duty cycle while leaving the in-circuit
hybrid dynamics unaffected, reducing the effective cycle
time of each circuit to approximately 50 us.

With the reset optimization in place, we can sustain
the large number of repeated measurements required for
QST. For each value of p, we generate about 150 random
circuit instances. Since extracting Sl(qa) requires full QST
of a three-qubit subsystem, each circuit is measured in all
3% = 27 Pauli-product bases. The number of shots per
basis is chosen to ensure reliable reconstruction of p4: in
practice, for most quantum trajectories each tomographic
basis is sampled more than 100 times.

The corresponding circuit depths, median and maxi-
mum numbers of mid-circuit measurements, total shots,
and overall runtimes for each value of p are summarized
in Table I. The full data-acquisition campaign spans ap-
proximately 200 hours and covers about 1500 random-
ized circuit instances across all p, providing sufficient
statistics to extract the monotonic suppression of Sff)
with increasing p and to resolve the variance peak near
pMIPT ~ (.20, while maintaining stable device perfor-
mance throughout the experiment.

Appendix F: Error mitigation
1. Readout error mitigation.

In our superconducting platform, raw measurement
outcomes exhibit state-dependent detection errors and
residual crosstalk between qubits sharing the same read-
out feedline. To characterize these effects, we calibrate
an assignment matrix on the tomographic subsystem by
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p  Depth 11:/[/[23?;;6(11;/([3;: Shots (Approx.)  Random Circuits ~ Wall Time(h)

0.00 4 0(0) 1 x 104

0.05 4 2(5) 2 x 10*

0.10 4 3(7) 5 x 10%

015 3 3(8) 5 x 10

0.20 3 5(9) 5x 10* ~ 150 x 10 ~ 200
0.25 3 6(10) 1x10° = 1500 total

0.30 3 7(11) 1x10°

0.35 3 8(12) 1 x10°

0.40 3 8(12) 1 x10°

.00 1 8(8) 1 x 10°

TABLE 1.

Experimental parameters and run statistics for the entanglement entropy measurements on hardware. For each

measurement rate p, we list the circuit depth, the median (maximum) number of mid-circuit measurements per circuit, the
approximate total number of measurement shots, and the number of randomized circuit instances. The rightmost columns
indicate that the full data set comprises about 1500 random circuits and a total wall time of roughly 200 hours across all values

of p.

preparing the relevant computational-basis states and
measuring them through the same multiplexed readout
chain used in the main experiment. This matrix cap-
tures the classical stochastic map between the prepared
and measured outcomes [54, 55], including the dominant
correlated errors within the subsystem.

In post-processing, we apply a regularized inverse
(based on truncated-SVD) to this matrix to obtain cor-
rected estimates of the outcome probabilities prior to
state reconstruction. This procedure performs a clas-
sical deconvolution of the measurement noise and does
not impose any assumptions about the underlying quan-
tum dynamics. All “readout-corrected” data reported in
Fig. 4 and Fig. 7 use this correction, while the “fully
corrected” results additionally incorporate the residual-
entropy procedure described in the next subsection.

2. Residual entropy correction

After applying readout-error mitigation, the entan-
glement entropies S,(p) are extracted from readout-
corrected tomographic data that already account for
calibrated state-dependent detection errors and readout
crosstalk. However, residual discrepancies remain due to
incoherent processes such as energy relaxation and de-
phasing occurring during circuit execution, which intro-
duce additional noise-induced mixedness into the recon-
structed density matrices. These effects manifest as an
additive positive offset in the entropy that does not orig-
inate from genuine many-body entanglement.

To correct for this effect, we follow the linear residual-
entropy correction protocol introduced in Ref. [33]. The
key idea is to use the measurement-only configuration
(p = 1) as a reference, where the system should ideally

collapse into a fully disentangled product state with zero
intrinsic entropy. Assuming that the magnitude of this
residual contribution scales linearly with an effective to-
tal error budget of the circuit, the corrected entropy is
expressed as

(Gl
<5[Cp=1]>

where (£]C,]) denotes the average effective error budget
of circuits at measurement rate p evaluated over random
circuit instances, and S, (p=1) is the corresponding en-
tropy extracted from the readout-corrected data at p = 1.
The effective circuit error £[C,] is estimated from the cal-
ibrated single-qubit, two-qubit, and readout error rates
(€14, €24, €r0), Weighted by the average number of such op-
erations appearing in the circuit at a given measurement
rate p. In our experiment, the calibrated error rates are
€1 = Tx 1074 €3 = 7x 1073, and €, ~ 1.4 x 1072,
which are used as the input parameters for this error-
budget estimation. It can be approximately expressed
as

S (p) = Sa(p) Sa(p=1), (F1)

5[617] ~ €14 qu(p) + €24 qu(p) + €ro Nro(D),

where Ni4(p), Nag(p), and N,o(p) denote the mean
counts of one-qubit gates, two-qubit gates, and measure-
ment operations, respectively, in a single realization of
the circuit at measurement rate p. The averaging (-)
over different random circuit instances is then performed
to obtain (£]Cp]), which captures the overall error level
corresponding to each experimental configuration. The
reference value S, (p=1) is directly measured on the same
device and qubit subset to ensure a consistent calibration
of this residual floor.

This linear correction removes the noise-induced en-



tropy offset arising from incoherent processes and yields
a more accurate estimate of the mean entanglement en-
tropy across different measurement rates p. While it
slightly shifts the absolute values of (S,), it does not
affect the entropy fluctuations or the extracted variance
Var(S,), from which the critical measurement point of
the entanglement transition is determined. The fully
corrected mean entropies are used in the entropy pan-
els of Fig. 4b and in the multi-order entropy results of
Fig. 7a,c,e, where an accurate absolute entropy scale is
required for comparison with numerical simulations.

Appendix G: Feedback calibration and verification
1. Real-time feedback architecture

Our experiment employs adaptive quantum circuits in
which mid-circuit measurements are followed by real-
time classical processing and conditional quantum op-
erations. Each feedback cycle consists of four sequential
stages: (i) measurement acquisition, (ii) digitization and
demodulation, (iii) real-time classification, and (iv) con-
ditional actuation.

During the measurement acquisition stage, a readout
pulse of approximately 500 ns is applied to the qubit’s
dispersively coupled resonator. To reliably extract the
measurement outcome, we allocate an additional 200 ns
in the demodulation window of the ADC-FPGA chain,
accommodating the residual photon leakage of the read-
out resonator 150 ns and the 50 ns propagation time
of the signal through the cables to the digitizer. Once
the digitized record is available, the FPGA performs
real-time processing of the measurement outcome. In
our hardware the minimal achievable feedback latency is
about 180 ns [56], but we employ a conservative fixed
delay of 200 ns to synchronize the feedback timing across
all 30 qubits. Finally, the conditional reset operation is
delivered as a short 50 ns feedback pulse, completing the
timing-aligned feedback branch across all qubits.

In total, these stages yield an end-to-end latency of ap-
proximately 950 ns for a full measurement—feedback cy-
cle, which is far shorter than the qubit energy-relaxation
time (77 ~ 70—80 ps) and therefore compatible with
coherent mid-circuit control. A detailed timing bud-
get for both the measurement-only and feedback-enabled
branches is summarized in Table II.

2. Mid-circuit measurement and feedback fidelity

We first characterize the fidelity of mid-circuit mea-
surements, which serves as the baseline for evaluat-
ing the performance of feedback operations. As illus-
trated in Fig. 9, the calibration is based on a quantum-
nondemolition (QND) protocol that permits repeated
measurements of the same qubit without disturbing its
state. Depending on whether the two measurements are
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TABLE II. Timing budget of the real-time measurement and
feedback cycle.

Process Duration (ns)
Readout pulse (DAC) 500
Residual demodulation tail 200
FPGA synchronization delay 200
Conditional reset pulse 50
Total (measurement only) 700
Total (measurement + feedback) 950

da delay
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FIG. 9. Circuit used to calibrate the QND mid-circuit
measurement fidelity. a, The X gate implements the -
QND configuration used for the |1)-state readout. b, Replac-
ing this rotation with an identity operation yields the I-QND
configuration for the |0)-state readout.

performed consecutively (“I-QND”) or with an interven-
ing X gate (“m-QND”), the protocol characterizes the
readout fidelities of the |0) and |1) states, while sup-
pressing the influence of residual thermal excitation and
imperfect state preparation.

For the |0) state, we initialize the qubit in |0), perform
a QND measurement, and postselect on m; = 0. We then
define the ground-state QND fidelity as F(?ND = P(mgq =
0 | my1 = 0), where m; and mgy denote the outcomes of
the first and second measurements, respectively.

For the |1) state, we employ the 7-QND protocol: after
postselecting on m; = 0 from the first measurement, we
apply a high-fidelity X gate to prepare |1) and perform
a second QND measurement. The excited-state QND
fidelity is defined as F*NP = P(my = 1 | my = 0, X)
and is mainly limited by energy relaxation during the
readout interval. The overall mid-circuit measurement
fidelity is then

FOND | [QND
Flreas = 22— -1 5 L S— (G1)

Experimentally, Fy*™" & 99.5% and F?NP ~ 98%, yield-
ing an average mid-circuit measurement fidelity of about
98.7%.This corresponds to a median readout error of
~ 1.3%, as summarized in Fig. 10.

Building upon the QND calibration, we characterize
the fidelity of the feedback operation. The feedback pro-
tocol differs from QND readout only by the presence
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multaneous QND mid-circuit measurements performed across
all 30 qubits used in the experiment.

of a fixed latency before the subsequent gate execution.
To emulate the real hardware timing, we insert a pro-
grammable delay of approximately 200 ns between the
mid-circuit measurement and the following operation.
The ground-state branch is identical to [[QND and we
set Fib = FSQND. For the |1) branch, we use a delayed
m-QND sequence: prepare |1), perform a QND measure-
ment and postselect on m; = 1, wait for a delay 7,
apply an X gate to reset the state to |0), and perform
a second measurement. The corresponding fidelity is de-
fined as FI* = P(my = 0 | my = 1,7, X), and the
overall feedback fidelity is

Fb 4 o

Fp, = 5

Experimentally, the ground-state branch remains un-
changed, while the |1)-branch feedback fidelity is about
97.3%, consistent with the expected relaxation over
the calibrated delay. This yields an overall feedback-
operation fidelity of approximately 98.4%.

Appendix H: Superconducting quantum processor
and calibration

1. Experimental platform and qubit selection

The experiments are performed on a 66-qubit super-
conducting quantum processor operated in a dilution
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refrigerator at millikelvin temperatures. The cryogenic
setup, wiring configuration, and room-temperature con-
trol electronics follow the same design as reported in
Ref. [57].

In this processor, the qubits form a 6 x 11 rectangu-
lar lattice of frequency-tunable transmons with nearest-
neighbor coupling mediated by tunable couplers [47].
Along each vertical column, six qubits share a common
readout resonator coupled to a single feedline, enabling
frequency-multiplexed dispersive readout. Simultaneous
readout within the same group can introduce correlated
errors due to spectral crowding, amplifier nonlinearity,
and residual crosstalk between qubits on the same feed-
line [58].

For the measurement—feedback experiments, we select
30 qubits from the full device. The selection aims to
reduce the loading on each readout line and to mini-
mize readout crosstalk by distributing the active qubits
across different readout groups and placing qubits shar-
ing the same resonator as far apart as possible on the
lattice. This layout supports high-fidelity simultaneous
mid-circuit measurements while maintaining the required
connectivity for the experimental protocol.

2. Qubit parameters and frequency allocation

The frequency allocation of the 30 working qubits is
primarily constrained by the presence of two-level-system
(TLS) defects, which introduce coherence dips and unsta-
ble frequency regions. To ensure reliable operation, idle
frequencies are chosen to avoid TLS hotspots and other
unstable intervals identified from spectroscopy and time-
domain measurements. In addition, each qubit must re-
main sufficiently detuned from its neighbors to prevent
frequency collisions during flux tuning. Because the en-
tangling operations require pairs of qubits to be tuned
toward a common interaction frequency, qubits forming
two-qubit gates are assigned idle frequencies that are rea-
sonably close. Finally, qubits sharing a common readout
resonator must be well separated in frequency at their
idle points to suppress measurement-induced crosstalk
during simultaneous mid-circuit readout.

The resulting frequency arrangement and coherence
parameters are summarized in Fig. 11. Panel (a) shows
the assigned idle qubit frequencies, typically around
42-44 GHz. Panel (b) displays the corresponding
readout-resonator frequencies near 6.2 GHz. Panels (c)
and (d) present the measured energy-relaxation times
Ty and Hahn-echo coherence times 75", which charac-
terize the coherence performance of the selected qubits.
These measurements define the stable frequency mani-
fold used for simultaneous mid-circuit measurements and
high-fidelity quantum-gate operations.
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FIG. 11. Qubit parameter map for the 30 qubits used in the experiment. Data are taken from a 66-qubit
superconducting processor arranged in a 6 x 11 lattice. For visualization, the lattice is shown in a 45° rotated orientation,
where groups of six diagonally aligned qubits share a common readout line. a, Operating qubit frequencies fq obtained from
spectroscopy. b, Calibrated readout-drive frequencies of the corresponding resonators. ¢, Energy-relaxation times 77 measured
via exponential decay. d, Hahn-echo coherence times T5"® characterizing dephasing under echo refocusing.

3. Gate implementation and calibration obtained by halving the pulse area. Two-qubit entangling
operations are realized using tunable-coupler-mediated
iISWAP-type interactions [61]. For each gate, the par-

Single-qubit gates are implemented using Gaussian-  ticipating qubits are brought into resonance through the
DRAG microwave pulses [59, 60], with a nominal dura-  coupler, and a parametric flux pulse is applied to acti-
tion of 50 ns for a 7 rotation and 25 ns for a 7/2 rotation
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FIG. 12. Errors of single- and two-qubit gates. Shown are the calibrated single-qubit gate errors and the corresponding
two-qubit gate errors associated with the 30 qubits used in the experiment.

vate the exchange interaction for a calibrated duration
of 40 ns, corresponding to one full excitation-swap cycle
at the operating point.

The gate fidelities are characterized using simulta-
neous benchmarking protocols. Single-qubit errors are
extracted from simultaneous randomized benchmarking
(RB) [62] across all 30 qubits, yielding an average error

of approximately 7 x 107%. Two-qubit fidelities are ob-
tained using simultaneous speckle purity benchmarking
(SPB) [63], in which odd and even couplers along the
chain are benchmarked in alternating configurations to
capture correlated errors. This procedure yields an av-
erage iSWAP-type gate error of about 7 x 1073. The
calibrated single- and two-qubit gate errors used in the
experiment are summarized in Fig. 12.
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