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Gate-tunable transmons (gatemons) employing semiconductor Josephson junctions have recently
emerged as building blocks for hybrid quantum circuits. In this study, we present a gatemon
fabricated in planar Germanium. We induce superconductivity in a two-dimensional hole gas by
evaporating aluminum atop a thin spacer, which separates the superconductor from the Ge quantum
well. The Josephson junction is then integrated into an Xmon circuit and capacitively coupled to
a transmission line resonator. We showcase the qubit tunability in a broad frequency range with
resonator and two-tone spectroscopy. Time-domain characterizations reveal energy relaxation and
coherence times up to 75 ns. Our results, combined with the recent advances in the spin qubit field,
pave the way towards novel hybrid and protected qubits in a group IV, CMOS-compatible material.

INTRODUCTION

Hybrid quantum circuits interface different physical
paradigms in the same platform, leading to devices with
novel functionalities [1, 2]. Specifically, hybrid qubits
combining superconductors and semiconductors merge
the maturity of superconducting quantum circuits with
the inherent tunability of semiconductors. Gate-tunable
transmons (gatemons) [3–5], parity-protected qubits [6],
and Andreev spin qubits (ASQs) [7, 8] are representative
examples of recent achievements. In the development of
hybrid qubits on novel material platforms, demonstrat-
ing coherent interaction between a microwave resonator
and a Josephson junction is a paramount step. Experi-
mentally, the most direct approach to achieve this inter-
action is through capacitive coupling between a resonator
and a gatemon circuit [9–12]. This coupling enables dis-
persive readout [13] and, when combined with coherent
control, serves as the foundation for progressing towards
advanced hybrid circuits.

A prominent example is ASQs, which combine the
advantages of both superconducting and semiconduc-
tor spin qubit platforms [7, 8, 14–16]. Semiconductor
spin qubits offer low footprint and high anharmonic-
ity, but implementing long-range coupling over many
qubits remains challenging, though remarkable advances
have been recently demonstrated [17–19]. Superconduct-
ing transmon circuits provide well-mastered control and
readout via microwave signals at the expense of large
footprints and lower anharmonicity, posing challenges to
scalability and fast operations. Finding a suitable plat-
form to merge the two systems is a formidable task.
It requires a low microwave-loss substrate (unless flip-
chip technology is used [20]), transparent semiconductor-
superconductor interfaces, and material free from nuclear
spins for optimal spin qubit operation.

In the field of semiconductor spin qubits, Si is an
attractive material choice as a result of the mature com-
plementary metal-oxide-semiconductor (CMOS) technol-
ogy [21] and isotopic purification [22]. Moreover, Si-
based platforms have demonstrated the capability of
hosting microwave resonators coupled to quantum dots
[18, 19, 23–25]. However, the absence of Fermi level pin-
ning makes it challenging to proximitize silicon without
using doping or annealing techniques [26, 27]. III-V semi-
conductor compounds, on the other hand, have emerged
as the natural solution for hybrid devices due to the
high-quality epitaxial aluminum (Al) growth, yielding a
hard gap (i.e. free of subgap states) and a transpar-
ent interface [28–31]. Nevertheless, the non-zero nuclear
spin limits the spin qubit coherence to ∼ 10 ns [32]. Ge,
and in particular Ge/SiGe heterostructures, have shown
great potential for highly-coherent spin qubits and gate-
tunable hybrid Josephson junctions [33–40], thus allow-
ing the integration of semiconducting qubits with super-
conducting qubits on the same substrate.

Ge gatemons within Ge/Si core/shell nanowires
have been recently realized [41, 42]. However, while such
CVD-grown core/shell wires have demonstrated ultrafast
spin qubits [43, 44] they face challenges in terms of spin
dephasing times and scale-up. To circumvent both is-
sues, we build on the success of two-dimensional imple-
mentations in InAs/InGaAs heterostructures [5, 45] and
realize a gatemon based on a Ge/SiGe heterostructure
where superconductivity is induced into the Ge hole gas
by proximity from an Al layer evaporated on top of the
SiGe spacer. The gatemon resonant frequency is electri-
cally tunable in a range of ∼ 5GHz and exhibits a quasi-
monotonic, linear dependence on the gate voltage. The
qubit relaxation time T1 spans from ∼ 80 ns to ∼ 20 ns
by varying the gate voltage, while T ∗

2 does not show any
clear trend. A control qubit on the same material stack
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FIG. 1. Overview of the complete Ge gatemon device and resonator spectroscopy measured with a Vector Network Analyzer. a)
Optical microscope image showcasing the entire device. A λ/4 notch-type coplanar waveguide resonator (yellow) is capacitively
coupled to the cross-shaped qubit island (red) alongside a transmission line (blue) utilized for readout. The island is shunted
to the ground through a gate-tunable semiconductor Josephson junction. b) Close-up view of the U-shaped mesa (highlighted
in red). c) False-colored SEM image of the junction, depicting the junction where the evaporated aluminum (blue) extends
over the mesa (light green) to proximitize the whole mesa. The gate line (orange) is intentionally extended on the right side to
increase capacitance to the ground. d) Cross-section of the wafer stack along the red-dashed line in Fig. 1c. e) Gate-dependence
of the normalized resonator transmission after background correction. f) Close-up view of the avoided crossing after background
correction and boxcar averaging with a window size of 8 points. The dashed green line represents the bare resonator frequency,
while the red dashed line indicates the qubit frequency extracted from the two peaks according to Eq. 2.

using a superconductor-insulator-superconductor (SIS)
junction exhibits a T1 about five times longer than the
semiconductor junction, and T ∗

2 approaches 2T1. We dis-
cuss potential limitations in the Ge gatemon arising from
the substrate and device layout.

DEVICE

An optical image of our device is shown in Fig. 1.
We adopt a planar ’Xmon’ geometry, known to main-
tain balance among coherence, connectivity, and swift
control [46, 47]. The core of the device is the semi-
conductor junction defined on the U-shaped mesa (see
Fig. 1b and c) with a width of ∼ 450 nm and a junction
length of ∼ 150 nm. The critical current Ic through the
semiconductor junction determines the Josephson energy

(EJ = ℏIc/2e, with ℏ the reduced Planck constant and e
the electron charge), which sets the qubit frequency to-
gether with the charging energy Ec of the cross-shaped
island. The island and the semiconductor junction to-
gether form the qubit circuit. The charging energy of
the island is designed to be Ec/h ∼ 200MHz to set the
qubit frequency to be compatible with the 2 − 10GHz
range of our electronics and to operate in the transmon
regime EJ ≫ EC [48]. The gatemon is coupled to a
notch-type, λ/4 resonator with a loaded quality factor of
Ql ∼ 1400 (see Fig. 6b). The fabrication process flow is
detailed in the Methods Section.
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RESONATOR SPECTROSCOPY

We investigate the gate tunable qubit-resonator in-
teraction by monitoring the feedline scaterring parameter
S21. The microwave power is kept low enough such that
the average photon population of the resonator is approx-
imately 1. By applying a voltage Vg on the Ti/Pd gate,
we modify the critical current of the junction, which turns
into a modulation of the qubit frequency: fq ∝

√
Ic (Vg).

As displayed in Fig. 1e, the qubit exhibits one pro-
nounced avoided crossing with the resonator. When the
qubit is in resonance with the resonator, we observe two
peaks in |S21| (at frequency f+ and f−, see Fig. 1f),
a hallmark of two hybridized qubit-resonator states due
to the strong coupling regime. To extract the coupling
strength g we fit the splitting: δ = f+ − f− according to
the following equation [4]:

δ =

√
(fq − fc)

2
+ 4 (g/2π)

2
, (1)

as illustrated in Fig. 6c, where fq and fc are the bare
qubit and resonator frequencies respectively. The fit
yields g/2π ≈ 270MHz, consistent with electrostatic sim-
ulations. We also extract the qubit frequency:

fq = (f+ + f−)− fc, (2)

shown with a red dashed line in Fig. 1f. We obtain
the bare resonator frequency from an independent high-
power resonator spectroscopy measurement. We note
that, in contrast to nanowire gatemons [6, 49], we observe
only one avoided crossing (refer to Fig. 6 for a broader
gate voltage range), suggesting a smooth and monotonic
(albeit still suffering from discrete charge jumps) fre-
quency dispersion. In Fig. 8, we present additional res-
onator spectroscopy on a separate device with ∼ 50 nm
shorter channel length exhibiting similar behaviour.

QUBIT SPECTROSCOPY

We now investigate the qubit frequency depen-
dence in a broader gate voltage range than Fig. 1f. To
do that, we move the qubit to the dispersive regime
(|∆| = |fq − fr| > g/2π) to probe the qubit eigen-
states. We adopt a conventional two-tone spectroscopy
technique by applying a 2µs long drive tone on the gate
line followed by a 150 ns readout pulse on the resonator
line. When the qubit drive matches fq, we observe a
peak in the resonator phase response. We choose the
measurement frequency at each gate voltage to obtain
all information in the phase of the measured signal. The
observed peaks in Fig. 2a and b shift consistently with
gate voltage; therefore, we attribute it to the qubit mode.
The critical current and, thus, the qubit frequency in-
creases with decreasing gate voltage since the charge

carriers are holes. In Fig. 2b, a second, faint line ap-
pears, corresponding to the |1⟩ → |2⟩ transition, which
is a signature of a residual thermal population of the
excited state. We do not observe this transition when
the qubit is above the resonator. Similarly to the res-
onator spectroscopy, we see a monotonic gate voltage
dependence of the qubit frequency interrupted by dis-
continuities at specific gate voltages, which we attribute
to charge jumps. Below Vg < 100mV the qubit enters an
unstable regime, exhibiting two peaks in two-tone spec-
troscopy likely due to a two-level fluctuator interacting
directly with the qubit [50]. Therefore, we disregard the
data at Vg < 100mV in the following analysis.
The qubit frequency can be tuned over a range spanning
a few GHz, as shown in Fig. 2c. The junction is tun-
able even in a broader range, but the diminished readout
visibility did not allow us to probe the qubit outside the
2− 7GHz range. The grey-shaded areas in Fig. 2 panels
c and d indicate the strong coupling regime discussed in
Fig. 1f and parts of the dispersive regime where two-tone
spectroscopy is not possible because of the reduced read-
out visibility.
We extract the anharmonicity at each gate voltage with
a separate measurement by using three tones. A fixed
frequency tone saturates the |0⟩ → |1⟩ transition while
the frequency of a second tone is swept. We plot the mea-
surement data in Fig. 10, while in Fig. 2d, we summa-
rize the extracted anharmonicities at all measured gate
voltages. All measured anharmonicites are lower than
−Ec ≈ −200MHz, a signature of non-sinusoidal current-
phase relation [51], varying from −180 to −60MHz. The
variation in anharmonicity illustrates how the gate volt-
age influences transparency [52], with increased trans-
parency resulting in lower anharmonicity, as seen in
Fig. 2d. While reduced anharmonicity indicates a good
interface quality between the proximitized Ge and the Ge
forming the weak link, it also hinders fast qubit opera-
tions. In the case of a short, ballistic junction, a fourfold
decrease in anharmonicity is expected compared to an
SIS junction as the transparency reaches one [52]. Our
device shows an approximately threefold decrease accom-
panied by pronounced fluctuations around certain gate
voltage values. In Fig. 9, a similar device with the same
width but with a ≈ 50 nm shorter junction shows almost
monotonic gate voltage dependence; the origin of this
difference calls for further investigations.

COHERENT CONTROL

Next, we show coherent manipulation of the gate-
mon states. At a fixed gate voltage, we demonstrate X -Y
rotations by applying a cosine-shaped drive pulse (indi-
cated blue in Fig. 3a) followed by a readout pulse on the
resonator line. We dynamically vary the amplitude and
the duration of the drive pulse at each sequence. The plot
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FIG. 2. Pulsed qubit spectroscopy. a)-b) Two-tone spectroscopy data after subtracting the average of each column and
normalizing the trace. In panel a (b), the qubit frequency is set above (below) the resonator frequency. We measure the
transmitted signal phase after a 2µs excitation. In b), we observe the |1⟩ → |2⟩ due to a residual excited state population. The
insets show a linecut at Vg = 171mV and Vg = 533mV, respectively, along the blue dashed lines. The x and y axes correspond
to fdrive and phase, respectively. c) Extracted qubit frequency from a) and b). We fit each trace with a Lorentzian (a pair
of Lorentzian in the case of panel b), and the center yields the qubit frequency. d) Extracted anharmonicity from three-tone
spectroscopy as explained in the main text. The anharmonicity is reduced compared to −Ec, indicating a non-sinusoidal
current-phase relation.

in Fig. 3a shows a typical Rabi pattern, featuring oscilla-
tions with an increasing frequency as the drive amplitude
increases. Notably, the presented data is averaged over
an hour, showcasing the stability of the sample at fixed
gate voltage on that timescale.
After having calibrated the length of our π pulse with
the previously shown Rabi measurements, we move to Z
rotations. In Fig. 3b, we employ virtual Z gates [53], in-
volving two π/2 half pulses with an offset in the second
pulse phase, introducing an artificial detuning (∆). This
approach mitigates the limited visibility and unwanted
AC Stark shift when using a detuned pulse. We obtain
a Ramsey pattern by sweeping the virtual detuning and
the idle between the two π/2 pulses.

T1 and T ∗
2 measurements

Having calibrated the pulse sequences using previ-
ously conducted measurements, we proceed to character-
ize our qubit relaxation and coherence times. We deter-
mine the relaxation time T1 by initializing the qubit in
the |1⟩ state and adjusting the waiting time τ before ap-
plying the readout pulse. The characteristic decay time
of the measured response is T1, which is extracted by fit-
ting the data with A exp(−τ/T1) + B, as illustrated in
Fig. 4a. Next, we measure the coherence time, T ∗

2 , us-
ing the same pulse sequence used in the Ramsey plot in
Fig. 3b. We choose an artificial detuning greater than
the decoherence rate to observe a sufficient number of
oscillations. This allows us to reliably extract T ∗

2 from
A exp(−τ/T ∗

2 ) cos(2πfτ + ϕ) + B + Cτ , as depicted in
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FIG. 3. Coherent control of the gatemon. a) Rabi oscillations at fq ≈ 3.66GHz. We apply a cosine-shaped drive pulse directly
on the gate line, followed by a readout pulse on the resonator line. b) Ramsey fringes with virtual Z gates. We rotate the
frame of reference to mimic an extra rotation. The detuning defines the angle of rotation: ϕ = ∆ · τ . In both a) and b), the
measured response is averaged over 50000 traces, and the average of each column has been subtracted to account for the slow
drift of the readout resonator.

Fig. 4b. Following this, we replicate the abovementioned
procedures across multiple gate voltages, including qubit
spectroscopy, Rabi, and Ramsey measurements. The re-
sults are presented in panels c) and d) of Fig. 4, where
we display the extracted relaxation and coherence times
as functions of the qubit frequency. The analysis yields
a maximum T1 of ≈ 73 ns across the scanned gate volt-
age range at fq ≈ 2.8GHz. Additionally, we obtain a
maximum T ∗

2 of 71 ns within the explored gate voltage
range.

AL TRANSMON ON SIGE SUBSTRATE

To gain deeper insights, we compare our device
with a fixed-frequency reference transmon measured on
a similar substrate and in the same setup, see Fig. 5a.
This transmon shares identical capacitor geometry, and
its junction size (∼ 200 nm X 180 nm) falls within the
same range as the gatemon device presented (∼ 400 nm X
150 nm). The choice of a fixed-frequency transmon aims
to minimize losses in relaxation channels other than di-
electric losses in the substrate. Notably, the hole gas is
removed on the entire chip, and the junction is of a con-

ventional SIS type, with Al as superconductor (S) and
AlOx as an insulator (I). We determine the qubit fre-
quency and extract T1 and T ∗

2 times using techniques ex-
plained before. The measurements are detailed in Fig. 5
b,c, and d. We find T1 ≈ 109 ns and T ∗

2 ≈ 196 ns, very
close to the upper limit of 2T1.

DISCUSSION

To elucidate the underlying loss mechanisms of our
gatemon, we draw comparisons between our findings on
the semiconductor transmon and analysis from bare res-
onators measured on the same substrate, as outlined in
Ref. [39]. We then complement the discussion by includ-
ing the Al transmon figures in the comparison (Fig. 5).
We start by converting the measured relaxation
times into quality factors by using the expression
T1 = Q/(2πfq) [54]. In Fig. 4c, we fit the obtained re-
laxation times of the gatemon with this equation, which
yields an ”average” quality factor nearly five times lower
than that measured with bare resonators on the same
substrates [39]. This suggests additional losses beyond
those originating from the substrate. This conclusion is
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FIG. 4. Relaxation and coherence time measurements. a) T1 measurement at fq ≈ 2.8GHz. A 10 ns π pulse brings the qubit
to the excited state, followed by a certain waiting time and the readout pulse. The solid red line is a fit to the exponential
curve. b) T ∗

2 measurement at fq ≈ 2.8GHz. The pulse sequence is identical to the one in Fig. 3b. The solid curve fits a
damped sinusoidal curve on a linear background. The error bars represent the standard deviations of the fit. c) Relaxation
time measurements as a function of qubit frequency. The error bars represent the standard deviations of the fit, depicted above.
The dashed line indicates a fit to the function shown in the legend. We extract an effective quality factor lower than the Qis
of bare resonators on a similar substrate. d) Coherence time as a function of qubit frequency. The measured coherence times
do not reach the 2T1 limit.

further supported by the fact that the Al transmon T1 is
approximately five times higher than in the semiconduc-
tor device at the same qubit frequency. We then delve
into the disparities between the semiconductor gatemon
and the Al transmon/resonators to shed light on the po-
tential loss channels.
The first significant distinction is the gatemon mesa
structure, which features a conducting two-dimensional
hole gas covered with Al. Though a conductive layer
normally would cause extra dissipation, Ref. [39] demon-
strated that proximitized germanium (highlighted in red
in Fig. 1b) does not introduce significant additional
losses. Resonators defined atop proximitized germanium
showed comparable internal quality factors (within a fac-
tor of two) to those defined with the quantum well etched
away. Therefore, the presence of proximitized germanium
alone cannot solely account for the reduced energy relax-
ation time.
The gatemon differs notably from both the SIS trans-

mon and bare resonators due to the presence of the Pd
gate, which may introduce dissipative losses in the gate-
mon architecture due to its normal metal properties [55].
On top, the gate itself functions as a coplanar waveguide
transmission line, adding another relaxation channel, but
we rule out relaxation to the gate line or resonator as a
limiting factor (refer to the Supplementary for further de-
tails). Moreover, Atomic Layer Deposition grown AlOx

is deposited across the entire gatemon device, including
the qubit capacitor area where the electric field is concen-
trated, which can lead to additional dielectric losses [45].
It is also worth mentioning that semiconductor junctions
may exhibit subgap states, potentially leading to quasi-
particle losses due to external radiation [49, 56]. Finally,
the analysis of coherence times of Fig. 4d reveals a non-
monotonic trend, diverging from the 2T1 limit. This ob-
servation indicates that the coherence of the qubit is not
fully constrained by energy relaxation but also influenced
by dephasing attributed to charge fluctuators within the
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FIG. 5. Al transmon characterization on etched SiGe substrate. a) Overview of the device. We replaced the semiconductor
junction with a shadow-evaporated Al-AlOx-Al junction. Otherwise, we kept the device geometry the same. b) Qubit char-
acterization with pulsed two-tone spectroscopy. The red dashed line represents a fit to a Lorentzian function. We choose the
measurement frequency such that all information is contained in the phase of the measured signal. c). Relaxation time mea-
surement using the same pulse sequence shown in Fig. 4. The solid red line is a fit to an exponential decay. d) Coherence time
measurement using the same pulse sequence as shown in Fig. 4. The solid red line is a fit to a decaying sinusoidal oscillation.

oxide (covering the entire chip) [5].

SUMMARY

In summary, we have demonstrated a gate-tunable
superconductor-semiconductor qubit on planar Ge.
Our qubit shows broadband tunability and quasi-linear
frequency dispersion, rendering it a promising element
for ASQs and superconducting circuits requiring tunable
elements. We have characterized the energy relaxation
and coherence times, pinpointing the possible limita-
tions with identified areas for improvement. One natural
upgrade is to replace the Ti/Pd with either Al, Nb,
or Ta, as exemplified in Ref. [55]. Losses in the oxide
can be mitigated by lifting or etching the oxide with
an additional fabrication step or switching to a low-loss
dielectric, e.g., hBN [57]. To prolong the lifetimes
of our gatemons beyond the constraints imposed by

dielectric losses in the buffer, one can explore strategies
such as deep reactive ion etching [58] and flip-chip
technology [20, 59].

With germanium already having solidified its po-
sition as a prominent player in the spin qubit do-
main [36, 60, 61], it is naturally considered an alternative
platform for ASQs since current experiments are limited
by dephasing due to nuclear spins [15]. To compete with
III-V systems in ASQ platforms, the potential of Ge still
needs to be demonstrated in the field of superconducting
qubits. In that context, our work constitutes the entry
of planar Ge in the field of hybrid qubits. Integrating
gatemons in ASQ circuits will loosen up readout require-
ments by allowing in-situ frequency tuning and capac-
itive coupling to resonators [62]. Future challenges will
involve addressing issues introduced by the shallow quan-
tum wells [39] and improving the microwave properties
of the substrates [63].
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METHODS

Sample fabrication

First, we define the mesa structure with a depth
of ∼ 60 nm by etching away the hole gas with an SF6-
O2-CHF3 reactive ion etching process. The hole gas is
etched away everywhere, except the mesa area, to re-
move the conducting hole gas below the microwave cir-
cuit. The Josephson junctions (JJs) are formed by evap-
orating at room temperature 80 nm Al on the mesa after
a 15 s buffered HF dip. The Al is oxidized for 2 min at 10
mbar pressure before venting the evaporation chamber.
The microwave circuitry is defined simultaneously with
the JJ to reduce the number of fabrication steps. Finally,
a plasma-assisted aluminum oxide, approximately 15 nm
thick, is deposited at 150 °C, followed by the evaporation
of Ti/Pd gates, where Ti was used as an adhesion layer.
The thickness of the Al and Pd were chosen to be 20 nm
greater than the mesa depth to ensure proper climbing
of the edge.

Measurements

We performed all measurements in a cryogen-free
dilution refrigerator with a base temperature below 10
mK. The sample was mounted on a custom printed cir-
cuit board thermally anchored to the mixing chamber of
the cryostat, and electrical connections were made via
wire bonding. The schematic of our measurement setup
is shown in Fig. 13.
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SUPPLEMENTARY DATA

Additional loss mechanisms

The measured T1 times range from 75 to 20 ns.
Here, we demonstrate that we are not limited by de-
sign constraints, i.e., decay to the resonator and the gate
(drive) line. To estimate the Purcell limit, we extract the
bare resonator properties as depicted in Fig. 6. The ob-
tained Purcell limit at the smallest detuning reads [64]:

TPurcell =
(
κ (g/∆)

2
)−1

≈ 400 ns (κ ≈ 2π · 3.4MHz

and max (g/∆) ≈ 0.34, |∆min| ≈ 0.8GHz). The calcu-
lated Purcell limit is an order of magnitude higher than
the measured T1 times. Thus, it is not a limiting fac-
tor. The same analysis holds for the reference trans-
mons. The coupling strength is derived from a power-
dependent resonator spectroscopy measurement, shown
in Fig. 12. Our analysis yields a coupling strength of
approximately g/2π ≈ 94MHz , a detuning of approxi-

mately |∆| ≈ 1.26GHz, and a linewidth of approximately
κ ≈ 2.23 · 2πMHz. These parameters result in a Purcell
time (TPurcell) of approximately 12µs, which is two or-
ders of magnitude higher than the measured T1.
To estimate the relaxation to the drive line, we model
the gatemon as an LC resonator capacitively coupled to
the unfiltered Z = 50Ω designed (impedance of the drive
line) transmission line, acting as a gate. The environmen-
tal 50Ω impedance will dissipate the energy escaping the
gatemon circuit. We estimate the T1 limit following the
formula in Refs. [48, 65]:

Tdrive ≈
4C

RC2
gω

2
≈ 22µs, (3)

where Z0 ≈ 50Ω is the impedance of the feedline,
C ≈ 85 fF is the impedance of the gatemon circuit,
ω ≈ 2π ·5GHz is the resonant frequency and Cg ≈ 0.57 fF
is the capacitance between the gatemon circuit and the
feedline.
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FIG. 6. Extended resonator spectroscopy data on the device presented in the main text. a) VNA sweep for a broader gate range
without background correction at nph ≈ 1 power level. b) Fit to extract the bare resonator properties taken at Vg = 700mV
where the qubit is very far detuned from the resonator. We fit the complex S21 parameter with the resonator-tools [58] package.
c) Line-cut from Fig. 1e at Vg = 307mV. We denote the splitting of the hybridized resonator-qubit states by δ as mentioned in
the main text. d) Extracted splitting as a function of the qubit frequency. The solid red line is a fit according to Eq. 1 using g
as a free parameter.
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FIG. 7. Data from two additional Al transmons, one related to panels a) and b), the other to panels c) and d). The devices
presented are identical to the one shown in Fig. 5, except for the junction size, which varies to get different qubit frequencies.
a), c) Qubit spectroscopy with pulsed two-tone measurement. b), d) Energy relaxation measurements. The measured results
are consistent with the ones presented in the main text.
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FIG. 8. Resonator spectroscopy on a second Ge gatemon device. Apart from the junction length, which is 50 nm shorter,
the second device is nominally identical to the first one discussed in the main text. a) VNA sweep at low photon number.
Since the junction is shorter compared to the sample of the main text, we needed to operate in a different gate voltage range
to obtain the same critical current. b) Zoom-in of panel a). We observe two peaks due to qubit-resonator hybridization. c).
One-dimensional line-cut at Vg = 1494mV. d) Coupling strength extraction in the same way as demonstrated in Fig. 6. We
extract a coupling value of g/2π ≈ 257MHz, consistent with g obtained in Fig. 6d.
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FIG. 9. Continuous-wave two-tone spectroscopy on a second gatemon device. The simplicity of continuous measurements
allowed for quick characterization. a)-b) Raw two-tone spectroscopy data acquired with a VNA. We choose a high enough
power to see the |0⟩ → |2⟩ transition via a two-photon process to obtain the anharmonicity with the same measurement. The
qubit broadens due to photon shot noise as it moves closer to the resonator since the measurement and drive tone are applied
simultaneously. We have subtracted the average of each column at every gate voltage. c) Extracted qubit frequencies versus
gate voltage. The inset shows a linecut at Vg = 1693mV indicated by the yellow dashed line in panel a). We fit each trace with
a double Lorentzian curve. The center of the second peak yields the qubit frequency. d) Extracted anharmonicity versus gate
voltage. The inset shows a linecut at Vg = 1360mV indicated by the yellow dashed line in panel b). The distance between the
peaks is the half of the anharmonicity.
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FIG. 10. Three-tone spectroscopy measurements used to extract the anharmonicity presented in Fig. 2d, with fq > fr and
fq < fr shown in panel a) and b) respectively. The position of the measured peak yields the frequency of the |1⟩ → |2⟩
transition. At Vg < 100mV, we observe two peaks in the two-tone spectroscopy measurement. Thus, we have left that region
out in that measurement.

FIG. 11. Rabi frequency (panel a) and Rabi times (panel b) as a function of amplitude extracted from Fig. 3 from the main
text. At each amplitude, we fitted the trace with the following expression: A cos(ΩRt+ φ) exp(−t/TR) +B.
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FIG. 12. Normalized feed line transmission of the reference transmon as a function of readout power. We observe a Lamb
shift χ0 = g2/∆ ≈ 7MHz as a signature of coupling to a non-harmonic system. We extract the linewidth κ of the resonator at
PVNA = −25 dBm.
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FIG. 13. Schematics of the fridge wiring and measurement setup. The Readout in and Readout out lines are connected to a
VNA for continuous-wave measurements. For time-domain measurements, we have used Quantum Machines (QM) instruments.
We have used Drive X line to send microwave (GHz) pulses, whereas the Drive Z line is intended for sending DC pulses. We
combine the two lines at the MXC. The Drive Z line is not used in this experiment.
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