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Building large-scale quantum computers requires an interqubit-coupling scheme with a high on-off ratio to avoid un-
wanted crosstalk coming from residual coupling and to enable fast multi-qubit operations. We propose a ZZ-coupling
scheme for two Kerr-cat qubits with a frequency-tunable coupler. By making four relevant states of the two Kerr-cat
qubits quadruply degenerate, we can switch off the ZZ coupling. By partially lifting the level degeneracy, we can switch
it on. We theoretically show that an experimentally feasible circuit model suppresses the residual ZZ coupling. More-
over, our circuit can realize RZZ(−π/2)-gate fidelity higher than 99.999% within 25 ns when decoherence is ignored.

A Kerr-cat qubit, which stores quantum information on
a squeeze-driven Kerr-nonlinear oscillator,1–3 is attracting
much attention as a candidate platform for quantum computa-
tion. One of its advantages is its biased-noise nature, namely
long lifetime and moderate dephasing time,4 which allows ef-
ficient quantum error corrections.5 A universal gate set for
Kerr-cat qubits can be constructed for example by Z-axis ro-
tations (RZ gates) with all rotation angles, an X-axis rota-
tion (RX gate) with rotation angle −π/2, and a ZZ rotation
(RZZ gate) with rotation angle −π/2.2 Various schemes for
gate operations on Kerr-cat qubits have been studied: an RZ
gate with a single-photon drive;2,3 an RX gate by controlling
the oscillator frequency;2,3 an RX gate using time evolution
under the Kerr Hamiltonian without the squeezing drive;3,6

an RX gate using effective excited states;7 an RZZ gate us-
ing beam-splitter coupling;2,3 an RZZ gate by controlling the
phase of the squeezing drive;8 an RZZ gate using conditional
driving;9 acceleration of the elementary gates;10 nontrivial
bias-preserving gates.11–13 RZ and RX gates have been exper-
imentally implemented.6,14

An RZZ gate is based on ZZ coupling between qubits. If
we cannot switch off the ZZ coupling, the residual coupling
causes crosstalk15 among qubits, yielding unwanted correla-
tions between them. Because crosstalk errors are difficult to
remove with quantum error corrections, which in general de-
pend on errors to be local,15 a scheme without residual cou-
pling is desired to build a large-scale quantum computer. In
order to suppress residual coupling, tunable couplers have
been utilized in transmon systems,16–28 which also enable fast
multi-qubit operations. In Ref. 29, the authors have developed
a coupling scheme for two Kerr-cat qubits in which two tun-
able resonators are used as couplers and the frequency of a
resonator is controlled. Although the scheme can suppress the
residual coupling, a simpler scheme with less residual cou-
pling is desirable.

a)Electronic mail: takaaki-aoki@aist.go.jp
b)Electronic mail: shumpei.masuda@aist.go.jp

In this Letter we propose a coupling scheme for two Kerr-
cat qubits with a better performance using a single tunable res-
onator as a coupler. By tuning the coupler frequency, we engi-
neer the degeneracy of four relevant states of the two Kerr-cat
qubits. This allows a cancellation of the residual ZZ coupling
and a fast and high-fidelity RZZ gate. We show a circuit model
that is experimentally feasible and numerically investigate its
performance.

Before discussing the scheme for Kerr-cat qubits, we ex-
plain the relation between ZZ coupling and energy-level de-
generacy of a diagonalized two-qubit Hamiltonian. The
Hamiltonian is given by

Ĥ2q =
1

∑
l,m=0

El,m
∣∣ψl,m

〉〈
ψl,m

∣∣=
E0,0 0 0 0

0 E0,1 0 0
0 0 E1,0 0
0 0 0 E1,1

 ,

(1)

where
{∣∣ψl,m

〉∣∣ l,m ∈ {0,1}
}

are four eigenstates and form
an orthonormal basis; El,m is the eigenenergy of eigenstate∣∣ψl,m

〉
. This Hamiltonian can be rewritten as

Ĥ2q/h̄ =
ζII

4
Î Î +

ζZZ

4
ẐẐ +

ζZI

4
ẐÎ +

ζIZ

4
ÎẐ, (2)

where

h̄ζII = E0,0 +E0,1 +E1,0 +E1,1, (3)
h̄ζZZ = E0,0 −E0,1 −E1,0 +E1,1, (4)
h̄ζZI = E0,0 +E0,1 −E1,0 −E1,1, (5)
h̄ζIZ = E0,0 −E0,1 +E1,0 −E1,1, (6)

Î =
(

1 0
0 1

)
, Ẑ =

(
1 0
0 −1

)
, (7)

and h̄ = h/(2π) is the reduced Planck constant. ζZZ in
Eq. (4) is a ZZ-coupling strength.18–28 Our strategy to can-
cel ZZ coupling, ζZZ = 0, is to make the four eigenstates
quadruply degenerate by tuning system parameters, which
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also leads to ζZI = 0 and ζIZ = 0. We define four logi-
cal states

{∣∣∣l̃,m〉∣∣∣ l,m ∈ {0,1}
}

as the quadruply degenerate
eigenstates.

On the other hand, if we retain the degeneracy between
|ψ0,0⟩ and |ψ1,1⟩ and that between |ψ0,1⟩ and |ψ1,0⟩ while par-
tially lifting the degeneracy between the former two states and
the latter two, we can perform only an RZZ gate as follows. We
assume that at t = 0, ZZ coupling is switched off, ζZZ(0) = 0.
We prepare the initial state as

|Ψ(0)⟩=
1

∑
l,m=0

βl,m

∣∣∣l̃,m〉 , (8)

where βl,m is a coefficient. When the system parameters are
changed adiabatically with the condition ζZZ(tg) = 0, where
tg is the gate time, the state of the system at t = tg becomes

∣∣Ψ(tg)
〉
= T

[
exp
(
− i

h̄

∫ tg

0
Ĥ2q(t)dt

)]
|Ψ(0)⟩

= e−iθ R̂ZZ(Θ) |Ψ(0)⟩=: e−iθ
∣∣∣Ψideal

Θ

〉
, (9)

where T is the time-ordering operator,

θ :=
∫ tg

0

ζII(t)
4

dt (10)

is a global phase, and

R̂ZZ(Θ) =
1

∑
l,m=0

e−i(2δl,m−1)Θ/2
∣∣∣l̃,m〉〈l̃,m

∣∣∣
=


e−iΘ/2 0 0 0

0 eiΘ/2 0 0
0 0 eiΘ/2 0
0 0 0 e−iΘ/2

 (11)

with

Θ :=
∫ tg

0

ζZZ(t)
2

dt (12)

being the rotation angle and δl.m being the Kronecker delta.
Here, we have ignored decoherence. In reality, some un-
wanted nonadiabatic transitions are unavoidable, and the sec-
ond equal sign in Eq. (9) is repleced by an approximately
equal one. For evaluation of the degree of approximation, we
later calculate the average gate fidelity30 (see Sec. I in the sup-
plementary material for its definition). We show a schematic
of our level-degeneracy engineering in Fig. 1.

Now, we introduce the level-degeneracy engineering for
Kerr-cat qubits. We consider a system consisting of two Kerr
parametric oscillators2,3 (KPOs, subsystems 1 and 2) and a
tunable resonator (subsystem c). This system constitutes two
Kerr-cat qubits. A circuit model of our system is shown in
Fig. 2. The center of each SQUID of subsystem λ ∈ {1,2,c}
is threaded by a magnetic flux Φ̃λ (t). We decompose a dimen-
sionless magnetic flux ϕ̃λ (t) := Φ̃λ (t)/φ0, where φ0 = h̄/(2e)

0 tg
t

E
l,

m
(t

)/
h̄

ZZ OFF ZZ OFFZZ ON

−Θ

E0,1(t)/h̄ = E1,0(t)/h̄

E0,0(t)/h̄ = E1,1(t)/h̄

FIG. 1. A schematic of our level-degeneracy engineering to control
ZZ coupling. An RZZ(Θ) gate is applied for 0 ≤ t ≤ tg. The light
gray area is −Θ.

FIG. 2. A circuit model of our system, which constitutes two Kerr-cat
qubits. (a) Subsystems 1, 2, and c are coupled capacitively. (b) A cir-
cuit diagram of subsystem λ ∈ {1,2,c}, which comprises two iden-
tical shunting capacitors of capacitance CS

λ
and an array of Nλ iden-

tical symmetric dc superconducting quantum interference devices
(SQUIDs) each of which has two Josephson junctions of Josephson
energy EJ

λ
and capacitance CJ

λ
. It is connected to the ground via node

Oλ . It is symmetric with respect to the line through Pλ and Oλ . The
center of each SQUID is threaded by a magnetic flux Φ̃λ (t) into the
paper.31
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is the reduced flux quantum [h/(2e) is the flux quantum], into
bias and pump parts as32

ϕ̃λ (t) = ϕ̃
bias
λ

(t)+ ϕ̃
pump
λ

(t), (13)

ϕ̃
pump
λ

(t) =−2πεp,λ cos(ωpt), (14)

with εp, j ≪ 1 for j ∈ {1,2} and εp,c = 0. In the laboratory
frame, the KPOs are parametrically pumped at frequency ωp

but the resonator is not. The bias parts {ϕ̃bias
λ

(t)} are the key
components for the level-degeneracy engineering. At first, we
assume that they are time independent; ϕ̃bias

λ
(t) = ϕ̃bias

λ
(0) =

ϕ̃bias
λ

∀t. The Hamiltonian Ĥ of our system in a rotating frame
at frequency ωp/2 under rotating-wave approximation is writ-
ten as (see Sec. II in the supplementary material)

Ĥ = ∑
j=1,2

Ĥ j + Ĥc + ĤI, (15)

Ĥ j/h̄ =−K j

2
â†2

j â2
j +

p j

2
(â†2

j + â2
j)+∆ jâ

†
j â j, (16)

Ĥc/h̄ =−Kc

2
â†2

c â2
c +∆câ†

c âc, (17)

ĤI/h̄ = ∑
j=1,2

g jc(â
†
j âc + â jâ†

c)+g12(â
†
1â2 + â1â†

2), (18)

where Ĥλ is the Hamiltonian of subsystem λ ∈ {1,2,c} and
ĤI is the beam-splitter-type interaction Hamiltonian; âλ is the
annihilation operator of subsystem λ ∈ {1,2,c}; Kλ is the
Kerr nonlinearity of subsystem λ ∈ {1,2,c}; p j is the am-
plitude of the parametric drive of subsystem j ∈ {1,2}; ∆λ is
the detuning of the dressed resonance frequency ωλ of sub-
system λ ∈ {1,2,c} from ωp/2, that is, ∆λ = ωλ − ωp/2;
gλλ ′ is the coupling strength between subsystems λ and λ ′

(λλ ′ ∈ {12,1c,2c}). The above parameters are tuned through
{ϕ̃bias

λ
} as shown in Sec. II in the supplementary material.

Hamiltonian Ĥ can be rewritten as

Ĥ = Ĥ0 + ĤZZ + ĤX , (19)

Ĥ0/h̄ = ∑
j=1,2

[
−K j

2

(
â†2

j −α
2
j

)(
â2

j −α
2
j
)
+

K j

2
α

4
j

]
+∆c

(
â†

c +
g1c

∆c
â†

1 +
g2c

∆c
â†

2

)
×
(

âc +
g1c

∆c
â1 +

g2c

∆c
â2

)
, (20)

ĤZZ/h̄ =

(
g12 −

g1cg2c

∆c

)
(â†

1â2 + â1â†
2)−

Kc

2
â†2

c â2
c , (21)

ĤX/h̄ = ∑
j=1,2

(
∆ j −

g2
jc

∆c

)
â†

j â j, (22)

where α j :=
√

p j/K j, ĤZZ is a ZZ-coupling Hamiltonian, and
ĤX is a Hamiltonian for RX gates.2 In order not to apply un-
wanted RX gates, we impose

∆ j −
g2

jc

∆c
= 0 (23)

for j ∈ {1,2}. We also set g12 −g1cg2c/∆c, Kc, and the mean
excitation number of subsystem c so small that ĤZZ can be
treated as a perturbation. The following tensor products of
coherent states of subsystems 1, 2, and c,

|ψ0,0⟩ :=
∣∣α1,α2,−α

+
c
〉
, (24)

|ψ0,1⟩ :=
∣∣α1,−α2,−α

−
c
〉
, (25)

|ψ1,0⟩ :=
∣∣−α1,α2,α

−
c
〉
, (26)

|ψ1,1⟩ :=
∣∣−α1,−α2,α

+
c
〉
, (27)

with

α
±
c =

g1cα1 ±g2cα2

∆c
, (28)

are quadruply degenerate eigenstates of Ĥ0 with eigenenergy
E0 = h̄∑ j=1,2 K jα

4
j /2. These four states are almost orthogo-

nal since the inner product of two coherent states with oppo-
site phases is exponentially small; | ⟨α|−α⟩ | = e−2α2

. We
set α j ≈ 2 so that | ⟨α j|−α j⟩ | ≈ 3× 10−4 for j ∈ {1,2}. In
the first order of perturbation, the four eigenenergies are cal-
culated as

E0,0/h̄ = E1,1/h̄

= E0/h̄+2
(

g12 −
g1cg2c

∆c

)
α1α2 −

Kc

2
(
α
+
c
)4
, (29)

E0,1/h̄ = E1,0/h̄

= E0/h̄−2
(

g12 −
g1cg2c

∆c

)
α1α2 −

Kc

2
(
α
−
c
)4
. (30)

Substituting these four eigenenergies into Eqs. (3)–(6), we ob-
tain

ζII = 4E0/h̄−Kc

[(
α
+
c
)4

+
(
α
−
c
)4
]
, (31)

ζZZ = 8
(

g12 −
g1cg2c

∆c

)
α1α2 −Kc

[(
α
+
c
)4 −

(
α
−
c
)4
]
,

(32)

and ζZI = ζIZ = 0. We can cancel ζZZ by regulating ϕ̃bias
c as

in Fig. 3.
In order to check whether the above scheme for cancel-

ing residual ZZ coupling based on the first order of pertur-
bation is effective, we numerically calculate infidelity 1 −
|⟨Ψ(t) |Ψ(0)⟩ |2, where |Ψ(t)⟩ = e−iĤt/h̄ |Ψ(0)⟩ with Ĥ in
Eq. (19) and |Ψ(0)⟩ in Eq. (8) with β0,0 = β0,1 = β1,0 = β1,1.
For numerical calculations in this Letter, we use Quantum
Toolbox in Python (QuTiP).33,34 Aiming to satisfy ζZZ = 0
[Eq. (32)] and Eq. (23), we choose the parameter values in
Table I. We can suppress the residual coupling so that the in-
fidelity oscillates and is less than 2×10−7 as in Fig. 4, about
four orders of magnitude smaller than that using two tunable
resonators in Ref. 29.

Next, we partially lift the level degeneracy to switch on the
ZZ coupling. The bias parts {ϕ̃bias

λ
(t)} are time dependent and

so are the related parameters (see Sec. II in the supplementary
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−1.0−0.8−0.6−0.4−0.2 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
ϕ̃bias

c /2π ×10−2

−1.5

−1.0

−0.5

0.0
ζ Z

Z
/2

π
(k

H
z)

FIG. 3. ζZZ as a function of ϕ̃bias
c . We have ζZZ/2π = 0.0 kHz when

ϕ̃bias
c /2π ≈ ±2× 10−3. The relation between ϕ̃bias

c and system pa-
rameters are given in Sec. II in the supplementary material. Values
of the parameters unrelated to ϕ̃bias

c are set as in Table I.

TABLE I. Parameter values chosen to satisfy ζZZ = 0 [Eq. (32)] and
Eq. (23), although there is a slight deviation from Eq. (23) as in the
lower right. The bold values in the left side are design values, from
which the other values in the right side are calculated. The two KPOs
have the same parameters. j ∈ {1,2}.

CS
j (fF) 470 K j/2π (MHz) 19.2

CJ
j (fF) 30 Kc/2π (MHz) 2.58

N j 1 ω j/2π (GHz) 5.30
CS

c (fF) 400 ωc/2π (GHz) 7.26
CJ

c (fF) 30 p j/2π (MHz) 79.4
Nc 3 α j 2.03
C12 (fF) 0.05 g jc/2π (MHz) 23.7
C jc (fF) 7 g12/2π (kHz) 287
EJ

j /h (GHz) 130 ∆ j/2π (kHz) 277

EJ
c /h (GHz) 426 ∆c/2π (GHz) 1.96

ϕ̃bias
j /2π 0.25 α+

c 0.0491

ϕ̃bias
c /2π 2×10−3 α−

c 0
εp, j 0.019 (∆ j −g2

kc/∆c)/2π (kHz) −10.7
εp,c 0

ωp/2π (GHz) 10.598944

0 100
t (ns)

0

1

2

1
−
|〈Ψ

(t
)|Ψ

(0
)〉
|2 ×10−7 (a)

0 100
t (µs)

0

1

2 ×10−7 (b)

FIG. 4. Infidelity 1−|⟨Ψ(t) |Ψ(0)⟩ |2 when the ZZ coupling should
be switched off for (a) 0 ns ≤ t ≤ 100 ns and (b) 0 µs ≤ t ≤ 100 µs.
|Ψ(t)⟩= e−iĤt/h̄ |Ψ(0)⟩ with Ĥ in Eq. (19) and |Ψ(0)⟩ in Eq. (8) with
β0,0 = β0,1 = β1,0 = β1,1. The used parameters are listed in Table I.

material). Though we can apply an RZZ(Θ) gate with arbi-
trary rotation angle Θ, we here evaluate the performance of
the RZZ(−π/2) gate. We tune {ϕ̃bias

λ
(t)} to satisfy2

g12 −
g1cg2c

∆c(t)
= g12 −

g1cg2c

∆c
− π2

16α1α2tg
sin
(

πt
tg

)
(0 ≤ t ≤ tg) (33)

and the time-dependent version of Eq. (23),

∆ j(t)−
g2

jc

∆c(t)
= 0 (34)

with the parameters in Table I. For example, when tg = 20 ns,
{∆λ (t)} vary as in Fig. 5(a,b). We numerically calculate the
average infidelity30 of the RZZ(−π/2) gate, 1− F̄ ; see green
circles in Fig. 5(c) and the supplementary material for the def-
inition of F̄ . Although the infidelity oscillates with tg, it tends
to decrease with tg for t ≲ 26 ns. We attribute this decrease to
the mitigation of unwanted nonadiabatic transitions. The in-
fidelity is less than 10−5 for tg = 25 ns, and about two orders
of magnitude smaller than that previously reported in Ref. 29.
We also consider a simpler control in which only Eq. (33) is
satisfied by tuning only ϕ̃bias

c (t). The average gate infidelity
in this case corresponds to red diamonds in Fig. 5(c). Though
worse than the green circles, the infidelity is less than 10−4

for tg = 25 ns.
In conclusion, we have proposed a ZZ-coupling scheme for

two Kerr-cat qubits using a tunable resonator. By engineering
the degeneracy of the four relevant states of the two Kerr-cat
qubits, we can switch on and off the ZZ coupling. Our scheme
is simpler and achieves smaller residual coupling and larger
RZZ(−π/2)-gate fidelity than the scheme using two tunable
resonators in Ref. 29. This is because our scheme focuses on
energy levels of the whole system, while the scheme in Ref. 29
focuses on those of the effective Hamiltonian of the two res-
onators; thus, our scheme enables more precise control of ZZ
coupling. Our scheme can also be applied to superconduct-
ing nonlinear asymmetric inductive element (SNAIL)35-based
Kerr-cat qubits.6 Integrating our scheme with surface codes
for biased noise36,37 will be an interesting future work.

SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL

See the supplementary material for (I) Definition of the av-
erage fidelity of the RZZ(−π/2) gate and (II) Derivation of the
system Hamiltonian.
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t (ns)

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0
∆ c

(t
)/

2π
(G

H
z)

(a)

0 5 10 15 20
t (ns)

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

∆
j(

t)
/2

π
(M

H
z)

(b)

5 10 15 20 25 30
tg (ns)

10−1

10−2

10−3

10−4

10−5

10−6

1
−

F̄

(c)

Satisfying Eqs. (33) and (34)

Satisfying only Eq. (33)

FIG. 5. (a, b) Time variations of (a) ∆c(t) and (b) ∆1(t) = ∆2(t)
to satisfy Eqs. (33) and (34) when an RZZ(−π/2) gate is performed
with tg = 20 ns. (c) Average infidelity of the RZZ(−π/2) gate, 1− F̄ .
The definition of F̄ is given in Sec. I in the supplementary ma-
terial. The green circles are obtained when both of ϕ̃bias

c (t) and
ϕ̃bias

1 (t) = ϕ̃bias
2 (t) are tuned to satisfy Eqs. (33) and (34). The red di-

amonds are obtained when only ϕ̃bias
c (t) is tuned to satisfy Eq. (33);

ϕ̃bias
j (t) = ϕ̃bias

j ∀t for j ∈ {1,2} and Eq. (34) is not satisfied. The
used parameters are listed in Table I.
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Supplemental Material: Residual-ZZ-coupling suppression and fast two-qubit gate for Kerr-cat
qubits based on level-degeneracy engineering

I. Definition of the average fidelity of the RZZ(−π/2) gate.

Average fidelity F̄ of the RZZ(−π/2) gate is defined as30

F̄ :=
Tr
(
M̂M̂†

)
+ |Tr

(
M̂
)
|2

20
, (S1)

where M̂ :=
[
R̂ZZ(−π/2)

]† Û with

Û :=
1

∑
l,m=0

〈
l̃,m
∣∣∣∣T [

exp
(
− i

h̄

∫ tg

0
Ĥ(t)dt

)]∣∣∣∣ l̃,m〉∣∣∣l̃,m〉〈l̃,m
∣∣∣ (S2)

being the time-evolution operator projected on the two-qubit subspace.

II. Derivation of the system Hamiltonian

We derive the Hamiltonian of the circuit in Fig. 2 in the main text in a similar manner to Ref. 29. Upward branch flux variables
across the left and right Josephson junctions of each SQUID of subsystem λ ∈ {1,2,c} are denoted by Φλ ,L/Nλ and Φλ ,R/Nλ ,
respectively; these variables satisfy Φλ ,L −Φλ ,R = Nλ Φ̃λ (t). Using Φλ := (Φλ ,L +Φλ ,R)/2, we have Φλ ,L = Φλ +Nλ Φ̃λ (t)/2
and Φλ ,R = Φλ −Nλ Φ̃λ (t)/2.

The kinetic energy of subsystem λ is written as

Tλ =
CS

λ

2
Φ̇2

λ ,L +
CS

λ

2
Φ̇2

λ ,R +Nλ

CJ
λ

2

(
Φ̇λ ,L

Nλ

)2

+
CJ

λ

2

(
Φ̇λ ,R

Nλ

)2
=

Cλ

2
Φ̇2

λ
, (S3)

where Cλ := 2CS
λ
+ 2CJ

λ
/Nλ and we have ignored NλCλ

˙̃Φ2
λ
/8, which does not affect the dynamics of the system. The kinetic

energy of the system is written as

T = ∑
λ=1,2,c

Tλ +
C12

2
(Φ̇1 − Φ̇2)

2 +
C1c

2
(Φ̇1 − Φ̇c)

2 +
C2c

2
(Φ̇2 − Φ̇c)

2 =
1
2
Φ̇TMΦ̇=

φ 2
0
2
φ̇TMφ̇, (S4)

where

Φ :=

Φ1

Φ2

Φc

 , φ :=
Φ

φ0
=

ϕ1

ϕ2

ϕc

 , ϕλ :=
Φλ

φ0
, (S5)

M =

C1 +C12 +C1c −C12 −C1c

−C12 C2 +C12 +C2c −C2c

−C1c −C2c Cc +C1c +C2c

 . (S6)

The potential energy of the system is written as

U(t) =− ∑
λ=1,2,c

Nλ

[
EJ

λ
cos
(

Φλ ,L

Nλ Φ0

)
+EJ

λ
cos
(

Φλ ,R

Nλ Φ0

)]
=− ∑

λ=1,2,c
2Nλ EJ

λ
cos
(

ϕ̃λ (t)
2

)
cos
(

ϕλ

Nλ

)
, (S7)

The Lagrangian of the system in the laboratory frame reads

L (t) = T −U(t). (S8)
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The conjugate momentum to h̄ϕλ is denoted by nλ and is calculated as

n :=

n1

n2

nc

=
1
h̄

∂L

∂ φ̇
=

φ 2
0
h̄

Mφ̇. (S9)

Legendre transformation gives the classical Hamiltonian in the laboratory frame:

H lab(t) = h̄φ̇ ·n−L (t) = 2e2nTM−1n+U(t), (S10)

Since M is a symmetric matrix, M−1 is also symmetric, and we express 2e2M−1 as

2e2M−1 = 4

EC
1 EC

12 EC
1c

EC
12 EC

2 EC
2c

EC
1c EC

2c EC
c

 . (S11)

Quantization nλ → n̂λ and ϕλ → ϕ̂λ with [ϕ̂λ , n̂λ ′ ] = iδλ ,λ ′ leads to the quantum Hamiltonian in the laboratory frame:

Ĥ lab(t) = ∑
λ=1,2,c

Ĥ lab
λ

(t)+ Ĥ lab
I , (S12)

Ĥ lab
λ

(t) = 4EC
λ

n̂2
λ
−2Nλ EJ

λ
cos
(

ϕ̃λ (t)
2

)
cos
(

ϕ̂λ

Nλ

)
, (S13)

Ĥ lab
I = ∑

j=1,2
8EC

jcn̂ jn̂c +8EC
12n̂1n̂2. (S14)

We set parameters so that EC
λ
≪ Nλ EJ

λ
cos(ϕ̃λ (t)/2)∀t, which justifies expanding cos(ϕ̂λ/Nλ ) to the fourth order in ϕ̂λ/Nλ :

cos
(

ϕ̂λ

Nλ

)
≈ 1− 1

2N2
λ

ϕ̂
2
λ
+

1
24N4

λ

ϕ̂
4
λ
. (S15)

Since |εp,λ | ≪ 1, we have

cos
(

ϕ̃λ (t)
2

)
≈ cos

(
ϕ̃bias

λ
(t)

2

)
+πεp,λ sin

(
ϕ̃bias

λ
(t)

2

)
cos(ωpt). (S16)

Defining

ẼJ,bias
λ

(t) := 2EJ
λ

cos

(
ϕ̃bias

λ
(t)

2

)
, (S17)

ẼJ,pump
λ

(t) := 2πεp,λ EJ
λ

sin

(
ϕ̃bias

λ
(t)

2

)
cos(ωpt), (S18)

we obtain

Ĥ lab
λ

(t)≈ 4EC
λ

n̂2
λ
+

ẼJ,bias
λ

(t)
2Nλ

ϕ̂
2
λ
+

ẼJ,pump
λ

(t)
2Nλ

ϕ̂
2
λ
− ẼJ,bias

λ
(t)

24N3
λ

ϕ̂
4
λ
, (S19)

where we have ignored the smallest quantum-number term, ẼJ,pump
λ

(t)ϕ̂4
λ
/(24N3

λ
), and classical-number terms.

Inserting

ϕ̂λ =

(
2Nλ EC

λ

ẼJ,bias
λ

(0)

)1/4(
âλ + â†

λ

)
, (S20)

n̂λ =− i
2

(
ẼJ,bias

λ
(0)

2Nλ EC
λ

)1/4(
âλ − â†

λ

)
, (S21)



9

where âλ and â†
λ

are the annihilation and creation operators, into Eq. (S19) gives

Ĥ lab
λ

(t)/h̄ ≈ ω
(0)
λ

(t)â†
λ

âλ +
ω

(0)
λ

(t)−ω
(0)
λ

(0)
2

(
â†2

λ
+ â2

λ

)
− Kλ (t)

12

(
âλ + â†

λ

)4

+ pλ (t)cos(ωpt)
(

âλ + â†
λ

)2
, (S22)

where

h̄ω
(0)
λ

(t) :=

√
2EC

λ
ẼJ,bias

λ
(0)

Nλ

(
ẼJ,bias

λ
(t)

ẼJ,bias
λ

(0)
+1

)
, (S23)

h̄Kλ (t) :=
EC

λ
ẼJ,bias

λ
(t)

N2
λ

Ẽλ ,bias
J (0)

, (S24)

h̄pλ (t) := πεp,λ EJ
λ

√√√√ 2EC
λ

Nλ ẼJ,bias
λ

(0)
sin

(
ϕ̃bias

λ
(t)

2

)
, (S25)

and we have omitted a classical-number term. Since the resonator does not have the pump part of the dimensionless magnetic
flux, εp,c = 0, we have pc(t) = 0 ∀t. Substituting Eq. (S21) into Eq. (S14) leads to

Ĥ lab
I /h̄ =−

2

∑
j=1

g jc

(
â j − â†

j

)(
âc − â†

c
)
−g12

(
â1 − â†

1

)(
â2 − â†

2

)
(S26)

where

h̄g jc =
√

2EC
jc

(
ẼJ,bias

j (0)ẼJ,bias
c (0)

N jNcEC
j EC

c

)1/4

, h̄g12 =
√

2EC
12

(
ẼJ,bias

1 (0)ẼJ,bias
2 (0)

N1N2EC
1 EC

2

)1/4

. (S27)

Moving on to a rotating frame at frequency ωp/2 and ignoring rapidly oscillating terms (rotating-wave approximation), the
Hamiltonian of the system can be written as

Ĥ(t) = R̂(t)Ĥ lab(t)R̂†(t)+ ih̄
dR̂(t)

dt
R̂†(t) = ∑

j=1,2
Ĥ j(t)+ Ĥc(t)+ ĤI, (S28)

where

R̂(t) = exp

[
i
ωp

2
t ∑

λ=1,2,c
â†

λ
âλ

]
, (S29)

Ĥ j(t)/h̄ =−K j(t)
2

â†2
j â2

j +
p j(t)

2
(â†2

j + â2
j)+∆ j(t)â

†
j â j, (S30)

Ĥc(t)/h̄ =−Kc(t)
2

â†2
c â2

c +∆c(t)â†
c âc, (S31)

ĤI/h̄ = ∑
j=1,2

g jc(â
†
j âc + â jâ†

c)+g12(â
†
1â2 + â1â†

2), (S32)

with ∆λ (t) := ωλ (t)−ωp/2 and ωλ (t) := ω
(0)
λ

(t)−Kλ (t).
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