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We propose a photonic quantum simulator for anti-ferromagnetic spin systems based on reservoir
engineering. We consider a scheme where quadratically driven dissipative Kerr cavities are indirectly
coupled via lossy ancillary cavities. We show that the ancillary cavities can produce an effective
dissipative and Hamiltonian anti-ferromagnetic-like coupling between the cavities. By solving the
master equation for a triangular cavity configuration, we demonstrate that the non-equilibrium
steady state of the system bears full analogy with the ground state of an antiferromagnetic Ising
model, exhibiting key signatures of frustration. We show that when the effective photon hopping
amplitude is zero, the engineered non-local dissipation alone is capable of inducing antiferromagnetic
interaction and frustration. This simple scheme can be generalised to arbitrary lattice geometries,
providing a fully controllable recipe for simulating antiferromagnetism and frustration on a controlled
quantum optical platform.

I. INTRODUCTION

For decades, the physics of frustrated systems has
gathered a great deal of interest as a fundamental prob-
lem in condensed matter physics. In a system with mul-
tiple constraints that cannot be satisfied simultaneously,
the emerging frustration leads to interesting properties
such as highly degenerate ground states [1, 2], extensive
entropy at zero temperature [3] and exotic phases of mat-
ter, with connections to high-Tc superconductivity [4, 5]
or quantum critical phases [6]. Although at first studied
in water ice [7], the phenomenon of frustration has later
been particularly explored in spin systems [8–14], usu-
ally as a result of antiferromagnetic interaction combined
with incompatible geometric constraints. A simple and
paradigmatic model consists of antiferromagnetically in-
teracting spins arranged on a triangular lattice, a system
admitting a spin liquid phase as its ground state [15].

Recent impressive developments in experimental tech-
niques have triggered an increasing interest in the field
of quantum simulation of spin systems using Rydberg
atoms [16, 17], quantum gas microscopes [18], photonic
simulators [19–21] with semiconductors [22–26] or circuit
quantum electrodynamics (QED) [27–29]. In particu-
lar, driven-dissipative cavities subjected to two photon
driving and dissipation have been explored both theoret-
ically [30–34] and experimentally [35]. In such setups, a
quadratic driving preserves the Z2 parity symmetry of
the photonic field and leads to a bimodal steady state - a
mixture of coherent states with opposite phases, that can
be mapped to spin states. These features make such se-
tups not only suitable platforms for simulating quantum
magnetism, but also a potential realisations of qubit for
universal quantum computation [34]. Such cavities have
been realised in circuit QED platforms [35–37] and can be
engineered to be coupled to each other [38], allowing one
to build artificial photonic lattices [28, 39, 40]. However,
their application on simulating frustrated spin systems
is in its infancy. A recent theoretical study [41] revealed

that coupled quadratically-driven photonic cavities can
simulate the antiferromagnetic Ising model [8], yet the
model relies on negative photon hopping amplitude be-
tween cavities, the implementation of which remains a
major challenge despite possible realisations with sophis-
ticated techniques [42, 43].

In this work, we propose a simple realisation of
antiferromagnetic-like frustration in lattices of quadrat-
ically driven dissipative photonic cavities achieved via
reservoir engineering. By indirectly coupling the target
cavities (system) via lossy ancillary cavities (engineered
reservoir), we obtain an effective description for the sys-
tem with both antiferromagnetic-like Hamiltonian inter-
action (an effective photon hopping amplitude that can
be tuned to be negative) and non-local dissipation cou-
pling that is capable of inducing antiferromagnetic be-
havior in the system. By simulating the effective model
via a consistently derived master equation for the reduced
density matrix, we determine the first-order coherence
correlation function and the Von Neumann entropy. We
demonstrate that when applied to a triangular geometry,
our scheme yields a simulator for antiferromagnetically
coupled Ising spins exhibiting key signatures of frustra-
tion.

This article is structured as follows. In Sec. II we
present the considered system consisting of target and
ancillary cavities and then derive the effective dynamics
for the target cavities. In Sec. III we present and discuss
numerical results for the triangular geometry. Finally, we
draw our conclusions and perspectives in Sec. IV.

II. SYSTEM AND THEORETICAL MODEL

Let us consider a 1D chain of N pairs of
single-mode cavities with annihilation operators

{â1, b̂1, â2, b̂2, · · · , âN , b̂N} and periodic boundary condi-
tions. The target cavities are described by the bosonic
mode annihilation operators âj while the lossy reservoir
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FIG. 1. Schematic of the considered system for the case with
N = 3 target cavities, where âj is the photon annihilation op-
erator on the j-th cavity, G is the two-photon driving ampli-
tude, γ is the single-photon loss rate, and η is the two-photon
loss rate. The target cavities are coupled indirectly via the
undriven lossy ancillary cavities: b̂j is the corresponding an-
cillary mode annihilation operator and γb � γ is its single-
photon loss. The hopping coupling constant J between ancilla
and target cavities is assumed to be positive. The effective
model for the target cavities is obtained by tracing out the an-
cillary degrees of freedom. This produces an effective coupling
between target cavities that has both a coherent contribution
(via the photon hopping Jeff) and a dissipative part (via the
dissipator κD[âj + âj+1]). The effective hopping amplitude
Jeff can be tuned to be negative, positive or zero depending
on the choice of parameters. The nonlocal dissipator has a
symmetric jump operator that favors antiferromagnetic-like
correlations.

cavities by the operators b̂j . Each target cavity is
coupled to the neighboring reservoir cavities via the
hopping coupling with amplitude J (> 0). Each target
cavity is assumed to have a mode frequency ω0 and Kerr
nonlinearity U and subjected to a coherent two-photon

drive with amplitude G, driving frequency ωp and
two-photon dissipation rate η. The ancillary cavity
modes have frequency ω0 − δω and are assumed to be
undriven and linear. We further assume the presence of
single-photon loss for both the target sites (with rate γ)
and the reservoir cavities (with rate γb). The considered
system is schematically depicted in Fig.1 for the case
N = 3.

In a frame rotating at the frequency ωp/2, the Hamil-
tonian of the considered system reads (~ = 1):

Ĥ =
∑
j

Ĥj ,

Ĥj =−∆â†j âj − (∆ + δω)b̂†j b̂j

− J [(âj + âj+1)b̂†j + (â†j + â†j+1)b̂j ]

+
U

2
â†2j â

2
j +

G

2
â†2j +

G∗

2
â2
j .

(1)

where ∆ = ωp/2− ω0 is the pump-cavity detuning. Un-
der the Born-Markov approximation, the system can be
described by the density matrix ρ̂ whose dynamics is gov-

erned by the Lindblad master equation
dρ̂

dt
= Lρ̂ where

L is the Liouville operator, defined as follows:

dρ̂

dt
=− i[Ĥ, ρ̂] +

∑
j

(
γD[âj ] + γbD[b̂j ] + ηD[â2

j ]
)
ρ̂,

(2)

where the action of the dissipator D[Γ̂] on the density
matrix is defined as

D[Γ̂]ρ̂ = Γ̂ρ̂Γ̂† − 1

2
{Γ̂†Γ̂, ρ̂} , (3)

where Γ̂ is the so-called jump operator. We are interested

in the regime where γb � γ, such that the modes b̂j
can be traced out with standard adiabatic elimination
techniques. Defining

Jeff =
−J2(∆ + δω)
γ2
b

4 + (∆ + δω)2
, (4)

∆eff =zJeff + ∆, (5)

κ =γb|g|2 =
γbJ

2

γ2
b

4
+ (δω + ∆)2

, (6)

where z = 2 (the coordination number) in the case of a
1D chain, we can write the effective Hamiltonian for the
target sites as

Ĥeff =−∆eff

∑
j

â†j âj − Jeff

∑
<j,j′>

(â†j âj′ + âj â
†
j′) (7)

+
U

2
â†2j â

2
j +

G

2
â†2j +

G∗

2
â2
j , (8)

with the dissipators γD[âj ], ηD[â2
j ] and κD[âj + âj+1].

From now on, it will be convenient to work with the ef-



3

fective parameters ∆eff, Jeff and κ as the original Hamil-
tonian parameters can be obtained as functions of them:

∆ =∆eff − zJeff, (9)

δω =− γbJeff

κ
− (∆eff − zJeff), (10)

J =

√
κγb
4

+
γbJ

2
eff

κ
, (11)

and the transformation is well-defined as long as κ > 0.
The effective master equation for the reduced density ma-
trix of the target system is a Lindlad equation described
by the effective Liouvillian as Leff, defined as

Leff(·) =− i[Ĥeff, ·]
+
∑
j

(γD[âj ] + ηD[â2
j ] + κD[âj + âj+1]). (12)

At this stage, it is already important to point out that:

1. The nearest neighbours in the effective model are
dissipatively coupled via the dissipators κD[âj +
âj+1], that preserves the Z2 symmetry of the sys-
tem (invariance under a global sign change âj →
−âj ∀j) and are capable of inducing frustration, as
we will show in the next section.

2. The effective photon hopping amplitude Jeff can be
tuned and can be also negative when ∆ + δω > 0.

As studied in Ref.[41], in the limit of G/γ →∞, each
cavity will be driven into a statistical mixture of two
coherent states with opposite phase |±α〉. Indeed, the
steady state can be mapped to Ising spins with the iden-
tification [44] |α〉 → |↑〉 , |−α〉 → |↓〉, since we have

lim
|α|→∞

〈−α|α〉 = lim
|α|→∞

exp (−2|α|2) = 0. (13)

The operator âj can be mapped to ασ̂zj when projected
onto the spin basis in the limit of large driving. There-
fore, from the spin point of view, the Hamiltonian (7)
gives an effective Ising interaction σ̂zj σ̂

z
j′ with coupling

constant proportional to Jeff. The non-local dissipator
D[âj+âj+1] is expected to induce anti-alignment of near-
est neighbours, i.e. |±α,∓α,±α,∓α, · · ·〉. In fact, the
jump operator destroys excitations where there is align-
ment.

To investigate the behavior of the steady state of the
system, we numerically solve the master equation using
the effective model to obtain the steady state density
matrix ρ̂SS that satisfies Leffρ̂SS = 0, where the detuning
is set to ∆eff = Jeff in order to favor the k = π modulation
of the photonic field |±α,∓α,±α,∓α, · · ·〉 [41] (the phase
of the driven cavity field changes by π moving from one
cavity to the nearest one). We will be interested in the
first-order coherence correlation function, defined as

g
(1)
1,2 =

Tr[ρ̂SSâ
†
1â2]

Tr[ρ̂SSâ
†
1â1]

, (14)
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FIG. 2. Steady-state behavior of the N = 2 system with
∆eff = Jeff = −5γ, U = 4γ and η = γ. (a) The fidelity
F between the numerical solution ρ̂SS and the ansatz ρ̂2 is
plotted versus the two-photon driving amplitude G. (b) and
(c) report the corresponding values of the first-order coherence

correlation function g
(1)
1,2 and of the Von Neumann entropy S.

Different points (see legend) correspond to different values of
the effective nonlocal dissipation rate κ.

and the Von Neumann entropy

S = −Tr[ρ̂SS ln ρ̂SS]. (15)

Note that with the mapping âj → ασ̂zj , we have g
(1)
1,2 '

〈σ̂z1 σ̂z2〉 for |α| � 1, i.e. for sufficiently strong driving.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

To reveal the antiferromagnetic behaviour of the con-
sidered system, we first investigate the case with N = 2
sites. In this dimer configuration, we expect to see the an-
tiferromagnetic ordering since there is no geometric frus-
tration. In Fig. 2 we present the results for a finite value
of the effective photon hopping amplitude Jeff = −5γ < 0
and different values of the nonlocal dissipative coupling

κ. As the driving G increases, the correlation g
(1)
1,2 con-

verges to −1, directly witnessing the antiferromagnetic
alignment of the simulated spins in the two sites. More-
over, the entropy converges to ln(2) for all values of κ.
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FIG. 3. Same as Fig. 2, but with the parameters ∆eff =
Jeff = 0, U = 4γ and η = γ. The coupling here is purely
dissipative and displays the key antiferromagnetic signatures.

This suggests that the steady state density matrix can
be approximated by the ansatz

ρ̂2(α) =
1

2
(|α,−α〉〈α,−α|+ | − α, α〉〈−α, α|) (16)

in the strong driving limit. Indeed, as shown in the figure,
the fidelity F between the steady-state density matrix
ρ̂SS and the ansatz ρ̂2(αSS) converges to 1 for increasing
driving G. Such fidelity is defined as

F (ρ̂SS, ρ̂2(αSS)) =

∣∣∣∣Tr

(√√
ρ̂2ρ̂SS

√
ρ̂2

)∣∣∣∣2 , (17)

where αSS =
√

Tr(ρ̂SSâ2
1).

Note that when the dissipative coupling strength κ in-
creases, we achieve also a faster convergence, which im-
plies that the dissipator κD[âj + âj+1] enhances the an-
tiferromagnetic interaction. Importantly, the nonlocal
dissipative coupling alone is sufficient to obtain the key

antiferromagnetic signatures (i.e. g
(1)
1,2 → 1, S → ln(2)

and F → 1), as shown in Fig.3 where Jeff = 0.
We now consider the more interesting case of N = 3

where geometric frustration can emerge. Similar to the
N = 2 case, we expect the steady state density matrix

to be approximated by the ansatz

ρ̂3(α) =
1

6
(|α, α,−α〉〈α, α,−α|

+ |α,−α, α〉〈α,−α, α|
+ | − α, α, α〉〈−α, α, α|
+ | − α,−α, α〉〈−α,−α, α|
+ | − α, α,−α〉〈−α, α,−α|
+ |α,−α,−α〉〈α,−α,−α|),

(18)

where we have a clear analogy with the six-fold degener-
ate ground state of the antiferromagnetic triangular Ising
model.

We first demonstrate that with a finite value of Jeff <
0, our model is capable of simulating the frustrated Ising
spins. Fig. 4 summarizes the steady-state behavior of our
model as a function of driving G for different values of the
nonlocal dissipation rate κ. As the driving increases, the

value of the first-order coherence correlation function g
(1)
1,2

converges asymptotically to −1/3, which is also the spin
correlation value in the corresponding antiferromagnetic
triangular Ising model [45]. The Von Neumann entropy
S converges asymptotically to ln (6), agreeing with the
six-fold degenerate ground state of the simulated anti-
ferromagnetic Ising mode. Furthermore, the fidelity F
of the density matrix ρ̂SS with respect to the ansatz ρ̂3

also converges to 1, validating the analogy with the spin
system we made previously.

Our most important result is for the case of ∆ =
Jeff = 0 and κ > 0, as summarised in Fig. 5. Despite
the absence of coherent antiferromagnetic interaction in
the Hamiltonian, we successfully recovered the key signa-

tures of frustration (g
(1)
1,2 → −1/3, the entropy S → ln(6)

and F(ρ̂3, ρ̂SS) → 1. For comparison, we also simulated
the trivial hypothetical scenario of κ = 0 [46], in which

case the correlation g
(1)
1,2 = 0 as the modes âj are en-

tirely decoupled, and the entropy tends to ln(8) instead
of ln(6), corresponding to the 23 = 8 fold degeneracy of
the ground state of the non-interacting triangular model.
This highlights the fact that the frustration in the case
of Jeff = 0 is directly induced by the dissipative coupling
κD[âj + âj+1].

IV. CONCLUSION AND OUTLOOK

In this work, we have proposed a reservoir engineering
scheme allowing for the quantum simulation of frustrated
Ising antiferromagnets with coupled photonic resonators
subjected to coherent two-photon pumping. We have
shown theoretically that the proposed configuration dis-
plays a dissipative coupling inducing antiferromagnetic-
like behavior and frustration even when the effective pho-
ton hopping amplitude is zero. By numerically solving
the master equation for the cases with two and three sites
respectively, we demonstrated the full analogy between
the steady-state of our model and the antiferromagnetic
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FIG. 4. Steady-state behavior of the N = 3 triangular system
for ∆eff = Jeff = −5γ, U = 10γ and η = γ. All quantities are
plotted versus the two-photon driving G. The panels reports

plots of (a) the first-order coherence correlation function g
(1)
1,2

(inset: the quantity |g(1)
1,2 + 1/3|), (b) the Von Neumann en-

tropy S (inset: the quantity S − ln(6)) and (c) the fidelity
F between the numerical solution ρ̂SS and the ansatz ρ̂3 (in-
set: the quantity 1-F). The insets are all plotted in log-log
scale, showing the asymptotic convergence of the respective
quantities.

Ising model supported by the first-order coherence cor-
relation and the Von Neumann entropy.

The scheme proposed here provides a building block
for simulating antiferromagnetic spin lattices of arbitrary
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FIG. 5. Same as Fig. 4 but with ∆eff = Jeff = 0, U = 10γ
and η = γ. Note that here the antiferromagnetic frustration
effects are purely of dissipative nature via the nonlocal dissi-
pative coupling.

geometry, where the interaction depends on the easily
tunable coherent photon hopping amplitude and the dis-
sipative coupling rate, and which can be implemented in
photonic platforms.
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Appendix A: Adiabatic elimination of mode b̂j

As the modes described by the bosonic operators b̂j
have no direct coupling between them, we can eliminate

them independently. In order to eliminate the mode b̂j
for a given j ∈ {1, . . . , N}, we start by regrouping the

Liouvillian superoperator into terms involving b̂j and all
the rest, in such a way that the master equation of the
total density of the system ρ̂ can be written as

d

dt
ρ̂ =Lb̂j ρ̂+ Lsρ̂, (A1)

where

Lb̂j (·) =− i[Ĥb̂j
, ·] + γbD[b̂j ](·), (A2)

Ĥbj =− (∆ + δω)b̂†j b̂j (A3)

− J [(âj + âj+1)b̂†j + (â†j + â†j+1)b̂j ],

D[b̂j ](·) =b̂j(·)b̂†j −
1

2

{
b̂†j b̂j , ·

}
(A4)

with Ls including all the terms not depending on b̂j . As

the mode b̂j is strongly dissipated with no direct pump-
ing, we assume that it always stays close to the vacuum
state. Hence, we can develop the full density matrix as

ρ̂ =ρ̂00|0〉〈0|+ δ(ρ̂01|0〉〈1|+ ρ̂10|1〉〈0|)
+ δ2(ρ̂11|1〉〈1|+ ρ̂02|0〉〈2|+ ρ̂20|2〉〈0|)
+O(δ3),

(A5)

where |m〉〈n| acts on the Hilbert space of mode b̂j , ρ̂mn
acts on the Hilbert space corresponding to the rest of
the system and δ is a small parameter. Furthermore, we
assume γ/γb ∼ δ2 and G/γb ∼ U/γb ∼ J/γb ∼ δ. We
aim to find the effective dynamics of the reduced density
matrix ρ̂s = Trb̂j [ρ̂] = ρ̂00 + δ2ρ̂11 up to second order in

δ where the ancillary mode b̂j is traced out. First note
that

1

γb

d

dt
ρ̂00 =

1

γb
Ls(ρ̂00)− iδ2(Â†ρ̂10 − ρ̂01Â) (A6)

+ δ2ρ̂11 +O(δ3),

1

γb

d

dt
ρ̂10 =− iÂρ̂00 +

(
i
∆ + δω

γb
− 1

2
)ρ̂10 +O(δ), (A7)

1

γb

d

dt
ρ̂11 =− i(Âρ̂01 − ρ̂10Â)− ρ̂11 +O(δ), (A8)

ρ̂01 =ρ̂†10, (A9)

where we define Â = − J

δγb
(âj + âj+1). With the adia-

batic assumption, we can approximate that ρ̂10, ρ̂01 and
ρ̂11 are constantly in their steady values on time scales
much larger than γ−1

b . This gives

ρ̂10 =
iγb

i(∆ + δω)− γb
2

Âρ̂00 +O(δ), (A10)

ρ̂11 =
γ2
b

(∆ + δω)2 +
γ2
b

4

Âρ̂00Â
† +O(δ). (A11)

Inserting these terms back into Eq.(A7) we obtain the
master equation for the reduced density matrix:

d

dt
ρ̂s =Ls(ρ̂s) + Leff,j(ρ̂s), (A12)

Leff,j =− i[Ĥeff,j , ·] + κD[âj + âj+1], (A13)

Ĥeff,j =− Jeff(â†j âj+1 + âj â
†
j+1) (A14)

− Jeff(â†j âj + â†j+1âj+1),

Jeff =− J2(∆ + δω)
γ2
b

4 + (∆ + δω)2
, (A15)

κ =
γbJ

2

γ2
b

4 + (∆ + δω)2
. (A16)

This results in a coupling between âj and âj+1 that has
both an Hamiltonian part proportional to the effective
hopping rate Jeff and a nonlocal dissipative interaction

proportional to κ. Eliminating all the ancillary modes b̂j
gives the effective model that has been presented in the
main text of the paper.

Appendix B: Benchmarking of the effective model
against exact results

To benchmark the effective model we derived above, we
simulate the N = 2 system using the full master equation
and compare the results with those obtained using the
effective model. Note that as we have only two target
sites, it suffices to consider only one ancilla cavity (b1),
sandwiched between the two targets (a1, a2), in the full
simulation. We denote the steady-state density matrix
of the full model by ρ̂full

SS , obtained by solving the master
equation (Eq. (2) in the main text):

Lρ̂full
SS = 0. (B1)

Tracing out the ancilla mode gives the reduced density

matrix ρ̂full,r
SS for the system represented by the target

modes:

ρ̂full,r
SS = Trb̂1 [ρ̂full

SS ]. (B2)

We denote also the steady-state density matrix of the
effective model by ρ̂SS (as in the main text), which is
determined by

Leffρ̂SS = 0. (B3)
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FIG. 6. The infidelity 1 − F of the effective model steady-
state density matrix ρ̂SS with respect to the reduced density
matrix ρ̂full,r

SS calculated from the full solution as a function of
the driving G for different values of the nonlocal dissipative
coupling κ. Dissipation parameters: (a) γb/γ = 10 and (b)
γb/γ = 100. The other parameters are ∆eff = Jeff = −5γ,
U = 4γ and η = γ. The effective model is extremely accurate
in a wide range of parameters as witnessed by the very small
infidelities.

To quantify the benchmarking, we have calculated the
fidelity F between the two solutions, defined as F =

F(ρ̂SS, ρ̂
full,r
SS ), of course by using the same system pa-

rameters. To demonstrate the validity of the effective
model, here we report results of simulations for ∆eff =
Jeff = −5γ, U = 4γ and η = γ, which are the same
parameters used to calculate Fig. 2 in the main text,
using different values of γb/γ. As shown in Fig. 6, for
γb/γ = 10, the infidelity 1 − F is tiny, being at least
smaller than 10−2 for all the considered combinations of
κ and G, even when the adiabatic assumption γ � γb is
not fully respected. When the ratio is set to γb = 100γ,
we have 1−F � 10−4 in all cases tested, indicating that
the effective model we derived provides a very accurate
description of the full model in the adiabatic limit.
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lopin, A. Lemâıtre, L. Le Gratiet, A. Harouri, I. Sagnes,
S. Ravets, et al., Physical Review Letters 123, 113901
(2019).

[27] S. Haroche, M. Brune, and J. Raimond, Nature Physics
16, 243 (2020).

[28] S. Schmidt and J. Koch, Annalen der Physik 525, 395
(2013).

[29] Nature Physics 16, 233 (2020).
[30] F. Minganti, N. Bartolo, J. Lolli, W. Casteels, and

C. Ciuti, Scientific reports 6, 1 (2016).
[31] N. Bartolo, F. Minganti, W. Casteels, and C. Ciuti,

Physical Review A 94, 033841 (2016).
[32] R. Rota, F. Minganti, C. Ciuti, and V. Savona, Physical

Review Letters 122, 110405 (2019).
[33] N. Bartolo, F. Minganti, J. Lolli, and C. Ciuti, The Eu-

ropean Physical Journal Special Topics 226, 2705 (2017).
[34] M. Mirrahimi, Z. Leghtas, V. V. Albert, S. Touzard, R. J.

Schoelkopf, L. Jiang, and M. H. Devoret, New Journal
of Physics 16, 045014 (2014).

[35] Z. Leghtas, S. Touzard, I. M. Pop, A. Kou, B. Vlastakis,
A. Petrenko, K. M. Sliwa, A. Narla, S. Shankar, M. J.
Hatridge, et al., Science 347, 853 (2015).

[36] M. H. Devoret and R. J. Schoelkopf, Science 339, 1169
(2013).

[37] A. Blais, J. Gambetta, A. Wallraff, D. I. Schuster, S. M.
Girvin, M. H. Devoret, and R. J. Schoelkopf, Physical
Review A 75, 032329 (2007).

[38] R. Schoelkopf and S. Girvin, Nature 451, 664 (2008).
[39] D. I. Tsomokos, S. Ashhab, and F. Nori, Physical Review

A 82, 052311 (2010).
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