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Hole-spins localized in semiconductor structures, such as quantum dots or defects, serve to the
realization of efficient gate-tunable solid-state quantum bits. Here we study two electrically driven
spin 3/2 holes coupled to the electromagnetic field of a microwave cavity. We show that the inter-
play between the non-Abelian Berry phases generated by local time-dependent electrical fields and
the shared cavity photons allows for fast manipulation, detection, and long-range entanglement of
the hole-spin qubits in the absence of any external magnetic field. Owing to its geometrical struc-
ture, such a scheme is more robust against external noises than the conventional hole-spin qubit
implementations. These results suggest that hole-spins are favorable qubits for scalable quantum
computing by purely electrical means.

Introduction.— Spin-based solid state quantum bits
(qubits) are among the most desirable platforms for im-
plementing a quantum processor as they are inherently
scalable, they interact weakly with the environments, and
can be integrated efficiently with electronics [1–11].

Electric fields, instead of the conventional magnetic
fields, are preferred for quantum manipulation as they
can be applied locally, can be made strong, and can be
switched on and off fast. Spins in solids, and specifically
in semiconductors, can experience strong spin-orbit inter-
actions (SOIs) that allow for coherent electrical spin con-
trol. Most of the implementations and proposals rely on
the SOI mechanism facilitated by the presence of a static
magnetic field that breaks the time-reversal symmetry.
However, generating such a coupling purely electrically,
without breaking this symmetry would be advantageous
as it would deactivate various dephasing mechanisms that
rely on charge fluctuations, such as phonons and gate
voltage noise [12–16].

A variety of schemes that utilise the non-Abelian ge-
ometric phase acquired by the spin qubits states in the
presence of SOI and external electrical fields have been
proposed for manipulating geometrically spins in solid
state devices without the need for an applied magnetic
field [17–20]. Of particular interest are the hole-spin
qubits realized in the S = 3/2 valence band of many
semiconductors [17, 20]. They posses strong SOI, and the
p-type character of the orbital wave-functions leads to a
suppression of the hyperfine coupling to the surround-
ing nuclei [21]. Experimentally, hole-spins have been un-
der intense scrutiny recently [15, 16, 21–26], and a lot
of progress have been made implementing conventional
one- and two-qubit gates [25–30]. Building on the orig-
inal works by Avron et al. [31, 32], in Refs. [17] and
[20] it has been shown explicitly how single geometrical
hole-spin qubit gates [33] can be implemented using only
electrical fields. However, to the best of our knowledge,
leveraging the geometry of the hole-spin states in order to
implement two-qubit gates and create entanglement has
yet to be demonstrated. Such geometrical entanglement
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s2(t)
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FIG. 1: Left: Sketch of the two hole-spins S = 3/2 system

coupled to a cavity field Êc = E0(a† + a). Each of the two
spins j = 1, 2 is driven by a classical time-periodic electrical
field Ej(t + Tj) = Ej(t), with Ti the corresponding period.
The cavity induces a time-dependent coupling between the
two spins (blue wavy line) Right: The evolution of one of the
effective qubits in the degenerate low-energy sector on the
Bloch sphere during the adiabatic driving. Here s2(t) is the
instantaneous direction of the effective magnetic field quanti-
fied by the angles θ2(t) and φ2(t), while in red we exemplified
one possible cyclic trajectory.

is potentially more robust since it is not affected by gate
timing errors and various control voltage inaccuracies.

In this work we make this step and propose a novel way
to create entanglement between hole-spin qubits utilis-
ing their non-Abelian geometric structure, local electric
fields, and the photons in a microwave cavity. We show
that: (i) the cavity photons become imprinted with the
Berry phases generated during the single hole-spin qubit
gates, allowing for an efficient non-destructive qubit read-
out, and (ii) the interplay between photons and the non-
Abelian geometry of the states allow for long-range, en-
tangling hole-spin qubits interactions of geometrical ori-
gin. Moreover, such a coupling is only present when both
qubits are electrically driven, making it ideal for selec-
tively coupling hole-spins.

System and Model Hamiltonian.— We consider the
system shown in Fig. 1, which consists of two electri-
cally driven spin 3/2 coupled to the electric field of a
microwave cavity. The minimal Hamiltonian describing

ar
X

iv
:2

01
2.

15
80

4v
3 

 [
co

nd
-m

at
.m

es
-h

al
l]

  1
7 

M
ay

 2
02

1



2

the system reads [17]:

Htot(t) =
∑
j=1,2

dj [Ej,α(t)+E0,α(a†+a) ]Γαj +ω0a
†a , (1)

where dj is the spin-electric field coupling strength of
spin j = 1, 2, Ej,α(t) and E0,α are the α = x, y, z com-
ponents of the j = 1, 2 (time-dependent) external and
cavity electric field, respectively, while a (a†) are the
photon annihilation (creation) operator, with ω0 being
the bare cavity frequency. Also, the matrices Γnj , with
n ∈ {1, 5}, are the generators of the SO(5) Clifford alge-
bra for spin j [17, 34]. The above Hamiltonian is precisely
that of Ref. [17] proposed to process spin 3/2 valence
band impurities in III-V semiconductors, but accounting
for a quantum electrical field stemming from the cavity
on top of the time-dependent classical drive. There, the
coupling to the electrical field originates from the linear
Stark effect allowed by the diamond Td symmetry, as it
is the case of acceptor spins in Si [35]. In such cases,
d = eaBχ, with e, aB and χ being the electron charge,
the Bohr radius, and the dimensionless dipolar parame-
ter, respectively [36, 37]. More complicated terms, such
as the quadrupolar couplings [20] can be accounted for
within the same framework by extending the couplings
to all the Γn matrices. For simplicity, in the following
we substitute djE0,α ≡ gj,α and take dj = 1. In the
presence of an electric field the time reversal symmetry
is preserved and each spin 3/2 is described by two dou-
bly degenerate instantaneous states corresponding to the
energies ±ε1,2(t).

Adiabatic perturbation theory.— For static external
fields, and in the absence of the cavity, the spectrum con-
sists of (at least) double degenerate levels, consequence of
the Kramers theorem. In the adiabatic limit, quantified
by Ėj,α/Ej,α � 2εj , with 2εj being the instantaneous
spin splitting of hole j, as well as for weak spin-photon
coupling |gj | � |εj − ω0|, we can treat both the dy-
namics and the coupling to photons in time-dependent
perturbation theory. In the following, we extend the
approach in Ref. [38] used to single out the geometri-
cal effects in degenerate systems to the S = 3/2 spin
system. In contrast to Ref. [38], however, we treat the
environment (cavity photons) on the same footing with
the two spins 3/2. The full technical details are left for
the supplementary material (SM)[34], while here we only
describe the steps and summarize the results. That en-
tails to first performing a time-dependent unitary trans-
formation, U(t) = U1(t)U2(t), that diagonalises each of

the isolated spin 3/2 Hamiltonian, so that H̃tot(t) =
ω0nph +

∑
j [Hj,0(t) + Vj(t)], where Hj,0(t) = εj(t)Γ

5
j is

the unperturbed part of the spin j = 1, 2 Hamiltonian

[38], with εj =
√∑

αE
2
j,α(t), nph ≡ a†a, and

Vj(t) = Ėj,αAj,α + gj,α(∂αεj Γ5
j + iεj [Aj,α,Γ5

j ])Xph . (2)

Here Aj,α = −iU†j (t)∂Ej,αUj(t) is the non-Abelian gauge
field pertaining to the electric field Ej,α with ∂α ≡ ∂Ej,α ,
and Xph = (a† + a). Note that Vj(t) leads to both di-
agonal and off-diagonal transitions between the degen-
erate eigenstates of the bare spin Hamiltonian Hj,0(t).

Next we can treat the Ėj,α and Vj(t) in perturba-
tion theory with respect to the spin splittings εj and
photon frequency ω0 using a time-dependent Schrieffer-
Wolff (SW) transformation U ′(t) = U ′1(t)U ′2(t), with
U ′j(t) = e−Sj(t) ≈ 1 − Sj(t) + S2

j (t)/2 + . . . . By im-

posing [Sj(t), Hj,0 + ω0a
†a] + Vj(t) = 0, it allows us to

keep the leading diagonal terms in the velocities Ėj,α
and the second order corrections in gj,α. Then, pro-
jecting onto the low four-dimensional energy subspace
spanned by the {−ε1,−ε2}, we can find an explicit ex-
pression for Sj(t) (see SM for details). That in turn al-
lows us to obtain the low-energy spin-photon Hamilto-
nian δH(t) =

∑
j δHj(t) +H1−2(t), with

δHj(t) = Ėj,αgj,β(F lj,αβXph + gj,γOlj,αβγnph) ,

H1−2(t) =
2g1,αg2,β

ω0
Ė1,γ(t)Ė2,δ(t)F l1,αγF l2,βδ , (3)

representing the photon-dependent single hole-spin
Hamiltonian and the cavity-mediated spin-spin coupling
term, respectively. Here, Alj,α ≡ P ljAj,αP lj , with P lj
a projector onto the low-energy degenerate subspace of
spin j, F lj,αβ = ∂αAlj,β−∂βAlj,α+ i[Alj,α,Alj,β ] is the cor-

responding non-Abelian Berry curvature, and Olj,αβγ is
an operator that encode also the geometry of the states.
In particular, for ω0 � ε1,2, this can be written as

Olj,αβγ = i[∂αAj,β ,Aj,γ ]l − 2∂β log[εj ]F lj,γα
− 2

(
Glj,βγAlj,α −A−j,βA

h
j,αA+

j,γ

)
, (4)

where [. . . ]l ≡ P lj [. . . ]P lj , Glj,βγ is the quantum metric in

the lowest subspace [34], and Ahj,α ≡ Phj Aj,αPhj , with

Phj = 1 − P lj being the Berry curvature in the highest

energy subspace of spin, and A+(−)
j,α ≡ Ph(l)

j Aj,αP l(h)
j .

The Hamiltonians in Eq. 3 are the central results of this
work, showing that photons in a cavity can be imprinted
with the individual hole-spin Berry phases and, more-
over, they can mediate interactions between two hole-
spins via the geometry of their states in the absence
of any external magnetic fields. Therefore, such effects
are present only if the spins are driven, providing means
for selectively entangling spin 3/2 qubits coupled to the
same cavity field. Notably, the above Hamiltonians de-
pend only on the geometry of states through their Berry
connections, being thus general and applicable, we be-
lieve, to any non-Abelian system. Although the Hamil-
tonian H1−2(t) ∝ Ė1,γ(t)Ė2,δ(t), the evolution operator
endowed by this term is effectively geometrical when the
two driving frequencies Ω1,2 (in a continuous operation
mode) are incommensurate [34, 41], as we show explicitly
later.
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The first term in δHj(t) in Eq. 3 describe the leading
order coupling of the degenerate spin 3/2 subspace to the
photons, in agreement with the findings in Ref. [38]. This
term can be leveraged in order to manipulate the qubit
by driving the cavity with a classical (coherent) field.
The second contribution instead is novel and accounts for
the cavity frequency shift induced by the individual hole-
spins geometry of states. Thus, we have extended the
dispersive read-out of geometrical Abelian Berry phases
[39, 40] to the non-Abelian realm. While seemingly com-
plicated, the origin of each term in Olj,αβγ can be un-
ravelled by using a Floquet approach for describing the
dynamics [34]. Interestingly, for ω0 ∼ Ėj,α/εj , the pho-
tons and the external driving become resonant, and given
that generally [Alj,α,F lj,αβ ] 6= 0, it can result in a novel
type of Jaynes-Cummings Hamiltonian that is activated
by the geometry of the states. Nevertheless, we leave
this aspect for future work, and focus here on the regime
ω0 � Ėj,α/εj .

Dispersive Floquet approach.— Next we utilise a Flo-
quet description of the hole-spins dynamics that is ap-
propriate when each of the spins 3/2 is driven period-
ically, or Hj(t + Tj) = Hj(t) (Hj(t)≡Ej,α(t)Γαj ), with
Ωj=2π/Tj being the driving frequency of spin j = 1, 2.
In the absence of the cavity, the time-dependent wave-
functions (or Floquet states) can be written as |Ψs

j(t)〉 =

e−iE
s
j t|ψsj (t)〉, where |ψsj (t + Tj)〉 = |ψsj (t)〉 is found as

solutions to the Schrödinger equation Hj(t)|ψsj (t)〉 ≡
[Hj(t) − i∂/∂t]|ψsj (t)〉 = Esj |ψsj (t)〉, and Esj are the Flo-
quet eigenvalues for spin j that are defined up to multi-
ple of Ωj , with s = 1, 2, . . . labelling the periodic Floquet
states. In the adiabatic limit Esj = εsj+γsj /Tj , with εsj and
γsj being the instantaneous (or average) energy and the
Berry phase of the spin j in the Floquet state s. Cou-
pling the spins to the photons results in both shifts in
the individual Floquet energies and a coupling between
the two spins. The full dynamics of the two spins driven
at different frequencies is rather involved (see, for exam-
ple, Ref. [41]), and here instead we focus on the weak
coupling regime in the dispersive limit. That is when
|∆ss′

j (q)−ω0| � |g1,2|, with ∆ss′

j (q) = |Esj−Es
′

j −qΩj | and
q ∈ Z, which allows us to treat the spin-photon interac-
tion in perturbation theory. Using a time-dependent SW
transformation, which is described in detail in the SM,
the cavity induced low (quasi-)energy spin Hamiltonian
can be cast as δH =

∑
j δHj +Hz1−2 +H⊥1−2, with

δHj = nph
∑
q,s,s′

(−1)s|V ss
′

j (q)|2
∆ss′

j (q)

[∆ss′
j (q)]2 − ω2

0

σzj ,

Hz1−2 =
2

ω0

∑
j,s,p∈low

(−1)s+pV ssj (0)V pp
j̄

(0)σz1σ
z
2 , (5)

H⊥1−2 =
∑
j

V 12
j (0)V 21

j̄ (0)
2ω0

ω2
0 − [∆12

j (0)]2
σ+

1 σ
−
2 + h.c. ,

where V ss
′

j (q) = (1/Tj)
∫ Tj

0
dte−iqΩjt〈ψsj (t)|gj ·Γj |ψs

′

j (t)〉
are the Fourier components of the spin-photon matrix ele-
ments between states s and s′ and spin j = 1, 2. Also, σαj ,
with α = x, y, z are Pauli matrices acting in the two low-
est (quasi-)energy Floquet states of the hole-spin j = 1, 2.
The first term leads to a cavity frequency shift that de-
pends on the Floquet state of spin j, while the second
and third terms account for an Ising and XY couplings
between the lowest spin Floquet doublets, respectively.
As showed in detail in the SM, in the adiabatic limit
Ωj � |Ej | we find that δHj ∝ Ωj and Hz,⊥1−2 ∝ Ω1Ω2,
consistent with the expressions found in the previous sec-
tion. Note that Hz,⊥1−2 depend only on the q = 0 Fourier

components of V ss
′

j (t) which, as argued before, result in
geometrical effects only on the evolution. All these ef-
fects are absent in the static case and, in particular, the
entanglement between the Floquet states is ignited only
by driving both spins.
Circular driving.— In order to verify both the adia-

batic theory and the above Floquet approach, in this
section we consider a specific model, namely that of
a circularly driven spin 3/2. Without loss of gen-
erality in the following we shall use parametrization
nj(t) = {− sin θj sin Ωjt, sin θj cos Ωjt, cos θj}, where Ωj
and θj are again the driving frequency and the cone an-
gle for the j-th spin. We were able to find a time de-
pendent transformation Ũ(t) (for details see SM) that
makes the bare hole-spin part of Htot(t) fully time-
independent and diagonal; i.e. it gives access to the ex-
act solution in the absence of the cavity. Therefore,
the entire time-dependence of the spins-photon system
in this new frame is shifted to the spin-photon inter-
actions. Then, in the dispersive regime we can decou-
ple the spin and photonic degrees of freedom by means
of the second order SW transformation in gj the re-
sulting low-energy spin-photon Hamiltonian assumes the
same form as in Eq. 5 with H⊥1−2 = 0. In general
δHj = δωg0,j(t)σ

z
j nph and Hz1−2(t) = Jz1−2(t)σzz σ

z
2 , with

Jz1−2(t) = −(Ω1Ω2/2ω0)f1(t)f2(t) and fj(t+Tj) = fj(t).
For gj = {0, 0, gj} and in leading order in Ωj , we obtain
(for the general expressions see SM)

δωgj,0 = −
2g2
jΩj(12ε2j − ω2

0) cos θj sin2θj

(4ε2j − ω2
0)2

, (6)

fj =
gj sin2θj

εj
, (7)

while Hj = (1/2)Ωj cos θjσ
z
j (bare low-energy hole-spin

Hamiltonian). Above, δωgj,0 is the cavity frequency shift
pertaining to the geometrical imprints of the lowest en-
ergy sector, while we disregarded the (dynamical) con-
tributions δωdj,0 that can shift the cavity frequency by a
value independent of the qubit state [34].

In the following we demonstrate numerically that in
the presence of the driving the cavity frequency shift pro-
vides a read-out of the non-Abelian evolution. Given
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FIG. 2: Cavity frequency shift 〈δω0〉 due to the interaction
with a single hole-spin as a function of driving frequency Ω
for several cone angles θ and initial superposition weights β.
The solid (dashed) lines represent the result without (with)
adiabatic approximation. The other parameters are ω0 =
0.15, ε = 1.05, g = 0.02, and the spin-photon coupling is set
along the z axis.

an initial hole-spin state at time t = 0, |ψ(0)〉 =

{
√

1− β2, βeiφ}, we can evaluate the geometrical con-
tribution during the periodic evolution as 〈δωg0〉 =

(1/T )
∫ T

0
〈ψ(t)|σz|ψ(t)〉 δωg0 , where |ψ(t)〉 ≡ U(t)|ψ(0)〉

with the evolution operator U(t) describing the bare hole-
spin Hamiltonian. In linear order Ω, we find the sim-
ple functional dependence 〈δωg0〉 = (2β2 − 1)δωg0 , which
allows to discriminate between different qubit states.
As expected, in the absence of the driving 〈δωg0〉 = 0.
In Fig. 2 we plot the total photonic frequency shift
〈δω0〉 ≡ 〈δωd0〉 + 〈δωg0〉 obtained from evolving the full
spin S = 3/2 Hamiltonian and that obtained from the
adiabatic, low-energy approximation, respectively as a
function of the driving frequency Ω for various values of
β [34]. We see that the adiabatic approximation (linear
in Ω) describes well the frequency shift for a wide range
of parameters [34].

Finally, we demonstrate the entangling properties of
the Hamiltonian Hz1−2(t). Before that, it is instruc-
tive to define an effective static Hamiltonian, Hz,g1−2 =
Jz,g1−2σ

z
1σ

z
2 with Jz,g1−2 = −Ω1Ω2f

0
1 f

0
2 /2ω0, where f0

j =

(Ωj/2π)
∫ 2π/Ωj

0
dτfj(τ) is the q = 0 Fourier compo-

nent of fj(t). Since each closed spin trajectory is con-
tributing individually here, Hz,g1−2 is inherently geometri-
cal (external noises affect its evolution similarly to ge-
ometrical gates). For a given two-qubit density ma-
trix, ρ12(t), the entanglement can be quantified by the
concurrence C[ρ12(t)] = max[0, λ1

12 − λ2
12 − λ3

12 − λ4
12]

[42] where the λk12 are the eigenvalues of the Hermi-
tian matrix R12 =

√√
ρ12ρ̃12

√
ρ12 sorted in descend-

ing order with ρ̃12 = (σy1 ⊗ σ
y
2 )ρ∗12(σy1 ⊗ σ

y
2 ). The con-

currence is C = 0(1) for a separable (maximally en-
tangled) state. Starting from a separable density ma-
trix at t = 0, in Fig. 3 we show C[ρ12(t)] as a func-
tion of time when the evolution is generated by the full

FIG. 3: The concurrence C[ρ12(t)] pertaining to the two-qubit
density matrix ρ12(t) as a function of time for various driving
Ω1/Ω2 ratios. With dashed lines we mark concurrence gener-
ated by Hz,g

1−2. The left inset depicts the short time behaviour
of the concurrence exhibiting fast oscillations, while the right
inset shows a non-monotonic behavior of concurrence for long
times t ' ~/Jz

1−2 for
√

2Ω2 = Ω1. We have used following
parametrization: ω0 = 0.15, g = 0.02, ε1 = 1.05, ε2 = 0.95,
Ω1 = 0.1, g1 = g{1/2, 1/2, 1/

√
2}, g2 = g{1/

√
2, 1/2, 1/2},

θ1 = π/3, θ2 = π/4, β1 = 0.4, and β2 = 0.3.

time-dependent Hz1−2(t) Hamiltonian and by the effec-
tive static Hamiltonian Hz,g1−2. We see excellent (poor)
agreement between the two cases when the driving fre-
quencies are incommensurate (commensurate), demon-
strating the geometrical origin of the entanglement at in-
commensurate drives. Note that C[ρ12(t)] increases with
time, becoming maximal for t ∼ ~/Jz1−2 (cf. right inset
of Fig. 3). Furthermore, we also analyzed the robustness
of the entanglement generation to noises in the driving
frequencies, Ωjt → φj(t) ≡ Ωjt + δj(t), with δj(t) be-
ing a gaussian correlated noise [41]. We have evaluated
κ = |C0(t) − C(t)|, where C0(t) is noiseless concurrence
and C(t) is the mean concurrence, we found that κ is al-
most two orders of magnitudes smaller in the case of in-
commensurate drives as compared to the commensurate
ones [34]. That is again consistent with the enhanced
protection associated with geometrical qubits [33].

In order to give some estimates for the strength of the
exchange coupling induced by the dynamics presented in
this work, we utilise the GaAs quantum dot model pro-
posed in Ref. [20]. We assume for the hole-spin splittings
ε1 = ε2 = 0.285 meV (which corresponds to electrical
fields in the range of 105−106 V/m), ω0 ' 10 GHz, driv-
ing frequency Ω1 =

√
2Ω2 = 0.043 THz, and spin-cavity

couplings strengths g1 = g2 = 5.7 µeV. For a cavity field
parallel to z-axis, the spin-spin interaction is maximized
for θ1 = θ2 = π/2, as showed in Eq. 7, and we obtain
Jz1−2 ' 2.7 neV, or a two-qubit gate time of 10−5 s. This
time scale is much shorter than the coherence times of a
single spin-hole qubit that can be as high as 10 ms [43].
Conclusions.— We have proposed and studied an all-

electrical scheme for entangling hole-spins in nanostruc-
tures using the non-Abelian character of their states and
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the electrical field of a microwave cavity. We showed that
the Berry phases of electrically driven hole-spins imprint
onto the cavity photons allowing for a dispersive read-
out of the hole-spin qubit. Furthermore, we have shown
that the cavity mediates long-range entangling coupling
between the non-Abelian Berry curvatures of two hole-
spins when both are electrically driven, enabling selective
entanglement between hole-spin qubits. Our work might
be relevant for a plethora of other solid-state qubits with
non-trivial geometry of states, such as electrons localized
in quantum dots or molecular magnets.
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SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL

SPIN-HOLE HAMILTONIAN AND Γ MATRICES

Acceptor impurities in semiconductors with strong spin-orbit coupling due to p-type cubic symmetry have two
Kramers degenerate bands of spin S = 3/2 with spin projections ±1/2 and ±3/2. An externally applied electric field,
E ≡ {Ex, Ey, Ez}, interacts the acceptor bound hole state through the linear Stark effect

H =
eaBχ√

3
(Ex{Sy, Sz}+ Ey{Sz, Sx}+ Ez{Sx, Sy}) , (8)

where Sj , with j = x, y, z, are the spin 3/2 matrices, {A,B} = AB+BA and aB Bohr radius. The above Hamiltonian
can be elegantly manipulated with the help of the Γ matrices [17] below:

Γ1 = −σy ⊗ σx,
Γ2 = −σy ⊗ σy,
Γ3 = −σy ⊗ σz,
Γ4 = σx ⊗ 12,

Γ5 = σz ⊗ 12,

(9)

satisfying the SO(5) Clifford algebra, i.e. ΓaΓb + ΓbΓa = 2δab1 and where σx,y,z are the Pauli matrices. The Γj

matrices are related to the spin 3/2 matrices by

Γ1 =
1√
3
{Sy, Sz}

Γ2 =
1√
3
{Sz, Sx}

Γ3 =
1√
3
{Sx, Sy}

Γ4 =
1√
3

(S2
x − S2

y)

Γ5 = S2
z −

5

4
1

(10)

The Stark coupling Hamiltonian can then be written simply as:

H = E · {Γ1,Γ2,Γ3} , (11)

where for the simplicity we have absorbed the constant factors into the electric field vector definition.

BERRY CONNECTION, BERRY CURVATURE, QUANTUM METRIC TENSOR

For the driven spin 3/2 Hamiltonian discussed in the Main Text we obtain the following expressions for the Berry
connection, Berry curvature, and the metric tensor, respectively, that act in the s = low, high two-dimensional energy
subspace:

As ≡ −iPs U†∂EU︸ ︷︷ ︸
A

Ps = − 1

2ε
n× σ , (12)

Fsαβ = iPs[Aα, Aβ ]Ps + i[Asα,Asβ ] = ∂EαAsβ − ∂EβAsα + i[Asα,Asβ ] , (13)

Bs ≡
(
Fsyz,Fszx,Fsxy

)
= − 1

2ε2
(n · σ)n , (14)

Gsαβ ≡
1

2

(
Ps{Aα, Aβ}Ps − {Asα,Asβ}

)
⇒

 Gsxx Gsxy GsxzGsyx Gsyy Gsyz
Gszx Gszy Gszz

 =
1

4ε2

 1− n2
x −nxny −nxnz

−nxny 1− n2
y −nynz

−nxnz −nynz 1− n2
z

 , (15)

where |n| = 1.
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ADIABATIC PERTURBATION THEORY

Here we provide the details on the derivation of the effective low-energy Hamiltonian for the two spins coupled to
the cavity. After the first unitary (time-dependent) transformation, the total Hamiltonian can be written as [38]:

H̃tot =
∑
j=1,2

(
εjΓ

5
j + Ėj,αAj,α + gj,α(∂αεj Γ5

j + iεj [Aj,α,Γ
5
j ])(a

† + a)
)

+ ω0 a
†a , (16)

such that the instantaneous spin Hamiltonian is now diagonal, with εj being the eigen-energy, possibly still time-
dependent.

Next we account for the terms ∼ Ėj,α by diagonalising the spin Hamiltonian in second order in these velocities,
at the expense of introducing new coupling terms between the spins and the photons. To achieve that, we perform

a unitary transformation on each spin U
(2)
j (t) = e−Sj = 1 − Sj + (Sj)

2/2 + . . . , with j = 1, 2 and Sj = −S†j chosen
such that:

Ėj,α(1− Pj)Aj,α + εj [Sj ,Γ
5
j ] = 0 , (17)

where PjO = Phj OPhj + P ljOP lj ≡ Od and (1 − Pj)O = Phj OP lj + P ljOPhj ≡ O+ + O−. That in turn leads to the
following Hamiltonian:

H̄tot =
∑
j=1,2

(
εjΓ

5
j + Ėj,αAdj,α + gj,α

(
∂αεj (Γ5

j + [Sj ,Γ
5
j ]) + iεj([Aj,α,Γ

5
j ] + [Sj , [Aj,α,Γ

5
j ]])
)

(a† + a)
)

+ ω0a
†a , (18)

where the spins Hamiltonian are diagonalized in leading order in velocities. We then simply obtain:

Sj(t) =
Ėj,α
2εj

(A+
j,α −A

−
j,α) , (19)

where A±j,α = Ph,lj Aj,αP l,hj are the off diagonal raising/lowering type operators stemming from the full gauge field
Aj,α. With this, the Hamiltonian becomes

H̄tot =
∑
j=1,2

εjΓ
5
j + Ėj,αAdj,α + gj,β

(
∂βεjΓ

5
j + Ėj,αFj,αβ

)
(a† + a)︸ ︷︷ ︸

V1,j(t)

+ω0a
†a

− gj,α

(
Ėj,β∂αεj

εj
(A+

j,β +A−j,β) + 2iεj(A+
j,α −A

−
j,α)

)
(a† + a)︸ ︷︷ ︸

V2,j(t)

. (20)

The above Hamiltonian contains explicitly the effective coupling between the photons and the velocity of spins, while
the spin Hamiltonians themselves are now diagonal.

A second SW transformation, U
(3)
j = e−S

′
j , with S′j = −(S′j)

† diagonalizes both the photons and the spins in leading
order in the velocities and the spin-photon coupling strength, respectively. In this order, we obtain

S′j =
gj,α
ω0

(
∂αεjΓ

5
j + Ėj,βFj,βα

)
(a† − a)− 2igj,αεj

[(
1

2εj − ω0
a+

1

2εj + ω0
a†
)
A+
j,α +

(
1

2εj + ω0
a+

1

2εj − ω0
a†
)
A−j,α

]
− gj,αĖj,β∂αεj

εj

[(
1

2εj − ω0
a+

1

2εj + ω0
a†
)
A+
j,β −

(
1

2εj + ω0
a+

1

2εj − ω0
a†
)
A−j,β

]
, (21)

which then leads for the effective Hamiltonian (keeping only the diagonal terms in the leading order in velocities and
second order in gj,α):

H̄tot =
∑
j=1,2

εjΓ
5
j + Ėj,α(Adj,α +

1

2
[S′p, [S

′
k,Adj,α]]) +

1

2
[S′p, V1,j ] +

1

2
[S′p, V2,j ]−

i

2
(Ṡ′jS

′
p − S′jṠ′p) + ω0a

†a , (22)

where we neglect all the terms are off-diagonal and lead to higher orders than those accounted for in the following.
From above, we can obtain the single spin coupling Hamiltonians pertaining to the low-energy sector as follows:

δHj =
4Ėj,αgj,βgj,γεj

(2εj)2 − ω2
0

[
εj

(2εj)
2 + ω2

0

(2εj)2 − ω2
0

[
i[∂αAj,β ,Aj,γ ]− 2(Glj,βγAlj,α −A−j,βA

h
j,αA+

j,γ)
]
− 2∂βεjF lj,γα

]
a†a . (23)
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which, in the limit of small cavity frequency ω0 � εj reduces to the expression showed in the main text. Above we
only kept the terms that depend on the photonic field (Stark shift), and disregarded the Lamb shift. Finally, the
coupling between the two spins reads (for ω0 � Ėj,γ):

H1−2 ≈
2g1,αg2,β

ω0
Ė1,γĖ2,δF1,αγF2,βδ . (24)

The effective Hamiltonian acting in the 4×4 dimensional subspace leads to an evolution that can result in entangle-
ment. To account for that in the adiabatic description, we evaluate the evolution operator in the interaction picture
with respect to the single-qubit Hamiltonians stemming from the non-Abelian dynamics. This reads:

U I1−2(t, t′) = T e−i
∫ t
t′ dτH

I
1−2(τ) ≈ 1− i

∫ t

t′
dτHI1−2(τ) + . . . , (25)

where

HI1−2(t) = U†1 (t)U†2 (t)HI1−2(τ)U2(t)U1(t) =
2g1,αg2,β

ω0
Ė1,γĖ2,δFI1,αγ(t)FI2,βδ(t) , (26)

and Ui(t) = T exp [−i
∫ t

0
dτHi(τ)]. Let us next consider a continuous periodic driving of the two qubits along some

given trajectory in the parameter space. Then, we can extract a simple form of the evolution operator for each spin
as:

Ui(t) =
∑
σ

eiσεit|ψi,σ(t)〉〈ψiσ(0)| , (27)

where |ψi,σ(t+Ti)〉 = |ψi,σ(t)〉 are the corresponding Floquet states for spin i = 1, 2, and εi ∝ 1/Ti is the corresponding
Floquet energy associated with the given trajectory. Then, we obtain:

FIi,αγ(t) =
∑
σσ′

ei(σ−σ
′)εit〈ψiσ(t)|Fi,αγ(t)|ψi,σ′(t)〉|ψiσ(0)〉〈ψiσ′(0)| ≡

∑
σσ′

ei(σ−σ
′)εitFσσ

′

i,αγ(t)|ψiσ(0)〉〈ψiσ′(0)|

= Fzi,αγ(t)σiz + e2iεitF↑↓i,αγ(t)σi+ + e−2iεitF↓↑i,αγ(t)σi− (28)

where Fzi,αγ(t) = (1/2)(F↑↑i,αγ(t) − F↓↓i,αγ(t)) and Fσσ′i,αγ(t + Ti) = Fσσ′i,αγ(t). Note that the operators σiz,+,− act in the
Floquet basis of the individual spins. The resulting slow-oscillating Hamiltonian becomes:

HI1−2(t) =
2g1,αg2,β

ω0
Ė1,γĖ2,δ


Fz1,αγ(t)Fz2,βδ(t)σz1σz2 , for ε1 6= ε2

Fz1,αγ(t)Fz2,βδ(t)σz1σz2 + F↑↓1,αγ(t)F↓↑2,δ(t)σ
1
+σ

2
− + h.c. , for ε1 = ε2

. (29)

Note that the two contributions commute, and thus we can treat them separately in the time-ordering. Let us evaluate
the evolution operator for ε1 6= ε2, the other case being addressable similarly. Then we obtain:

U I1−2(t, t′) = T e−i
∫ t
t′ dτH

I
1−2(τ) = e−2i(g1,αg2,β/ω0)F̄z1,αγF̄z2,βδσz1σz2 t , (30)

where

F̄zi,αγ =
1

Ti

∫ Ti

0

dtĖi,γ(t)Fzi,αγ(t) ≡ 1

Ti

∮
dEi,γFzi,αγ(Ei) , (31)

is the average of the diagonal Berry curvature over the corresponding period. Note that in this case the evolution
operator only affects the {| ↑↑〉, | ↓↓〉} subspaces, while the {| ↑↓〉, | ↓↑〉} remains inert.

FLOQUET THEORY FOR QUBITS DRIVEN IN A CAVITY

Let us consider again the time-dependent Hamiltonian describing the two spins in the cavity written in the original
form (for dj = 1):

Htot(t) = ω0a
†a+

∑
j=1,2

[
Ej(t) + gj(a

† + a)
]
· Γj , (32)
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where gj is the (vector) coupling strength of the spin Γj = (Γ1
j ,Γ

2
j ,Γ

3
j ) to the cavity. As opposed to the previous

case, here each of the spin 3/2 is driven periodically by classical drives Ej(t+Tj) = Ej(t), with Tj the corresponding
driving period. For the spin j time-periodic Hamiltonian, Hj(t+Tj) = Hj(t) (Hj(t) ≡ Ej(t) ·Γj), the Floquet states
can be found as solutions to the Schrodinger equation

Hj(t)|ψsj (t)〉 ≡ [Hj(t)− i∂/∂t]|ψsj (t)〉 = Esj |ψsj (t)〉 , (33)

where Esj are the Floquet eigenvalues that are defined up to multiples of Ωj , with s = 1, 2, . . . labelling the periodic
Floquet states, |ψsj (t+ Tj)〉 = |ψsj (t)〉. It is instructive to express the spin-photon coupling in the (complete) Floquet
basis of the bare driven spins. In the absence of the coupling to the cavity, we label the Floquet eigenstates of the
spin j = 1, 2 by |ψsj (t)〉. Taking into account the photonic state, in the absence of the coupling between the qubits
and the photons, a general Floquet state reads:

|Ψss′n(t)〉 = |ψs1(t)〉 ⊗ |ψs
′

2 (t)〉 ⊗ |n〉 , (34)

which will be used as basis states and which satisfy:

H0(t)|Ψss′n(t)〉 = (Es1 + Es
′

2 + nω0)|Ψss′n(t)〉 , (35)

where H0(t) = H1 +H2 + ω0a
†a− i∂/∂t. The above Floquet spectrum, for each spin, can be solved by switching to

the Fourier space and mapping the time-dependent problem to a static, eigenvalue problem, or:

|ψsj (t)〉 =
∑
q

e−iqΩjt|ψsj (q)〉 , (36)

which then can be substituted into the Floquet Hamiltonian to give the following set of linear equations:∑
q

[Hj(q − q′) + nΩjδqq′ ]|ψsj (q′)〉 = Esj |ψsj (q)〉 , (37)

where Hj(q − q′) = (1/Tj)
∫ Tj

0
dte−i(q−q

′)ΩjtHj(t). Note that now the dimension of the extended Hilbert space is
infinite, associated with an infinite number of emitted or absorbed photons. While the number of Floquet energies
is infinite, they are defined only up to multiples of Ωj . Within this formalism, one can now add the perturbations
Vj ≡ gj ·Γj(a† + a) to the Hamiltonian and treat them in the framework of time-dependent perturbation theory. We
can write:

Esj = εsj + φ̄sj/Tj , (38)

εsj = (1/Tj)

∫ Tj

0

dt〈ψsj (t)|Hj(t)|ψsj (t)〉+O(1/T 2
j ) , (39)

φ̄sj = i

∫ Tj

0

dt〈ψsj (t)|d/dt|ψsj (t)〉 = γsj /Tj +O(1/T 2
j ) , (40)

being the corresponding average instantaneous energy and the Aharonov-Anandan phase, respectively, associated
with the Floquet level s in spin j. In the adiabatic limit discussed here, the latter term becomes the Berry phase γsj ,
and the average energies εsj will become the instantaneous energies.

A general combined Floquet state satisfies:[
H0(t) +

∑
j

Vj
]
|Ψr(t)〉 ≡ H(t)|Ψr(t)〉 = 0 , (41)

where |Ψr(t)〉 are the full Floquet eigenstates with r labelling index of the mixed spin-photonic state. This eigenvalue
equation resembles the static situation and we proceed to solve it perturbation theory in Vj , assuming the weak
coupling limit to hold, namely |gj | � |Ej(t)|, ω0. We relate the full Floquet states to the bare ones by a unitary

transformation |Ψr(t)〉 = e−i(E
s
1+Ep2 )tU(t)|Ψss′n(t)〉, with U(t) = e−S(t) ≈ 1−S(t) +S2(t)/2 + . . . and S†(t) = −S(t).

We then choose S(t) such that it excludes from Vj(t) the terms that are off-diagonal, i.e. couple different photonic states
and, but not necessary, couple different Floquet states. Note that S(t) = S1(t) + S2(t) and S1,2(t + T1,2) = S1,2(t),
and we need only to find each of these transformations individually. Keeping the leading order terms in Vj , that
pertains to the following equation:

[Sj(t),Hj(t)] + Vj = 0⇔ [Sj(t), Hj(t)] + Vj − iṠj = 0 , (42)
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which leads to:

H(t) ≈ H0(t) +
1

2
[S(t), V ] . (43)

Writing Sj(t) = A+
j (t)a+A−j (t)a†, from Eq. 42 above we obtain:

〈ψsj (t)|A±j (t)|ψs
′

j (t)〉 =
∑
q

eiqΩjt
V ss

′

j (q)

Esj − Es
′
j − qΩj ∓ ω0

, (44)

where:

V ss
′

j (q) =
1

Tj

∫ Tj

0

dte−iqΩjt〈ψsj (t)|Vj |ψs
′

j (t)〉 =
∑
k

〈ψsj (q)|Vj |ψs
′

j (k + q)〉 , (45)

and V s
′s

j (−p) = [V ss
′

j (p)]∗. We can finally put everything together to obtain:

Sj(t) =
∑
q,s,s′

eiqΩjtV ss
′

j (q)

(
1

Esj − Es
′
j − qΩj + ω0

a+
1

Esj − Es
′
j − qΩj − ω0

a†
)

Σss
′

j (t) , (46)

with σss
′

j (t) = |ψsj (t)〉〈ψs
′

j (t)|. Writing Vj in the Floquet basis too, we arrive at the dispersive Hamiltonian:

H(t) ≈
∑
j=1,2

[
Ej + bzj (t)a

†a
]
σzj (t) + Jz1−2(t)σz1(t)σz2(t) + (J⊥1−2(t)σ−1 (t)σ+

2 (t) + h.c.) , (47)

bzj (t) =
1

2

∑
q,q′,s

(−1)sei(q+q
′)ΩjtV ss

′

j (q)V s
′s

j (q′)

(
Esj − Es

′

j − qΩj

(Esj − Es
′
j − qΩj)2 − ω2

0

−
Es′j − Esj − q′Ωj

(Es′j − Esj − q′ Ωj)2 − ω2
0

)
, (48)

Jz1−2(t) =
∑
j,q,q′

(−1)s+pei(qΩj+q
′Ωj̄)tV ssj (q)V pp

j̄
(q′)

2ω0

ω2
0 − q2 Ω2

j

J⊥1−2(t) =
∑
j,q,q′

ei(qΩj+q
′Ωj̄)tV 12

j (q)V 21
j̄ (q′)

2ω0

ω2
0 − (E+

j − E
−
j − qΩj)2

, (49)

where σαj , with α = x, y, z are here Pauli matrices acting in the low-energy Floquet basis states, and s, p = ± quantify

the lowest (quasi-)energy doublets E±j of the two spins. We can simplify further these expression by only considering
the time averages of the above couplings, assuming incommensurate driving frequencies. That simply means q = −q′
(q = q′ = 0) in the expression for bzj (t) (JFz,⊥(t)). We then finally obtain the expressions showed in the main text:

bzj =
∑
q,s,s′

(−1)s|V ss
′

j (q)|2
Esj − Es

′

j − qΩj

(Esj − Es
′
j − qΩj)2 − ω2

0

, (50)

Jz1−2 =
2

ω0

∑
j

(−1)s+pV ssj (0)V pp
j̄

(0) ,

J⊥1−2 =
∑
j

V 12
j (0)V 21

j̄ (0)
2ω0

ω2
0 − (E+

j − E
−
j )2

. (51)

To connect to the adiabatic approximation, next we perform a series expansion in Ωj in the previous Floquet
expressions. Moreover, we collect only single-spin terms that depend on the photon number and which will lead to
changes in the photons frequency, as well as the resulting cavity mediated spin-spin coupling Hamiltonian. For the
former, we can write

bzj (t) ≈ −
∑

q,q′,s′∈high
ei(q+q

′)Ωjt(−1)sV ss
′

j (q)V s
′s

j (q′)

(
4εj

(2εj)2 − ω2
0

+ Ωj
(2εj)

2 + ω2
0

π[(2εj)2 − ω2
0 ]2

[γsj − γs
′

j − π(q − q′)]
)
, (52)

where we used that εsj = εpj = ±εj with s, p = low/high in leading order on the driving frequency Ωj . To make
progress, we write the Floquet states as :

|ψsj (t)〉 = |φsj(t)〉+
Ωj

εsj − ε
p
j

∑
p

Apsj (t)|φpj (t)〉+O(Ω2
j ) , (53)
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where |φsj(t)〉 = |φsj(t + Tj)〉 and Apsj (t) = Apsj (t + Tj) are the instantaneous eigenstates and the matrix elements
pertaining to the dynamical corrections to these states, respectively. The precise form of Apsj (t) can be found using
perturbation theory in Ωj from the explicit driving trajectory. Note that the instantaneous wave-functions cannot
discriminate between the s and p states associated to a given (originally) Kramers doublet, thus all matrix elements
that couple such states need to be at least proportional to Ωj , i.e. beyond the instantaneous description. Specifically,
we can write:

V ss
′

j (t) ≈ 〈φsj(t)|Vj |φs
′

j (t)〉+
Ωj
2εj

∑
p

(Aps
′

j (t)〈φsj(t)|Vj |φ
p
j (t)〉 −A

sp
j (t)〈φpj (t)|Vj |φ

s′

j (t)〉)

≡ vss
′

j (t) +
Ωj
2εj

∑
p

[vspj (t)Aps
′

j (t)−Aspj (t)vps
′

j (t)] , (54)

and the corresponding Fourier components:

V ss
′

j (q) ≈ vss
′

j (q) +
Ωj
2εj

∑
p,k

[vspj (k)Aps
′

j (k − q)−Aspj (k)vps
′

j (k − q)] . (55)

Using these considerations, the leading contributions in Ωj gives

bzj (t) ≈ −
Ωj

(2εj)2 − ω2
0

∑
s′∈high

(−1)s

[
(2εj)

2 + ω2
0

(2εj)2 − ω2
0

(
i

Ωj

(
vss
′

j (t)v̇s
′s
j (t)− v̇ss

′

j (t)vs
′s
j (t)

)
+ vss

′

j (t)vs
′s
j (t)

γsj − γs
′

j

π

)

−2v0
j (t)(vss

′

j (t)As
′s
j (t) +Ass

′

j (t)vs
′s
j (t))

]
, (56)

which is the Floquet analogue of Eq. (23), with each of the term above having its adiabatic counterpart (in the order
presented).

Finally, the exchange coupling becomes:

Jz1−2(t) ≈ ω0Ω1Ω2

2ε1ε2

∑
s,p∈low,e,r∈high

(−1)s+pei(qΩj+q
′Ωj̄)t

1

ω2
0 − (qΩj)2

[vsej (k)Aesj (k − q) +Asej (k)vesj (k − q)][vpr
j̄

(k′)Arp
j̄

(k′ − q′) +Apr
j̄

(k′)vrp
j̄

(k′ − q′)] , (57)

J⊥1−2(t) ≈ ω0Ω1Ω2

2ε1ε2

∑
e,r∈high

ei(qΩj+q
′Ωj̄)t

2ω0

ω2
0 − (γ1

j − γ2
j − 2πq)2 (Ωj/2π)2

[v1e
j (k)Ae2j (k − q) +A1e

j (k)ve2j (k − q)][v2r
j̄ (k′)Ar1j̄ (k′ − q′) +A2r

j̄ (k′)vr1j̄ (k′ − q′)] (58)

which, in the long time limit and assuming the two frequencies Ω1,2 as being incommensurate, allows us to keep in
the above expression only the q = q′ = 0.

CIRCULAR DRIVING

Here we provide details for the circular driving case, which allows us to map the time-dependent problem to
a static one that is amenable to approximations. In Eq. (32) we use the electric field parametrization nj(t) =
{− sin θj sin Ωjt, sin θj cos Ωjt, cos θj}, where θj is the cone angle of the j-th spin’s trajectory, for which the exact
solution for bare spin part can be constructed. Namely, we found that transformation U1(t)⊗ U2(t) where

Uj(t) =
1√
2

(
1j+i

∑
α

njα(t)Γα5
j

)
e−iΩjΓ

12
j t/2, (59)
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with Γab = [Γa,Γb]/2i, rotates Hamiltonian to the instantaneous eigenbasis and leaves the remaining gauge field
(−iUj(t)†U̇j(t)) time independent. The resulting Hamiltonian can be further diagonalized with D1 ⊗D2,

Dj =


sin

θj
2 ξ

+
j+ cos

θj
2 ξ
−
j+ − cos

θj
2 ξ
−
j− − sin

θj
2 ξ

+
j−

−i cos
θj
2 ξ

+
j+ i sin

θj
2 ξ
−
j+ −i sin

θj
2 ξ
−
j− i cos

θj
2 ξ

+
j−

−i cos
θj
2 ξ

+
j− i sin

θj
2 ξ
−
j− i sin

θj
2 ξ
−
j+ −i cos

θj
2 ξ

+
j+

sin
θj
2 ξ

+
j− cos

θj
2 ξ
−
j− cos

θj
2 ξ
−
j+ sin

θj
2 ξ

+
j+


ξs2=±
j,s1=± =

√
1

2

(
1 + s1

2εj + s2 Ωj cos θj
2Ej,s2

)
Ej,± =

1

2

√
Ω2
j + 4ε2j ± 4Ωjεj cos θj .

(60)

Summarizing, the spin-photon Hamiltonian in the rotated frame Ũ(t) = D1U1(t)⊗D2U2(t) reads,

H̃(t) = Ũ†
(
Htot(t)− i

d

dt

)
Ũ =

∑
j

(
ĒjΓ5

j + δEjΓ12
j + gjH̃

j
int(t)(a

† + a)
)

+ ω0 a
†a , (61)

H̃j
int(t) =

1

2

∑
s=±

(
xjs(t)(Γ

5
j + sΓ12

j ) + yRjs(t)(Γ
2
j − sΓ15

j )− yIjs(t)(Γ25
j + sΓ1

j )
)
, (62)

where Ēj = (Ej+ + Ej−)/2, δEj = (Ej+ − Ej−)/2 and {gjx, gjy, gjz} ≡ gj{ncjx, ncjy, ncjz}, |ncj | = 1. Now the entire

time-dependence of H̃(t) is shifted to the spin-photon interaction term through

xj±(t) =
ncjz(2εj cos θj ± Ωj) + 2εj sin θj(n

c
jy cos Ωjt− ncjx sin Ωjt)

2Ej±
,

yRj±(t) = ±
(Ωj ± 2εj cos θj)(n

c
jx sin Ωjt− ncjy cos Ωjt)± 2ncjzεj sin θj

2Ej±
,

yIj±(t) = ∓(ncjy sin Ωjt+ ncjx cos Ωjt),

yj±(t) = yRj±(t) + iyIj±(t) .

(63)

In the dispersive regime, gj � Ej±, we can treat the spin-photon coupling in perturbation theory. we perform the
second-order time-dependent Schrieffer-Wolff transformation (SWT) generated by A(t) =

∑
j gj [aA

+
j (t)− a†A−j (t)],

H = eA(t)H̃e−A(t) ' ω0 a
†a+

∑
j

(ĒjΓ5
j + δEjΓ12

j ) +
1

2
[A(t),

∑
j

gj(a
† + a)H̃j

int(t)] (64)

which removes the spin-photon interaction in the leading order if A(t) satisfies

iȦ(t) + [A(t), ω0 a
†a+

∑
j

(ĒjΓ5
j + δEjΓ12

j )] +
∑
j

gj(a
† + a)H̃j

int(t) = 0. (65)

In order to find explicit form of a SWT generator we expandA±j (t) and H̃j
int(t) in the Fourier series (only n = {−1, 0, 1}

coefficients are non-zero),

A±j (t) =
∑

n={−1,0,1}
A±j,neinΩjt

H̃j
int =

∑
n={−1,0,1}

H̃j,n
int einΩjt

(66)
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where

H̃j,n
int =


xnj+ 0 0 y−n∗j+

0 xnj− −y−n∗j− 0

0 −ynj− −xnj− 0
ynj+ 0 0 −xnj+


xj±(t) =

∑
n={−1,0,1}

xnj±einΩjt

yj±(t) =
∑

n={−1,0,1}
ynj±einΩjt,

(67)

x0
j± =

ncjz(±Ωj + 2εj cos θj)

2Ej±

x1
j± =

(ncjy + incjx)εj sin θj

2Ej±

x−1
j± =

(ncjy − incjx)εj sin θj

2Ej±

y0
j± =

ncjzεj sin θj

Ej±

y1
j± = ∓

(ncjy + incjx)(2Ej± + Ωj ± 2εj cos θj)

4Ej±

y−1
j± = ∓

(ncjy − incjx)(−2Ej± + Ωj ± 2εj cos θj)

4Ej±

(68)

The equations for Fourier coefficients A±i,n resulting from (65) reads,

(ω0 − nΩj)A
+
j,n + [A+

j,n, (ĒjΓ
5
j + δEjΓ12

j )] + H̃j,n
int = 0

(ω0 + nΩj)A
−
j,n − [A−j,n, (ĒjΓ

5
j + δEjΓ12

j )] + H̃j,n
int = 0

(69)

The solution of (65) for Fourier coefficients A±j,n reads,

A+
j,n =


−xnj+
ω0−nΩj

0 0
−y−n∗j+

ω0−nΩj−2Ej+

0
−xnj−
ω0−nΩj

y−n∗j−
ω0−nΩj−2Ej− 0

0
ynj−

ω0−nΩj+2Ej−
xnj−

ω0−nΩj
0

−ynj+
ω0−nΩj+2Ej+ 0 0

xnj+
ω0−nΩj

 , (70)

and (A+
j,n)† = A−j,−n due to the anti-hermiticity of the SW operator.

The resulting Hamiltonian within second order in gj and projected onto the low energy doublet becomes:

H =
∑
j

Hj +H1−2 + ω0a
†a+

∑
j

δHj , (71)

Hj =

[
Ωj cos θj

2
−
g2
jΩj(4εj + ω0) sin θj

4ω0(2εj + ω0)2

(
cj(t) sin 2θj + bj(t) cos 2θj

)]
σzj ,

δHj =

(
2εjg

2
j

4ε2j − ω2
0

[
2(nc 2

jz − 1) + bj(t) cos θj sin θj + cj(t) sin2θj
]
1j

+
g2
jΩj sin θj(12ε2j − ω2

0)

2(4ε2j − ω2
0)2

[
bj(t) cos 2θj + cj(t) sin 2θj

]
σzj

)
a†a ,

H1−2 = −Ω1Ω2

2ω0
f1(t)f2(t)σz1σ

z
2 ,

(72)
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FIG. 4: The infidelities 1 − F (ρ̃f1, ρp1) and 1 − F (ρ̃f2, ρp2) in the adiabatic and dispersive regimes over 20 periods between
reduced density matrices obtained by solving spin part of full and projected H models (62). The extremely low infidelity
validates the projected Hamiltonian H for the hole-spin qubit description.

where

cj(t) = 1− 3nc 2
jz + (nc 2

jy − nc 2
jx ) cos 2Ωjt− 2ncjxn

c
jy sin 2Ωjt ,

bj(t) = 4ncjz(n
c
jy cos Ωjt− ncjx sin Ωjt) ,

fj(t) =
(
ncjz sin2θj −

sin 2θj
4

(ncjy + incjx)e−iΩjt − sin 2θj
4

(ncjy − incjx)eiΩjt
)
gj/εj .

(73)

Here we implicitly considered Ωj � εj (adiabatic limit), and retained only the terms that are leading order in Ωj .
The above expressions are showed in the main text.

Fidelity and geometrical origin of the entanglement

In the following we demonstrate that the effective Hamiltonian restricted to the low-energy sector is indeed rep-
resentative for a dynamics of the whole system in the adiabatic and dispersive regime. We numerically solve the
time-dependent Schrödinger equations for the spin part disregarding the feedback of the photons (δHj), for the full H
(with initial spin wave function |ψj(0)〉 = {0, 0,

√
1− β2

j , βje
iφj}T , βj ∈ {0, 1} and φj ∈ {0, 2π}) and projected PlHPl

(|ψj(0)〉 = {
√

1− β2
j , βje

iφj}T ) models and obtain two-spin density matrices, ρf (t) and ρp(t) respectively. Next, we

project ρ̃f = PlρfPl onto low-energy sector and calculate reduced density matrices for each spin, ρ̃fj and ρpj out
of ρ̃f and ρp. Finally, we calculate the fidelities, F (ρ1, ρ2) = (Tr

√√
ρ1ρ2
√
ρ1)2 between them. In Fig. 4 we plot

the infidelities 1 − F (ρ̃f1, ρp1) and 1 − F (ρ̃f2, ρp2) over 20 mean periods (20 · 2π/
√

Ω1Ω2). In Fig. 4 we assume the
geometry of the cavity set by g1 = g1{0.5, 0.5, 1/

√
2} and g2 = g2{1/

√
2, 0.5, 0.5} whereas the rest of parameters are

chosen as, ω0 = 0.15, ε1 = 1.05, ε2 = 0.95, θ1 = π/3, θ2 = π/4, g1 = g2 = 0.02, Ω1 = 0.1, Ω2 = 0.1/
√

2 and hole-spin
qubits initial states at t = 0 are parametrized by β1 = 0.3, β2 = 0.4, φ1 = 0.7, φ2 = 0.4. Closeness of infidelities to
zero validates the projected model H.

Next we show that the entanglement, quantified by the concurrence, has geometrical underpinnings even though
the interaction Hamiltonian H1−2 stems from a product of two velocities, i.e. H1−2 ∝ Ω1Ω2. In particular, when
both spins are driven by incommensurate frequencies, the generation of entanglement is determined by the zeroth
Fourier component of Berry curvatures originating from each of the drives, while the other components are averaging
out. Such an emergent geometrical dependence means that in the realistic set-up, i.e. in a presence of various sources
of noise, the entanglement is more robust than in cases when the dynamical phases are relevant, in particular when
the two driving frequencies are incommensurate. Without loss of generality, let us assume both spins are driven by
classical electric fields following circular trajectories around arbitrary axes (with respect to the direction of the cavity
field), and which is described by the Hamiltonian in Eq. (72).

In Fig. 5 we show the entanglement, quantified by concurrence, generated by the full time dependent interaction
H1−2, Eq.(72) and by the interaction built only from the zeroth Fourier component of the Berry curvature in Floquet
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FIG. 5: The concurrence pertaining to the two-qubit density matrix as a function of time for the full time dependent spin-spin
interaction (blue) and for the interaction built from the zeroth Fourier component of the Berry curvature in Floquet basis

(purple), i.e. for fj(t) ' f (0)
j ≡ nc

jz sin2 θj in the Hamiltonian (72). In the left panel we show the scenario in which the driving

frequencies are incommensurate,i.e. Ω1 = Ω2

√
2 while in the right panel are commensurate Ω1 = Ω2. The spin-photon coupling

geometry is set by g1 = g{1/2, 1/2, 1/
√

2}, g2 = g{1/
√

2, 1/2, 1/2} and the other parameters taken as ω0 = 0.15, g = 0.2,
ε1 = 1.05, ε2 = 0.95, Ω1 = 0.1, β1 = 0.4, β2 = 0.3, θ1 = π/3, θ2 = π/4.

basis, i.e. for

fj(t)→ f
(0)
j ≡ 1

Tj

∫ Tj

0

fj(t)dτ = gjn
c
jz sin2 θj/εj . (74)

Note that since fj(t) ∝ φ̇j , θ̇j , f
(0)
j is purely geometrical and thus does not depend on Tj itself. It is clear that

for incommensurate driving frequencies (left panel in Fig. 5) the slope of the concurrence is exactly reproduced
by the model that takes into account only zeroth Fourier component of Berry curvature in Floquet basis entering
spin-spin interaction, as the effect of the remaining components averages out over time. On the other hand when
driving frequencies are equal, Ω1 = Ω2, the deviation is substantial, as can be seen in the right panel in Fig. 5. For
particular case of circular driving, commensurate but unequal driving frequencies coincidentally provide situation in

which exact trend is reproduced by interaction reduced to H1−2 ∼ f
(0)
1 f

(0)
2 because full H1−2 has only up to three

Fourier components. However, for generic trajectory commensurate driving frequencies provides behavior analogous
to equal frequencies in case of presented here circular driving.

Robustness against noise

In the following we analyze robustness of the spin-spin entanglement generation to noise, in a similar manner as in
Ref. 41. There, this is accounted for at the level of classical electric field drives as:

Ωjt→ φj(t) ≡ Ωjt+ δj(t) , (75)

where δj(t), with j = 1, 2, is the noise term with a correlation function given by

〈δ̇j(t)δ̇j(t′)〉 = γj(|t− t′|) =
2ηj

τj
√

2π
e
− |t−t

′|2

2τ2
j , (76)

with ηj being the noise intensity fulfilling ηj =
∫∞

0
γj(t)dt and τj being a correlation time giving white-noise limit as

τj → 0. After a time T one gets phase variance on the order of var [φj(t)] = ηjT [44].
We study entanglement generation for the circular driving in the presence of the noise δj(t) for cavity geometry set

by g1 = g{1/2, 1/2, 1/
√

2} and g2 = g{1/
√

2, 1/2, 1/2} . In Fig. 6 we plot κ = |C0(t)− C(t)|, where C0(t) is noiseless
concurrence and C(t) is a mean concurrence averaged over 20 different realization of the Wienner process δj(t). For
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FIG. 6: Robustness of the concurrence to decoherence with τ1 = τ2 = 100 and η1 = η2 = 50. For the commensurate
frequencies Ω2/Ω1 = 1 there is no geometrical protection of the entanglement generation, contrary to the incommensurate
frequencies. Cavity coupling geometry is set by g1 = g{1/2, 1/2, 1/

√
2}, g2 = g{1/

√
2, 1/2, 1/2} and the other parameters

taken as ω0 = 0.15, g = 0.2, ε1 = 1.05, ε2 = 0.95, Ω1 = 0.1, β1 = 0.4, β2 = 0.3, θ1 = π/3, θ2 = π/4.

Ω1 = Ω2, κ(t) clearly increases over time, contrary to the case of Ω1 6= Ω2 indicating robustness of the provided
protocol to external noise.
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