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Transport measurements are fundamental for understanding condensed matter phenomena, from
superconductivity to the fractional quantum Hall effect. Analogously, they can be powerful tools for
probing synthetic quantum matter in quantum simulators. Here we demonstrate the measurement
of in-situ particle current in a superconducting circuit lattice and apply it to study transport in
both coherent and bath-coupled lattices. Our method utilizes controlled tunneling in a double-well
potential to map current to on-site density, revealing site-resolved current and current statistics.
We prepare a strongly interacting Bose-Hubbard lattice at different lattice fillings, and observe the
change in current statistics as the many-body states transition from superfluid to Mott insulator.
Furthermore, we explore non-equilibrium current dynamics by coupling the lattice to engineered
driven-dissipative baths that serve as tunable particle source and drain. We observe steady-state
current in discrete conduction channels and interaction-assisted transport. These results establish
a versatile platform to investigate microscopic quantum transport in superconducting circuits.

Charge transport plays a crucial role in the exploration
of quantum phases and phase transitions in condensed
matter physics [1]. Electrical conductivity measurements
probe the intrinsic properties of charge carriers, while
current fluctuations from shot-noise measurements reveal
the quantum dynamics and correlations of charge carri-
ers in strongly interacting systems [2]. Meanwhile, syn-
thetic quantum matter serve as emerging platforms for
quantum simulation of condensed matter models, provid-
ing pristine many-body systems with exquisite control [3–
5]. For instance, transport properties in ultracold atomic
gases can be extracted from the time evolution of particle
density either in response to an engineered non-uniform
initial density [6, 7] or to applied external forces [8]. In
another example, the particle current through an atomic
quantum point contact was measured by monitoring the
particle number change in the attached finite-size reser-
voirs [9, 10].

In superconducting (SC) quantum circuits, arrays of
coupled SC qubits and resonators realize lattice models
to study synthetic quantum matter comprised of inter-
acting microwave photons [11–14]. Recent experiments
have explored quantum states and dynamics in Bose-
Hubbard lattices [15–20], many-body localization [21–
23], entanglement generation and characterization [24–
26], and flat-band physics [27, 28]. Coherent transport
of microwave photons has been probed via density mea-
surements in a disordered lattice [23], and chiral current
was measured in a triangular unit-cell with synthetic
magnetic field [29]. SC circuits also provide an ideal
playground to investigate non-equilibrium transport in
driven-dissipative lattices [30–33], with recent experi-
ments performing microwave transmission spectroscopy
of driven-dissipative phases in 1D lattices [34–36]. Nev-
ertheless, in-situ control and measurement of transport
dynamics remain less explored.

In this Letter, we demonstrate the direct measurement
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FIG. 1. Measurement scheme. (a) Illustration of a strongly
interacting Bose-Hubbard lattice, and the particle current be-
tween two neighboring lattice sites. (b) Controlled tunneling
in the double-well potential realizes a beamsplitter operation
that maps the nearest-neighbor current to on-site density. (c)
Image of the superconducting circuit device with a zoomed-in
view of the four-site transmon qubit lattice.

of site-resolved current and current statistics in a SC cir-
cuit lattice, and apply it to probe the change in current
fluctuations across a superfluid to Mott insulator tran-
sition. Furthermore, we couple the lattice to engineered
particle baths to induce and study non-equilibrium trans-
port through discrete conduction channels of the inter-
acting 1D lattice.

Measurement Scheme.— The scheme is based on
Ref. [37] which we adapt to strongly interacting systems.
We consider a Bose-Hubbard lattice (Fig. 1a) described
by the Hamiltonian:

HBH/ℏ =
∑
<ij>
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where a†i is the bosonic creation operator for a particle on
site i, J is the nearest neighbor tunneling rate, U is the
on-site interaction, ni = a†iai is the on-site occupancy, ϵi
is the local on-site energy, and ℏ is the reduced Planck
constant. The current operator ĵl→r for particles flow-
ing from site l to site r is defined, from the continuity
equation for local particle density, as [37]:

ĵl→r = iJ(a†l ar − a†ral)

For non-interacting particles (U ≈ 0), the current
can be measured using an effective beamsplitter oper-
ation (BS) implemented as controlled resonant tunnel-
ing between the two sites [37], illustrated in Fig. 1b.
After the evolution of an initial state in the isolated
two-site system for a duration of tBS = π/4J , the ini-
tial current is mapped onto density imbalance accord-

ing to ĵl→r
BS−−→ J(nr − nl). As indicated from this

mapping, the current operator ĵ has discrete eigenval-
ues j ∈ {−nJ,−(n−1)J, . . . ,+nJ}, where n = nl+nr is
the total number of particles on the two sites. The cur-
rent expectation value ⟨j⟩ and current statistics P (j) are
then extracted from a particle-number-resolved density
measurement after the beamsplitter operation. This cur-
rent measurement method, applicable to non- or weakly-
interacting particles, has been implemented in ultracold
atoms to probe chiral currents albeit without spatial res-
olution [38] and recently in a quantum gas microscope to
measure local current and current correlations [39].

Here, we extend this method to strongly interacting
lattices in the hard-core boson limit (U ≫ J). The on-
site occupancy cannot exceed ni = 1 under the hard-
core condition, thereby limiting the current eigenval-
ues to j ∈ {−2J,−J, 0,+J,+2J}. We denote the on-
site Fock states as |0⟩ and |1⟩. With the same reso-
nant tunneling of duration tBS between two sites, now
in the presence of large U , the current eigenstates cor-
responding to j = {−J, 0,+J} map uniquely to Fock
states {|10⟩ , |00⟩ , |01⟩} after the beamsplitter, i.e. P (j =

−J) BS−−→ P (|10⟩) etc. The Fock state |11⟩ does not
evolve in density during the beamsplitter operation in
the hard-core limit, and can be written as an equal su-
perposition of current eigenstates for j = ±2J . There-
fore we obtain the probability of the remaining current

components as P (j = ±2J)
BS−−→ 1

2P (|11⟩). From the
current statistics, we calculate the current expectation
value ⟨j⟩ =

∑+2
j=−2 jP (j). This protocol for measuring

current is tailored for analog quantum simulation exper-
iments in SC circuits, as it only requires density readout
and does not rely on measuring phase-sensitive correla-
tion functions. See Supplemental Material (SM) Sec.D
for a detailed derivation of the current measurement [40].

SC circuit Bose-Hubbard lattice.— In our SC cir-
cuit device, four transmon qubits [41] constitute the lat-
tice sites of the 1D Bose-Hubbard lattice (Fig. 1c). The
capacitive coupling between neighboring transmons re-
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FIG. 2. Current dynamics in a resonant double-well. (a) We
start in a product state of two sites with unequal population.
(b) Time evolution of current and population imbalance in the
strongly interacting two-site system. (c) Current statistics at
three different evolution times. Solid lines in (b) and bars in
(c) are results from numerical simulation. Data shown in all
figures are typically averaged over 40,000-100,000 experimen-
tal runs, with standard error of the mean smaller than the
size of the data points. Other systematic uncertainties in the
extracted density or current are below ±1%, see SM Sec. C.

sults in tunneling J ≈ 2π × 6MHz, while the transmon
anharmonicity provides the effective on-site interaction
U ≈ −2π × 246MHz. The on-site energies ϵi are given
by the frequency of the transmon n = 0 → 1 transition ωq

and dynamically tunable via individual on-chip flux lines.
We typically operate the lattice near ωq ≈ 2π× 4.5GHz.
Microwave photons in the lattice (transmon excitations)
have a relaxation rate of Γ1 = 1/T1 ≈ 2π × 5 kHz and a
dephasing rate of Γϕ = 1/T ∗

2 ≈ 2π× 60 kHz. Each trans-
mon lattice site is capacitively coupled to an individual
coplanar waveguide resonator used for dispersive readout
of the on-site occupancy. We simultaneously measure all
lattice sites by performing frequency-multiplexed read-
out via a common readout transmission line. See SM
Sec.A-C for details on device parameters, measurement
setup, and lattice control and characterization.

Current dynamics in a double-well.— To illus-
trate our protocol, we measure current in a resonant
double-well formed by two neighboring transmon lattice
sites (Fig. 2a). For any product state of the left and right
sites with an initial population imbalance, we expect the
density to start oscillating as a result of resonant tun-
neling and an oscillating current to develop between the
two sites. Here we choose a product state with each site
initialized in a superposition of |1⟩ and |0⟩. At the begin-
ning of the experiment, the two sites start far-detuned
in frequency in their equilibrium ground states, which
have approximately 6% thermal population in |1⟩ due to
the finite effective temperature of the device. We pre-
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FIG. 3. Current statistics in a coherent Bose-Hubbard lattice. (a) Many-body states with different lattice fillings are prepared
using a global coherent drive with time-varying amplitude and detuning. As the drive detuning varies, the lattice is adiabatically
filled through a sequence of transitions in the many-body spectrum (orange arrows). (b) The measured on-site occupancy and
average filling as a function of the drive end detuning. (c) Current statistics at four different lattice fillings, showing the change
in the probability distribution. Bars show results from numerical simulation.

pare superpositions with P (|1⟩) of 76% and 50% in the
left and right sites, by applying two resonant microwave
pulses that correspond to X-rotations of 127◦ and 90◦

on the Bloch sphere of the transmon qubits. We then
rapidly bring the two sites into resonance and evolve for
a variable time before applying the current measurement
protocol. The data is shown in Fig. 2b where we observe
the coherent oscillation of the current ⟨jL→R⟩ with a pe-
riod of π/J . Separately, we measure the on-site density
in the double-well and observe the population imbalance
⟨nR − nL⟩ oscillating 90◦ out of phase with the current,
as expected from the relation between current and den-
sity under resonant tunneling discussed above. In this
experiment, the density and current measurements share
the same pulse sequence with the latter evolving for an
extra duration of tBS in the double-well. The measured
current statistics P (j) at three different times are plot-
ted in Fig. 2c, revealing the origin of the observed current
expectation value ⟨j⟩ and its quantum fluctuations. Due
to the hard-core condition, the j = ±2J components re-
main constant in time and contribute no net current. The
oscillating non-zero current ⟨j⟩ comes from the j = ±J
components as a result of single-particle tunneling in the
double-well. See SM Sec.D for calibration of the beam-
splitter operation.

Current statistics across the superfluid to Mott
transition.— We investigate current statistics in the
hard-core Bose-Hubbard lattice at different average fill-
ings 0 < n̄ ≤ 1. At unit filling, the state corresponds
to the Mott insulator phase with suppressed density
fluctuations [42]. At partial filling, the states are cor-
related superfluids where strong on-site interaction in-
duces repulsive density correlations in the limit of 1D
Tonks–Girardeau gases [18]. SC circuits provide a plat-
form for new approaches to creating strongly correlated
quantum states. Many-body states can be prepared spec-
troscopically via direct driving [26, 43], or with disorder-

assisted local adiabatic control [18]. Alternatively, en-
gineered dissipation can serve as an effective chemical
potential for microwave photons to stabilize many-body
phases in SC circuits [44–47].

Here we prepare the Bose-Hubbard lattice at differ-
ent fillings via adiabatic many-body Landau-Zener tran-
sitions using coherent external driving, similar to meth-
ods employed in recent Rydberg atom experiments [48].
As illustrated in Fig. 3a, we apply a global microwave
drive to all lattice sites via the readout transmission
line. Starting with an empty lattice, we turn on the
coherent drive to a Rabi amplitude Ω ≈ 2π × 4.2MHz
in 300 ns. The initial drive frequency is detuned by
∆ = 2π × 30MHz ≈ 5J above the lattice frequency,
away from all single-particle resonances which are within
±2J of the lattice frequency. We then ramp the drive
frequency at a constant rate of −2π×80MHz/µs to pop-
ulate the lattice through a sequence of avoided crossings
between states of different total particle number N . The
drive detuning at the end of the ramp is varied and deter-
mines the final lattice filling n̄. Due to the relatively uni-
form drive amplitude and phase across the lattice sites,
we prepare the highest energy states at different n̄. Fi-
nally, we ramp down the drive amplitude to zero in 300 ns
and then measure the resulting many-body state. Fig-
ure 3b shows the measured on-site occupancy and aver-
age lattice filling as a function of the drive end detuning.
The final state transitions from the empty vacuum, to
strongly-interacting superfluids at partial filling, to the
Mott insulator at unit filling. To verify the adiabaticity
of the preparation, we perform the coherent drive twice
with a second reversed detuning ramp and measure the
final lattice density. Due to finite thermal population,
the lattice starts with P (|0000⟩) ≈ 80%, and we extract
a return probability of P (|0000⟩) ≈ 60% after the double
ramp by comparing density data to numerical simula-
tions. The preparation fidelity is consistent with theory
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FIG. 4. Transport in a bath-coupled lattice. (a) We engineer local particle drain (i) and source (ii) by parametric coupling of
the transmon and the lossy readout resonator. Plots show the dynamics of a single site coupled to the drain or source. Dots
are experimental data; lines are numerical simulations. (b) Steady-state current through the lattice with end-coupled source
and drain, measured as a function of bath detuning for two bath coupling rates. Black arrows on the current plot indicate
frequencies of the single-particle eigenstates, and red dotted arrows indicate processes involving two-particle eigenstates. (c)
Time dynamics of the current with the baths turned on at t = 0, then turned off at t = 2µs after reaching steady state. The
bath detuning in (c) is indicated by the solid line in (b).

and primarily limited by decoherence in the lattice. See
SM Sec. E for the design and characterization of the drive
parameters and additional analysis on adiabaticity.

The current statistics at different lattice fillings, mea-
sured between the two middle lattice sites, are shown
in Fig. 3c. For low filling n̄ = 0.24 (N ≈ 1), a single
microwave photon is delocalized over the lattice, with
strong fluctuations of the on-site occupancy. The cur-
rent statistics is expected to follow a Skellam distribu-
tion [37] with a broad distribution peaked at j = 0. As
n̄ increases, both the density and current fluctuations
are increasingly suppressed due to the strong interaction
U . The observed P (j) gradually becomes peaked at two
eigenvalues j = ±2J , as a result of the Mott insulator
at n̄ = 1 being the equal superposition of current eigen-
states j = ±2J . The adiabatically prepared stationary
states all have a vanishing mean current ⟨j⟩, as reflected
in the symmetric distribution of the measured current
statistics. The current statistics vary slightly at different
locations in the finite lattice due to boundary effects but
have the same qualitative features.

Non-equilibrium transport in bath coupled
lattice.— Finally, we explore particle transport in open
lattices that are difficult to access in closed quantum sys-
tems or by local density measurements alone. We cou-
ple the two ends of the Bose-Hubbard lattice to particle
source and drain, and measure current through the in-
teracting 1D system. Such boundary-driven transport
has been the subject of extensive theoretical investiga-
tions [49, 50] and recently studied in a digital SC circuit
experiment [47].

We utilize the transmon readout resonators as the
source of dissipation to engineer local particle baths. The
far-detuned resonators, with frequency ωr ∼ 2π × (6.1−
6.3)GHz and linewidth κ ≈ 2π × 1.5MHz, are coupled
to each transmon with g ≈ 2π × 65MHz (Fig. 4a). We

generate resonant interactions between the transmon site
and the resonator by parametric driving of the transmon
flux line at frequency ωmod. When ωmod ≈ ωr − ωq,
the flux driving modulates the on-site frequency and in-
duces a coherent modulation-assisted tunneling between
the transmon site and the resonator [51, 52]. Since the
resonator is lossy, this leads to an effective drain for
microwave photons in the lattice. Alternatively when
ωmod ≈ ωr + ωq, the coherent parametric drive creates
a pair of excitations, one to the transmon and one to
the resonator [53]. One of the two excitations is lost via
the resonator, leaving the other incoherently added to
the transmon site – this leads to a particle source. We
hence realize a hardware-efficient implementation of local
baths anywhere in the lattice. The drain (D) and source
(S) both have a narrow energy bandwidth of κ ≪ J .
The effective bath-lattice coupling rates gD,S and effec-
tive bath-lattice detunings δD,S = (|ωmod − ωr| − ωq) are
dynamically tunable by controlling the amplitude and
frequency of the parametric drive respectively. Similar
parametric driving processes are widely used in SC cir-
cuits for engineering tunable interactions [51–56].

In Fig. 4a (i), we plot the measured dynamics of an
isolated site coupled resonantly to the drain with δD = 0
and gD = 2π× 1.75MHz. The site is initialized with one
photon and relaxes via its coupling with the drain to a
steady-state population of P (|1⟩) = 0.02, limited by the
resonator thermal population. In (ii), an initially empty
site is coupled to the source with δS = 0 and gS = 2π ×
2.4MHz where the on-site population reaches a steady-
state value of P (|1⟩) = 0.98 in about 1µs. In this device,
we achieve maximum coupling rates of gD ∼ 2π×12MHz
limited by the flux tuning range of the transmon, and
gS ∼ 2π × 4MHz limited by drive-induced heating.

To probe energy-dependent transport through the
Bose-Hubbard lattice, we couple the source and drain
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to the ends of our 1D lattice with the same coupling
rates and same detunings from the lattice (Fig. 4b). Af-
ter turning on the baths for 2µs, we apply the current
measurement protocol to the middle two lattice sites to
measure the steady-state current ⟨j⟩ as a function of
the bath detuning. At a relatively weak bath coupling
of gD,S = 2π × 1MHz, we observe four distinct cur-
rent peaks when the narrow-band baths are tuned near
the frequencies of the four single-particle eigenstates (i.e.
N=1 states in Fig. 3a). We note that a finite current
⟨j⟩ requires coherent superposition between many-body
eigenstates with the same particle number N . This fol-
lows from the observation that each energy eigenstate is
stationary with vanishing ⟨j⟩, and the current operator
commutes with particle number so eigenstates with dif-
ferent N contribute to the current independently. For
weak bath coupling and low lattice filling, the mea-
sured steady-state current near each single-particle eigen-
frequency originates from coherent admixtures between
the resonantly-driven single-particle eigenstate and other
single-particle eigenstates that are off-resonantly excited
by the finite-bandwidth bath. At a stronger bath cou-
pling of gD,S = 2π × 2MHz, we observe higher steady-
state currents over a broader range of bath detuning. In
addition to peaks at the single-particle eigenfrequencies,
more peaks appear at the frequencies of N = 2 eigen-
states which correspond to non-linear transport processes
where the baths add and remove two particles. Such pro-
cesses are driven by the larger bath-lattice coupling and
assisted by the effective interaction between many-body
eigenstates that results from the on-site U . When eigen-
states with more particles participate in the transport,
the steady state current has contributions from super-
position in different particle number manifolds. See SM
Sec.G for detailed modeling of the bath-coupled steady-
state current and current dynamics.

In Fig. 4c, we measure the time evolution of the cur-
rent at the specific bath detuning of δD,S = −2π×4MHz.
After the source and drain are turned on at t = 0, we ob-
serve currents with initial oscillations that settle to the
steady state value within 1µs. At t = 2µs, we turn
off both baths and observe the subsequent current dy-
namics in the isolated lattice. The different eigenstates
in the coherent superposition responsible for the steady-
state current now evolve coherently at different eigen-
frequencies. Therefore the current undergoes coherent
oscillations with a time-averaged value of zero. Alterna-
tively, this can be viewed as the particles reflecting elas-
tically at the edges of the lattice, moving back and forth
with an oscillatory current. In bath-coupled lattices, the
non-equilibrium steady state depends sensitively on the
interplay between the coherent lattice interactions and
parameters of the driven-dissipative baths [57–59]. Our
future work will explore the detailed dependence of the
steady-state current and current dynamics on the bath’s
spectral properties, lattice disorder and decoherence, and

many-body interactions.

Conclusion.— In this Letter, we present the first
measurement of site-resolved current and current statis-
tics in an analog quantum simulator using SC circuits.
We leveraged both coherent control and bath engineering
to generate and probe non-equilibrium quantum trans-
port in the Bose-Hubbard lattice, establishing a versa-
tile setup for future exploration of open quantum sys-
tems and quantum thermodynamics [60, 61]. Energy-
dependent transport using tunable baths can be applied
to probe critical behavior masked by transient finite-size
effects in small closed systems [62]. Measuring current in
the quantum critical regime, where the quasiparticle pic-
ture breaks down, will provide insights into the nature
of collective excitations, how dissipation influences quan-
tum critical dynamics, and how quantum entanglement
evolves. For example, current statistics can reveal cor-
relations and entanglement in many-body systems [63].
Furthermore, complex current correlation functions can
be measured by simultaneous readout of multiple pairs
of sites to investigate topological properties, e.g., in 2D
lattices with chiral edge states [64, 65].
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A. DEVICE FABRICATION AND PARAMETERS

The superconducting circuit device used in this work consists of four frequency tunable transmon qubits [41] in
a linear array with fixed nearest-neighbor capacitive coupling, and individual readout resonators. The transmons
have cross-shaped capacitors with EC ≈ 2π × 246MHz and flux tunable EJ ≈ 2π × (9 − 18)GHz, corresponding to
a tunable frequency of ω01 ≈ 2π × (4.0 − 5.7)GHz. The capacitance between the neighboring transmons c ≈ 0.2 fF
results in tunneling J ≈ 6MHz. The qubits are coupled to λ/2 coplanar-waveguide readout resonators with a coupling
strength g ≈ 65MHz. The resonators are staggered in a frequency range of 6.18− 6.32GHz, with a typical linewidth
of 1.5MHz. The flux bias lines are galvanically coupled to the SQUID loops of the transmon qubit with a mutual
inductance M ≈ 0.86 pH.
The device is fabricated using standard two-step lithography, at Purdue University’s Birck Nanotechnology Center.

The base layer is 150 nm of Niobium deposited using an e-beam evaporator (Plassys MEB550) on c-plane sapphire
substrate. Optical lithography is performed with a direct pattern writer, followed by fluorine dry etching, to define
all features on the chip except for the Josephson junctions. The Al/AlOx/Al Josephson junctions are defined with
e-beam lithography on MMA-PMMA bilayer resist, and deposited in the same e-beam evaporator using Manhattan
style angled-evaporation. Ion milling prior to deposition ensures electrical contact between the Nb base layer and the
Al junction traces. The bottom/top layers of Al are 50 nm/100 nm thick, deposited at 1 nm/s at an angle of 30◦ to
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normal. The junction oxidation is performed in 85%/15% Ar/O2 for 10 minutes at 1mBar. The frequency tunable
transmons have two asymmetric junctions of sizes 130 nm× 130 nm and 220 nm× 220 nm. The junction SQUID loops
have a dimension of 20µm× 20µm.

The device is mounted to a multi-layer copper printed circuit board, and enclosed in a pocketed OFHC copper
sample holder. Aluminum wire bonds are used to suppress stray on-chip modes, reduce signal crosstalk between
control lines, and connect the chip to the printed circuit board. The packaged device is mounted inside a dual-layer
mu-metal shield, and anchored to the base of a dilution refrigerator at 10mK.

B. MEASUREMENT SETUP

The cryogenic setup is shown in Fig. S1(right). Low pass filters (K&L, Marki, Mini-circuit) and IR absorbers
(Eccosorb CR-110, homemade) are used on all input and output coaxial lines to suppress noise and heating from
high-frequency radiation. We use DC flux bias to control the idle frequency of the qubits using both on-chip flux
lines, and an off-chip DC coil. The fast AC flux pulses, used to dynamically change the qubit frequencies during the
experimental sequence, are combined with the DC flux on microwave bias tees at the mixing chamber. The bias-tees
(Mini-circuit ZFBT-4R2GW+) have the capacitor on the rf port replaced by a short to allow the fast AC flux pulses
to work down to DC. After passing through cryogenic circulators (Low Noise Factory), the readout output signal
is amplified by a cryogenic HEMT amplifier (Low Noise Factory) and subsequently by additional room-temperature
amplifiers.

The room temp control and measurement setups are shown in Fig. S1(left). A Quantum Machines OPX+ system
provides multi-channel DC-coupled DAC outputs at 1GS/s, which are used directly for the fast AC flux pulses.
Additional DAC outputs are used as I/Q signals and upconverted using IQ mixers (Marki) to generate qubit drive
and readout pulses. Sideband flux control pulses used for bath engineering are generated similarly using IQ mixers
near the required LO frequencies. After room temperature amplification and filtering, the frequency multiplexed
readout signal from the fridge is downconverted with an I/Q mixer and recorded by the OPX+’s ADC at 1GS/s. This
multiplexed heterodyne signal (centered around -120 MHz) is then digitally demodulated by the OPX+ to produce
the I/Q signals for each qubit. Additionally, we generate digital pulses from the OPX+ to control fast microwave
switches (Analog Devices ADRF5020) to avoid LO leakage when the pulses are idle. We use both low noise voltage
sources (Analog Devices AD5780) and current sources (Yokogawa GS200) for applying the qubit DC flux bias.

C. EXPERIMENTAL CONTROL AND CHARACTERIZATION

C.1. Flux control and calibration

C.1.i. DC flux crosstalk

We observe relatively large crosstalk between our device’s different flux control lines. A flux bias current Ij applied
to the flux line for qubit j induces non-zero magnetic flux ϕi in the SQUID loops of all qubits i, due to the residual
mutual inductance. To realize independent frequency control of each qubit, we measure the flux crosstalk matrix
Mij = ∂ϕi/∂Ij , defined from the flux response dϕi =

∑4
j=1

∂ϕi

∂Ij
dIj . The eigenvectors of the inverted crosstalk matrix

M−1
ij then provide the linear combinations of currents to independently tune each qubit to any desired flux value

ϕi. The conversion between qubit frequency ωi and flux ϕi is obtained by fitting the measured flux-dependent qubit
spectra to a Jaynes-Cummings model.

The measured static dc flux crosstalk matrix is shown in Table S1, normalized row-wise to the diagonal elements.
While the dc flux signals tune the qubits to their initial idle frequency, the fast-flux signals provide additional dynamic
tuning with nanosecond resolution. In Table S2, we show the fast ac flux crosstalk matrix, measured from the time-
averaged step-response to 3µs-long square fast-flux pulses. Improved flux line design and on-chip air bridges can
reduce the overall flux crosstalk in future devices. We observe a frequency-dependent crosstalk of the fast flux control,
which is a direct result of the different time-domain responses of the different flux lines. This suggests that part of
the flux pulse distortion comes from the on-chip flux lines, which vary in length for each qubit. The time-domain
characterization and compensation of the fast-flux pulses and crosstalk are detailed below.
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FIG. S1. Fridge wiring and measurement setup.

C.1.ii. Time domain characterization of flux control pulses

Measuring the flux response: The fast-flux pulses generated by the room-temperature arbitrary waveform
generators (QM OPX+, 1GS/s) can experience significant distortion when arriving at the qubit after passing through
various lines, filters, and rf components. To characterize the distortion, we apply a square fast-flux pulse to a flux
line and measure the frequency response of the qubit. The qubit frequency is measured using both Ramsey-type
“CryoScope” experiments [66] and pump-probe-type qubit spectroscopy experiments. The former provides time
resolution at the pulse resolution of 1 ns but is limited to times shorter than the qubit dephasing time. The latter
allows us to measure flux response at longer times, but the resolution is limited by the duration of the qubit excitation
pulse to tens of ns.

The measured fast-flux response is shown in Fig. S2. The typical distortion shows a slow exponential rise with a
decay constant of a few hundred ns, and fast oscillations with a period of few ns that decay in the first tens of ns.
We attribute the former to the effective low-pass filtering effect of the filters and lines, and the latter to impedance
mismatches near the on-chip flux lines. We measure an initial ramp time of ≈ 2 ns for all flux lines, see Fig. S2(c).

Flux pulse distortion compensation: We follow a procedure similar to that described in [67]. We calculate the
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∂ϕi/∂Ij

i j 1 2 3 4

1 1.0 -0.189 0.104 0.206

2 -0.317 1.0 0.059 0.261

3 -0.247 -0.267 1.0 0.287

4 -0.153 -0.153 -0.101 1.0

TABLE S1. Measured static flux (dc) crosstalk matrix.

∂ϕi/∂Ij

i j 1 2 3 4

1 1.0 -0.028 0.044 0.031

2 -0.082 1.0 0.028 0.036

3 -0.056 -0.084 1.0 0.057

4 -0.031 -0.039 -0.083 1.0

TABLE S2. Measured fast-flux (ac) crosstalk matrix.
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FIG. S2. Fast-flux pulse calibration and compensation. (a-b) Step responses before and after the time-dependent crosstalk
compensation. The off-diagonal responses are plotted with same signs and on a ×10 scale for easier visualization. (c) Typical
short-time flux response before and after compensation.

frequency response of the flux line from the measured time-domain step response, then take the Fourier transform
of the inverted frequency response to construct a time-domain compensation kernel. To pre-compensate distortions
in the flux line, the kernel is convoluted with the target flux pulse to generate the desired fast-flux waveform to be
played on the pulse generators. All compensated pulses are computed off-line and then uploaded to the OPX+. We
only compensate for distortions with time scales > 10 ns to reduce sensitivity to high-frequency noise in the step-
response measurement and to retain the bandwidth of the fast flux pulse. The remaining fast oscillations at short
times do not significantly affect the dynamics of the qubits in our experiments due to the relatively long tunneling
time 2π/J ≈ 160 ns.

Time-dependent crosstalk: With relatively large flux crosstalk in the present device, we observe different
step responses for all 4 × 4 qubit-to-flux-line pairs. This indicates non-negligible flux pulse distortion from on-chip
structures. To achieve independent dynamical control of all qubits, we must compensate for a time-dependent crosstalk
or, equivalently, a frequency-dependent crosstalk. From all 4 × 4 step responses, we calculate a frequency response
matrix for all qubit-to-flux-line pairs and construct the corresponding time-domain kernel matrix to pre-compensate
all fast-flux waveforms. In Fig. S2(a), we show the step responses of all qubits to the same flux line 1 with different
time constants. The step responses after the time-dependent crosstalk compensation are shown in (b).

Net-zero flux pulses: We use net zero flux pulses for all experiment sequences to avoid the slow drifting of qubit
frequencies due to the low-frequency response of the flux lines. This is realized by applying a flux-balancing pulse at
the end of each experimental run so that the total area of the fast-flux pulse remains zero.

C.2. Typical experimental sequence

We start with all qubits tuned to the same frequency using dc flux bias, forming a degenerate lattice. The multi-qubit
state in the lattice is then prepared in several ways: (1) Detune all qubits into a staggered frequency configuration
using fast-flux pulses and apply resonant microwave pulses sequentially on each qubit via the readout transmission
line; this is used for preparing the states in Fig. 2 of the main text and for preparing Fock states for readout calibration.
The microwave pulses have a typical duration of 40 ns with a Gaussian width of σ ≈ 8 ns. (2) Keep the qubits at the
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Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4

T1 (µs) 29 26 25 29

T ∗
2 (µs) 2.7 - 3.0 2.2 - 2.7 1.0 - 2.2 1.5 - 2.5

U/2π (MHz) -246.5 -246.6 -246.4 -246.7

Ji,i+1/2π (MHz) 5.78 5.80 5.86 n/a

nth 0.064 0.059 0.056 0.052

ωread/2π (GHz) 6.323 6.276 6.229 6.178

gread/2π (MHz) 67 65 64 65

κread/2π (MHz) 1.5 1.5 1.5 1.6

TABLE S3. Measured device parameters.

lattice frequency and directly apply a common microwave pulse that drives all qubits with time-varying amplitude
and detuning; this is used in Fig. 3. (3) Apply fast-flux modulation pulses to select qubits to enable resonant coupling
to the readout resonator, to realize a lattice with locally-coupled driven-dissipation baths. The bath populates the
lattice with excitations. This is used in Fig. 4. After preparation, the many-body state can undergo an additional
free evolution in the lattice with variable time to study their dynamics.

To probe the resulting state, we measure either the lattice density (on-site population of each qubit) or the current
across two neighboring lattice sites (by performing the beamsplitter operation and then measuring the density).
When measuring current, the two sites of interest are rapidly tuned into resonance and undergo a controlled resonant
tunneling, while all other qubits are detuned. All qubits are then moved rapidly to the staggered readout configuration.
The frequency-multiplexed readout microwave pulse is applied for a typical duration of 1.5µs. After the readout, the
flux balancing pulses are applied to null the net current flowing into each flux line during the sequence.

The experiment is repeated with a cycle period of 300µs, leaving enough idle time between sequences for the qubits
to relax to their equilibrium ground states. Each sequence is run ∼40,000–100,000 times to accumulate statistics.

C.3. Qubit and Lattice Characterization

Table S3 lists the measured device parameters when the qubits are near the typical lattice frequency of 4.55GHz.
For performing multiplexed readout, the qubits are moved to staggered frequencies around (4.85, 4.40, 4.75, 4.30)
GHz. The qubit relaxation times T1 exhibit fluctuations up to a factor of 2 over time, while the dephasing times T ∗

2 are
limited by the noise in the fast-flux signals from room temperature electronics. The tunneling rates J are measured
from the oscillation of an initial excitation between two neighboring resonant sites. The effective interaction U , i.e.
the anharmonicity of the transmon, is extracted from Ramsey experiments. The equilibrium thermal population of
the qubits is measured from the amplitude of Rabi oscillation between the transmon excited states [68]. We observe
typical nth ≈ 5.0-6.5%, corresponding to the effective qubit temperature of 70-80mK. The thermal population can
be reduced in future experiments with better microwave line filtering and improved sample package thermalization.

C.4. Readout characterization

We use a frequency multiplexed square pulse of length 1.5µs for readout. The readout output signal, after hardware
down-conversion, is digitally demodulated and integrated with constant weights to obtain the quadrature (I/Q) signals
for each qubit. For simultaneous single-shot readout of all 4 qubits, the 4x2 I/Q signal is fed to a linear support vector
machine (SVM) for state discrimination. The SVM [69] is trained using calibration data by preparing the qubits in
the basis states using resonant π pulses. Figure S3 shows the typical readout signal visualized in the I/Q plane of one
readout resonator, and the assignment probability matrix for single-shot 4-qubit multiplexed readout.

Population in the transmon second excited state n = 2 (f -level) is negligibly small in the thermal ground state of
the qubit. During the lattice experiments, any n = 2 population in the final state comes from Landau-Zener transfer
between neighboring qubits as they are ramped from the lattice location to the readout location. We experimentally
measure and numerically verify that this population transfer contributes to ≤ 1% of readout error in our experiments.
Hence we only include Fock states n = 0, 1 in the multiplexed readout.
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FIG. S3. Qubit readout. (a) Typical single-shot readout signal showing the distinguishability between qubit states in the I/Q
space. In the 1D projection (b), we see ∼10% in the opposite state due to contributions from the initial thermal population
and measurement-induced qubit transitions. (c) Assignment fidelity matrix for 4-qubit multiplexed readout using linear SVM.

We calculate the Fock state representation of a particular measured state by multiplying the SVM output proba-
bilities with the inverted assignment probability matrix. Additionally, the prepared basis states include finite thermal
populations. We use a linear transformation to map the state vector in the prepared basis state back to bare Fock
states.

Readout error estimation: (1) The basis states for readout calibration are prepared using sequential resonant
π-pulses at the readout location where all qubits are far detuned from each other. Typical measured π-pulse fidelities
are 99.8%. (2) Thermal population calibration. Throughout all experiments, we observed no significant change in the
thermal population (≲ 0.5%). The procedure we used above to extract the actual qubit state from readout calibration
signal at finite temperature do not introduce any significant systematic readout errors. (3) Systematic uncertainties
on the measured density and current due to Landau Zener transition are less than 1% [17]. (4) With each experiment
repeated for typically 40,000–100,000 times, the uncertainty from statistical error (standard error of the mean) is
small compared to the contributions above.

D. BEAMSPLITTER OPERATION FOR MEASURING CURRENT

D.1. Non-interacting bosons

We first consider the time evolution of non-interacting bosons in a resonant double-well potential, with Hamiltonian
Hdw/ℏ = J(a†l ar + a†ral). The Heisenberg equations of motion reads

d

dt
al(t) = − i

ℏ
[al(t),Hdw] = −iJar(t), similarly

d

dt
ar(t) = −iJal(t).

These two differential equations can be solved, e.g. by a change of basis to the symmetric and anti-symmetric
superpositions (al ± ar) which are the eigenbasis of Hdw. The results are{

ar(t) = cos(Jt)ar(0)− i sin(Jt)al(0)

al(t) = −i sin(Jt)ar(0) + cos(Jt)al(0)

which simply describes the tunneling of bosons in the double-well potential. The time evolution of the density
difference in the double-well can then be evaluated as

nr(t)− nl(t) = a†r(t)ar(t)− a†l (t)al(t) = cos(2Jt) [nr(0)− nl(0)] + i sin(2Jt)
[
a†l (0)ar(0)− a†r(0)al(0)

]
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The second term on the right can be identified as the current ĵl→r = iJ(a†l ar − a†ral), to write

nr(t)− nl(t) = cos(2Jt) [nr(0)− nl(0)] + sin(2Jt)
ĵl→r(0)

J

For an evolution time of tBS = π/(4J), the first term proportional to the initial density difference vanishes. Therefore,
we arrive at the conclusion that a non-interacting double-well at the chosen beamsplitter duration tBS maps the
current of the initial state to density difference after the evolution:

nr(tBS)− nl(tBS) =
ĵl→r(0)

J

From here we see that the eigenvalues of ĵl→r are discrete and have values j ∈ {−nJ,−(n − 1)J, . . . ,+nJ} where
n = nl + nr. Measuring the distribution of density difference after the beamsplitter operation reveals the statistics of
the current P (j).

D.2. Measuring current in the hardcore limit

Our strongly interacting SC circuit lattice has fixed |U/J | ≳ 40 in the so-called hard-core boson limit. The mapping
from current before the beamsplitter to on-site occupancy after the beamsplitter using the controlled tunneling in the
hard-core boson limit is summarized as follows:

P (j = +J)
BS−−→ P (|01⟩)

P (j = 0)
BS−−→ P (|00⟩)

P (j = −J) BS−−→ P (|10⟩)
P (j = −2J)

BS−−→ 1
2P (|11⟩)

P (j = +2J)
BS−−→ 1

2P (|11⟩)

For the hardcore Bose-Hubbard lattice with onsite occupancy limited to 0 or 1, the current can be written in terms
of the Pauli operators:

ĵl→r = iJ(σ+
l σ

−
r − σ+

r σ
−
l ) = 2J(σx

l σ
y
r − σx

rσ
y
l )

This amounts to measuring two-qubit correlation functions, requiring phase-sensitive single-qubit rotations before
readout as in [29]. This seemingly simple approach turns out challenging for analog simulation experiments, where
the qubits accumulate different phases during the continuous many-body evolution, and fully calibrating the phases for
each qubit at each time step is extremely difficult. In contrast, our method is particularly suited for analog simulation
experiments with frequency tunable lattice sites, eliminating the need to compensate for the phase accumulated during
the evolution when applying the tomography pulses. We only measure onsite density after the controlled tunneling,
which is phase-insensitive.

D.3. Calibrating the beamsplitter

The beamsplitter operation is a resonant tunneling between two neighboring sites for a duration of π/4J . This
duration corresponds to a quarter period of the density oscillation for a single excitation initially localized in one site.
We prepare the initial state at a detuning of ≈ 2π × 150MHz, then rapidly tune the two sites near-resonance and
measure the density after a variable time, as shown in Fig. S4. The vertical line marks the beamsplitter time tBS. We
use this same experiment to calibrate the lattice tunneling rate J .
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FIG. S4. Beamsplitter operation via resonant tunneling between two sites. (a) Population in one site as a function of time for
different detuning between sites, (b) Resonant tunneling when the detuning is zero.

E. COHERENT PREPARATION IN BOSE-HUBBARD LATTICE

E.1. Manybody spectra in the presence of driving

Here we discuss the details of the state preparation scheme using the global coherent drive applied to all lattice
sites. The driven Hamiltonian reads:

Hd/ℏ = HBH/ℏ+
∑
i

Ωi
d

2
[a†ie

iϕi + h.c.]−∆d

∑
i

ni

where the Rabi rate Ωi
d and phase ϕi can differ for different lattice sites. In our experiments, the microwave drive

is applied through the common readout transmission line and goes through separate readout resonators to reach
individual qubits. The detuning of the drive from the lattice frequency ∆d resembles an effective chemical potential
for the microwave photons.

Starting with an empty lattice, we would like to turn on the drive and sweep its detuning to go through avoided
crossings that populate the lattice successively to different filling. To ensure adiabaticity, the rate of change of the
drive frequency and amplitude must be slow compared to the instantaneous many-body gap at all times. We illustrate
the requirements for adiabaticity by considering how the many-body gap depends on drive detuning, amplitude, and
phase.

Effect of drive phase: The many-body gap reflects the effective coupling between many-body states under driving.
It depends critically on the symmetry of the many-body states and the drive phase. The relative phases of the drive
on different sites of the lattice determine the plausible adiabatic paths through the driven many-body spectra.

Consider the part of the adiabatic sweep where the lattice goes from empty to having one particle. As shown in the
following sections, the global microwave drive has a near-uniform amplitude and phase when it reaches the different
qubits in our present device. In addition, our capacitively coupled grounded transmon lattice has an alternating phase
for the microwave field in the lowest energy single-particle eigenstate. Due to this different symmetry between the
single particle wavefunction (with phase pattern +− +−) and the drive (with phase pattern + + ++), the effective
rate to go from n = 0 to lowest energy n = 1 state will remain zero (gapless) even at finite driving amplitude. This
is true for all transitions between lowest-energy states with different particle numbers. In Fig. S5(a) we show the
many-body spectra when driving with uniform phase across the lattice. As the detuning is varied, the groundstate
(red) transitions are all gapless, making it impossible to remain adiabatic when sweeping the drive detuning.

For the coherent filling of the lattice, we instead adiabatically follow the highest energy states of the system. These
states in blue in Fig. S5(a) have uniform phase patterns (++++), opposite to the lowest energy states, making them
always gapped under uniform phase driving. This drive sequence, used in the experiments in Fig. 3, is illustrated in
Fig. S5(c): The solid path shows the drive used to prepare a fully filled n̄ = 1 lattice, while the dashed path indicates
a drive sweep that ends at zero detuning and prepares the lattice at half filling n̄ = 0.5. For comparison, we plot
in Fig. S5(b) the many-body spectrum in the case of uniform driving amplitude but staggered driving phases (i.e. π
phase shift between neighbors). Now the lowest energy path is fully gapped and can be adiabatically prepared, while
the highest energy states have the gap vanishing at a few detunings.

While we used a global drive with fixed relative amplitude and phase in the present experiments, we can readily
implement individual qubit drives with independent amplitude and phase, by combining the charge driving signal
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FIG. S5. Many-body spectra in the presence of coherent driving, for uniform (a) and staggered driving phases (b). The driving
amplitude is 0.7J for all sites, matching the value used in our experiment. The drive phase determines whether the lowest
(red) or highest (blue) states are gapped. (c) The paths taken by the coherent-driven preparation, where the end detuning
determines the final lattice population. The many-body gap is shown in color to illustrate the adiabaticity requirements. (d)
Many-body gap and lattice filling as a function of drive detuning at zero driving amplitude, i.e., the vertical cut in (c) at zero
drive amplitude.

with the flux bias signal [26]. Generally, we expect local phase and amplitude-controlled driving to be a powerful
tool for coherently preparing many-body states by selectively closing and opening level crossings in the many-body
spectra.

Final states with vanishing many-body gaps: The adiabatic requirement cannot be met for final undriven
states with a vanishing gap, which happens when the lowest energy states in two adjacent particle number manifolds
are resonant in the rotating frame of the drive. This is shown in Fig. S5(d) where we plot the many-body gap at
zero driving amplitude. When the end detuning of the drive is close to those values with a vanishing gap, we expect
the state we prepare to be a superposition of two (nearly-) degenerate many-body eigenstates that differ in particle
number by one. The exact details of the final state in our experiments are subject to further investigation. However,
the current and current statistics we show in the main text at different lattice fillings are insensitive to the details of
this superposition.

Normal modes in transmon lattices: We show that in our transmon array, when considering the phase of electric
fields oscillating at the capacitor of each transmon qubit, the lowest-energy single-particle eigenstate in the lattice has
alternating signs, i.e., electric field phase different of π between nearest neighbors). Meanwhile, the highest-energy
single-particle eigenstate has uniform signs, i.e., the electric fields oscillate in phase on all qubits.

We use grounded transmons with direct capacitive coupling, represented by the effective circuit in Fig. S6(a).
Focusing on single-particle states, we have ignored non-linearity from the Josephson junction and keep only the
transmon capacitance C0, inductance L0, and coupling capacitance c. Solving Kirchoff’s rules, the normal modes and
frequencies for two resonantly coupled qubits are:ω+ = 1√

L0C0
= ω0 with V1 = V2

ω− = 1√
L0(C0+2c)

≈ ω0(1− c
C0

) = ω0 − 2J with V1 = −V2
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FIG. S6. Normal modes in transmon lattices. (a) Circuit diagram for coupled grounded transmons. (b) Relative signs of
electric fields on the qubit capacitors for the lowest-energy single-excitation state.

where V is the voltage on the capacitor for each qubit. The mode ‘+’ with V1 = V2 has no electric field in the coupling
capacitor, hence the frequency is unchanged from the single qubit. The mode ‘−’ with V1 = −V2 has a finite electric
field in the coupling capacitance, lowering the curvature of the fields and hence lowering the energy. By the same
argument, we see that the lowest-energy single particle eigenstate in the lattice will have the electric fields out of
phase on neighboring sites, see Fig. S6(b). This corresponds to alternating signs relative to the individual qubit drive
lines, which are also capacitively coupled to the qubit capacitors either directly or via the readout resonators.

The situation is different for a floating transmon array, depicted in Fig. S6(c). While the lowest, the spit capacitors
for each qubit act as electric dipoles, making the electric fields to oscillate with the same phase for all qubits. The
relative phase to the individual drive lines is now uniform.

Note that regardless of the circuit implementation, the node theorem always holds in 1D such that the lowest-
energy state has no node in the electric field. The difference between the two configurations illustrated here can be
alternatively viewed as having different signs for the effective tunneling J .

E.2. Calibrating drive amplitude and phase

We measure the drive amplitudes Ωi
d via Rabi oscillations of each qubit at the lattice frequency while other qubits

are detuned away. The measured amplitudes are uniform across the lattice with less than 5% variation.
To estimate the difference in drive phases between neighboring sites, we measure the driven time evolution when

the two sites are on-resonance. The one-excitation eigenmodes of the two-site system are |01⟩±|10⟩√
2

, which are driven at

effective rates that depend on the drive phase: Ω±
d = (ΩL

d e
iϕL ±ΩR

d e
iϕR)/

√
2. Here the label ± on Ω follows the sign of

the superposition, and according to the reasoning in the previous section, the ‘+’ state has higher energy than the ‘−’
state with a splitting of 2J . In the limit where ΩL

d ≈ ΩR
d = Ωd, the effective rates simplify to |Ω−

d | =
√
2Ωd cos (θ/2)

and |Ω+
d | =

√
2Ωd sin (θ/2), where θ = |ϕR − ϕL|. So by observing the Rabi frequencies of the two modes, we can

extract the drive phase difference.
The data for the middle two sites of the lattice are shown in Fig. S7, where we plot the qubit population on one

of the sites after applying a Gaussian pulse of varying length at different drive detuning. We observe the two single
excitation resonances at drive detuning of ±J ≈ 2π × 6MHz. The highly suppressed Rabi rate Ω−

d compared to Ω+
d

indicates that the drive phase is almost identical for the two qubits. We fit the data to numerical simulations to
extract θ ≈ 7◦. The additional resonance at zero detuning is a two-photon process oscillating between |01⟩ and |11⟩,
enabled by a virtual transition through the detuned |02⟩ and |20⟩ states. We measure similar phase differences of 7◦

between all pairs of sites in our device. Overall we have a relatively uniform drive phase, approximately corresponding
to the case in Fig. S5(a). The calibration method above does not reveal the sign of the phase difference. This sign
can be extracted from an interferometer-type experiment between the two neighboring qubits [26].

E.3. Adiabaticity and many-body decoherence

When maximizing the fidelity of the adiabatic preparation, the optimal rate of change for the drive detuning results
from the competition between diabatic transitions when the rate is faster (shorter ramp duration), and decoherence
when the rate is slower (longer ramp duration). We perform the state preparation by fixing the start and end frequency
of the drive detuning ramp at +2π × 30MHz and −2π × 30MHz, and varying the duration of the linear ramp. In
Fig. S8(a), we measure the final state average population n̄ as a function of the ramp duration. For ramp duration
less than 500 ns, we see effects of diabatic transitions and a reduced fidelity for reaching the n̄ = 1 state. At durations
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FIG. S7. Calibrate drive amplitude and phase. Population in left site after driving two resonantly coupled neighboring sites at
different drive detuning and drive pulse duration.
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FIG. S8. Adiabaticity of the coherent preparation. Dots are experimental data, and lines are numerical simulations.

larger than 1µs, we observe reduced filling due to lattice relaxation and dephasing. We choose an optimal duration of
750 ns for the adiabatic preparation used in the main text, corresponding to a detuning ramp rate of −2π×80MHz/µs.

We show numerical simulations in good agreement with the observed data. The numerics are implemented in
QuTiP by solving the Lindblad master equation. We use experimentally calibrated values for all coherent parameters,
and the measured average single qubit lifetime at the lattice location T1 ≈ 25µs for relaxation rate. When we include
a white noise dephasing rate corresponding to the measured average single qubit T ∗

2 ∼ 3µs, we see a significant over-
estimation of decoherence in the numerical results, shown in Fig. S8(a). To match the adiabaticity data (and all other
experimental data in the manuscript), we need to use a dephasing rate of T ∗

2 ≈ 10µs in the numerical calculations.
Such suppressed effective many-body dephasing rate T ∗

2 has been observed in recent transmon lattice experiments
[70]. For the numerical simulation in Fig. S7(b), we used the same effective dephasing time of 10µs.

Using the optimal ramp rate, we perform a “forward and back” experiment where we coherently drive from n̄ = 0 to
n̄ = 1 then apply a second drive with a reversed detuning ramp to coherently bring the many-body system back to the
initial state n̄ = 0. We vary the end detuning during the forward and back ramp and measure the onsite population
after turning off the drive amplitude in 300 ns. The data is shown in Fig. S8(b)(right), where we have included the
forward ramp data in Fig. 3 of the main text for comparison (left). Here the drive amplitude is turned to zero at the
minimum detuning of −2π× 30MHz, then turned back on before the reverse detuning ramp starts. Starting with an
initial filling of 6% due to thermal population, we observe a final lattice filling of ≈ 20% after the forward and back
ramps. The numerical simulation, using the above mentioned many-body decoherence rates, show excellent agreement
with the observed data. The initial state has ≈ 80% probability in |0000⟩, the final state after the forward ramp has
≈ 70% probability in |1111⟩, while the state after the forward-and-back ramp has ≈ 60% probability in |0000⟩.
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FIG. S9. Thermal population after the coherent preparation, from numerical simulations without decoherence. (a) The initial
ground state. The numbers indicate probability in each many-body eigenstate. (b) Final state at half-filling. (c) Final state at
unit-filling. Note there are two near-degenerate states at zero detuning for N = 2, where we show the total probability in both
states.

E.4. Effect of initial thermal population

The lattice starts in an equilibrium ground state with a finite thermal population of approximately 6% on each
lattice site. The thermal population can be coherently driven into different many-body eigenstates during the many-
body preparation. In Fig. S9, we show numerical results to illustrate the distribution of the thermal components after
the coherent preparation. We intentionally excluded decoherence effects in this calculation to focus on visualizing the
coherent transfer of the initial thermal population across the many-body spectra. All numerical simulations in the
manuscript include the effect of thermal population, in good agreement with experimental data.

F. BATH-LATTICE COUPLING RATES

The parametric modulation that enables the transmon-resonator coupling is applied via the local flux line of each
transmon lattice site and induces a flux modulation of ϕ(t) = ϕmod cos(ωmodt)+ϕ0 in the SQUID loop of the transmon.
For relatively small modulation amplitude ϕmod around the lattice location we use, the transmon frequency is linearly
dependent on the flux: ωq(t) = ω0+Amod cos(ωmodt). The Hamiltonian describing the capacitively coupled resonator
and transmon system is:

H = ωq(t)a
†a+ ωrb

†b+ g(a† + a)(b† + b) +
U

2
a†a†aa

where b† is the creation operator for microwave photons in the resonator. The modulation frequencies that lead
to the realization of effective particle drain (D) and particle source (S) are ωD

mod ≈ (ωr − ωq) (“red sideband”)
and ωS

mod ≈ (ωr + ωq) (“blue sideband”). The red sideband modulation leads to an effective Hamiltonian with
resonant tunneling between the qubit and resonator, written in the rotating frame of the qubit with the rotating wave
approximation as:

Hred = gD(a†b+ b†a) +
U

2
a†a†aa

with effective red sideband coupling rate gD = J1(
Amod

|ωr−ωq| ) × g, where J1 is the 1st order Bessel function of the first

kind. On the other hand, the blue sideband modulation leads to an effective Hamiltonian:

Hblue = gS(a
†b† + ba) +

U

2
a†a†aa

with effective blue sideband coupling rate gS = J1(
Amod

|ωr+ωq| )× g. The readout resonators in our device are dissipative

with linewidth κ through their coupling to the common readout transmission line. This turns the above coherent
sideband couplings into incoherent processes which we utilize as narrow-band particle drain and source.

In our experiments, to achieve a red sideband coupling rate of gD = 2π × 2MHz, we used a sideband power of
approximately -11 dBm before entering the fridge. This is consistent with analytical models and numerical simulations
which predict a required flux modulation amplitude of ϕmod ≈ 0.04Φ0 at the lattice location, where Φ0 is the magnetic
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flux quantum. This corresponds to a frequency modulation amplitude of Amod ≈ 2π×115MHz. At the typical lattice
location, the highest rate we can achieve in the present device is gD ≈ 2π × 12MHz, limited by the finite qubit
frequency tuning range of approximately 2π × (4− 5.8)GHz.

To achieve a blue sideband coupling rate of up to gS = 2π × 2MHz, we used modulation power up to 0.7 dBm
before entering the fridge, in agreement with numerical modeling for Amod ≈ 2π × 640MHz. Due to the finite qubit
frequency tuning range, the numerical model indicates a maximum gS ≈ 2π × 2.4MHz. Experimentally, we observed
gS = 2π × 4MHz with a sideband power of 7 dBm. We attribute this additional coupling to a three-wave mixing
process enabled by a weak charge coupling between the flux line and the transmon. At even higher modulation
amplitudes, we start to observe drive-induced heating of the transmon to higher excited states.

During the flux modulation, the average qubit frequency will experience a shift coming from both the non-linear
dependence of the qubit frequency on flux and drive-induced ac-Stark shifts. In our experiments, these shifts are on
the order of a few MHz. To ensure the transmon sites remain at the lattice frequency when the baths are turned on,
these shifts are measured and compensated using the dc component of the fast flux control.

G. EXTENDED ANALYSIS ON CURRENT IN BATH-COUPLED LATTICE

Here we present modeling of the bath-coupled transport experiments. In the main text, we made this statement:
A finite current ⟨j⟩ requires coherent superposition between many-body eigenstates with the same
particle number. For this discussion, we label the many-body eigenstates in the lattice as |ψN,k⟩, where N is the
number of particles and k labels the states within each manifold N . For instance, there are 4 states (k =1...4) for
N = 1 and 6 states for N = 2 in our 4-site hard-core Bose-Hubbard lattice (see the many-body spectrum shown in
Fig. 3a, replotted here in Fig. S10 and S11). The statement above in bold can be understood from the following two
properties of the current operator:

• Each many-body energy eigenstate is a stationary state with zero current expectation value ⟨j⟩ anywhere in
the lattice, i.e. ⟨ψN,k|j|ψN,k⟩ = 0. It follows that a system in an incoherent admixture of different many-body
eigenstates would also have ⟨j⟩ = 0. Therefore, having a non-zero current in a many-body state requires coherent
superposition between different many-body eigenstates.

• The current operator and the total particle number operator commute, [N̂ , ĵ] = 0. Intuitively, the current
describes the flow of particles which does not change the total particle number in the system. Mathematically,
this implies that ⟨ψN,k|j|ψM,l⟩ = 0 for any N ̸= M . Therefore, the total current is the sum of independent

contributions from different particle number manifolds ⟨ĵ⟩ = Tr(ρĵ) =
∑

N ⟨ĵN ⟩. Here ρ is the density matrix

of the system, and the current in particle number manifold N is ⟨ĵN ⟩ =
∑

k ⟨ψN,k|ρĵ|ψN,k⟩.

G.1. Energy-dependent transport in Fig. 4b

In Fig. 4b, we have claimed that the peaks in the current versus bath-detuning data correspond to particle transport
involving single- and two-particle eigenstates. In Fig. S10(a) we illustrate the single-particle processes where particles
are added to the N = 1 eigenstates by the particle source and removed from the lattice by the particle drain. The
energies of these N = 0 → 1 transitions are shown in Fig. S10(c) as grey vertical dashed lines (same as black arrow
locations in Fig. 4b), and they align well with the observed peaks in current for weak bath-coupling gS,D = 2π×1MHz.
When calculating the many-body spectrum, we added a finite next-nearest-neighbor tunneling JNNN = 2π×0.55MHz
in addition to the measured nearest-neighbor tunneling J = 2π × 5.8MHz at this lattice location. This JNNN is
consistent with finite element simulation of the device, and allows us to match the lattice spectrum more accurately
to the measured current and current dynamics. Recall from above argument, population in one stationary eigenstate
is not sufficient to generate current, nor is it sufficient to populate several eigenstates incoherently; we rely on coherent
superpositions to have a finite current. When the bath frequency is tuned near one of the N = 1 states (which gets
populated resonantly), other N = 1 states have to be off-resonantly populated as well. The different N = 1 states are
populated with some coherence between them, as a result of the intricate interplay between the incoherent particle
baths and the coherent lattice Hamiltonian.

With larger bath-coupling gS,D = 2π×2MHz, the same single-particle processes contribute to the observed current,
in addition to new two-particle processes. In S10(b), we illustrate the two-particle processes where the particle baths
add and remove two particles, each at half the energy of the transition between the N = 0 ground state and one of
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FIG. S11. Current dynamics in bath-coupled lattice. (a) Numerical simulation (line) of the data (dots) in Fig. 4c. The baths
are on during the first 2µs and off afterward. (b) Same experiment as (a), showing the measured and calculated total particle
number in the lattice. (c-f) Numerical simulation of the dynamics towards the non-equilibrium steady state. Black solid lines
are the total current ⟨j⟩ and total particle number in the lattice (same as in (a,b)); colored dotted lines are contributions from
each particle number manifold labeled by N .

the N = 2 eigenstates. In (c), the red dotted lines indicate these transitions and show good agreement with peaks
observed in the data. Some of the N = 2 states are more easily excited because of the presence of a near-resonant
N = 1 eigenstate at the required detuning, e.g., the second highest energy states in N = 2. Other N = 2 states can be
harder to excite because the required bath detuning is off-resonant with all N = 1 eigenstates, e.g. the highest energy
N = 2 state. In the latter case, the two-particle eigenstate is excited via a virtual population of the off-resonant
N = 1 states.

G.2. Current dynamics in Fig. 4c

In Fig. S11(a), we replot the measured current dynamics in Fig. 4c (dots) and show good agreement with numerical
simulation (lines). We included the estimated JNNN in these Lindblad master equation simulations. The current
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dynamics at short times and steady-state value depend sensitively on the exact parameters of the system, e.g., small
residual lattice disorder. When the current reaches a finite steady-state value, the many-body state contains coherent
superpositions of different eigenstates. When the baths are turned off, the many-body state evolves in the closed
lattice, with the different eigenstate components evolving at different energies. Therefore the current undergoes
coherent oscillations. The amplitude of the oscillations will gradually decrease as a result of dephasing; here, the
decay constant will be given by the effective many-body dephasing time of ∼ 10µs.
In Fig. S11(b), we show additional experimental data for the measured total particle number in the lattice for the

same experiments in (a) and the results of numerical simulation. While the current through the lattice reaches the
steady-state value within 1µs, the total particle number continues to increase slowly until the baths are turned off
at 2µs. The bath-coupled lattice needs more time to reach the many-body non-equilibrium steady state (NESS),
and that time scale is not reflected in the current dynamics ⟨j(t)⟩. We briefly discuss the dynamics towards the
NESS in the next section. After the bath is turned off, the total particle number in the lattice will decrease due to
single-particle relaxation with a decay constant of T1 ∼ 30µs.

G.3. Dynamics towards the NESS

To better understand the dynamics of the system towards the NESS, we simulate the experiments in Fig. 4c but
keep both baths on at all times for a longer duration of 25µs. In Fig. S11(c-f), we plot the simulated current and
particle number for bath-coupling rate gS,D = 2π × 1MHz (c,d) and gS,D = 2π × 2MHz (e,f). For the current, we

calculate both the current contributions from each particle number manifold ⟨ĵN ⟩ (dotted color lines) and the total
current expectation value ⟨j⟩ =

∑
N ⟨ĵN ⟩ (solid back line). Similarly for the particle number plots, we calculate both

the number of particles in each particle number manifold (color dotted lines) and the total particle number in the
lattice (solid black line).

The results for gS,D = 2π × 1MHz are shown in (c, d). The total current ⟨j⟩ settled near the steady-state value

within 1µs, but the currents from each particle number manifold ⟨ĵN ⟩ only reached their steady-state values after
∼ 20µs when the system reaches its NESS. In the first few µs after the baths are on, the current is dominated by the
contribution from N = 1. The bath detuning here is aligned with one of the single-particle eigenstates, resonantly
populating this state. All other eigenstates are driven off-resonantly and/or via multi-particle processes, therefore
being populated at much slower rates. Hence, the initial current is dominated by the N = 1 contribution, coming
from the coherent superposition between one resonantly driven single-particle state and other states in N = 1. At
longer times, the current contributions from N > 2 gradually increase while the N = 1 contribution decreases, but
the total current remains roughly the same. This change in current contribution is also seen from the population in
each particle manifold (d). In the final NESS, there is a finite population in the N = 4 Mott state, but it does not
contribute to the current: current is generated from superpositions within a particle number manifold, but there is
only one eigenstate with N = 4 in our case. For gS,D = 2π× 2MHz at this same bath detuning (e, f), the current and
population dynamics show qualitatively similar behavior towards the NESS. The larger bath-lattice coupling enables
higher particle number eigenstates to contribute more in the particle transport, and allows faster relaxation towards
the NESS. Here we see more current contributions from N = 2 and N = 3 manifolds in the NESS.

It remains an open question why the total current expectation value settles close to a steady-state value much faster
than the underlying many-body evolution toward the NESS. We will leave for future work to explore the detailed
properties of the NESS and its dependence on the baths’ spectral properties, lattice interactions, and decoherence
effects.
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